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ABSTRACT
We present a theoretical framework for linking quasar properties, such as quasar age, to the
surrounding Ly𝛼 emission intensity. In particular, we focus on a method for mapping the large-
scale structure of Ly𝛼 emission intensity with galaxy spectra from wide-field spectroscopic
surveys, e.g., the Subaru Prime Focus Spectrograph (PFS) or the Dark Energy Spectroscopic
Instrument (DESI), and consider the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission from the intergalactic
medium (IGM). To do this, we construct a theoretical model based on two physical processes:
resonant scattering of quasar Ly𝛼 photons and fluorescence due to quasar ionizing photons,
finding that the fluorescence contribution due to optically thick gas clouds is dominant. Taking
into account the light cone effect and assuming a typical quasar spectrum, we calculate the
fluorescence contribution to the spectrum stacked within each bin of the separation angle from
the quasar as a function of quasar age. Furthermore, we compute the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission
cross-correlation and its SNR for the planned PFS survey. The predicted signal can only
account for ∼ 10% of the measurements indicated from the BOSS and eBOSS surveys in the
outer region of >∼ 10 cMpc h−1, and the predicted SNR is not sufficient to detect the quasar-
induced contribution. However, we found that our model, combined with the contribution of
star-forming galaxies, is not in conflict with these measurements. We discuss other possible
contributions to the Ly𝛼 emission excess around quasars, the efficiency of using spectroscopic
fibers, and the redshift dependence of our model.
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1 INTRODUCTION

While we have learned a lot of information about quasars from their
emission line spectra (e.g., Davidson & Netzer 1979), the “life” of
quasars is still unknown because each quasar spectrum corresponds
to a specific moment. In particular, the quasar lifetime is one of the
key parameters that characterize quasars, and plays a critical role
in understanding the activity of active galactic nuclei (AGN) or the
growth of black holes. However, the current constraints are quite
weak, lying in the range of 106−108 years. The large uncertainty
is partly due to the fact that some quasar lifetime estimates rely
on demographic methods, e.g., integrating quasar properties over
cosmic time or comparing populations of objects at different red-
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shifts. These approaches depend heavily on models that describe the
(co)evolution of quasars, black holes, and galaxies, e.g., the quasar
luminosity function or the black hole mass function. In addition,
they can only set a limit on the net lifetime as the total amount of
time that the accretion on to a supermassive black hole is lumi-
nous enough to be recognized as a quasar, rather than the episodic
lifetime as the period of time of a single luminous phase (see e.g.,
Martini 2004, for a review).

To probe the quasar activity more precisely, we then need to
constrain its episodic lifetime (for an individual quasar, if possi-
ble) in a model-independent way. A promising way to estimate the
episodic lifetime is to focus on the variation of the ionization state
of the surrounding region. The radiation from a local quasar addi-
tionally ionizes the surrounding intergalactic medium (IGM) and
then forms a characteristic region, which is called the proximity ef-
fect (zone) (Bajtlik et al. 1988). Since the size of the ionized region
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depends strongly on the length of time the quasar remains active,
we can constrain the quasar age (shorter than the episodic lifetime)
without knowing the details of quasar physics. Observations of the
proximity effect have been made by various studies and can be di-
vided into two types: the line-of-sight and the transverse proximity
effects (e.g., Schmidt et al. 2019; Eilers et al. 2021, for reviews of
previous studies).

The line-of-sight proximity effect can be seen in the quasar
spectra themselves. Ionizing photons leaving the quasar earlier had
ionized the surrounding IGM and then the Ly𝛼 forest absorption
of the observed quasar spectrum should be reduced in the vicinity
of the quasar (Carswell et al. 1982; Bajtlik et al. 1988). Since all
the photons that make up a quasar spectrum were emitted from the
quasar at the same time, the propagation of the ionizing photons
(the ionization front) must be considered in the quasar rest frame.
Therefore, the size of the proximity zone on the spectrum is de-
termined by the ionization timescale or the quasar age, whichever
is shorter (e.g., Cen & Haiman 2000; Bolton & Haehnelt 2007).
However, at redshifts of 𝑧 <∼ 5, where a large fraction of the quasars
ever observed lie, the measurements of the line-of-sight proximity
zone only allow us to place a lower limit on the quasar age, because
the ionization timescale is quite short, ∼ 104 year.

The transverse proximity effect is detected by background
sightlines (e.g., quasars or star-forming galaxies) passing close to a
foreground quasar (Crotts 1989; Dobrzycki & Bechtold 1991; Adel-
berger 2004). In this case, multiple spectra of background objects
along different sightlines are less absorbed around the foreground
quasar, and the variations in the spectra are caused by ionizing pho-
tons that, unlike the line-of-sight proximity effect, are unrelated to
the currently observed quasar luminosity. This allows us to probe
quasar ages much longer than the ionization timescale. Further-
more, at low redshifts where the hydrogen neutral fraction is very
small, the ionization front propagates almost at the speed of light
(e.g., Shapiro et al. 2006), which means that the size of the proxim-
ity zone depends only on the quasar age. On the other hand, since
the difference in the optical depths for absorption systems inside
and outside the proximity zone is characterized by the ratio of the
quasar’s ultraviolet (UV) flux to the UV background flux, we need
to find background sightlines close enough to the foreground quasar
to detect the proximity effect.

While we can study the effect of quasar radiation on the IGM
through Ly𝛼 absorption lines in the spectra of background luminous
objects by focusing on the proximity effect, Ly𝛼 emission from the
surrounding IGM should be enhanced by the quasar illumination.
The quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission can be divided into two physi-
cal processes: resonant scattering and fluorescence (e.g., ?). When
photons from a quasar pass through a nearby HI cloud, those ob-
served as Ly𝛼 photons by HI atoms in the cloud (i.e., continuum
photons slightly blueward of Ly𝛼 in the quasar rest frame) are res-
onantly scattered by the atoms (resonant scattering). In addition,
Lyman continuum photons from the quasar, which form the prox-
imity zone, promote photoionization in the HI cloud and produce
additional Ly𝛼 photons through the subsequent recombination (flu-
orescence). These two processes would be observed by an observer
in the direction in which the quasar photons initially propagated
as a Ly𝛼 absorption line and a Lyman limit break, respectively, in
the spectrum. This means that the excess of Ly𝛼 emission from
HI clouds in the vicinity of quasars includes the sum of these two
contributions.

