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Chapter 5

V. Massive black holes in galactic nuclei - Theory and
Simulations

Tiziana Di Matteo || Daniel Anglés-Alcazar EI and Francesco Shankar H

Massive black holes are fundamental constituents of our cosmos, from the Big
Bang to today. Understanding their formation from cosmic dawn, their growth,
and the emergence of the first, rare quasars in the early Universe remains one
of our greatest theoretical and observational challenges. Hydrodynamic cosmo-
logical simulations self-consistently combine the processes of structure formation
at cosmological scales with the physics of smaller, galaxy scales. They capture
our most realistic understanding of massive black holes and their connection to
galaxy formation and have become the primary avenue for theoretical research
in this field. The space-based gravitational wave interferometer, LISA, will open
up new investigations into the dynamical processes involving massive black holes.
Multi-messenger astrophysics brings new exciting prospects for tracing the origin,
growth and merger history of massive black holes across cosmic ages.

1. Introduction

In this chapter we will take a journey through our cosmic history to examine the
role of black holes from the Big Bang to today. Black holes are fundamental com-
ponents of our Universe, and they play a major role in our understanding of galaxy
formation. As discussed in Chapter IX, black holes forming from the collapse of
the first density peaks and associated processes at cosmic dawn (the first epoch of
galaxy formation) are likely to lead to a significant population of ’seed’ black holes
that merge and grow. Here we will examine the emergence of the first population
of supermassive black holes, the first quasars, that occurs within the first billion
years of our cosmic history. As we link the formation of the first black holes to the
first quasars, we also study the formation of black holes in our standard paradigm
of structure formation. We will describe how we understand structure formation
within the context of cosmological simulations and semi-analytic models. State-of-
the art cosmological simulations include the formation and growth of black holes
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and can make direct predictions for current and future observations. We will dis-
cuss the growth of black holes in the centers of galaxies, and how mergers and gas
accretion induced by large inflows and mergers connect the physics of small scales
to larger cosmological scales. Cosmological simulations allow us to study directly
the co-evolution of and connection between black hole growth and galaxy formation
and the emergence of the fundamental relations between central black holes and
their host galaxy properties.

2. Cosmological Simulations of galaxy formation and black holes

2.1. Brief Introduction, Motivation and Challenges

Structure formation and evolution in cosmology encompasses the description of the
rich hierarchy of structures in our Universe, from individual galaxies and groups to
clusters of galaxies up to the largest scale filaments along which smaller structures
align. This so-called ’cosmic web’ arises from the gravitational growth of the initial
matter inhomogeneities, seeded at the time of inflation. The rate at which structure
forms depends on the initial power spectrum of the matter fluctuations, now well
measured!! and on the expansion rate of the universe, which is regulated by its
matter content (the largest component of which is dark matter), radiation and dark
energy. The standard cosmological model has been very successful at predicting a
wide range of phenomena, so that it has become worthwhile to devote the largest
computer resources to studying structure formation.

To do this, we need to develop computer simulations that cover a vast dynamic
range of spatial and time scales: we need to include the effect of gravitational fields
generated by superclusters of galaxies on the formation of galaxies, which in turn
harbor gas that cools and makes stars and is being funneled into supermassive
blackholes the size of the solar system. Ultimately the study of structure formation
should provide a true understanding of how galaxy formation takes place in the uni-
verse, and so allow us to use the many observations of galaxies and their clustering
to gain insights into the nature of the two greatest mysteries of modern physics,
dark matter and dark energy while also reproducing the formation and evolution of
galaxies and their black holes across cosmic history.

There are two conflicting requirements that make the study of hierarchical struc-
ture formation extremely challenging. In order to have a statistically significant
representation of all structure in the Universe, the volume studied needs to be large
but the individual particle mass needs to be small to adequately resolve the scale
length of the structures which form and the appropriate physics. This implies a
need for an extremely large IV, where N is the number of particles. Depending on
the problem, a dynamic range of 10'° or more can be necessary in principle.

The largest computer models of galaxy formation have traditionally involved the
properties of dark matter only but the part of the Universe astronomers observe is
made up of ordinary matter (gas, stars etc.). In order to make direct contact with
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observations and predictions from our theories we must simulate the detailed hydro-
dynamics of the cosmic plasma. In addition, there is strong observational evidence
for a close connection between the formation and evolution of galaxies and of their
central supermassive black holes. Cosmic structure formation is nonlinear, involves
a large variety of multi-scale physics and operates on large timescales making large
scale numerical simulations the primary means for its study. Both approaches (dark
matter only and full gas-dynamics, star formation and black hole physics) can be
used in concert to make progress.

In hydrodynamic cosmological simulations, the complex non-linear interactions
of gravity, hydrodynamics, forming stars, and black holes are treated in a large,
representative volume of the universe. In this approach the physics at these much
smaller galaxy scales is hence self-consistently coupled to large cosmological scales.
These are therefore our most powerful predictive calculations linking the part of
the universe we observe (stars, black holes etc..) to the underlying dark matter and
dark energy. They capture our most realistic understanding of black holes and their
connection to galaxy formation.

Over the last few years it has become possible, with newly developed and more
sophisticated codes, higher fidelity physical models as well as large enough compu-
tational facilities, to simulate statistically significant volumes of the universe (down
to z = 0) with sufficient detail to resolve the internal structure of individual galax-
ies and follow the growth, mergers and evolution of black holes in their centers.
We will review these in this Chapter. The prospect that we are in a position to
use cosmology, i.e. the science of the Gigaparsec horizon, in our simulations to
make predictions for the mass distribution in the inner regions of galaxies and their
central black holes is extraordinary.

2.2. What we simulate, codes and physics

To simulate structure formation in the Universe we need to account for its full cosmic
matter-energy content. Matter comes in two basic types: ordinary baryonic matter
(e.g. atoms, stars, planets, galaxies) which accounts for 15% of the total matter
content, and dark matter which accounts for the remaining 85%. In addition, there
is a mysterious dark energy field which actually dominates the energy density of
the universe today, with a contribution of 75%, while matter constitutes only about
25%.

The simulations which include black holes, and that are the subject of this
Chapter, are carried out in our standard ACDM cosmology. They assume that
the Universe has a component of its energy density driven by the cosmological
constant A. Dark energy, in the form of A is then simply introduced in the initial
conditions and to solve for the cosmological expansion via the Friedmann equation.
It is capable of providing the acceleration in the cosmic expansion compatible with
our present observational constraints.

Cosmological sumulation use a number of different algorithms to self-consistently
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simulate the matter fluids (dark and baryonic) components according to their ap-
propriate physical laws.
Dark Matter: For dark matter, which in our standard cosmological models is
thought to behave as a perfectly collisionless fluid, the N-body method is used,
where a finite set of particles samples the underlying distribution function. As the
only appreciable interaction of dark matter is through gravity, the evolution of the
system obeys the Poisson-Vlasov equation. For the computation of the gravitational
field, cosmological codes often use an FFT mesh solver on large-scales coupled
to a hierarchical multipole expansion of the gravitational field based on a tree-
algorithm? on small scales, leading to a uniformly high force resolution throughout
the computational volume®

For the large scales, many cosmological codes use a hierarchical multipole expan-
sion (organized in a “tree”) to calculate gravitational forces. In this method, par-
ticles are hierarchically grouped, multipole moments are calculated for each node,
and then the force on each particle is obtained by approximating the exact force
with a sum over multipoles. The list of multipoles to be used is obtained with
a so-called tree-walk, in which the allowed force error can be tuned in a flexible
way. A great strength of the tree algorithm is the near insensitivity of its perfor-
mance to clustering of matter, and its ability to adapt to arbitrary geometries of
the particle distribution. While the high spatial accuracy of tree algorithms is ideal
for the strongly clustered regime on small scales, there are actually faster meth-
ods to obtain the gravitational fields on large scales. In particular, the well-known
particle-mesh (PM) approach based on Fourier techniques is probably the fastest
method to calculate the gravitational field on a homogeneous mesh. The obvious
limitation of this method is however that the force resolution cannot be better than
the size of one mesh cell, and the latter cannot be made small enough to resolve all
the scales of interest in cosmological simulations. Many codes offer a compromise
between the two methods. The gravitational field on large scales is calculated with
a particle-mesh (PM) algorithm, while the short-range forces are delivered by the
tree. Thanks to an explicit force-split in Fourier space, the matching of the forces
can be made very accurate. With this TreePM hybrid scheme, the advantages of
PM on large-scales are combined with the advantages of the tree on small scales,
such that a very accurate and fast gravitational solver results. A significant speed-
up relative to a plain tree code results because the tree-walk can now be restricted
to a small region around the target particle as opposed to having to be carried out
for the full volume.
Baryonic Matter: Baryonic matter is evolved using a mass discretization of the
Lagrangian equations of gas dynamics. In cosmology and galaxy formation sim-
ulations, both Eulerian and Lagrangian methods have been used to discretize the
cosmic gas. FEulerian methods offer the principal advantage of high accuracy for
shock capturing and low numerical viscosity.

In Lagrangian codes or Smooth Particle Hydrodynamics based codes, the bary-
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Figure 1. Illustration of state-of-the art hydrodynamical simulation at z = 3. Background: A
250Mpe/h x 250 Mpc/h slice of the ASTRID simulation, from left to right the colour shows dark
matter density (orange), gas temperature (blue), metallicity (purple) and neutral hydrogen fraction
(red) respectively. First inset (Upper left): Gas density field coloured by temperature, showing
a 7 Mpc/h zoomed-in region centred on a massive halo with My, = 3 x 103 Mg. Second inset:
further zoom into a 500 kpc/h region, showing the stellar density field centred on an ultra-massive
10'°© M BH. The white crosses in the panel mark the positions of SMBHs in this region with the
cross size scaled by the BH mass. Third inset: the morphology of the host galaxy in face-on (upper
panel) and edge-on (lower panel) views in a 20 kpc/h region around the central SMBH. Colours
show the stellar age with older stars being redder. The bottom insets show some randomly chosen
galaxies hosting 109 BHs. Credit: Yueying Ni.

onic matter is evolved using a mass discretization of the Lagrangian equations of
gas dynamics. The code employs a particle-based approach to hydrodynamics,
where fluid properties at a given point are estimated by local kernel-averaging over
neighboring particles, and smoothed versions of the equations of hydrodynamics are
solved for the evolution of the fluid (SPH).
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With newer hydrodynamic algorithms such as AREPO* and GIZMO/ an un-
structured Voronoi tessellation of the simulation volume allows for dynamic and
adaptive spatial discretization, where a set of mesh generating points are moved
along with the gas flow. This mesh is used to solve the equations of ideal hydro-
dynamics using a second order, finite volume, directionally un-split Godunov-type
scheme, with an exact Riemann solver. The code has been thoroughly tested and
validated on a number of computational problems and small scale cosmological sim-
ulations #0 S PIUL demonstrating excellent shock capturing properties, proper
development of fluid instabilities, low numerical diffusivity and Galilean invariance,
making it thus well posed to tackle the problem of galaxy formation. In recent
years, these algorithms have enabled a computational approach to the full problem
of galaxy formation.

2.2.1. Physical processes, galaxy formation

The galaxy formation model in recent simulations is based on the inclusion of:
(i) Gas cooling and photo-ionization: the cooling function is calculated as a function
of gas density, temperature, metallicity, UV radiation field, and AGN radiation field.
(ii) Star formation and ISM model: the simulations adopt a subgrid model for the
ISM, computing an effective equation of state assuming a two-phase medium of cold
clouds embedded in a tenuous, hot phase. Star formation occurs stochastically and
follows the Kennicutt-Schmidt law.
(iii) Stellar evolution and feedback: stellar populations return mass to the gas
phase through stellar winds and supernovae. The simulations also employ a kinetic
stellar feedback scheme, which generates a wind with velocity scaled to the local DM
dispersion, and mass loading inferred from the available SN energy for energy-driven
winds.

In the next section we review in more detail the physical implementation of the
BH physics in our cosmological simulations, which is central to this chapter.

3. Black Holes in Galaxy Formation Simulations

A growing number of cosmological hydrodynamic simulations incorporate subgrid
models for black hole seeding (, dynamics (, growth (, and impact
of feedback (, which we review in this section. Large volume cosmological
simulations are a primary tool to model statistical populations of black holes and
galaxies and their connection to large scale structure. Examples of large volume
simulations with black hole physics include: Magneticum 2213 Horizon-AGN 2412
Eagle 108 Tustris 22921 MassiveBlack-11,2223 BlueTides 2420 Romulus /285 Tllus-
trisTNG 21134 SIMBA 39538 Agtrid B9 and CAMELS 2243 Cosmological zoom-in
simulations of smaller volumes are ideal to study the co-evolution of black holes
and galaxies at higher resolution for individual systems (or reach the galaxy clus-
ter regime) while maintaining a full realistic cosmological setting. Examples of
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zoom-in simulations with black hole physics include: Apostle® Auriga®5 NI-
HAO *847 Cluster-EAGLE *8#9 The Three Hundred 5% Choi et al. 5254 Costa et
al. 5557 MARVELous Dwarfs and the DC Justice League 5860 New-Horizon 6262
and FIRE 63

While we focus on simulations of black holes in a cosmological context, idealized
models of galactic nuclei, isolated galaxies/halos, and galaxy mergers play a crucial
role in our understanding of black hole seeding, growth, dynamics, and feedback,
informing the development of improved subgrid models for cosmological simulations.

BH Seeding BH Dynamics and Mergers
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Figure 2. BH seeds and merger models in simulations: Illustration of BH mass function for BH
Seeds in a power law distribution vs fixed BH mass (left). BH repositioning on the local potential
minimum, BH endowed inspiraling orbits with dynamical friction added in simulations.

3.1. Black hole seeds

Several different scenarios exist for the formation of the initial black hole “seeds”
that eventually grow to become massive black holes populating the centers of galax-
ies (see Chapters IIT and IX, and reviews by©d and). Popular models include the
formation of light seeds (Mgeeq ~ 10?Mg) as remnants of population IIT starg 72|
and the formation of massive seeds (Mgeeq ~ 10°Mgy) by direct collapse in pre-
galactic haloes ™5 Despite much recent work, major uncertainties remain on the
formation time, initial mass, birth place, and overall number density of black hole
seeds. Regardless of seed formation scenario, the relevant physical processes occur
well below the resolution of cosmological simulations, which must therefore adopt
simple subgrid models to introduce the initial seed black holes.