The detectability of Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM was first
discussed theoretically in the context of imaging optically thick
gas clouds in fluorescent Ly𝛼 emission that is induced by the UV

background (Hogan & Weymann 1987; Gould & Weinberg 1996).
Later studies then considered the effect of local quasars on the IGM
Ly𝛼 emission by using a simple toy model (Haiman & Rees 2001)
or combining hydrodynamical cosmological simulations with a ra-
diative transfer algorithm (Cantalupo et al. 2005; Kollmeier et al.
2010), suggesting that the quasar ionizing photons enhance the flu-
orescent Ly𝛼 surface brightness of the surrounding IGM, in some
high-density environments by a factor of ∼ 102. A series of narrow-
band observations in the field of a quasar at 𝑧 ≃ 3.2 suggested for the
first time that the Ly𝛼 companion cloud is fluorescently illuminated
by its host quasar (Djorgovski et al. 1985; Hu & Cowie 1987), and
since then a large number of observations have been reported inves-
tigating extended Ly𝛼 emission on scales of <∼ 100 pkpc (physical
kiloparsecs) (e.g., ?, for a review).

In analogy to the proximity effect, these results suggest that
we can estimate quasar age from the size of regions where Ly𝛼
emission is enhanced by the quasar illumination. The size of this
Ly𝛼-enhanced region is characterized by the light travel distance of
the quasar age and is therefore much larger than the virial radius of
the quasar host halo, i.e., >∼ 1 pMpc. There have been some efforts to
explain various systems of quasars and their Ly𝛼 companions sepa-
rated by relatively large distances with fluorescence enhanced by the
quasars: a separated damped Ly𝛼 system (Adelberger et al. 2006),
Ly𝛼 emitters (LAEs) (Cantalupo et al. 2007; Rauch et al. 2008),
gas-rich proto-galactic clouds with very low star formation efficien-
cies (or dark galaxies) (Cantalupo et al. 2012; Marino et al. 2018),
or giant Ly𝛼 nebulae (Cantalupo et al. 2014; Martin et al. 2014;
Hennawi et al. 2015). Observations of fluorescent LAEs around
quasars actually set constraints on the quasar lifetime and emission
opening angle by comparing the spatial distribution with models
(Trainor & Steidel 2013; Borisova et al. 2016a). On the other hand,
the contribution from resonant Ly𝛼 scattering of quasar continuum
photons can only dominate in the diffuse, low-density IGM which
is optically thin to ionizing photons, e.g., in the Ly𝛼 forest (e.g.,
Kollmeier et al. 2010; Hennawi & Prochaska 2013). Therefore, we
only need to consider the fluorescence process when quantifying the
effect of quasar illumination on optically thick objects in the IGM,
as in the previous works mentioned above, although the continuum
scattering could be important in regions close enough to quasars
that the gas is highly ionized by the quasar radiation (e.g., Hennawi
& Prochaska 2013; Martin et al. 2014; Arrigoni Battaia et al. 2019)
or in the case where the neutral hydrogen number density is high
enough to keep the gas neutral (Cantalupo et al. 2014; ?).

In this paper, we focus on a method for mapping the large-
scale structure of Ly𝛼 emission intensity with galaxy spectra from
wide-field spectroscopic surveys, and consider the contribution of
Ly𝛼 emission driven by quasar radiation, with the goal of linking
the Ly𝛼 intensity map to quasar properties. Croft et al. (2016, 2018)
mapped the Ly𝛼 emission intensity distribution from luminous red
galaxy (LRG) spectra from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic
Survey (BOSS) of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey III (SDSS-III,
Eisenstein et al. 2011) by subtracting the best-fitting galaxy spectra
and found a positive signal in the cross-correlation between the
Ly𝛼 emission and BOSS quasars. Moreover, in combination with
the cross-correlation between the Ly𝛼 emission and the Ly𝛼 forest
sample constructed from BOSS quasar spectra, they concluded that
a simple model where the Ly𝛼 emission intensity is proportional
to the baryon density and the quasar flux can successfully explain
both cross-correlation signals. However, Lin et al. (2022) recently
revisited this conclusion while applying the same intensity mapping
technique to the extended BOSS (eBOSS) data of SDSS-IV (Blanton
et al. 2017) and argued that a different model, where star-forming
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Quasar illumination and Ly𝛼 intensity mapping 3

Figure 1. Schematic view of a light path for quasar-induced Ly𝛼 photons. Radiation emitted from a quasar of 𝑄 at 𝑡 < 𝑡age, where 𝑡age is the quasar age,
induces Ly𝛼 photons at the point of 𝑅 in the direction of 𝜃 with respect to the line of sight from an observer of 𝑂 to the quasar, and then the induced Ly𝛼
photons are observed (𝑄 → 𝑅 → 𝑂, blue solid line), simultaneously with photons that left the quasar at 𝑡 = 𝑡age and propagated directly to the observer
(𝑄 → 𝑂). The red solid line shows the outermost region (quasar light echo) where Ly𝛼 photons are induced by quasar photons emitted at 𝑡 = 0.

galaxies are responsible for the Ly𝛼 intensity distribution on scales
of >∼ 1 cMpc, is preferred, since the quasar-based model requires
an extremely high Ly𝛼 luminosity per quasar.

We will soon obtain an even larger number of galaxy spec-
tra with higher signal-to-noise ratios of individual spectra from the
ongoing and upcoming wide-area spectroscopic surveys such as
the Subaru Prime Focus Spectrograph (PFS, Takada et al. 2014)1,
the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI, DESI Collabo-
ration et al. 2016)2, Euclid (Laureĳs et al. 2011)3, and the Nancy
Grace Roman Space Telescope (Spergel et al. 2015)4. Motivated by
these promising prospects, in this paper we theoretically model the
boosted Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM illuminated by a local quasar,
taking into account the effect of the light cone, and estimate its con-
tribution to the spectrum stacked within each bin of the separation
angle from the quasar. In particular, we consider both resonant scat-
tering and fluorescence effects and compare the contributions from
optically thin and thick gas clouds for each effect. Furthermore,
we compare our prediction of the quasar-induced contribution to

1 https://pfs.ipmu.jp/
2 https://www.desi.lbl.gov/
3 https://www.esa.int/Science_Exploration/Space_Science/

Euclid
4 https://roman.gsfc.nasa.gov

the Ly𝛼 emission excess with previous measurements or with that
expected from star-forming galaxies clustered around quasars.

This paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we explain
possible light paths for Ly𝛼 photons induced by quasar radiation and
express them, including the quasar light echo, as a function of quasar
age, redshift, and line-of-sight separation. We present some models
for the neutral hydrogen column density distribution to describe the
IGM, the typical quasar spectrum, and the clustering of star-forming
galaxies in Section 3. We then consider the Ly𝛼 emissions driven by
the quasar illumination in two different physical processes: resonant
scattering (Section 4) and fluorescence (Section 5), and estimate the
contribution to the stacked spectrum (Section 6). In Section 7, we
calculate the cross-correlation between quasar and Ly𝛼 emission
and evaluate the signal-to-noise ratio for the PFS survey. We discuss
the limitation, efficiency, and redshift dependence in Section 8 and
summarize the results and future prospects in Section 9. In the
following, we adopt the cosmological model that is consistent with
Planck Collaboration et al. (2016).

2 LIGHT PATHS AND QUASAR LIGHT ECHO

To begin with, let us consider a quasar at a redshift of 𝑧 = 𝑧𝑞
whose lifetime is 𝑡 = 𝑡𝑞 , as a working example. We assume that the
quasar turned on at 𝑡 = 0 and that we today observe photons that
were emitted from the quasar at 𝑡 = 𝑡age (< 𝑡𝑞). In addition to the
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Figure 2. Quasar light echo surfaces for various quasar ages (𝑧𝑞 = 2.5).
Each color corresponds to a different quasar age: 𝑡age = 1.0 (black), 4.0
(blue), 16.0 (green), and 64.0 (red). The yellow dashed line is a line-of-sight
direction with the angle of 𝜃 = 100.0′′ .

photons directly propagated from the quasar (direct photons), we
should simultaneously observe Ly𝛼 photons that were quasar pho-
tons emitted at 𝑡 < 𝑡age in the surrounding IGM (induced photons).
We will consider light paths for the induced Ly𝛼 photons in the fol-
lowing sections. Note that since null geodesics are invariant under a
conformal transformation (e.g., Wald 1984), we use the conformal
time, d𝜂, as well as the physical time d𝑡 (= 𝑎d𝜂).

2.1 Light paths of quasar-induced Ly𝛼 photons

Fig. 1 shows a schematic view where photons that were emitted by
a quasar at 𝑡 = 𝑡emi (< 𝑡age) induce Ly𝛼 photons, through resonant
scattering or fluorescence, at the point of 𝑅 in the direction of 𝜃 with
respect to the line of sight from an observer of 𝑂 to the quasar (blue
solid line). 𝜒𝑞 , 𝜒𝑟 , and 𝜒𝑞𝑟 are the comoving distances between
the two points: 𝑂𝑄, 𝑂𝑅, and 𝑄𝑅, respectively. Since the direct
photons (𝑄 → 𝑂) and the induced Ly𝛼 photons (𝑄 → 𝑅 → 𝑂)
are observed at the same time, the relation between the comoving
distance of light path and the comoving distance to the quasar is
described as

Δ𝜂emi + 𝜒𝑞𝑟 + 𝜒𝑟 = Δ𝜂age + 𝜒𝑞 , (1)

where the time intervalsΔ𝜂emi andΔ𝜂age correspond to the emission
time 𝑡emi and the quasar age 𝑡age in the conformal time, respectively:

𝑡emi =

∫ 𝜂emi

𝜂on
𝑎(𝜂)d𝜂, 𝑡age =

∫ 𝜂𝑞

𝜂on
𝑎(𝜂)d𝜂. (2)

Here 𝜂on ≡ 𝜂 |𝑡=0 is the conformal time at which the quasar turned
on, 𝜂emi ≡ 𝜂on + Δ𝜂emi is the conformal time at which Ly𝛼 photon
were emitted from the quasar, and 𝜂𝑞 ≡ 𝜂on+Δ𝜂age = 𝜂0− 𝜒𝑞 is the
conformal time corresponding to the comoving distance 𝜒𝑞 (𝜂0 is
the conformal time of the present epoch). If the time interval Δ𝜂emi
is fixed in equation (1), i.e., the sum of 𝜒𝑞𝑟 and 𝜒𝑟 is constant, the
point of 𝑅 is always located on an elliptic arc.

2.2 Quasar light echo

The most interesting is the case of Δ𝜂emi = 0, where the Ly𝛼
photons were induced by the photons leaving from the quasar at the
same time, 𝑡 = 0, as the direct photons. In this case, the reflection
point, 𝑅le, is located on the outermost elliptic arc, which we will
hereafter call the quasar light echo surface5 and corresponds to the
frontier of quasar radiation that we observe along with the direct
photons (red solid line in Fig. 1).

In the case of a spatially flat universe, substituting equation (1)
with Δ𝜂emi = 0 into the law of cosines

𝜒2
𝑞𝑟 = 𝜒2

𝑟 + 𝜒2
𝑞 − 2𝜒𝑟 𝜒𝑞 cos 𝜃, (3)

we obtain the following expression for the comoving distance to the
light echo surface 𝜒𝑟 ,le as a function of 𝜃, 𝑧𝑞 , and 𝑡age (i.e., Δ𝜂age):

𝜒𝑟 ,le (𝜃, 𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age) =
Δ𝜂age

Δ𝜂age + 𝜒𝑞 (1 − cos 𝜃)

(
𝜒𝑞 +

Δ𝜂age
2

)
. (4)

Here we define the redshift at the point of 𝑅 (or 𝑅le) as 𝑧𝑟 (or 𝑧𝑟 ,le).
Since the redshift 𝑧𝑟 ,le corresponds to the comoving distance 𝜒𝑟 ,le,
we can describe it as a function of 𝜃, 𝑧𝑞 , and 𝑡age in the same way
as 𝜒𝑟 ,le: 𝑧𝑟 ,le (𝜃, 𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age). Fig. 2 shows the light echo surfaces for a
quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5, but assuming different ages. We find that, for a
line of sight (𝜃 = 100′′; dashed line) as an example, the intersection
with the light echo surface moves to higher redshifts along the line
of sight as the quasar age becomes older.

3 INTERGALACTIC MEDIUM, QUASARS, AND
STAR-FORMING GALAXIES

Next, we introduce simple prescriptions for modeling the IGM,
quasar radiation, and the clustering of star-forming galaxies. As we
will see in Sections 4 and 5, the column density of HI gas clouds is
a key ingredient to discuss the contribution of resonant scattering or
fluorescence. We then adopt a typical column density distribution
function in the IGM and consider its enhancement around quasars.
As for quasar radiation, we assume a typical quasar spectrum and
isotropic radiation. In addition, we will also discuss the attenuation
due to the IGM in Section 8.2. We also present a model based on
the two-point correlation function of the large-scale dark matter
distribution to account for the contribution of star-forming galaxies
clustered around quasars to the Ly𝛼 emission excess.