Since the first cosmological simulations including black hole growth and feed-
back, a common approach to the seeding problem has been to simply assume that
every halo above a given threshold dark matter (or stellar) mass hosts a central
black holeIBHEZEBTAOTEHT without attempting to mimic the physics or outcome
of any specific seed formation scenario. In practice, halos are selected for seed-
ing by regularly running a “Friends-of-Friends” (FoF) halo finder on-the-fly as the
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simulation proceeds, with typical linking length of ~0.2 times the mean particle
separation. Halos that satisfy the seeding criteria are then assigned a seed black
hole by converting the most bound or highest density gas element into a collisionless
particles, if the FOF group does not already contain a black hole particle. The mass
threshold for seeding is usually resolution dependent and chosen such that halos are
seeded as soon as they are resolved with a sufficient number of particles, but some
simulations choose to seed black holes at later times in higher mass galaxies once
they are expected to grow more efficiently 226

An alternative to halo-based models relying on FoF group finding is to create
seed black holes based on local gas conditions™®8% When a gas element satisfies the
star formation criteria in a given simulation, it can become a black hole seed (in-
stead of a star particle) with a probability that can be adjusted to control the overall
efficiency of seed formation. In some simulations, this probability is weighted such
that black hole seeds form preferentially at the lowest metallicities 2886768181183
in qualitative agreement with various theoretical models of seed formation that
rely on the presence of near pristine gas. Additionally, more restrictive conditions
require seeds to form preferentially in converging flows, at the highest surface den-
sities and gravitational accelerations, and in local regions with no pre-existing black
holes 67168182

Adopted black hole seed masses in simulations range from Meeq ~ 102 M@67=68
t0 Myeed ~ 106Mg 283l roughly covering the full range of theoretical expectations.
The seed mass is often below the resolution limit of simulations even for heavy seed
formation scenarios, which requires (Lagrangian) simulations to track separately the
“physical” mass of the black hole (starting at Mgeeq) from the actual “dynamical”

84 While constant mass is more

mass of the corresponding collisionless particle.
common, some recent simulations incorporate more complex astrophysical scenarios
by adopting a distribution of black hole seed masses. Examples include a power-law

distribution of heavy seeds:

0 Mseed < Mseed,min
P(Msccd) = N<Mseed>_n Mseed,min S Mseed S Mseed7max (1)
0 Mseed > Mseed,rnax

where N is the normalization factor, Mseed,min = 3 X 10*Mgh~! is the minimum
seed mass, Msced,max = 3 X 10°Mph~! is the maximum seed mass, and n = —1
defines the power-law distribution#? Other simulations attempt to represent the
spectrum of light black hole seeds that could form from population III remnants 52
based on theoretical expectations for the stellar initial mass function and the fate
of stars of different masses/®2:6

Black holes in massive galaxies grow by many orders of magnitude and therefore
their final mass at z = 0 should be insensitive to the initial seed mass. On the other
hand, black holes in lower-mass galaxies are expected to grow significantly less and

may retain memory of the initial conditions 2803828789 T either case, the choice
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of seed mass may have strong implications depending on the accretion model (§3.3)).
If the accretion rate is strongly dependent on black hole mass, then low mass seeds
may never reach the conditions for efficient growth even in massive galaxies. In
contrast, if accretion is weakly-dependent on black hole mass, then black holes may
converge to a similar mass regardless of the initial seed #8909 The choice of
black hole seed model can also lead to widely different black hole number densities
and halo occupation fractions /8292493

3.2. Black hole dynamics and mergers

Figure 3. The last few orbits (starting from ~ 80 Myrs before the merger) of a small sample
binaries in the large cosmological simulation (Astrid) plotted on their host galaxies. The distance
from left to right of each image is 8 ckpc/h. The brightness corresponds to the stellar density, and
the colors show the stellar age with older stars being redder. The red curves are the BH pairs’
position relative to their center of mass. Some BH orbits circularize over time (e.g. third row, fifth
column), although the majority of the orbits still remain eccentric when merging. Credit: Nianyi
Chen 3

After seed formation, the trajectory of black holes is governed by gravitational
interactions with the gas, stellar, and dark matter components. Any motion of the
black hole relative to a collisionless background of stars and dark matter leads to
dynamical friction, effectively acting as a “drag force” owing to the integrated effect
of successive gravitational two-body encounters® This process can help the black
hole sink towards the gravitational potential minimum and remain near the center
of the galaxy. Similarly, the hydrodynamic disturbance generated by a black hole
moving relative to the background gas distribution generates a wake slowing down
the black hole,2599 though feedback in the form of winds or radiation from the black
hole can significantly reduce gas dynamical friction or even result in positive net
acceleration 2710

Dynamical friction is not properly resolved in cosmological simulations owing to
limited mass and gravitational force resolution. Resolving the gravitational radius
of influence of a black hole with mass Mgy,

T ZiGMBHNl C M g - (2)
inf =09 PCA 107 M, ) \200kms 1)
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where o is the velocity dispersion of the surrounding gas, stellar, or dark matter

102 o1 cosmological simulations with

component, is only possible in idealized models
strong hyper-refinement in the nuclear region%® However, the typical spatial scale
resolved in large-volume cosmological simulations can be orders of magnitude larger
(~1kpc), with individual resolution elements representing the gas, stellar, and dark
matter components that can be significantly more massive than the black hole
particle.

In order to avoid spurious black hole trajectories owing to unresolved dynam-
ical friction, a common approach in galaxy formation simulations is to artificially
reposition the black hole to the location of the most bound particle within the
neighboring gas (and/or stellar) distribution?#243%T7788Y o within the FoF group
that contains the black hole3® Black hole repositioning operates every time step,
effectively pinning the black hole location to the center of the host galaxy. In this
scheme, close galaxy encounters and mergers can yield unphysical behavior with
non-smooth trajectories of black hole particles, which is partially mitigated by only
allowing black hole repositioning if the relative velocity of the most bound particle
is lower than some fraction of the local sound speed or their mutual escape velocity.
Alternatively, more gradual repositioning techniques rely on displacing the black
hole continuously by small increments in the direction of the stellar mass gradient
or the location of the minimum potential STHS03MI05 pesylting in smoother black
hole trajectories. As intended, black hole repositioning increases the density of the
ambient gas and reduces the relative velocity of the black hole, increasing the ac-
cretion rate and the overall efficiency of black hole feedback in simulations 28:104:105
However, artificial repositioning precludes the study of black hole dynamics in galax-
ies and overestimates the rate of black hole merger events, requiring post-processing
calculations to account for slower orbital decays.t'®

Boosting the dynamical mass of the black hole until its physical mass becomes
significantly larger than the dark matter particles is an alternative to allow for non-
trivial gravitational dynamics while avoiding stochastic trajectories of low-mass
black holes,%® which can mimic the effect of black holes embedded in tightly bound
stellar structures with large effective mass that can sink more efficiently to the
galactic center 3197 A more physically motivated approach to modeling black hole
dynamics in cosmological simulations is to include a subgrid prescription for dynam-
ical friction 2SHULSESI0GII0SII0N N\ost current models are based on the traditional®
dynamical friction formula assuming a homogeneous, infinite, idealized background
medium with isotropic velocity distribution, where the deceleration experienced by
a black hole of mass Mpy is given by:

VBH
aApF = —47TG2 MBH mg IHA?ﬂ/ dVanf(Va) (3)
VBH Jo
~ —4rG? Mgy p(< VBH) IHAV?)E, (4)
VBH

where vy is the black hole velocity relative to the surrounding medium, m, and
v, are the masses and velocities of the background particles, and the second ex-
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pression replaces the integral over the velocity distribution f(v,) by the density
108 The Coulomb loga-
rithm InA ~ In(bypax/bmin) depends on the maximum (byax) and minimum (byin)

p(< vpm) of particles moving slower than the black hole!

impact parameters. The spatial scale at which p, vgy, and A are measured in-
troduces some ambiguity in the calculation of dynamical friction. In practice, the
gravitational force resolution scale (or the size of the black hole “interaction” kernel)
is often used to evaluate Equations [3}f4] though more recent dynamical friction esti-
mators attempt to generalize better to cases which violate these idealized conditions
and remove the ambiguity in estimating ill-defined continuum quantities®3

Some simulations implement a drag force on the black hole from the surrounding

gas distribution motivated by the analytical approximation of:*>
G Mg 2 VBH
Farag =~ (2 ) 20 Y21, 6
s VBH

where here p is the gas density, ¢ is the sound speed, and Z(M) is a non-dimensional
function that encapsulates the dependence on the Mach number M = vpy /¢ 200U
Some models simplify this expression to depend explicitly on the gas accretion rate
Mgy, with deceleration given by agrag ~ —vea Mpn/Mpu 2207 Dynamic friction

L06H109] byt some simulations artifi-

from stars generally dominates over the gas drag
cially boost the gas drag to help stabilize black hole trajectories when not including
dynamic friction from collisionless particles®?™U or in gas-dominated systems at
high redshift ™ In either case, despite the addition of subgrid dynamical friction,
scattering through two-body interactions can still affect the black hole trajectory
if its mass is similar to that of the background particles. In practice, this implies
that cosmological simulations often still need to either artificially boost the dynam-
ical mass of the black hole or employ massive seeds (= 10°Mg) to avoid spurious
dynamical heating 281106:108;109

Despite the technical difficulties of modeling black hole dynamics in a galaxy
evolution context, many independent studies indicate that efficient accretion re-
quires black holes to remain tightly bound to the galaxy center where the highest
average gas densities occur /626810 Thig can be achieved by dynamic friction in
relatively massive galaxies with well-defined, dense, and stable central regions, but
it may not be possible in turbulent, clumpy, high-redshift galaxies where frequent
dynamical perturbations from mergers, bursty star formation, stellar feedback, and
massive clumps can significantly increase the time-scale for orbital decay of even
massive black hole seeds 28220 LOSESIURLIZHILO Thig black hole “sinking problem”®3

TT7TT8] o

can explain the observed off-center location of AGN in dwarf galaxies,
tributed to wandering black holes 28229120 gt may represent a challenge for the
early growth of the highest redshift QSOs and significantly affect the rate of black
hole-black hole mergers.

Galaxy merger remnants will inevitably contain two or more massive black holes
that may eventually merge, but cosmological simulations lack the resolution to fol-

low this process in detail. In simulations implementing artificial repositioning, any
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two black holes are allowed to merge instantaneously if they are located within their

1212481 Given the ~kpc scale resolution of large-volume simula-

interaction kerne
tions, black holes can merge during close fly-bys even at high relative velocity during
the early stages of galaxy interactions, artificially enhancing the merger rate. In
some simulations with repositioning, merging black holes are also required to have
a relative velocity lower than their mutual escape velocity 23278 This helps pre-
vent black holes from merging during the initial stages of galaxy mergers, though
the actual black hole velocities are ill-defined owing to the repositioning approach.
Simulations implementing subgrid dynamical friction, or modeling black holes mas-
sive enough that dynamical friction is resolved, can follow the evolution of merging
black holes for longer time and implement a more physically meaningful gravita-
tional binding criteria for allowing black hole mergers at the resolution scale 281631106
Gravitational-wave recoils of merging black holes are usually neglected in cosmo-
logical simulations but may influence their dynamics, growth, and overall impact of
feedback 12111123

3.3. Black hole accretion

Cosmological large-volume simulations cannot resolve the dominant mechanisms
driving gas transport from galaxy scales down to the black hole accretion disk,
requiring the implementation of sub-grid accretion models to infer the inflow of gas

11245129] i the most widely

on unresolved scales (Fig. . The Bondi accretion mode
used prescription for black hole growth in galaxy formation simulations since its
first implementation in idealized galaxy merger simulations 4128 For a black hole
of mass Mpy, moving at velocity v relative to a uniform distribution of gas with

density p and sound speed cs, the Bondi rate is given by

. 4r G? M2
Mgpongi = « Wy;;sg, (6)
where G is the gravitational constant and « is a normalization factor often included
to boost the accretion rate (see below). The gas properties are measured locally
around the black hole within an interaction kernel usually defined to contain the
nearest fluid elements. Depending on the resolution of the simulation, the black
hole kernel represents a physical size typically ranging from ~10-100pc in idealized
and high-resolution cosmological zoom-in simulations to ~1kpc in simulations of
large cosmological volumes or very massive objects such as galaxy clusters. The
Bondi radius r5 = GMpu/ cf represents the gravitational black hole radius of in-
fluence relative to gas supported by thermal pressure and it is often not resolved in
cosmological simulations.

The strong dependence Mpondi M3y implies a transition between suppressed
accretion rate at low Mpy and very fast growth at high Mpy. Assuming constant
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Figure 4. Distribution of gas across scales in a cosmological hyper-refinement simulation of a
massive galaxy (Mstar ~ 1010'5) at z ~ 2. The top left panel shows a Mpc-scale region containing
tens of galaxies connected by cosmic filaments. Subsequent panels zoom in progressively into the
nuclear region of the most massive galaxy and down to the vicinity of the central massive black
hole, resolving a pc-scale, rotationally supported disk of accreting gas. Strong gravitational torques
from non-axisymmetric perturbations in the stellar potential drive a sub-pc gas inflow rate of a few
Mgeyr~!, sufficient to power a luminous quasar. Cosmological large-volume simulations cannot
resolve the dominant mechanisms driving gas transport on scales <100pc—1kpc, requiring the
implementation of sub-grid accretion prescriptions to parameterize the inflow of gas on unresolved
scales. Figure reproduced from 3

gas density and sound speed, Equation [f] yields

Mseed

Mot = 1=y

where

_ S
a4 G2 p Myeeq (8)
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is the timescale for divergence in Mpy (assuming v = 0) and Mpp(t = 0) = Mseea
is the initial mass of the black hole seed. For typical kpc-scale conditions of star-
forming gas in large volume simulations (cs ~ 20kms~'and p ~ 0.13 m, cm™3, with
my, the proton mass), where the multi-phase ISM is not resolved, we obtain

1\ (105 Mg
~1 —
ts 00 Gyr (a> < Mo >, (9)

implying that a black hole with Mye.q = 10° M, would never reach efficient growth
in standard Bondi accretion (o« = 1). In order to mitigate this problem, a boost
factor of order oo ~ 100 is often adopted, which partially compensates the inability of

cosmological simulations to resolve the Bondi radius and the multiphase structure
of gas® Alternative implementations include a density-dependent boost factor
a o p? ™ or evaluating Bondi accretion for the inferred cold gas phase (increasing
p and decreasing ¢g) in the context of subgrid ISM models with relatively high
mean gas temperatures owing to stellar feedback.227 These implementation choices
together with Mgeeq can thus have significant effects on early black hole growth.

In the opposite regime, Bondi accretion reaches supra-exponential growth on
very short timescales for massive black holes, with tg ~ 100Myr for My = 10 M.
In practice, the divergence in Mpy at t = tg (Equation [7)) is avoided by limiting
the accretion rate to the Eddington limit, which represents the maximum growth
rate that can be achieved through spherically symmetric accretion in the presence
of radiation pressure:

4 Gmp MBH

€ 0T C

Mgaq = (10)

where €, is the radiative efficiency, ot is the Thomson scattering cross-section, and
c is the speed of light. Some models allow black holes to exceed Mgad by factors
of a few, which is consistent with detailed radiation hydrodynamic simulations of
non-spherical accretion flows indicating that super-Eddington feeding is indeed pos-
sible 128129 provided that the inflow rate from larger scales is sufficiently high /230
Accretion at the Eddington rate yields exponential growth with e-folding time given
by the Salpeter time,

s = € 0TC

= 2I9T° ~45M 11
TG yt, (11)

where we assume ¢, = 0.113Y Continuous Eddington growth would thus quickly
produce over-massive black holes, implying that Eddington-limited Bondi accretion
requires strong self-regulation by AGN feedback to reproduce observations such as
the black hole-galaxy scaling relations 132133

Equation [6] neglects radiative cooling, the angular momentum of inflowing gas,
the gravitational influence of the gas and stellar components, and gas consumption
by star formation among other key physical processes affecting gas transport in
galaxy discs. High-resolution simulations of galactic nuclei show that Bondi accre-

tion may indeed fail to reproduce gas inflow rates by orders of magnitude under a
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691961341139 Jemonstrating the challenge of developing accurate

variety of conditions,
predictors of gas inflow rates across multiple spatial scales.

Despite these limitations, models based on Bondi accretion have been very suc-
cessful at reproducing global galaxy and black hole observables when coupled with
suitable AGN feedback prescriptions 13H6I8:2L2H40761140 Thege include variations
of the Bondi model that attempt to account for the gas angular momentum. Con-
sidering a reduction of the Bondi radius owing to a decreased effective gravitational
potential due to gas rotational support yields a suppression of Bondi accretion by a
factor o (cs/ve)* when vg > cs, where v, represents the gas rotational velocity at
the resolution scale?® Considering instead the characteristic inflow time of Bondi
accretion compared to the timescale of viscous accretion from the circularization
radius yields a suppression of Bondi accretion by a factor o (cs /v¢)3.17 In either
case, Bondi-based accretion prescriptions retain the strong M2y dependence.

Adaptive refinement techniques can achieve significantly higher dynamic range
than standard cosmological simulations by splitting fluid elements dynamically
(thereby increasing resolution) as gas approaches the central black hole 24l albeit
at the expense of significant increase in computation cost (Fig. . Cosmological
hyper-refinement simulations of gas-rich, quasar-host galaxies show that the inflow-
ing gas across 1pc—10kpc scales is primarily cool, with rotational support dominat-
ing over turbulence and thermal pressure®? Under a range of conditions, these sim-
ulations show that gravitational torques from multi-scale stellar non-axisymmetries
dominate angular momentum transport over gas self-torquing and pressure gradi-
ents, with the gas inflow rate on sub-pc scales weakly dependent on Mpy. This is
consistent with earlier idealized simulations of galactic nucleil3#135
departure from the assumptions in Bondi-based accretion models.

Under the assumption that gravitational torques from non-axisymmetric pertur-
bations in the stellar component (driven by galaxy interactions and instabilities in

and points to a

self-gravitating nuclear gas disks) induce strong gas orbit crossing and shocks that
dissipate energy and angular momentum, the inflow rate is given by

ol My

Minﬁow(R) ) (12)

tdyn

where My, is the gas mass within R, tqy, = (R?/GMene)/? is the dynamical time,
M. is the total enclosed mass within R (including the gas and stellar components
in addition to M), and |a| is the fractional amplitude of the non-axisymmetric
perturbation to the potential 132 Equation [12] and additional considerations about
the dominant perturbation modes on different scales and their amplitude, the de-
pendence of global gravitational instability on bulge-to-disk ratio, and the local
balance between inflow and star formation represent the basis of an alternative
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accretion rate estimator based on gravitational torques:

: M, V6 /Mo o(R
Mrorgue = o f3'* % (108113\/}119) ( ( )>

R —3/2 fo -1
1 Mg yr*
(o) (17 2) Mow™

where fq = Mq/Men. is the disk mass fraction (including both stars and gas), fgas
is the gas mass fraction in the disk component, fo ~ 0.31 f2 (M4/10°Mg)~Y/3, and
all quantities are evaluated within a distance R corresponding the size of the black

(13)

hole kernel 22 The normalization factor ar ~ 1-10 parametrizes the dependence
of sub-pc inflow rates on the assumed Schmidt-Kennicutt law of star formation on
unresolved scales and the galaxy stellar density profile.

Cosmological simulations implementing gravitational torque-driven accretion
show important qualitative differences compared to Bondi-based accretion mod-
els [CHOSITSHUOLLAZ The inflow rate driven by gravitational instabilities and resulting
torques is nearly independent of Mpy. This implies that black holes do not show
the characteristic behavior seen in Equation [7] for Bondi-based models, where a
marked transition occurs from suppressed black hole growth at low Mpy to supra-
exponential growth at high Mpy. Instead, gravitational torque-driven inflow pre-
dicts efficient growth of under-massive black holes (without the need for an « accre-
tion boost factor) and does not require strong self-regulation of massive black holes
by galaxy-scale AGN feedback. Explicitly including the physics of gravitational
torques between the stellar and gas components therefore yields qualitatively differ-
ent results to that of modifications of Bondi accretion that attempt to incorporate
angular momentum transport.

The gravitational torque model assumes conditions relevant for black hole fueling
in self-gravitating gas disks with a dominant stellar component. These conditions
are less likely to apply in the gas dominated regime at early times, where other
processes such as scattering of dense gas clouds or turbulent transport may be re-
quired 1437143 or the gas poor regime at late times in massive elliptical galaxies
where Bondi accretion of hot, pressure supported gas with low angular momentum
may be a better representation. Ideally, cosmological simulations should implement
black hole accretion prescriptions able to incorporate the dominant gas transport
mechanisms operating on different regimes as the host galaxy evolves. A first at-
tempt at implementing a hybrid accretion model considered separately the cold
(T < 10°K) and hot (T > 10°K) gas components within the black hole kernel,
modeling the accretion of cold, rotationally supported gas following the gravita-
tional torque model and the accretion of hot, pressure supported gas following the
Bondi parameterization 3257

In addition to modeling the inflow of gas across galaxy scales, simulations should
also consider the transport of gas within the black hole accretion disk itself. Some
models incorporate an intermediate accretion disk reservoir from which the black
hole grows at a rate motivated by accretion disk theoryS76SH46HIA8 T some cases,
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simulations track the evolution of black hole spin, which can modify the radia-

tive efficiency of the accretion disk and the efficiency of accretion-driven winds and
jets [ASHIS0

3.4. Black hole feedback

Radiatively efficient accretion disks convert a significant fraction of the rest mass
energy of accreted material into radiation, with the total bolometric luminosity
given by

Lol = & Mgy ¢, (14)

where the radiative efficiency depends on the spin of the black hole and can range
from €, ~ 0.05-0.3522Y The total integrated power radiated by the central massive
black hole is thus expected to be orders of magnitude larger than the binding energy
of the host galaxy,

2
€ Mpp 2 €; 300kms !
——— ~ 100 x (—) _ 15
Mstar o2 0.1 ( g ( )

where o is the galaxy stellar velocity dispersion and we have assumed a typical black
hole mass to galaxy stellar mass ratio Mgy /Mgtar ~ 10~3. Radiation can affect the
thermodynamic state of gas thorough Compton, photoionization, and photo-electric
heating and driving winds through radiation pressure on free electrons and dust or
via coupling to spectral lines. Accretion disks can also drive mechanical winds
and jets that can extract a larger fraction of the accreted rest mass energy Mg 2
compared to radiation2 Even if only a small fraction of Lye couples to the
surrounding gas through some of these processes, Equation implies that AGN

feedback can have a significant impact in galaxy evolution 12041534154

Observations of AGN feedback in action include fast nuclear outflows 1224156
LS00 yadio-emitting jets, 222151 and ionized QSO proximity

zones 192103 Regardless of the specific form of feedback, the energy is originated in

galaxy-scale winds,

the central engine on scales comparable to the Schwarzschild radius,

Ry = % ~ 107 % pe x <1é\f]i?®> , (16)
but can affect the properties of gas out to Mpc scales. Modeling the generation
and impact of feedback across more than ten orders of magnitude in spatial scales
is computationally unfeasible. The implementation of AGN feedback in galaxy
formation simulations is thus schematic by necessity, owing to limited resolution but
also to uncertainties in observational constraints and the lack of a full theoretical
understanding of the different feedback channels.

A popular AGN feedback model since its first implementation in idealized galaxy
merger simulations assumes that a fraction e of the bolometric luminosity cou-
ples to the surrounding gas in the form of thermal energyf*120 The input energy
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E =€ Ly is deposited isotropically into the nearest gas resolution elements, typi-
cally within the black hole kernel used to evaluate the accretion prescription (§3.3)).
This thermal feedback model represents the basis for many AGN feedback imple-
mentations in large-volume cosmological simulations 1214 16242831H076) The feed-
back efficiency €r is a free parameter that represents the expected impact of AGN
feedback, without necessarily corresponding to a specific physical mechanism, and it
is usually calibrated to reproduce the observed black hole-galaxy scaling relations.
The overall effect of thermal feedback depends on the resolution of the simulation,
the accretion prescription, and other implementation details, but typical values in
the range ¢; ~ 0.05-0.15 have been shown to yield efficient self-regulation of black
hole growth while generating strong outflows that help reduce the star formation
rate in galaxies.

Reproducing the observed decline in the abundance of galaxies at the high mass
endt®#169 and the bimodality in galaxy colors with a growing population of red
galaxies at low redshiftt9%167 requires efficient quenching of star formation. Rapid
cooling in metal-rich gas can decrease the efficiency of thermal feedback by radiating
away a fraction of the injected energy, which may represent a challenge to fully
quenching massive galaxies. Some simulations artificially accumulate the feedback
energy produced by each black hole until it is enough to heat the neighboring
gas elements to a minimum temperature T ~ 10°K where cooling is inefficient,
reducing cooling losses1® Other approaches resort to temporarily inhibiting cooling
of gas that has received a thermal feedback injection?® Alternatively, simulations
incorporating mechanical energy deposition instead of thermal feedback benefit from
the fact that the injected momentum cannot be radiated away, reducing cooling
losses and potentially increasing the impact of feedback 22

The momentum injection rate owing to radiation pressure on dust can be ap-
proximated as

Prad =T c ' (17)
where 7 > 1 corresponds to the total FIR optical depth in the nuclear region
assuming absorption of UV radiation by dust and multi-scattering re-radiation in
the infrared. Idealized galaxy merger simulations suggest that radiation pressure on

1685169 a1nd more

dust assuming 7 = 10 can efficiently self-regulate black hole growth)
detailed radiation hydrodynamic simulations show that radiation pressure-driven
feedback may be an important ingredient in regulating star formation in compact
starbursts in the initial obscured QSO phase, producing galactic winds qualitatively
different to that of thermal feedback models 27 The increased computational cost
of radiation hydrodynamics has limited its use in galaxy formation simulations, but
approximate radiative transport methods allow more efficient implementation of
radiative feedback in cosmological simulations.6738

The momentum and kinetic energy imparted by mechanical winds can be mod-
eled in simulations by prescribing the mass loading factor nm, = Moyt / Mgu (pa-

rameterizing the mass outflow rate relative to the black hole accretion rate) and the
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corresponding outflow velocity voyt. With these choices, the “momentum loading”
and the kinetic energy efficiency relative to the bolometric luminosity are given by

Pwind Mm (Uout )

= —— = — , 18

np Lbol/c € c ( )
Ewind TIm Vout ) 2

_ _ M (Uout 19

k Lbol 2 €m ( & ( )

In some implementations of mechanical winds in Lagrangian hydrodynamics, gas
resolution elements within the black hole kernel receive a velocity kick correspond-
ing to vout with a probability set to reproduce the prescribed mass outflow rate on
average P28 Alternatively, new gas elements can be introduced into the simu-
lation to represent the wind at higher mass resolution 0T8T Ty the case of
grid-based simulations, mass and momentum are injected into neighbouring gas cells
according to the prescribed values of 1y, and vey: 1™ Isotropic winds are generally
implemented by assigning velocity kicks directed radially outward from the black
hole, but equatorial windgls®
in simulations.

and collimated winds®® have also been implemented

The appropriate mass loading and wind velocity depend on the resolution of
the simulation, which sets the physical scale at injection and therefore the type
of winds that are represented. High resolution simulations (usually idealized) can
attempt to model nuclear winds similar to those observed in broad absorption line
QS0s* and in absorption against X-ray emission from AGN 125567 with mildly
relativistic velocity (vout ~ 30,000kms~!) and mass outflow rate comparable to the
black hole accretion rate (n, ~ 1)138IT2UTHIT These winds appear to generate
on accretion-disk scales (<100 Rg) and are broadly consistent with predictions from
accretion disk simulations, corresponding to a kinetic energy efficiency €, ~ 0.05
similar to the feedback coupling efficiency used in simulations implementing thermal
feedback. Analytic models suggest that inefficient cooling of high-velocity shocked
winds entraining ISM gas results in energy-conserving outflows where the momen-
tum flux can be boosted by 1, ~ 20118 which may explain the highly mass-
loaded (nm, ~ 1,000) and slower (vour ~ 1,000kms~!) outflows observed on kpc
scales 12059 Cosmological large-volume simulations cannot resolve this process
but can instead implement mechanical AGN winds with the boosted momentum
flux and velocity expected on kpc scales 3218

Some simulations implement two different modes of AGN feedback motivated
by observations of two distinct populations of AGN, with (1) “quasar-mode” (or
“radiative-mode”) AGN associated with radiatively efficient accretion at high Ed-
dington ratio (Agqq = MBH/MEdd 2> 0.01) in less massive black holes growing
in star-forming galaxies, and (2) “jet-mode” (or “radio-mode”) AGN associated
with radiatively inefficient accretion at low Eddington ratio (Aggq < 0.01) in more
massive black holes in early type-galaxies!8ll Quasar-mode feedback is associated
with intense radiation and galaxy-scale outflows with high momentum flux in lu-
minous AGN while jet-mode feedback is primarily driven by highly collimated jets
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of relativistic particles which inflate hot, X-ray emitting bubbles in galaxy groups
and clusters. The role and impact of each AGN feedback mode is still not fully
understood and their outcome in simulations depends on their specific implemen-
tation, but quasar-mode feedback is believed to be important in regulating black
hole growth and central densities in massive galaxies while jet-mode feedback is
believed to be most relevant to prevent cooling of hot gas in massive halos and
maintain massive galaxies quenched. In practice, the distinction of feedback modes
in simulations allows for different forms of energy injection and efficiencies operat-
ing in different regimes, which provides more flexibility to accomplish quenching in
massive galaxies, groups, and clusters, while not significantly affecting lower mass
galaxies.