3.1 HI column density distribution

For a model describing the IGM, we rely on the distribution function
of intergalactic absorbers introduced by Inoue et al. (2014), which is
a function of redshift 𝑧 and the column density of neutral hydrogen
𝑁HI, composed of two components:

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
= 𝑓LAF (𝑧)𝑔LAF (𝑁HI) + 𝑓DLA (𝑧)𝑔DLA (𝑁HI), (5)

where

𝑔𝑖 (𝑁HI) = 𝐵𝑖𝑁
−𝛽𝑖
HI e−𝑁HI/𝑁c , (6)

the subscript 𝑖 = {LAF,DLA}, 𝛽𝑖 and 𝐵𝑖 are the power-law index
and the normalization, respectively, for each component, and 𝑁c

5 Although the term “quasar light echo” was originally introduced to ex-
pressly refer to the transverse proximity effect by Visbal & Croft (2008), we
here use it to express the radiation front rather than the ionization front.

MNRAS 000, 1–20 (2024)
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is the cut-off column density for both. Note that each component
was named after the Ly𝛼 forest (LAF) or damped Ly𝛼 systems
(DLAs) reflecting its dominant contribution, however, both com-
ponents contribute to Lyman limit systems (LLSs) corresponding
to the middle of those two systems. In Appendix A, we give the
explicit expression for 𝑓𝑖 (𝑧) and the model parameters assumed in
the following.

In the following sections, we consider two extreme cases where
HI gas clouds in the IGM are optically thin and thick to photons with
different energies: Ly𝛼 and Lyman limit photons. We then define
optically thick absorbers so that the corresponding optical depth is
larger than 2:6

𝑁HI > 𝑁Ly𝛼 = 1013.5cm−2 (optically thick to Ly𝛼)

𝑁HI > 𝑁LL = 1017.5cm−2 (optically thick to Lyman limit),
(7)

which are equivalent to 𝜎𝑠 (𝜈𝛼)𝑁HI > 2 and 𝜎ion (𝜈LL)𝑁HI > 2,
respectively (𝜎𝑠 and 𝜎ion are the cross sections for Ly𝛼 resonant
scattering and photoionization of HI atoms, respectively; see equa-
tions (20) and (29) for details). Based on the above definition, we
introduce the incidence of optically thick absorbers as the number
of them per line-of-sight physical length, d𝑠 = 𝑎d𝜒,

𝑙LAF
IGM (𝑧) = d𝑧

d𝑠

∫ 𝑁u

𝑁Ly𝛼

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
d𝑁HI (for the LAF)

𝑙LLS
IGM (𝑧) = d𝑧

d𝑠

∫ 𝑁u

𝑁LL

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
d𝑁HI (for LLSs), (8)

where d𝑧/d𝑠 = (1 + 𝑧)𝐻 (𝑧)/𝑐 with the Hubble parameter 𝐻. We
note that these incidences based on the column density distribution
of equation (6) reflect a randomly selected region in the Universe,
which is emphasized by the subscript “IGM”.

However, in our context, we focus on the proximity of quasars
and need to consider the effect of denser environments which are lo-
cally created by quasar halos. In particular, quasars have a relatively
high linear bias factor (e.g., 𝑏𝑞 = 3.64 at a redshift of 𝑧 = 2.38
as discussed in Font-Ribera et al. 2013), and therefore reside in
high-density regions. Moreover, observations of absorption lines
in background quasar spectra suggest that populations of optically
thick HI absorbers are enhanced around the foreground quasar, even
at a separation of ∼ 1 pMpc (Hennawi et al. 2006; Prochaska et al.
2013). This means that although the fluorescent Ly𝛼 emission from
each optically thick gas cloud does not depend on the HI number
density within the cloud (see equation 34), the total contribution
around quasars is further increased by a larger number of optically
thick gas clouds in the dense environment (e.g., Mas-Ribas & Di-
jkstra 2016). We then follow the prescription of Prochaska et al.
(2013) and take account of the enhancement in the incidence of
absorbers around quasars by using the cross-correlation function
between quasars and absorbers, 𝜉QA, with the separation (comov-
ing) distance 𝑟:

𝑙𝑞 (𝑧, 𝑟) = 𝑙IGM (𝑧) (1 + 𝜉QA (𝑟)), (9)

where 𝜉QA (𝑟) = (𝑟/𝑟0)−𝛾 with the correlation (comoving) length
𝑟0 and the power-law index 𝛾. Prochaska et al. (2013) measured
the Ly𝛼 absorption around quasars using projected quasar pairs and

6 We follow Prochaska et al. (2013) and set the optically depth criterion to
2, assuming we use their model parameters for the quasar-absorber cross-
correlation function (see equation 9).
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Figure 3. Incidence of optically thick objects per physical length at 𝑧 = 2.5.
The dashed horizontal lines are the incidences for the LAF (blue) and LLSs
(red), which are optically thick to Ly𝛼 and ionizing photons, respectively. We
have also shown the incidence of LLSs around quasars, which is enhanced
in the dense environments, in the red solid line.

found that 𝑟0 = 12.5ℎ−1 cMpc and 𝛾 = 1.68 for LLSs7 by fitting it
to the model. Hereafter, we use these values to estimate the cross-
correlation for LLSs. Fig 3 shows the incidence of LLSs around
quasars, equation (9), as a function of the distance 𝑟 (red solid line).
We can clearly see the enhancement in the inner region from the in-
cidence in the average IGM (red dashed line). We would like to note
that the LAF or optically thin absorbers are also enhanced around
quasars. However, we consider the clustering enhancement only for
LLSs because of their dominant contribution to the Ly𝛼 emission
excess (see Section 6.2 for details) and the lack of measurements
for the incidence of low column density absorbers on small scales.

3.2 Quasar spectrum

To estimate a typical flux of quasars in intergalactic space, we
adopt the average spectrum presented by Lusso et al. (2015), who
analyzed 53 quasars at high redshift (𝑧 ≃ 2.4) from the Hubble
Space Telescope survey for Lyman limit absorption systems and
obtained the following spectral index of the continuum slope:

𝛼 =

{
−0.61 (𝜈 < 𝜈LL)
−1.70 (𝜈 > 𝜈LL).