The first two-mode AGN feedback model in cosmological hydrodynamic simu-
lations was implemented as thermal feedback injection either in the vicinity of the
black hole for the quasar mode or at two locations outside of the galaxy and in
opposite sides to represent the expansion of hot bubbles driven by jet-mode feed-
back 182 A similar model was implemented into the Illustris large volume simula-
tion 920

black holes transition from quasar to radio mode feedback, successfully quenching

with the thermal coupling efficiency increasing from ¢ = 0.05 — 0.35 when

galaxies but over-evacuating gas from high mass halos™ A more recent implemen-
tation of radio-mode feedback in IllustrisTNG replaced thermal coupling by the
injection of mechanical winds with spherical symmetry and higher coupling effi-
ciency (ex ~ 1), producing a red galaxy sequence and simultaneously more realistic

31l Other implementations of radio-mode

thermodynamic profiles in large haloes!
feedback in large-volume simulations attempt to represent relativistic jets, though
resolving their propagation and structure remains a challenge even in idealized sim-
ulations 183183 The Horizon-AGN simulation® implements quasar-mode feedback
as “standard” thermal coupling and a transition to mechanical bipolar outflows
with velocity ~10,000kms~!, corresponding to an increase in feedback efficiency
ef = 0.15 — 1. In contrast, the SIMBA simulation®® implements collimated out-
flows with constant momentum flux (n, = 20) in both feedback modes,”™ with a
mass-dependent outflow velocity increasing from voy; ~ 1,000 — 8,000kms™!
transitioning from quasar mode to full-speed jets. Implementations of two-mode
AGN feedback in cosmological hydrodynamic simulations usually rely on a thresh-
old in Eddington ratio (Agqq ~ 0.01) above and below which black holes operate
in the quasar and jet feedback mode, motivated by observations and accretion disk

when

theory. However, the success of some models requires additional criteria such as
a minimum black hole mass required to transition to radio-mode feedback®? or a
mass-dependent threshold in Eddington ratio such that higher mass systems can
more easily transition into the powerful radio mode while low-mass galaxies remain
unaffected #t

The strong degeneracy between model parameters controlling black hole seeding,
dynamics, accretion, and feedback remains a challenge for building fully-predictive



April 25, 2023 0:49 ws-rv961x669 The Encyclopedia of Cosmology (Set 2): Black Holes, edited by main page 21
Z. Haiman (World Scientific, New Jersey, 2023)

Massive black holes in galactic nuclei - theory/simulations 21

black hole prescriptions in cosmological simulations. This has been emphasized
in a large suite of hundreds of cosmological zoom-in simulations from the FIRE
project®er
for black hole accretion and mechanical, radiative, and cosmic ray feedback5® Sev-
eral plausible combinations of models satisfy observational constraints (e.g., stellar
mass—halo mass relation and black hole-galaxy scaling relations) but it is non-trivial
to reproduce scaling relations across the full mass range (from dwarfs to massive

varying independently the numerical schemes and efficiency parameters

galaxies) without relying on artificial numerical implementations. Many model vari-
ations produce qualitatively incorrect results regardless of parameter choices, which
may help discriminate models.®® Interestingly, cosmic rays accelerated by massive
black holes are emerging as a plausible important feedback channel 88185 currently

ignored in most large-volume cosmological simulations.

4. Analytic evolutionary models of Supermassive Black Holes in a
cosmological context

4.1. Semi-analytic models

Semi-analytic models (SAMs) have been conceived as an alternative methodology
to numerical simulations to model galaxies in a cosmological context from first
principles 1867206 SAMs start from dark matter N-body simulations or analytic
merger trees. A number of physically and/or observationally motivated analytic
recipes are then set up in SAMs to control the cooling, star formation and ejection
of baryons in/from the potential wells of the host dark matter haloes through cosmic
time. Each of these recipes is characterized by one or more adjustable parameters,
which are then fitted to best fit a variety of independent data sets on the galaxy
population at different epochs and environments. SAMs represent a valuable and
flexible tool to more rapidly test against observational data the effectiveness of
some theoretical models and/or to bracket the values of some relevant physical
parameters.

Although SAMs had been originally designed to mostly focus on galaxy evolu-
tion, a lot of attention has been devoted in the last decades to also include in SAMs
the formation and evolution of SMBHs88HI90L92519581991200.206:2101 Similarly to hy-
drodynamic simulations, SAMs start by seeding galaxies with black holes of varying
mass, from light seeds of a few tens to hundred solar masses (Pop III remnants), to
massive seeds of a few thousands solar masses (direct collapse from supermassive
stars). In more recent times, a third avenue has been proposed to form SMBH
seeds, which lies somewhat in between the previous two models, and it is based
on the accretion of stellar mass black holes that fall onto the centre via dynamical
friction in the dense environments of starforming galaxies. Given the initial high
star formation rates of the host galaxies, calculations have shown that central black
holes could grow rapidly and efficiently towards the formation of seed black holes
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comparable to those from direct collapse.

Seed black holes are then allowed to grow, similarly to galaxies, via gas accretion
and mergers with other (intermediate and supermassive) wandering black holes
brought in by past mergers with other galaxies. Gas accretion onto SMBHs has
been often associated to galaxy mergers, during which the gas accretion rate onto
the SMBH has been approximated by the relation!88206

MBH,Q = fo(Vvir)mratioMcold y (20)

where M 14 is the mass of available cold gas, fx is an efficiency parameter, usually
chosen in a way to match the local scaling relations between SMBH mass and host
galaxy stellar/bulge mass, myatio i the mass ratio of the merging galaxies, and
f(Vair) is a function of the virial velocity of the host halo, usually parameterised

a5211

1

)
1+ (s )
to take into account the possibility that in lower-mass galaxies/haloes, with shal-
lower potential wells, gas is more easily expelled and thus less available for accre-
tion onto the SMBH. The accretion formula in Equation [20] is usually referred to
as “quasar-mode”, as it easily generates large accretion rates onto the SMBH and
thus high luminosities.

The quasar-mode accretion has not always been strictly associated to galaxy
mergers in SAMs, but also to a more general formation epoch of the host halo. In
this approach, each virialization/formation of a host dark matter halo, identified
by its early phase of fast collapse, promotes infall and cooling of baryons. Bary-
onic cooling is then rapidly followed by bursts of star formation which can induce,
via different physical processes such as photon radiation drag, the formation of a

central gas reservoir of low angular momentum, which can in turn feed the central
SMBHIESII95212

f(Vvir) = (21)

MIOWJ = flowJ‘Ily (22)

where W is the galactic star formation rate and fj,,; a free parameter, again usually
tuned to reproduce the scaling relations between SMBHs and galaxies or the AGN
luminosity functions. Equation [22| has been often adopted as an intermediate step
to better mimic the gradual loss of angular momentum in the gas component from
the larger to the smaller scales around the SMBH. Equation has been used in
merger models.

The actual accretion onto the central SMBH from the reservoir of low angular

momentum gas has then been modelled on the viscous accretion timescalgl®%213
: 03 [ Myes \*? Mg\ /2
My = feu-2 | —— 1 23
BH = fBH e <MBH + M ; (23)

where Mpy, M., and op are, respectively, the mass of the central SMBH, the
mass of the gas reservoir, and the stellar velocity dispersion of bulge. We note that
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Figure 5. Dependence on galactic age of the SMBH mass, reservoir mass, and SMBH accretion

ratd2Ld),

in Equation and in fact in all analytic recipes of SMBH accretion, the rate of
gas accretion onto the central SMBHs is usually capped at a chosen multiple of the
SMBH Eddington accretion rate.

The accretion onto the central SMBH has also been sometimes modelled in SAMs
following a “light-curve”, i.e., the varying accretion rate suggested by hydrodynamic
simulations and analytic models. Such light-curve models are typically characterized
by a fast (super-)Eddington accretion phase, which lasts until the SMBH reaches
a peak mass marking the self-regulation limit between accretion and feedback, fol-
lowed by a power-law decline as a function of time of the typd 88206207209;213H215]

. M,
Mpy = ——244 (24)

' 2
1+ (tEdd)

It has been shown several times in the literature that replacing instantaneous ac-

cretion with a gradual redistribution of gas accretion modulated by a physically
motivated light curve, provides a closer match to different AGN observables, most
notably the shape and evolution of the AGN bolometric luminosity function, and
the large-scale AGN clustering 218

We show in Figure [5| a light curve that is not parameterized but it is generated
by the balance between accretion and feedback in a self-regulated mode. It is
straightforward to distinguish the initial, Eddington-limited growth of the SMBH
from an initial seed, followed by a descending phase regulated by the availability
of gas in the reservoir and the surrounding interstellar medium. The transition
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between the self-regulated mode to the starvation mode is what sets the scaling
relation between SMBH mass and host galaxy stellar velocity dispersion 188

While in SAMs the accretion of cold gas controls the growth rate of SMBHs in
the quasar-mode regime, as given in Equation [20] the accretion of hot gas onto a

central SMBH occurs from a static hot halo around the SMBH host galaxy, and it
206

. Mpy Jrot Viir °

Menr = kr (108 M@> ( 0.1 ) (200 kmsl) ’ (25)
where fpot is the fraction of the total halo mass in the form of hot gas, Vi, is the
virial velocity of the host halo, which is proportional to the total mass of hot gas in
the halo, and kgr is an adjustable parameter, tuned to reproduce the local scaling
relations between SMBHs and their host galaxies. The radio-mode AGN feedback
mostly acts at stalling or heating up the late re-accretion of cold gas in the host
galaxy (the so-called “cooling flow”), along with limiting the growth of the central
SMBH, which always occurs at very sub-Eddington regimes.

As in hydrodynamic simulations, explicit inclusion of AGN feedback in the
quasar-mode regime have been included in some SAMs. Inspired by analytic ar-
guments, 27 the first examples of quasar-mode feedback in SAMs assumed that at
any given time of episodic accretion, the central SMBH back reacts by heating the

interstellar medium and removing a fraction of gas from the cold phase % at a

g
188

is expressed as

rate

. Lk Mcoa
MQSO MK Mco 2
cold X o2 Mgas ) ( )

where L is the kinetic luminosity of the quasar and o the stellar velocity dispersion
of the host galaxy. It is interesting to note that SAMs inclusive of only quasar-mode
feedback are still capable of reproducing the same local galaxy stellar mass function
as in models inclusive of explicit radio-mode feedback, as long as the quasar-mode
feedback is powerful enough to ejecting cold and infalling gas beyond the virial

radius 188

4.2. Semi-empirical models

Along the past decades, several groups have attempted to probe the growth SMBHs,
or at least to set some general constraints on their evolutionary patterns and average
properties, by adopting a number of “data-driven” approaches, without necessarily
adopting ab-initio cosmological models. One of the very first of these attempts is
the so-called Soltan “argument” “}¥ The aim of this seminal work was to yield an
average estimate of the radiative efficiency ¢, of SMBHs (and thus of their spin) via
the relation

PBH = 7‘15 (27)
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which is the equivalent of Equation [14] but at “population” level. In Equation
pBH is the relic local mass density of SMBHs, estimated from galaxy number densi-
ties converted to SMBH number counts via any of the local scaling relations between
SMBH mass and host galaxy property, such as stellar /bulge mass,“*? stellar velocity
dispersion/22Y or even light profile?s!l or host dark matter haloes'22 The ¥ term
in Equation [27] represents instead the integrated AGN emissivity across redshifts
and (bolometric) luminosities. Along the years, the application of Equation [27] has
yielded a wide range of values €, ~ 0.06 —0.30,223227 mainly due to the still notice-
able systematics in bolometric corrections#4® SMBH scaling relations226#229 and
AGN obscured fractions 2254227

Continuity equation models
eralization of Soltan’s argument. Given values of the radiative efficiency and the
Eddington ratio distribution, the bolometric AGN emissivity at any time can be
linked to the average growth rate of SMBHs of the corresponding mass, via a con-
tinuity equation describing the average mass “flow” of SMBHs of any given mass,
and thus capable of predicting the time evolution of the global SMBH mass function
n(Mpu,t). This continuity equation is usually written as

on(Momt) O | (Msn(Men, )]

ot - OMpi : (28)

where <MBH> is the average accretion rate averaged over the full population of black
holes of mass Mgy at time ¢. Figure[f]shows an example of the SMBH mass function
at different redshifts, as labelled, as predicted from Equation giving in input
the bolometric AGN luminosity function derived from X-rays,?2% and adopting an
average value of the radiative efficiency ¢, = 0.06. It is interesting to show that,
without any specific fine-tuning, the continuity equation model is able to naturally
generate a SMBH mass function that well aligns with the number density of local
SMBHs at all masses. Allowing for a significant fraction of (dry) SMBH mergers in
Equation [28| tends to overproduce the high-mass end of the SMBH mass function
with respect to local data222:234 However, given the still unclear systematics in the
SMBH scaling relations adopted to infer the local SMBH mass function 222234 and
the uncertainties on the radiative efficiency and its dependence on SMBH mass,232
no firm conclusions can be drawn yet on the importance of SMBH mergers in shaping
the SMBH mass function along cosmic time. Continuity equation models have been
further utilised to impose constraints on the mean Eddington ratio distribution

characterizing SMBH growth in time. Several studies have suggested that mean
236

2231230233 can be considered as a “differential” gen-

Eddington ratio should be below unity=** and progressively decreasing towards low

redshifts?24232 to accommodate the decreasing emissivity in the AGN luminosity
function®?® and the local values of the observed fractions of AGN in galaxies/24%
In a more general attempt to probe the coevolution of SMBHs and their host
galaxies in a transparent, data-driven approach, several groups have included
SMBHs in either semi-empirical models of galaxy evolution 220237240 op by as-

signing galaxies and SMBHs at fixed redshift (ignoring evolutionary links) to de-
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rive some basic properties on their number densities, clustering, and scaling re-
lations 2321241245 [ et’s start by reviewing the latter type of approach, which are
246)
vital component of the planning of imminent extragalactic surveys such as Euclid4”
and the Vera C. Rubin Observatory Legacy Survey of Space and Time (LSST).248
In these more basic models, galaxies are first assigned via “abundance matching

particularly relevant to the creation of active and normal galaxy mock catalogs,

techniques”, based on the number equivalence between galaxy and dark matter
number density counts, on top of N-body dark matter simulations 242255 SNBHs
are then assigned to host galaxy/haloes by either assuming a direct scaling with
the host dark matter haloes?37 or via a relation with their host galaxies 2322405243
An example of this procedure is shown in Figure[7] in which an underlying scaling
is assumed between SMBH mass and halo virial velocity of the type Mgy x V.5,
through which the halo mass function is converted into a SMBH mass function and
then into an AGN luminosity function via a mean Eddington ratio22” The plot
reports the constraints on the radiative efficiency €, and slope « of the SMBH-halo
relation derived from the matching with high-redshift AGN number counts. In other
instances, the SMBH mass is bypassed and instead galaxies are directly assigned
an X-ray AGN luminosity as extracted from a P(\) Eddington ratio distribution as
determined from X-ray and optical AGN surveys, which usually well approximated
by a Schechter function 2414242

Full-fledged semi-empirical models (SEMs) are based on a cutting-edge “data-
driven” methodology that avoids the modelling of galaxy and SMBH growth and
assembly within dark matter haloes from first principles, as in the more traditional
modelling approaches discussed in the previous Section. The main input parameter
in SEMs is a monotonic relation between host galaxy stellar mass and its host halo
mass (SMHM relation hereafter), which is derived from the equivalence between
the cumulative number densities of galaxies and dark matter haloes. Applying
these “abundance matching” techniques, one can assign galaxies to dark matter
haloes in an N-body simulation at any specified redshift. Central galaxies along
the main progenitor branches of their dark matter merger trees can be reinitialised
via a time-dependent SMHM relation, and can also gradually transform their mor-
phologies from discs to bulges via “in-situ” processes such as disc instabilities, or
“ex-situ” processes such as mergers with other galaxies. Satellite galaxies are those
associated via the SMHM relation to each dark matter branch merging to the main
progenitor 220259 The SMHM relation is thus capable to convert a dark matter
halo assembly history into a galaxy merger history. By using an epoch-dependent
SMHM relation, it can be shown that one can predict the mean assembly and merger
histories of galaxies,228:260r{262
ultimately computed from the difference between the total growth and the contri-
bution from mergers263 It is clear that the predicted merger and star formation
histories will strongly depend on the input SMHM relation26#265 Alternatively,
star formation histories can be fitted as a function of halo properties and integrated

along with their star formation histories, which are
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Figure 6. The SMBH mass function at different redshifts, as labelled, as predicted from the
continuity equation models presented in Equation @ assuming a mean radiative efficiency of
e = 0.06, and compared to local measurements of the SMBH mass function (grey area23l and

data points230),

forward in time to derive, when coupled to the contribution from mergers, the full
assembly histories of galaxies/266:267

In the context of a SEM, the growth and assembly histories of black holes can
be derived in multiple ways. One of the most straightforward one is to adopt a
monotonic mapping between galaxy properties and the mass of their central black
hole, as informed by direct observations at different redshifts. For example, one
could assume a constant or slowly-varying scaling between the black hole mass
and the host galaxy stellar mass or stellar velocity dispersion2% and predict the
rate at which black holes would grow in mass and merge following the assembly
histories of their host galaxies and dark matter haloes228239 Qther groups have
instead included some physically-motivated light curves of SMBHs into the merger
histories of their host dark matter haloes/galaxies, to infer properties on, e.g., AGN
luminosity functions 24268271 AGN clustering 216270272273 SMBH merger rates
and implied gravitational waves2™ or more general galaxy properties27%
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Figure 7. The x2 per degree of freedom as a function of the radiative efficiency and slope «, the
normalization of the Mpy oc V.3, relation, with other parameters fixed at the values listed on top
of the panel. The blue and red areas define the regions where the x2 for the luminosity is below
3 and 1.5, respectively.

5. Model predictions across cosmic time

5.1. Large Volume Simulations: The first, rare quasars at z > 6

How the first supermassive black holes formed in the early Universe and evolved
into the bright quasars, among the most luminous sources in the cosmos, is still an
open question hotly debated by the community. In order to address it, one must
simulate a large volume of the Universe, sufficient to include a statistical sample of
bright quasars and their associated large scale structures, as well as having enough
mass resolution to successfully model the physics and gas inflows close to black holes
(the scales of an actual back hole accretion disk are still impossible to resolve in a
fully cosmological simulations).

In Chap III, the authors focus more on the formation of the black hole seed
populations and the physics of pristine gas on very small scales, which are typically
not captured in large cosmological volume we discuss here. We are therefore focusing
our discussion on what we can learn about the infall of gas on larger scales and
subsequent growth of the central black hole seed.

In the current and coming decade, a new generation of astronomical instruments,
all in the billion dollar class will start making observations of the Universe during the
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BH growth differs in high density peaks/massive halos due to the effects of large scale tidal fields at z=7
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Figure 8. The BH masses as a function of halo mass in the BT simulation and examples of low
and high tidal field environments for 5 — sigma peaks at z = 7. The gray shaded area highlight the
BH masses in 5-sigma@ peaks (1012Mg) halos. The BH mass in galaxies within these halos can
range from 108 Mg (example 2) to 109 Mg (example 1). In the center the large scale environments
of 1 and 2. On the left panel we show all the particles that end up contributing to BH accretion
by z = 7. In region 1, a region of low tidal field, particles have accreted quasi-radially in region
2, of large tidal fields the only particles that accrete flow perpendincular to the main large scale
density.

period of the first stars and quasars, and opening up the last frontier in astronomy
and cosmology. Those that are specifically targeting this epoch as their highest
priority include the Square Kilometer Array radio telescope, the NASA James Webb
Space Telescope, and several huge ground-based telescopes, such as the Thirty Meter
Telescope, the European Extremely Large Telescope, and the Giant Segmented
Meter Telescope, each of which have collecting areas an order of magnitude larger
than the current largest telecopes. The scientific community has obviously decided
that research targeting the epoch of the first quasars and black hole formation and
growth matters enormously. These observation and experiments will gain a lot of
value if we have theories to test our models.

To decide which physical problem is best suited to which scale of computation
one should consider both the space density of the relevant objects, which governs
the size of the computational volume, and the mass resolution needed to follow the
relevant small scale physical processes. In the case of the first quasars a volume
of 1 Gpc/h is needed in order to have a statistical sample of at least 10 objects
of the type seen at high redshifts by the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. The minimum
mass resolution can be gauged using some smaller volume simulations that can be
used to study convergence, i.e. carrying out cosmological simulations of black hole
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Figure 9. Illustration of the gas density field around the SMBH at z = 7. The top
middle and top right panels are the simulations with constrained IC of 1 and 2 and using
the peak parameter sets extracted from IC of BLUETIDES 400Mpc/h simulation (in the
corresponding bottom panels). The right panel shows the actual BH history in these two
highly biased regions in constrained runs which match the exact results in BT.

formation with different particle masses.

At high redshifts the requirements are quite stringent, as galaxies are extremely
compact, with sizes close to a few kpc in scale at best, and the structure and inflow
within each galaxy needs to be resolved. This pushes the resolution requirements
to only a few hundred parsec. With Peta and upcoming Exascale computational
facilities this has just become possible: a qualitative advance, running, arguably, the
first complete simulation (at least in terms of the hydrodynamics and gravitational
physics) of the creation of the first galaxies and quasars in simulations at Gpc scales.
This is one of the primary aims of the BlueTides simulation, which we use to discuss
the emergence of the first quasars. BlueTides is the largest simulation yet run with
full physics (hydrodynamics, star formation, black holes), and is targeted at the
early Universe of galaxies and quasars. The simulation can be compared to cutting
edge observations from the Hubble Space telescope, finding good agreement with
the properties of observed galaxies when the Universe was only 10 percent of its
current age (z ~ 6).

The first quasars: high overdensity and low tidal field environment
With the recent high-resolution, large volume simulations we have been able to
investigate directly the property of the environments/density field that causes the
growth of the most massive black holes in the early Universe, and found that tidal
fields in the large-scale (megaparsec and more) environments of black hole hosting
galaxies play a critical role. The necessary growth (black hole mass in simulations
at z = 6—7 is consistent with the detection of highly luminous quasars at z > 6) im-
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plies sustained, critical accretion of material to grow and power them. Given a black
hole seed scenario, it is important to understand which conditions/environments in
the early Universe allow the fastest black hole growth. Large scale hydrodynamical
cosmological simulations of structure formation allow us to explore the conditions
conducive to the growth of the earliest supermassive black holes. We use the cosmo-
logical hydrodynamic simulation BlueTides, which incorporates a variety of baryon
physics in a (400Mpc/h)? volume with 0.7 trillion particles to follow the earliest
phases of black hole critical growth.

At z > 6 the most massive black holes (a handful) approach masses of 10 Msun
with the most massive being found in an extremely compact spheroid-dominated
host galaxy. Examining the large-scale environment of hosts, we find that the initial
tidal field is more important than overdensity in setting the conditions for early BH
growth (Figure E[) However necessary it is not sufficient. It is only in those high-
density (4-50 peaks of the density field) regions, in which large scale tidal fields
are very suppressed that the BHs are able to accretes copious amount of 'cold’ gas
at a sufficiently fast rate. Only in low tidal field regions the gas falls along thin,
radial filaments straight into the center forming the most compact galaxies and most
massive black holes at earliest times. Equally high density region (massive halos)
in high tidal field regions instead easily acquire large coherent angular momentum,
providing most of the accretion perpedicular to the main large scale filament which
significantly suppressed the early BH and galaxy growth ( while influencing the
formation of the first population of massive compact disks). This can be seen clearly
in Figure [§] where the environment of the most massive black hole is visualized
alongside a massive disk galaxy20/277

Recently effective techniques of constrained Gaussian realisations have been used
and validated it in detail by comparing halo assembly histories (halo, stars, gas, and
black hole growth) against large volume cosmological hydrodynamic simulations
environments (Bluetides and ASTRID, see Figure |8 and Figure @27&279

The CR technique provides an efficient and powerful tool for generating the de-
sired large-scale structures in cosmological simulations. It can be used to effectively
simulate a particular region of interest, using a small volume, with a given large
scale feature and learn about the impact of large scale structure on the smaller
galaxy scales which regulate star and BH formation history. The technique works
by generating ICs with imposed and precise constraints on the large-scale features
of the primordial density field such as the height and shape of the density peaks, as
well as the peculiar velocity and tidal field at the site of the peak, which fully repre-
sent the environments in that region of a large volume, statistically representative
simulation. The theory of constrained random fields was first set forth by280%281
and extended by?82 which is what our implementation is based on.

This technique is similar to, another common method of 'zoom-in’ simulation,
which is designed to completely reproduce a ”user-selected” region (for example, a
specific halo) from a low-resolution large volume simulation by tracing it back to the
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IC. The CR simulation technique reproduces a statistical representation of that halo
at the prescribed resolution (this will not be the same exact, extracted-halo as in a
'zoom-in’) and it has far higher computational efficiency that zoom-in simulations.
The demand in computational resources is very modest (factors on 1000 less then
traditional zooms). One is able to carry out a systematic exploration to construct
a sizeable suite of halo environments (with minimal computational effort) and run
at high-resolution and with full physics. This method is already fully validated,
and working and we have performed sets of 20-30 constrained simulations using
the environments from BT in2™ More work is upcoming using this technique to
investigate different seed BH models and other different accretion prescriptions.
From the analytic side of cosmological models, several possibilities have been
put forward to explain the growth of the first SMBHs /283 which all require either
super-Eddington accretion onto relatively small, stellar-like BHs, 284287 and /or ac-
cretion onto relatively massive seed BHs of the order of 103 — 10° M, 2512881289 Ty
more recent times, it has been highlighted that the migration and merging of stellar
compact remnants (neutron stars and stellar-mass BHs) via gaseous dynamical fric-
tion toward the central high density regions of highly starforming (proto)galaxies,
could potentially build up central BH masses of the order of 10* — 106 M, within a
few 107 yr, effectively providing heavy seeds before standard disk (Eddington-like)
accretion takes over*? (Proto)stars can also migrate and merge quickly to yield
a massive black hole seed via a supermassive star.221
analytic models simultaneously incorporating both light and heavy seeds BHs, that

It has been shown via semi-

a gap can be generated in both the low end of the predicted BH mass and luminosity
functions at 4 < z < 6, mainly induced by the light BH seeds, which cannot “catch
up” with the more massive counterparts unless super-Eddington accretion and/or
enhanced accretion during mergers are invoked.2%2

5.2. Black Hole-Galaxy Scaling Relations

In the local universe, the discovery of close relationships between the masses of
SMBHSs and several properties of their bulges such as the stellar mass (Mpy — M,
relation) and the velocity dispersion (Mpp —o relation) have revolutionized our view
of massive black holes, linking their growth to that of their host galaxy 1323312931294
To understand the evolution of these relations at higher redshifts (mostly up to
z ~ 2 — 4), observational studies rely on galaxies with active galactic nuclei for
which SMBH mass estimates use the virial method (see Chapter VI). Some of these
studies find an evolution in which black hole growth precedes galaxy growth while
other studies imply little or no evolution.2?>"300 Systematic uncertainties in high
redshift measurements are still large and come from both the method for black hole
mass estimation and from measuring host galaxy properties.