(10)

Using this spectral index, the quasar luminosity density 𝐿𝑞 (𝜈𝑞) (in
erg s−1 Hz−1) is described by

𝐿𝑞 (𝜈𝑞) = 𝐿𝑞,𝜈LL

(
𝜈𝑞

𝜈LL

)𝛼
(11)

where 𝜈𝑞 is the rest-flame frequency at the quasar position and
𝐿𝑞,𝜈LL is the luminosity density at the Lyman limit. We set the
fiducial value of 𝐿𝑞,𝜈LL to 1.0×1031 erg s−1 Hz−1 (e.g., Kollmeier
et al. 2010), which corresponds to an absolute magnitude at rest-
frame 1450Å: 𝑀1450 ≃ −26.

Then, the quasar flux per unit frequency at the point of 𝑅 in

7 They used the criterion 𝑁HI > 1017.3cm−2 when defining LLSs, which
means that our criterion, equation (7), is slightly more conservative.
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6 R. Hada et al.

Figure 4. Quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission observed by a spectroscopic fiber with an aperture of Ωf . Each line corresponds to those in Fig. 1.

Fig. 4, denoted as 𝐹𝑞 (𝜈) (in erg cm−2 s−1 Hz−1), is

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈) = (1 + 𝑧rel)
𝐿𝑞 ((1 + 𝑧rel)𝜈)

4𝜋𝑑2
𝐿,rel

. (12)

Here 𝑧rel is the relative redshift of the quasar with respect to the
point of 𝑅 and defined by 1 + 𝑧rel ≡ 𝑎(𝜂𝑟 )/𝑎(𝜂emi), where 𝜂𝑟 is
the conformal time corresponding to the comoving distance 𝜒𝑟 :
𝜂𝑟 = 𝜂0 − 𝜒𝑟 . 𝑑𝐿,rel is the relative luminosity distance defined
in the same way. Since 𝜂emi (= 𝜂𝑟 − 𝜒𝑞𝑟 ) is a function of 𝜃, 𝑧𝑟 ,
and 𝑧𝑞 (see equation 3), the quasar flux 𝐹𝑞 implicitly depends on
these parameters: 𝐹𝑞 (𝜈; 𝜃, 𝑧𝑟 , 𝑧𝑞). Note that the additional factor
(1+𝑧rel), by which the conventional expression of flux is multiplied,
is introduced because 𝐿𝑞 (𝜈) (or 𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)) is the luminosity (or flux)
density rather than the total luminosity (or flux).

3.3 Clustering of star-forming galaxies

While in this paper, we focus on assessing the effect of quasar radia-
tion on the Ly𝛼 emission from the surrounding IGM, the clustering
enhancement of star-forming galaxies in the dense environment
around quasars also boosts the Ly𝛼 emission surface brightness. A
study of the environment of quasars at 𝑧 = 3−4.5 from the MUSE
survey found more LAEs around quasars, which are presumably
star-forming galaxies, and suggested that the excess is mainly caused
by the local denser environment and partly by the quasar radiation
(Fossati et al. 2021). Moreover, Lin et al. (2022) recently performed
the Ly𝛼 emission intensity mapping with LRG spectra from the
eBOSS data and compared it separately with two different models,

where Ly𝛼 sources are star-forming galaxies or quasars that trace
the large-scale structure. The results suggest that the star-forming
galaxy-based model is preferred to interpret the observed quasar-
Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation on scales of >∼ 1 cMpc, since the
quasar-based model requires an extremely high Ly𝛼 luminosity per
quasar, >∼ 1045 erg s−1, which is comparable with or even brighter
than previously observed ultraluminous quasars. Therefore, we need
to consider quasars and their surrounding external radiation sources
simultaneously to understand their proportions or scale dependen-
cies. We then adopt a methodology based on linearly biased dark
matter density fluctuations to model the contribution of star-forming
galaxies, following Croft et al. (2016) and Lin et al. (2022). Assum-
ing the large-scale fluctuations of Ly𝛼 emission intensity is due to
the large-scale clustering of star-forming galaxies (i.e., 𝜇𝛼 ∝ 𝜌SFG

𝛼 ,
where 𝜇𝛼 is the Ly𝛼 emission surface brightness and 𝜌SFG

𝛼 is the
comoving Ly𝛼 luminosity density of star-forming galaxies), the
cross-correlation between quasars and Ly𝛼 emissions in the linear
regime (Hamilton 1992) is

𝜉q𝛼 (𝑠, 𝜇) = 𝑏𝑞𝑏𝛼⟨𝜇𝛼⟩𝜉 (𝑠, 𝜇), (13)

where 𝑠 is the redshift-space (comoving) separation between quasars
and pixels including Ly𝛼 emissions and 𝜇 = 𝑠∥/𝑠 with its line-of-
sight component 𝑠∥ . Here 𝑏𝑞 and 𝑏𝛼 are the linear bias factors
for quasars and Ly𝛼 emissions, respectively, ⟨𝜇𝛼⟩ is the mean Ly𝛼
emission surface brightness, and the redshift-space correlation func-
tion of the dark matter distribution, 𝜉 (𝑠, 𝜇), can be expanded using
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the Legendre polynomials Lℓ (𝜇),

𝜉 (𝑠, 𝜇) =
∑︁

ℓ=0,2,4
𝜉ℓ (𝑠)Lℓ (𝜇), (14)

with

𝜉0 (𝑠) =
(
1 + 1

3
(𝛽𝑞 + 𝛽𝛼) +

1
5
𝛽𝑞𝛽𝛼

)
𝜉 (𝑟),

𝜉2 (𝑠) =
(

2
3
(𝛽𝑞 + 𝛽𝛼) +

4
7
𝛽𝑞𝛽𝛼

) [
𝜉 (𝑟) − 𝜉 (𝑟)

]
,

𝜉4 (𝑠) =
8
35

𝛽𝑞𝛽𝛼

[
𝜉 (𝑟) + 5

2
𝜉 (𝑟) − 7

2
𝜉 (𝑟)