A popular way to interpret these relationships is by assuming that SMBHs
regulate their own growth and that of their hosts by coupling some (small) fraction
of their energy output to their surrounding gas 2053154301302 1y thig scenario,
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black holes grow until AGN feedback is able to unbind a significant fraction of gas
from the host galaxy, shutting down their own growth, inhibiting star formation,
and driving the black hole-galaxy correlations. Other scenarios interpret the scaling
3034305 o1 the
result of a common gas supply for star formation and BH growth, regulated by
gravitational torques 8P0OLS06807 The scaling relations of black hole mass and
global properties of the host galaxies form a way to understand the importance and
the effects of AGN fueling and feedback.

Many cosmological hydrodynamic simulations of structure formation (e.g.
Horizon-AGN 1215 MassiveBlack-11/2223 Tllustris,2%2U Tllustris TNG 154308 FA-
GLE18309 and SIMBAB236) have been used to predict the black hole-galaxy scaling
relations for representative populations of black holes and compare them to obser-
vational constraints at different redshifts. We show in Fig.[10] examples of the black
hole mass—stellar mass relation derived from a sub-set of recent simulations, as pre-
sented in"4Y The detailed shape, normalization, and scatter depends on the specific
subgrid black hole model but most simulations agree with the observed Mpy—M,
relation at z = 0, partially reflecting the careful tuning of free parameters to match
observations. The scatter in black hole mass at fixed stellar mass generally corre-
lates with the specific star formation rate (sSFR) of their host galaxy, in agreement
with observations®1Y The origin of the scatter is still not well understood, but a
generic prediction of simulations is that overmassive black holes preferentially live
in galaxies with lower sSFR due to the negative impact of AGN feedback. Some

relations as a consequence of mass averaging by hierarchical merging

simulations show a systematic trend with redshift where the normalization of the
Mpy—M, relation increases at higher redshift while other simulations show the op-
posite trend, but current models are generally consistent with no strong evolution
in the scaling relations.

Despite the overall agreement of cosmological simulations, the main physical
driver of the scaling relations is still not fully understood. Simulations implement-

LOE2L70 support the scenario of AGN feedback self-

ing Bondi-like subgrid accretiont
regulation, where the AGN feedback efficiency controls the normalization of the
scaling relations. However, simulations implementing subgrid accretion driven by
gravitational torques support a scenario where the scaling relations are the result
of a common gas supply for star formation and black hole growth, where the black
hole accretion efficiency (rather than feedback) controls the normalization of the
scaling relations S2#SC3EO0OL  Cosmological simulations also often differ in their
predictions at the low mass end of the scaling relations, where black hole growth is
very sensitive to the specific numerical implementations of black hole seeding and
dynamics. Recent simulations indicate that stellar feedback can also significantly
suppress early black hole growth by efficiently evacuating gas from galactic nu-
clei SHOCBATIOBIIBIT which may explain observed undermassive black holes in low
mass galaxies 21319 byt the details depend on resolution and interstellar medium
physics in the simulations.
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Interestingly, simulations now have enough sophistication that we can mock up
observations to the point that we can test the simulated population for possible
selection biases in all types of observed relations?3320 Indeed, we typically find
that for samples selected on the basis of Mgy or M, (and of size similar to those
observed) the slopes can be steeper than for randomly selected samples. Such
sample selection also biases toward finding stronger evolution with redshift than
for a random sample as they tend to pick objects at the high-end of the relation
(consistent with stronger evolution). This is relevant for some of the claims of
evolution in the measurements22%2% Tt is an interesting direction that simulations
can indeed be used to pin down possible observational biases from actual physical
evolution.
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Figure 10. Correlations between black hole mass and host galaxy stellar mass predicted by

several large-volume cosmological simulations (figures reproduced fron@). The top panels show
individual black holes color-coded by the specific star formation rate (sSFR) of their host galaxy.
The black line indicates the region of the diagram occupied by the observational sample of, and
the rightmost panel shows the observed star-forming and quiescent galaxies of BI0 Simulations
generally agree with the observed Mpy—M, relation at z = 0 and the observed anti-correlation of
black hole mass and sSFR at fixed stellar mass (indicative of the negative impact of black hole
feedback). However, the detailed shape, normalization, and sSFR connection in the predicted
scaling relation depends on the specific subgrid black hole model. The bottom panels show the
redshift evolution of the median Mpp—M, relation for the same simulations (and the 15-85th
percentile of the distributions). The grey shaded area indicates the range of variation between
several best-fit observed relations 3229321 Some simulations show a systematic trend for higher
black hole to galaxy mass ratio at higher redshift while others show the opposite trend, but current
models are generally consistent with no strong evolution in the Mgy—M, relation.



April 25, 2023 0:49 ws-rv961x669 The Encyclopedia of Cosmology (Set 2): Black Holes, edited by main page 35
Z. Haiman (World Scientific, New Jersey, 2023)

Massive black holes in galactic nuclei - theory/simulations 35

5.2.1. Semi-empirical models

In a semi-empirical approach, SMBHs are often included using a SMBH-galaxy
scaling relation, 24 thus the latter cannot be defined as a true prediction of the
model, though it is possible to still test, for example, how much SMBH mergers
can influence the shape and or scatter of a given input SMBH mass-galaxy mass
relation®?2 In many instances, SMBHs have been included by adopting empiri-
cal or theoretically motivated relations between the SMBH accretion rate and the
host galaxy stellar mass or star formation rate226223%245 o1 by directly including
the SMBH light curve during, e.g., galaxy mergers 27227127 T most cases, when
integrating forward in time the cumulative accretion rates, the relic SMBH masses
appear to be linearly correlated with their host galaxy stellar mass, where the nor-
malization of the relation is mostly controlled, as expected, by the chosen input
radiative efficiency ;. Recent work23%523 showed that the ratio between SMBH
accretion rate, as traced by the X-ray AGN luminosity, and the SFR in the host
galaxy, does not evolve with redshift, although it depends on stellar mass. When
combining the mean black hole accretion rate as a function of stellar mass and red-
shift with empirical models of galaxy stellar mass growth?%% and integrating over
time, the resulting Mgy — M, relation appears to be nearly independent of red-
shift 226823912450523] i dicating that stellar and black hole masses grow, on average,
at similar rates, a conclusion supported by several independent studies on the scal-
ing relations of AGN at different redshifts and luminosities 32428 An example of
this procedure is shown in Figure where the resulting My — M, relation, ob-
tained from direct integration of the SMBH accretion rate along each stellar mass
accretion track, is plotted for two different values of the mean radiative efficiency,
as labelled, and compared with different determinations of the Mgy — M, from
local SMBHs. Similar approaches have also been applied to the Mgy — o relation,
showing evidence227328 for a negligible evolution of the latter up to, at least, z ~ 2.

5.3. The Black Hole mass function and AGN luminosity functions

Even though the QLF has been studied for over 30 years, we still do not under-
stand the fundamental physical parameters that regulate its shape and evolution.
Ultimately the evolution of the quasar luminosity function (QLF) is one of the
basic cosmological measures providing insight into structure formation and its re-
lation to black hole growth. The QLF is typically described by two power-law
components: flatter and steeper at the faint and bright end respectively, and with
a break luminosity that evolves with redshift (luminosity density evolution). The
bright-end slope also appears to evolve becoming flatter at the highest redshifts
(z =5 —6), although the most recent measurements are hinting that this may not
be the case?3L/332

Theoretical investigation of the QLF has been done using semi-analytical models
or halo models. Since, by construction, these models do not self-consistently follow
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Figure 11. Correlations between central black hole mass and host galaxy total stellar mass in the
local Universe1321229:3291330 The solid red line with its scatter (yellow region) is the de-biased
Mgy — M, relation229 The green dashed line is the fit to the local AGN32U Also included are
the predicted average black hole mass as a function of host stellar mass at z = 0.1 for two different
values of the radiative efficiency, as labelled. Values of € ~ 0.02 are required (black long-dashed
with filled squares) to match the normalization of the raw black hole My — M, relation for local
dynamically measured quiescent black holes.

black hole growth, the quasar lightcurves (and luminosities) have to be calculated
via imposed prescriptions and a number of parameters are introduced for quasar
triggering, quasar lifetimes etc. So while these models offer more flexibility for
testing a variety of reasonable prescriptions and have produced promising results it is
still ideal to complement these approaches with detailed hydrodynamic simulations.
For example, in Figure 12| we showed a particular a view of two regions that contain
two massive BHs but with very different accretion histories, black hole masses and
luminosities. In particular, these frames show the underlying distribution of gas
(color coded by temperature, red is hot and blue cold) with stars (in white) and
black holes indicated by the diffraction spikes whose size is scaled by the QSO
luminosity. Many things are evident from this picture. For example there is a clear
distribution of quasar luminosities related to large scale properties, and effects of
BH feedback (clearly seen as hot gas around the BHs). The same mass halos, can
be found in different large scale environments hosting dramatically different AGNs.
(see also Fig. . We see clearly that the effects modeled in the simulations also
directly provide for each BH a detailed prediction of its full lightcurve across cosmic
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Figure 12.  Left: An example environment of quasars in simulations. Two galaxies are shown,
along with their location in the scatter plot of BH mass vs halo mass. Both halos have a mass
~ 1012 Mg, but have experienced very different gas inflow and hence black hole growth. Right:
An example of a bolometric lightcurve (over a selected redshift range to show details) from the
bright quasar in the left panels. The dashed blue line shows the Eddington luminosity and the
red quasar lifetimes at corresponding luminosities.

history with high time resolution. This is directly predicted by the interaction of the
cosmological gas supply and resulting BH feedback. An example of a lightcurve and
the predictions of the associated luminosity functions derived from such a population
is shown in Fig[12| (in black).

If we relate this to the QLF's, while the bright end QLF may inform us about
feedback, the faint-end where BHs are already mostly self-regulated, should inform
us about gas supply. In our simulations we typically find that although the low
(high) luminosity ranges of the faint-end QLF are dominated by low (high) mass
black holes, a wide range of black hole masses still contributes to any given luminos-
ity range. The faint-end of the QLF can indeed be formed by quasars radiating well
below their peak luminosities, rather than by quasars with low peak luminosities.
This is consistent with the complex lightcurves of black holes, which show that any
given black hole can undergo significant changes in its luminosity and hence (while
its mass always grows) it can occupy different parts of the LF. The complex light
curve, and the resulting effects on the LF's are a result of the detailed hydrodynamics
followed in the simulations.

Fig. shows examples of the black hole mass function, the typical Eddington
ratio of AGN as a function of redshift, and the evolution in the comoving number
density of AGN derived from a sub-set of recent simulations and presented in 140333
As in Fig. here we compare predictions from Horizon- AGN 553 Tllustris 2921
MustrisTNG 21834308 EAGLE L88 and SIMBA 228 Cosmological hydrodynamic
simulations generally agree in the overall build up of the black hole mass function
over time and are in good agreement with constraints from population synthesis
models. This reflects the overall agreement in the predicted black hole-galaxy
scaling relations and the evolution of the stellar mass function, which are primary
observational targets to match in simulations and often used to constrain the subgrid
parameters that control the efficiency of stellar and black hole feedback.

While detailed black hole accretion histories depend on each specific model,
most simulations agree between them and with observations on the overall redshift
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dependence of the median Eddington ratio of AGN. Active black holes typically
accrete gas at high Eddington ratios at early times (2 ~ 4) and decrease their spe-
cific growth rates at lower redshift, mimicking the overall decline in the specific star
formation rate of galaxies 23003341337 Cosmological simulations are also used to
predict the evolution in the number density of AGN at different luminosities, as
illustrated in the bottom panels of Fig. [I3] Most simulations agree in the overall
shape of the number density evolution (roughly in agreement with observational
constraints), with increasing number density of AGN (of any luminosity) at early
times and decreasing number density at lower redshifts. However, the amplitude
and the redshift at which the maximum number density is reached can vary sig-
nificantly from simulation to simulation®33 Some models reproduce the observed
“downsizing” effect, with brighter AGN reaching their peak number density at ear-
lier times and fainter AGN becoming more abundant at later times 238339
Continuity equation models have provided significant contribution in unveiling
the evolution of the SMBH mass function, its duty cycle, and overall Eddington ratio

223,23253431348] The main results from these studies can be summarised

distribution.
as follows. The overall SMBH mass function growth via gas accretion is sufficient to
fully reproduce the local SMBH mass function extracted from SMBH-host galaxy
scaling relations. The impact of SMBH-SMBH mergers has the natural effect of
increasing the the high-mass end of the SMBH mass function, which can then be
reconciled with the high-mass end of the local SMBH mass function via an increased
radiative efficiency at high SMBH mass. The observed AGN fractions at low redshift
requires a characteristic Eddington ratio . that declines at late times, and matching
observed Eddington ratio distributions requires a P()) that broadens at low redshift.
To reproduce the observed increase of AGN fraction with black hole or galaxy mass,
the A, that decreases with increasing SMBH mass, reducing the AGN luminosity
associated with the most massive SMBHs.