]
, (15)

where

𝜉 (𝑟) = 3
𝑟3

∫ 𝑟

0
𝜉 (𝑟′)𝑟′2d𝑟′,

𝜉 (𝑟) = 5
𝑟5

∫ 𝑟

0
𝜉 (𝑟′)𝑟′4d𝑟′, (16)

and 𝛽𝑥 = 𝑓 /𝑏𝑥 with the linear growth rate 𝑓 . We then compute the
truncated multiples to cut off nonlinear effects on small scales, such
as random pairwise motions (e.g., Reid et al. 2014; Mohammad
et al. 2016; McCarthy et al. 2019),8

𝜉ℓ (𝑠) =
2ℓ + 1

2

∫ 𝜇max

−𝜇max
𝜉 (𝑠, 𝜇)Lℓ (𝜇)d𝜇, (17)

where 𝜇max =

√︃
1 − (𝑠⊥,min/𝑠)2, corresponding to limiting trans-

verse separations to 𝑠⊥ > 𝑠⊥,min. In the following, we only focus
on the isotropically averaged cross-correlation to compare with the
contribution due to quasar radiation. We then define the contribution
of star-forming galaxies to the Ly𝛼 emission excess as

𝜉SFG
q𝛼 (𝑠) = 𝑏𝑞𝑏𝛼⟨𝜇𝛼⟩𝜉0 (𝑠) (18)

and follow Lin et al. (2022) to set the parameters: 𝑠⊥,min =

4ℎ−1 cMpc, 𝑏𝑞 = 3.64 (Font-Ribera et al. 2013), and 𝑏𝛼 = 3
(Croft et al. 2016). In addition, we evaluate the linear growth rate,
𝑓 , with a good approximation for ΛCDM: 𝑓 ≃ Ω𝑚 (𝑧)0.55 (Wang &
Steinhardt 1998; Linder 2005). We will discuss the adopted value
for ⟨𝜇𝛼⟩ in Section 7.3.

4 RESONANT SCATTERING OF LYMAN-ALPHA
PHOTONS

In this section, we consider how Ly𝛼 photons that were emitted by
a quasar are resonantly scattered by HI atoms in the IGM around
the quasar, and then estimate the observed flux. Here, we focus on
the scattering point, i.e., the point of 𝑅 in Fig. 1, and then 𝜆 and 𝜈

represent the rest-frame wavelength and frequency at the point of
𝑅, respectively, unless noted otherwise. Accordingly, for instance,
the term “quasar Ly𝛼 photons” refers to photons with the Ly𝛼
wavelength in the rest-frame of the point of 𝑅, which corresponds
to continuum photons slightly blueward of Ly𝛼 in the quasar rest
frame.

8 Note that if we can ignore the effect of random pairwise motions, the
redshift-space separation 𝑠 is equal to the separation 𝑟 that appears in equa-
tions (9) or (15).

4.1 Ly𝛼 volume emissivity

Following the formalism that is presented by Hennawi & Prochaska
(2013), we consider gas clouds with the number density of 𝑛c and
the cross-sectional area of 𝜎c. From the quasar flux and the HI
column density for each cloud 𝑁HI,c, we can define the reaction
rate for the scattering of quasar Ly𝛼 photons for each cloud, per
unit area (in cm−2 s−1):

ΥQ(𝑠) (𝑁HI,c) =
∫

d𝜈
𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

(1 − e−𝜏𝑠,c ), (19)

where ℎ is the Planck constant and 𝜏𝑠,c = 𝜎𝑠𝑁HI,c is the optical
depth per cloud. The cross section for Ly𝛼 scattering, 𝜎𝑠 , is de-
scribed as a convolution of the Ly𝛼 scattering cross section for a
single HI atom and the velocity distribution of the atoms (Rybicki
& Lightman 2004; Mesinger 2016):

𝜎𝑠 (𝜈, 𝑇) =
3𝜆2

𝛼𝑎𝑣

2
√
𝜋

𝐻 (𝑎𝑣 , 𝑥), (20)

with

𝑎𝑣 ≡
𝐴𝛼

4𝜋Δ𝜈𝛼
, 𝑥 ≡ 𝜈 − 𝜈𝛼

Δ𝜈𝛼
,

where 𝜆𝛼 and 𝜈𝛼 are the Ly𝛼 wavelength and frequency, respec-
tively, and 𝐴𝛼 is the Einstein-A coefficient for the Ly𝛼 transition,
and Δ𝜈𝛼 ≡ 𝜈𝛼𝑣th/𝑐 = 𝜈𝛼

√︁
2𝑘𝐵𝑇/𝑚𝑝/𝑐 with the Boltzmann con-

stant 𝑘𝐵. Here 𝐻 (𝑎𝑣 , 𝑥) is the Voigt function, which is normalized
to

√
𝜋, i.e.

∫
𝐻 (𝑎𝑣 , 𝑥)d𝑥 =

√
𝜋 (and 𝐻 (𝑎𝑣 , 0) = 1).

By assuming that quasar Ly𝛼 photons are isotopically scattered
by HI atoms, now we can write down the Ly𝛼 volume emissivity
(in erg s−1 cm−3 arcsec−2):

𝑗Ly𝛼 (𝑁HI,c) =
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎cΥQ(𝑠) . (21)

Let us consider two extreme cases: optically thin and thick limits.
At the optically thin limit (𝑁HI,c ≪ 1/𝜎𝑠),

𝑗Ly𝛼 → ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c

∫
d𝜈

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜏𝑠,c

=
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c 𝑁HI,c

∫
d𝜈

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜎𝑠 (𝜈)

=
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋

(
d 𝑓C
d𝑠

𝑁HI,c

)
Γ𝑞,𝑠 , (22)

where

Γ𝑞,𝑠 =

∫
d𝜈

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜎𝑠 (𝜈)

≃
𝐹𝑞 (𝜈𝛼)
ℎ𝜈𝛼

(
√
𝜋Δ𝜈𝛼)𝜎𝑠 (𝜈𝛼) (23)

(in s−1) is the scattering rate of quasar Ly𝛼 photons and d 𝑓C/d𝑠(=
𝑛c𝜎c) is the covering factor per unit physical length. In the second
line of equation (23), we assumed that the spectrum 𝐹𝑞 (𝜈) does not
change rapidly around 𝜈 = 𝜈𝛼 since we are here only considering
the continuum component for the quasar spectrum. We can see that
the emissivity is described by the product of the number of HI atoms
per volume and the scattering rate per HI atom.