5.4. Quasar Clustering

Clustering measurements provide the means to better understand the relation be-
tween quasars, their hosts and the underlying dark matter distribution, as well as to
allow estimates of quasar lifetimes once coupled with QLF constraints, e.g.; 322353
With clustering we learn about the co-evolution of quasars, mergers. For example,
strong clustering would suggest that quasars should reside in massive halos. If so,
they should be rare and in order to reproduce the quasar luminosity density, they
must have long lifetimes. Conversely, low spatial correlations would suggest more
common quasars, and thus shorter quasar lifetimes.

Large Scale Clustering

The large scale quasar clustering properties are quantified with the quasar bias,
which is defined as the square root of the ratio of the two-point correlation function
of the quasars to that of the dark matter. Comparing it with the bias of DM
halos predicted by, for example, Sheth et al. (2001), the typical DM halo mass
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Figure 13. Redshift evolution of the black hole mass function (top), the median Eddington ratio

(middle), and the comoving number density of AGN of different hard X-ray luminosities (bottom)
as predicted by several large-volume cosmological simulations (figures reproduced from140i333)),
Simulations are compared against the black hole mass function at z = 0.1 from the population
synthesis model of#4% (black line; top panel), the observational constraints on Eddington ratios
from#4L (grey points; middel panel), and the observed hard X-ray luminosity functions ofl 23813391342
(dark-to-light grey bands corresponding to increasing luminosity ranges; bottom panel). Simula-
tions qualitatively agree on the overall shape and build up of the black hole mass function, the
decreasing median Eddington ratios at lower redshifts, and the early increase of AGN number
density followed by a decline at low redshift, roughly following observational constraints.

of the quasars is derived (see Figure (7| for one recent example). The clustering
properties have been reported using some large-scale surveys. Simulations have
been used to compare to constraints on clustering showing that quasar hosts at
high-z are consistent with the level of the observed quasar clustering bias for 1012 —
103 M halos. This is an important starting point which gives us some confidence
to further pursue lower redshifts—towards the peak epoch of quasar activity and
overlap with the and other upcoming quasar surveys

Because of the detailed information and lightcurves and QLF we have from the

page 39
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Figure 14. Left: From3*) Redshift evolution of the bias of bright intermediate and faint
quasars (from2Y),  The dashed lines are halo bias factor evolution for fixed halo mass of
log[Myalo/(h~™1 Mg)] = 11.5, 12.0, 12.5 and 13.0 from bottom to top, respectively, using the
Sheth et al. (2001) fitting formula with the Planck cosmology. Observational results are also plot-
ted (plus signs and error bars). Bottom: the same as the top panel, but for only model quasars
which are hosted DM haloes (Mhalo > 10'12h~'Mg). Credit Oogi et al. 2016. Right: From“2l
Small scale clustering measurements and predictions from simulations. W), is the volume-averaged
projected correlation function averaged over 17.0 < rp, < 36.6 kpc/h for quasars brighter than a
given magnitude threshold, which we denote by ‘g(j)’. The dashed lines correspond to predictions
from the simulations. he black squares correspond to the observational constraints at g = 20.85.
Below, examples of systems of quasar pairs and triplets that give rise to the enhanced clustering.

simulations we can directly derive host halo masses for a given luminosity range
and translate that into predicted quasar clustering as a function of z or luminosity.
from the ongoing BOSS and upcoming eBOSS analyses and pushing large volume
simulations all the way to z = 2, clustering as a function of luminosity should be
able to discriminate between different models, and directly constrain duty cycles
and the effects of gas inflows and feedback in regulating quasar active phases.
Small Scale Clustering

In addition to large scale behavior, the possibility of excess quasar clustering on
small scales has arisen in several recent studies. While some observed quasar pairs
are believed to be the result physically distinct quasar binaries (double nuclei),
which would suggest quasars cluster much more strongly on small scales than ex-
trapolation of large scale clustering would imply, indication perhaps direct evidence
for connection between galaxy mergers and quasar activity Several recent studies
have managed to probe even smaller scales, where they do indeed find (some level)
of excess.



April 25, 2023 0:49 ws-rv961x669 The Encyclopedia of Cosmology (Set 2): Black Holes, edited by main page 41
Z. Haiman (World Scientific, New Jersey, 2023)

Massive black holes in galactic nuclei - theory/simulations 41

Small scale clustering measurements for AGNs/quasars have been also been
significant interest over the last two decades as they may constrain signatures of
the physical processes that trigger AGN activity, such as galaxy mergers and the
related efficiency of BH mergers resulting from presence AGN pairs, triplets etc in
the center of galaxies. Over the last 20 years the small-scale clustering of quasars,
mainly from the SDSS and 2dF-QSO surveys, at scales ranging from ~ 10 kpc
to ~ 1 Mpc. Cosmological hydrodynamic simulations are valuable tools to study
AGN clustering (see Figure [[4f%). Large volume hydrodynamic simulations are
invaluable tools to study properties of AGN and quasar populations. Simulations
currently indicate that the excess small scale clustering is due to quasars pairs likely
correspond to extremely luminous quasars in satellite galaxies which are triggered
by galaxy mergers 221354 Multiple sequence of such galaxy mergers can also lead to
formation quasar triples and quadruples. Several detections of such exotic systems
have been made in the recent past222#356

5.4.1. Semi-empirical models

From the semi-empirical approach, significant insights have become available in the
last years in relating the clustering of AGN and their hosts, to the physical prop-
erties of their central SMBHs /233242243 Tt has been shown that model validation is
often affected by degeneracies when comparing theoretical predictions and observa-
tional data, with the same AGN number densities and spatial distributions being
reproduced by radically different models243 However, recent work has also shown
that, although multiple parameters are responsible for shaping SMBH demography
through time, they all play different roles in generating different observables. For
example, the stellar mass-halo mass relation can be constrained by the large-scale
clustering as a function of stellar mass, because the spatial distribution of AGN in
relatively narrow bins of stellar mass is largely independent of, e.g., the level and
frequency of AGN activity in the host galaxies, at least in the limit in which AGN
hosts are a random subsample of all galaxies of similar stellar mass. On the other
hand, the AGN large-scale bias as a function of SMBH mass can be used to con-
strain the normalization and shape of the scaling relation between SMBH mass and

234 Observational constraints on the AGN duty cycle can

host galaxy stellar mass.
then be derived from the comparison of the model predictions with the measured
AGN large-scale bias as a function of AGN luminosity. Finally, the combination
of the AGN luminosity function and of the specific accretion rate distribution®*t
allow to constrain the input Eddington ratio distribution and duty cycle. Addi-
tional observables can be considered, such as the average correlation between X-ray
luminosity and host galaxy stellar mass/star formation rate in sample of active
galaxies to constrain the mean Eddington ratios in AGN .24 Figure [15| provides the
different steps that one needs to follow to create a robust and realistic mock catalog
of AGNs avoiding the risk of strong degeneracies, showing that the starting point

is the large-scale clustering (bias b) as a function of galaxy stellar mass, SMBH
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mass, and AGN luminosity, with additional, complementary constraints offered by

the AGN luminosity function, the relative fraction féAETN of satellite AGN in groups

and clusters, and the specific accretion rate distribution Paygn-.
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Figure 15. Sketch of how to build realistic AGN mocks. The dependence of each observable on
one or a few input model parameters (open black boxes) is shown as red lines. From the comparison
of observationally derived relations and the AGN mock catalog predictions, we can constrain (gray
arrows) the input parameters. Additional observables, such as the fraction of satellite AGNs (filled
yellow circle), can help in breaking the degeneracies among the input model parameters.

5.5. AGN feedback and cosmology

AGN feedback is key for reproducing the global evolution of the stellar mass function
and galaxy luminosity functions357 Simulations are also able to firmly predict the
quasar bias across scales. The newest surveys coupled with these predictions will
allow us to determine how quasars probe large scale structure from very small scales
to Cosmic Microwave Background scales, which will be important for planning
future surveys.

Current and forthcoming cosmological experiments such as Dark Energy Spec-
troscopic Instrument 358 Dark Energy Survey25? Rubin Observatory’s Legacy Sur-
vey of Space and Time (LSST ), the Roman Space Telescope 26l and Euclid?62
rely on observed galaxy properties to constrain the properties of dark matter and
dark energy with increasing accuracy. The fundamental challenge is that galaxy
formation involves a complicated blend of different physical processes that is non-
linearly coupled on a wide range of scales, leading to extremely complex dynamics.
The required percent level accuracy to extract cosmological information from future
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surveys can only be reached through a much better understanding of galaxy forma-
tion in direct cosmological hydrodynamic simulations. Massive black holes are one
of the most important pieces of baryonic physics that we need to understand for
constraining dark energy with upcoming weak lensing surveys. AGN feedback can
potentially spread baryons over multi-Mpc scales28 but the effects of AGN feedback
on cosmological observables depend heavily on calibration from simulations.
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Figure 16. Ratio of total matter power spectrum at z = 0 in different cosmological hydrodynamic
simulations to that of the corresponding dark matter-only simulations (figure reproduced fron@).
The inclusion of baryonic physics increases the power on small scales relative to dark matter-only
simulations owing to gas cooling and star formation, while generally suppressing power on large
scales owing to the redistribution of gas and dark matter due to feedback processes.

As an example, Fig. [16]illustrates the importance of galaxy formation modeling
in cosmology by comparing the impact of baryonic physics in the total matter
power spectrum at z = 0 as predicted by different cosmological hydrodynamic
simulations 23 Predicted power spectra differ substantially from expectations based
on dark matter-only simulations on a range of scales probed by cosmological surveys
(k 201 hMpc_l). Most simulations agree qualitatively on the overall impact of
baryonic physics. Gas cooling and star formation increase the power on small
scales relative to dark matter-only simulations while feedback processes suppress
power on larger scales by ejecting gas out of halos, with the overall redistribution of
baryons affecting also the dark matter component via back-reaction effects 224363369
However, there is significant uncertainty in theoretical predictions, as indicated
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by the large quantitative differences between simulations 22883359 Gome models
predict a suppression of power of > 30% at wave numbers k ~ 10 hMpc~! while
others predict <10% suppression (or even enhancement of power) on similar scales.
Effects on the power spectrum of this size must be accurately taken into account in
order to achieve precise constraints on dark energy through missions such as Euclid
or Rubin-LSST. As Fig[16] shows, the changes in the dark matter power spectrum
induced by AGN feedback are of the same order of magnitude as those due to a
different cosmological models 298

Comprehensive studies of the impact of quasar-mode and radio-mode feedback
in full cosmological semi-analytic modelgl88H192H194195E20002022061210) 3¢ heen per-
formed using a variety of recipes for both accretion and feedback inspired by both
hydrodynamic simulations=
a light curve in SAMs to modulate accretion onto the central SMBH)
provides a more extended, delayed triggering of the SMBH, and an improved match
to the AGN luminosity function, especially at the faint end, and possibly to the
large-scale clustering as a function of AGN luminosity. In the latest renditions of
SAMs, the accretion onto the central SMBH is not only related to galaxy mergers,
but to any event, e.g., disc instabilities or galaxy interactions2%372 that can gen-

and analytic models 37 First off, the inclusion of
207|200)2 13214

erate loss of angular momentum in the gas and contribute to the reservoir of low
angular momentum feeding the central SMBH. The main prominent consequence
of the inclusion of quasar-mode or radio-mode AGN feedback in SAMs has been to
reduce the number densities of massive galaxies /1834192
more refined AGN feedback recipes in SAMs in more recent times has revealed a
plethora of additional interesting features that could be observationally testable.2*3
In some instances, the star formation rates tend to decrease at fixed stellar mass,
and the amount of ejected material instead increases, whilst maintaining a low level
of star formation in the most massive galaxies at all times, although in tandem with
the effect of stellar feedback.

However, the inclusion of

5.6. Massive Black hole Binaries, Mergers and Gravitational
Waves

While black holes grow predominantly via accretion, a second mode of black hole
growth is through mergers which occur when dark matter halos merge into a single
halo, such that their black holes fall toward the center of the new halo, eventually
merging with one another. Mergers of massive black holes are then a natural conse-
quence of our current hierarchical structure formation paradigm. In much of what
has been discussed in this chapter and in our current understanding, massive black
holes form and reside at the centers of galaxies and hence they grow and merge
closely intertwined with their host galaxies. The presence of luminous quasars ob-
served within the first billion years of the Universe highlights that the black hole
seeds for the massive black hole population were assembled at the cosmic dawn,
concurrently with the time of the formation of the first galaxies. In our standard
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ACDM cosmology cosmic structure formation occurs hierarchically by the contin-
uous merging of smaller structures and accretion of surrounding matter. SMBHs
growth and evolution is expected to follow a similar process in which black hole
seeds grow both though accretion and mergers with other BHs.

The upcoming Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA)*™ mission will be
sensitive to low-frequency (10~* —1071Hz) gravitational waves from the coalescence
of MBHs with masses 10* — 10" My up to z ~ 20. At lower frequencies, Pulsar
Timing Arrays (PTAs) are already collecting data and the Square Kilometer Array
(SKA) in the next decade will be a major leap forward in sensitivity. While MBH
binaries are the primary sources for PTAs and LISA, these two experiments probe
different stages of MBH evolution. PTAs are most sensitive to the early inspiral
(orbital periods of years or longer) of nearby (2 < 1) massive (Mpg 2> 10® Mg)
sources®™ In contrast, LISA is sensitive to the inspiral, merger, and ringdown of
MBH binaries at a wide range of redshifts®®® and from smaller sources (Mpyg €
[10* M), 107" Mg)).

In the last decade major efforts have been made to predict the event rate of
GWs in the frequency band of LISASTS These predictions range from a few
to a few hundred events per year, depending on the assumptions underpinning the
calculation of the SMBHs coalescence rate. Early works derived the SMBH coales-
cence rate from observational constraints such as the observed quasar luminosity
function, whilst more recent studies have utilised semi-analytical galaxy formation
models and/or hybrid models that combine cosmological N-body simulations with
semi-analytical recipes for the SMBH dynamics 3721384

In contrast to semi-analytic models, hydrodynamical simulations follow the dy-
namics of the cosmic gas by direct numerical integration of the equations of hy-
drodynamics, capturing non-linear processes that cannot be described by simple
mathematical approximations. Hence a more complete and consistent picture of
the evolution of SMBHs and their host galaxies can be obtained.