On the other hand, in the optically thick case (𝑁HI,c ≫ 1/𝜎𝑠),
equations (21) becomes

𝑗Ly𝛼 → ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈𝛼)
ℎ

∫
d𝜈
𝜈𝛼

(1 − e−𝜏𝑠,c )

=
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
d 𝑓C
d𝑠

Φ𝑞,Ly𝛼, (24)
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where

Φ𝑞,Ly𝛼 =
𝐹𝑞 (𝜈𝛼)

ℎ

∫
d𝜈
𝜈𝛼

(1 − e−𝜏𝑠,c )︸                  ︷︷                  ︸
= 𝑊 (dimensionless EW)

(25)

(in s−1 cm−2) is the number flux of quasar Ly𝛼 photons. The integral
in equation (25) corresponds to the dimensionless equivalent width
(EW), 𝑊 , which can be approximated as

𝑊 ≃ 2𝑣th
𝑐

√︄
ln

(
𝜏𝑠,c (𝜈𝛼)

ln 2

)
, (26)

with 5% accuracy for 1.254 < 𝜏𝑠,c (𝜈𝛼) <∼ 104 (e.g., Draine 2011).
In order to compute the Ly𝛼 emissivities in both optically thin

and thick cases, we need to evaluate (d 𝑓C/d𝑠)𝑁HI,c and d 𝑓C/d𝑠,
respectively. While we assumed a specific value for 𝑛c or 𝜎c in the
above expressions, we should observe the sum of Ly𝛼 emissions
due to gas clouds with different column densities. Recalling that the
incidence of absorbers was defined as the sum of the contributions
over a range of the HI column density (equation 8), we can then
evaluate those two effects as follows:∑︁

thick

d 𝑓C
d𝑠

= 𝑙LAF
IGM (𝑧)

∑︁
thin

d 𝑓C
d𝑠

𝑁HI,c =
d𝑧
d𝑠

∫ 𝑁Ly𝛼

𝑁l

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
𝑁HId𝑁HI, (27)

where the capital sigma symbol represents the summation of con-
tributions over all optically thick(thin) gas clouds. For the integral
of the second line, we note that high column density gas clouds
(≃ 𝑁Ly𝛼) are no longer optically thin, which leads to an overesti-
mate of (d 𝑓C/d𝑠)𝑁HI,c.

Furthermore, we need a gas temperature to calculate the scat-
tering cross section (equation 20). The IGM temperature has been
measured by focusing on the width of Ly𝛼 absorption lines and
found to be 𝑇 ∼ 104K at the mean density in the redshift range
of 2 <∼ 𝑧 <∼ 4 (e.g., McQuinn 2016). Since the summations in the
above equations mostly come from absorbers with 𝑁HI <∼ 𝑁Ly𝛼, we
then adopt 𝑇 = 104K to estimate the velocity dispersion of gas,
𝑣th, in the following (e.g., Schaye 2001). The dimensionless EW
of equation (26) also depends on the HI column density through
the optical depth. However, given the dominance of the lowest col-
umn density and the logarithmic dependence, we use the value of
(𝑊 · 𝜆𝛼) = 0.11Å evaluated with the column density of 𝑁Ly𝛼.

5 LYMAN-ALPHA FLUORESCENCE

As a contribution to Ly𝛼 emission excess around quasars, we have
discussed the resonant scattering of quasar Ly𝛼 photons by HI
atoms in the surrounding gas clouds. Here we move on to estimate
the effect of Ly𝛼 fluorescence in the same gas clouds, which is
induced by ionizing photons from local quasars. Before that, we
start with the Ly𝛼 fluorescence due to the UV background for a
more general case.

5.1 Fluorescence due to the UV background

Considering the UV background of the intensity 𝐽UV (𝜈) (in
erg cm−2 s−1sr−1Hz−1), the reaction rate for the ionization of HI

atoms in each cloud, per unit area (see equation 19):

ΥUVB(ion) =
∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

(1 − e−𝜏ion,c ), (28)

where 𝜏ion,c = 𝜎ion𝑁HI,c is the optical depth per cloud and 𝜎ion (𝜈)
is the cross section for photoionization of HI atoms, which is defined
by

𝜎ion = 𝜎𝜈LL (𝜈/𝜈LL)−3. (29)

Here 𝜈LL is the frequency at the Lyman limit and 𝜎𝜈LL is the cross
section at the threshold, which is given by 𝜎𝜈LL = 6.3 × 10−18 cm2

(Osterbrock & Ferland 2006; Draine 2011). While in photoioniza-
tion equilibrium, ionization and recombination rates are equal to
each other, each recombination event does not necessarily produce
a single Ly𝛼 photon because there are some types of radiative cas-
cades not resulting in Ly𝛼. For regions that are optically thin (thick)
to ionizing radiation, with a temperature around 104K, a fraction
𝜂thin ≃ 41.0% (𝜂thick ≃ 68.6%) of recombinations emit a Ly𝛼 pho-
ton (e.g., Gould & Weinberg 1996; Hennawi & Prochaska 2013;
Dĳkstra 2014). Then, by analogy to the resonant scattering case
(equation 21), the Ly𝛼 volume emissivity is

𝑗Ly𝛼 =
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c 𝜂XΥUVB(ion) , (30)

where 𝜂X = {𝜂thin, 𝜂thick}.

Recalling equation (22), for the the optically thin limit
(𝑁HI,c ≪ 1/𝜎ion), the above equation becomes

𝑗Ly𝛼 → ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c 𝜂thin𝑁HI,c

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜎ion (𝜈)

=
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝜂thin

(
d 𝑓C
d𝑠

𝑁HI,c

)
ΓUVB,ion, (31)

where

ΓUVB,ion =

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜎ion (𝜈) (32)

(in s−1) is the ionization rate due to the UV background. In the
optically thick case (𝑁HI,c ≫ 1/𝜎ion), from equations (24), we
obtain the following expression:

𝑗Ly𝛼 → ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝑛c𝜎c 𝜂thick

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

=
ℎ𝜈𝛼

4𝜋
𝜂thick

d 𝑓C
d𝑠

ΦUVB,LL, (33)

where

ΦUVB,LL =

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

(34)

(in s−1 cm−2) is the number flux of Lyman limit photons of the UV
background.