Predicting SMBH mergers inevitably involves following a variety of complex
physical processes that cover many orders of magnitude in physical scale. Black
hole mergers occur at sub-parsec scales when two galaxies within large dark matter
halos are driven together by large scale gravitational forces that drive the formation
of the cosmic web at > Mpc cosmological scales. After the galaxy merger, the
central SMBHs are brought near the center of the main halo due to dynamical
friction against the dark matter, background stars, and gas. Eventually the final
SMBH merger occurs via the emission of GWs. For reviews of SMBH dynamics
in galaxy mergers we refer to2t2386887 The dynamical evolution of the SMBH
binary is expected to happen fast (coalescence timescale 10-100 Myrs) in gas rich
environments, thanks to the efficient dissipation of angular momentum and energy
from the binary. Conversely, three-body interactions slow things down in gas poor
systems (leading to coalescence timescales ~ Gyrs).

Newly developed, large volume hydrodynamic cosmological simulations self-
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consistently combine the processes of structure formation at cosmological scales
with the physics of smaller, galaxy scales and thus capture our understanding of
black holes and their connection to galaxy formation on many relevant scales. They
thus provide a good tool for predicting for MBHB merger rates. These simulations
directly associate MBH binaries with their host galaxies, and they are carried out in
large enough cosmological volumes to provide the statistical power to make merger
rate predictions across cosmic time which are crucial for the upcoming observations.

In order to accurately predict when MBH mergers occur in these simulations,
one must account for the orbital decay and binary hardening timescales in a wide
dynamical range. During galaxy mergers, the central MBHs start at large separation
in the remnant galaxy (as much as a few tens of kpc). These MBHs then gradually
lose their orbital energy and sink to the center of the remnant galaxy due to the
dynamical friction exerted by the gas, stars, and dark matter around them®425
When their separation is < 1 parsec, a MBH binary forms and other energy-loss
channels begin to dominate, such as scattering with stars3%894 ga5 drag from
the circumbinary disk/3?% or, if relevant, three-body scattering with a third black
hole 290

Among these processes, only the dynamical friction decay affects the dynamics
at orbital separation above the resolution of large-volume cosmological simulations.
However, so far there is limited attempt to directly model dynamical friction (at
small scales, close to the resolution) in the large-volume cosmological simulations
mentioned above. In most cosmological simulations, once MBHs are within a given
halo, they are simply repositioned to the minimum potential position of the host
galaxy at each time step. For these simulations, (although sometimes the effects of
subgrid dynamical friction are treated in post-processing), many spurious mergers
occur during fly-by encounters. Among simulations that do include subgrid mod-
eling of DF on-the-fly/*¥ only includes the friction from gas but not stars, while®?"
and!? model the dynamical friction from stars and dark matter particles. Most

398 y1ses a hybrid model to track the MBH dynamics during galaxy mergers

recently,
on small scales, while including on-the-fly dynamical friction and stellar scattering
computations.

Recent simulations directly incorporates additional dynamical friction model-
ing,*?” for the MBH dynamics down to the resolution limit,*¢4"Y With more phys-
ical modeling of the MBH dynamics, we can follow the in-simulation mergers for a
more extended period of time over hundreds of Myrs, and almost completely pre-
vent mergers during fly-by encounters. Moreover, for the first time we can aim to
measure the orbital evolution and eccentricities of MBH pairs on sub-kpc scales.
Such information should be important both for estimating the binary hardening
timescales and for predicting the GW signals from the MBH mergers.

The launch of LISA will extend the GW window to low frequencies, opening new
investigations into dynamical processes involving these massive black hole binaries.
MBHB are also the primary multimessenger astrophysics sources. The GW events
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will be accompanied by electromagnetic (EM) counterparts and, since information
carried electromagnetically is complementary to that carried gravitationally, a great
deal can be learnt about an event and its environment (binary AGN and its host
galaxy and beyond) across cosmic history as it becomes possible to measure both
forms of radiation in concert.

Devising observing strategies for the new multimessenger astrophysics LISA
opens up will significantly benefit from predictions of EM counterparts of binary
AGN and SMBH host galaxies. It will require ’full-physics’ hydrodynamical cos-
mological simulations with sufficient resolution and volume. One of the major goal
objectives of LISA is to trace the origin, growth and merger history of massive black
holes across cosmic ages.

The state-of-the art multi-scale hydrodynamical simulations that we have been
describing include different implementations for BH growth and associated feedback.
They can be used used to predict SMBH mergers rates. and perform accurate stud-
ies of the predictions for SMBH merger rates (Figure . Excitingly they can also
provide corresponding EM counterparts and host galaxies for the MBHBSs that can
be observed in future and upcoming facilities. Host galaxy identification of MBHB
provides unique information on galaxy-BH coevolution (and precise determination
of the distance-redshift relation). The first LISA detections of massive black hole
mergers will mobilize global astronomical resources and be an astronomical event
of enormous excitement. The mock catalogs and synthetic observations that one
can obtain should be able bring traditional astronomers into the LISA community
and begin LISA science with MBHM even before LISA is launched.

To illustrate some of the data products that we have available in the simulations
we show some preliminary analyses. For each SMBH merger that takes place in the
simulations we store the mass of both SMBHs, M1 and M2, and the redshift z at
which the merger event takes place. Figure we show the 2D histogram of the
mass of each BH member for all the mergers the Illustris simulations considered
here. The total number of BH mergers in each simulation model is indicated in the
figure.

After compiling a database of massive binary BH candidates from the large
cosmological simulations, we can construct and organize predictions for their host
galaxy morphologies and AGN signatures. The goal is to enable multi-messager as-
tronomy with LISA sources via detailed comparisons between putative LISA events
and telescope data that would illuminate properties of the EM counterparts and
histories of their host galaxies.

Following the dynamics of galaxy mergers with their black holes we can to esti-
mate the incidence of dual AGN (at least down to typical separation of a few kpc, at
which we still can resolve dynamical friction directly) and the detectability of these
binary systems. Correspondingly we have detailed properties of the stellar distribu-
tion of the host galaxies, with age, metallicities, star formation rates and associated
morphologies. As illustrated in Fig. [I7] we are able to statistically characterize the
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Figure 17. Six example potential LISA sources from a catalog of MBHB mergers in Illustris,
spanning mass, mass ratio, and redshift. These plots represent a small window on the M, and
Mpy history of the main progenitor host in the left panel. The right panel shows simulated
JWST-Nircam images of the hosts40l Many of these sources are associated with obvious galaxy
mergers, and there is substantial diversity in the host morphology, luminosity, and color.

type of galaxy for given minor/major BH merger events across redshift. Even with
LISA more than a decade away, our aim would be to predict which future facilities
( Webb, Luvoir, OST) will be needed to to observe the type of galaxy which will
be MBHB hosts out to high redshifts. For example, the z = 5 example shown in
Fig. is the highest redshift host galaxy of a MBHB event in Illustris that will

be detactable by JWST (as at these redshifts a MBHB typically involves lower
402

masses).

In Figure we show mock JWST images and mass assembly histories of sev-
eral galaxies hosting MBHB sources in Illustris. We selected these sources to span
a range of redshifts, masses, and mass ratios Such products can be used to charac-
terize galaxy morphology and AGN activity which may indicate recent (bulges) or
ongoing (companions, tails, etc) merging activity and therefore link (in simulations)
the population of LISA sources to the story of how galaxy populations assembled.
Figure shows the time evolution of a single such source over ~ 500Myr. In
this evolution, a minor galaxy merger delivers a MBH with M2/M1 ~ 100 to the
primary host (M1 ~ 10%), and these BHs merge near the time shown in the 3rd
panel. We can see that this MBHB merger occurs during a period of rapid galaxy
assembly in the host.

Currently a few teams have been able to carry out impressive MHD simulations
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Figure 18. Top: Distribution of merger masses (M1 and M), from the original Illustris simulation
(blue) and after mass growth during the merger delay time, assuming growth follows a Bondi
scaling (orange contours). Bottom: Same as top, but assuming growth follows an Eddington
scaling. Distribution of mergers across redshift and total merger mass (Mot = M1 + M2) from
the original Illustris simulation (blue), and after imposing a dynamical friction time delay, assuming
growth follows a Bondi scaling. Bottom: Same as top, but assuming black hole growth follows an
Eddington scaling.

of circumbinary disks P04H405406| oround relativistic binary BHs which are now start-
ing to produce detailed EM counterpart signatures for these events. In the near
future it will be possible to use large scale simulations to provide reasonable ’ini-
tial conditions’ of the gas environments for these smaller scales around the BHs at
the time of mergers that the detailed simulations could use to derive realistic EM
signatures for a given mass ratio event in a given environment/galaxy host.

From an analytic modelling point of view, SMBH merger rates have been inves-
tigated by incorporating SMBHs in merging galaxies in a full cosmological context
by assigning SMBHs to galaxies via different scaling relations 272407408 Ap ex-
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Figure 19. Roughly 500Myr of evolution of the host galaxy for the z = 2.44 source in Figure
(3rd panel). Labels describe the visible assembly processes acting on the galaxy and MBHB. The
primary MBH has AGN emission visible as a bright blue point source in the first 3 panels. Each

panel has a fixed 50 physical kpc field of view 402
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Figure 20. The merger rates for all binaries in a suite of recent hydrodynamical simulations with
different levels of delays. Without considering any post-processing delays we expect a total of ~ 2
mergers per year. The rate when considering only DF and hardening decreases the merger rates
significanlty at high redshifts. Credit for these figure: Nianyi Chen.

amplé?™ of this procedure is shown in Figure in which two scaling relations
have been adopted, one characterizing the sample of local, dynamically measured
SMBHs!#2 (green lines), and one that includes a possible correction for observa-
tional biases induced by the sphere of influence of the central SMBH#2Y (purple
lines). It is found that the latter SMBH-host galaxy relations imply a drop of a
factor of ~ 3 in the signal amplitude A. This result by itself could help resolving
any potential tension between recent PTA upper limits and theoretical predictions,
without invoking any additional physics related to the dynamics of SMBH binaries,
such as stalling, high eccentricity or strong coupling with the surrounding stellar
and gaseous environment.

6. Concluding remarks

In this extensive review we have analysed in some detail several aspects of the
modelling of SMBHs in a cosmological context, from full hydrodynamic simulations,
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Figure 21. Left panel: Illustration of the distribution of GW signals in frequency-strain space
for BH bianries in Illustris simulation (blue), and after incorporating a dynamical friction time
delay (green). In black the LISA sensitivity curve. Right panel: Distribution of GW signals
after incorporating black hole mass growth according to Bondi scaling (red) or Eddington scaling
(purple). The green cross shows the peak of the distribution without any mass growth (i.e. peak
of the green contours from left panel). Incorporating a time delay primarily increases the strain,
with a minor increase in frequency. Incorporating mass growth decreases the frequency and further
increases the strain, especially for more efficient growth (i.e. assuming Eddington scaling) 403

to semi-analytic and semi-empirical models. A number of interesting conclusions
can be drawn from this varied discussion:

e Cosmological semi-analytic and hydrodynamic simulations grow SMBHs
from seed BHs that range from 102 to 10° M), roughly covering the full
range of theoretical expectations. All recent both numerical and analytic
models, predict a steep rise in the SMBH mass function at low masses 292409
Recent hydrodynamic simulations have revealed that such seed SMBHs can
effectively grow into the giants rare quasars observed at z > 6 thanks to
the large-scale tidal fields destabilizing significant amounts of gas funnelling
onto the seed BHs (see Figure[g).

e SMBHs grow primarily by (gas) accretion. Although other possibilities
have been put forward in the literature 29411 a5 it stands, all current mod-
els have shown that, by making use of standard values of the radiative and
kinetic efficiencies, gas accretion by itself could be a sufficient condition to
reproduce the SMBH demography (in terms of both mass density and scal-
ing relations) as calibrated in the local Universe (see, for example, Figures@
and [13)).

e Relatively frequent SMBH mergers are nevertheless predicted to occur in
almost all hydrodynamic simulations, with a frequency that could be as
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Figure 22. Probability distribution?™ of the signal amplitude A assuming different scaling re-
lations, as labelled. The two sets of lines for each scaling relation corresponds to two evolution
patterns in the input stellar mass functions.

high as a couple of mergers per year, but most probably much lower when
including any sources of stalling (see Figure. LISA will be key to discern
among the viable models of SMBH mergers (Figure .

e SMBHSs can feed back to the ISM significant amounts of energy and mo-
mentum via radiation pressure on free electrons and dust, as well as via
large-scale mechanical winds and jets. Several cosmological models imple-
ment both a quasar-mode and radio-mode SMBH feedback, with the former
regulating the initial growth of the SMBH and inner mass density, and the
latter shown to be effective in producing a red galaxy sequence, in prevent-
ing overgrowth in massive galaxies, and in generating more realistic galactic
and thermodynamic profiles.

e Strong degeneracies in the input parameters within a single model (among
seeding, dynamics, accretion, and feedback), as well as degeneracies among
the different implementations of SMBH feedback (e.g., Figure , still pre-
vent to underpin the true underlying processes at play shaping SMBH and
host galaxy growth. We note, however, that cosmological models imple-
menting gravitational torque-based accretion predict the latter to be nearly
independent of SMBH mass and with less need of self-regulation.

e Present cosmological models, both numerical and analytic ones, have been
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able not only to reproduce the number densities of SMBHs, both active
and inactives ones, but also their spatial distribution as traced in the small
and large-scale clustering properties of active SMBHs (see, e.g., Figure.
Quasars hosts are predicted to be always related to host dark matter haloes
of the order of 10'2 — 10'3 My, at all relevant redshifts, while the same
models also suggest that excess small scale clustering is possibly due to
quasar pairs in satellite galaxies.
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