In the following, we use the UVB ionization rate of ΓUVB,ion =

9 × 10−13 s−1 in the redshift range of 2 <∼ 𝑧 <∼ 3 (Haardt & Madau
2012). In addition, we derive ΦUVB,LL from the same ΓUVB,ion
using the gray absorption cross-section of 2.6 × 10−18 cm2, which
is defined by the ratio of ΓUVB,ion toΦUVB,LL (Rahmati et al. 2013).
Also in this fluorescence case, we can evaluate (d 𝑓C/d𝑠)𝑁HI,c and
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Figure 5. Upper limit of the scattered Ly𝛼 wavelength in the quasar rest
frame. The wavelength corresponding to the quasar light echo surface, 𝜆le,
is described for various line-of-sight angles: 𝜃 [′′ ] = 20 (black), 100 (blue),
400 (green), and 1000 (red). Different types of lines show the results for
quasars at different redshifts: 𝑧𝑞 = 1.5 (dotted lines), 2.5 (solid lines),
and 5.0 (dot-dashed lines). The horizontal dashed line highlights the Ly𝛼
wavelength at the quasar rest frame.

d 𝑓C/d𝑠 in the same way as equation (27):∑︁
thick

d 𝑓C
d𝑠

= 𝑙LLS
IGM (𝑧)

(
or 𝑙LLS

𝑞 (𝑧, 𝑟)
)

∑︁
thin

d 𝑓C
d𝑠

𝑁HI,c =
d𝑧
d𝑠

∫ 𝑁LL

𝑁l

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
𝑁HId𝑁HI. (35)

5.2 Fluorescence in the vicinity of a local quasar

The fluorescent Ly𝛼 emissivity in equation (30) is defined globally
(i.e., not considering the photoionization of a local quasar) and
then should be regarded as the “fluorescence” background that is
induced by the UV background. Therefore, when we consider the
Ly𝛼 fluorescence in the vicinity of a local quasar, we need to add
the contribution of ionizing photons emitted from the quasar, which
is given by replacing 4𝜋𝐽UV (𝜈) with 𝐹𝑞 (𝜈) in equation (28). In
this case, the Ly𝛼 emissivities in the optically thin and thick cases
(analogy to equations 31 and 33) are described by the ionization
rate and the number flux of Lyman limit photons due to the local
quasar, respectively:

Γ𝑞,ion =

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

𝜎ion (𝜈), (36)

Φ𝑞,LL =

∫ ∞

𝜈LL
d𝜈

𝐹𝑞 (𝜈)
ℎ𝜈

. (37)

We note that in this and the previous sections, we have only consid-
ered quasars as radiation sources of Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM.
As we discussed in Section 3.3, Ly𝛼 emissions from clustered star-
forming galaxies directly contribute to their excess around quasars.
In addition, Ly𝛼 and ionizing photons from star-forming galax-
ies can be radiation sources of the Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM
through resonant scattering and fluorescence, respectively (see also
Section 8.1).

6 QUASAR-INDUCED LYMAN-ALPHA EMISSION
OBSERVED BY SPECTROSCOPIC FIBERS

Based on the expressions of the scattering and fluorescence in the
previous two sections, in this section, we formulate the contribution
of the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission to the photon flux observed by
spectroscopic fibers.

6.1 Observed flux of the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 photons

In general, the surface brightness of Ly𝛼 emissions from the IGM
at an arbitrary position, over a finite, line-of-sight (physical) length
is

SBLy𝛼 =
1

(1 + 𝑧)4

∫
𝑗Ly𝛼d𝑠 (38)

(in erg s−1 cm−2 arcsec−2), where we account for the reduction due
to cosmological distances with the factor of 1/(1 + 𝑧)4 (= 𝑑2

𝐴
/𝑑2

𝐿
).

When we observe photons through a spectroscopic fiber with an
aperture, a solid angle of Ωf , each pixel as a wavelength bin corre-
sponds to a length scale along the line of sight. A variation in the
wavelength of observed Ly𝛼 photons due to the expansion of the
Universe is related to a line-of-sight (physical) length d𝑠 as follows:

d𝑠 = 𝑐d𝑡

=
𝑐

𝐻

d𝑎
𝑎

����
𝑧=𝑧𝑟

= − 𝑐

𝐻 (𝑧𝑟 )
d𝜆𝛼,obs
𝜆𝛼,obs

, (39)

where 𝜆𝛼,obs = (1 + 𝑧𝑟 )𝜆𝛼 is the observed wavelength of Ly𝛼
photons scattered at the point 𝑅. This means that Ly𝛼 photons de-
tected in the wavelength range 𝜆𝛼,obs ∼ 𝜆𝛼,obs + d𝜆𝛼,obs were
scattered by gas clouds (i.e., the neutral hydrogen atoms in them)
within a cylinder of 𝐴f × d𝑠 located at the point 𝑅 (see Fig. 4),
where 𝐴f = 𝑑2

𝐴
(𝑧𝑟 )Ωf . From equations (38) and (39), we ob-

tain the following expression for Ly𝛼 flux per unit wavelength (in
erg cm−2 s−1 Å−1):

𝐹Ly𝛼 (𝜆) = Ωf
dSBLy𝛼

d𝜆
(
≡ Ωf 𝐼Ly𝛼 (𝜆)

)
= Ωf

[
𝑗Ly𝛼

(1 + 𝑧𝑟 )4
𝑐

𝐻𝜆

]
𝑧𝑟=𝑧𝑟 (𝜆)

(40)

Here 𝜆 corresponds to the observed wavelength of Ly𝛼 photons, i.e.,
𝜆𝛼,obs in equation (39). We emphasize that this flux corresponds to
Ly𝛼 photons observed through a single fiber with the solid angle
Ωf .

6.2 Results

Before presenting the results of the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission
flux, let us introduce an important concept for considering quasar
age. The redshift of the reflection point 𝑅, 𝑧𝑟 , has the upper limit
corresponding to the light echo surface, 𝑧𝑟 ,le (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age, 𝜃), for each
line-of-sight direction (see Section 2.2). We then define the upper
limit of the wavelength as 𝜆le (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age, 𝜃) ≡ (1 + 𝑧𝑟 ,le)𝜆𝛼. Fig. 5
shows the relation between the upper limit of the wavelength and the
quasar age, and its redshift dependence. We see that the upper limit
shifts to the longer wavelength side as the quasar becomes older
because the light echo surface of older quasars is located further
from the quasars (see Fig. 2). For a fixed quasar age, the upper limit
for the inner line of sight has a longer value, reflecting the curve
of the light echo surface. On the other hand, at each redshift, the
upper limits for all lines of sight converge when the quasar age is old
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Figure 6. Fluorescence Ly𝛼 emission flux from LLSs induced by a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5. The two panels correspond to quasars with different ages: 𝑡age = 16.0
(left) and 64.0 Myr (right). In each panel, the fluorescence Ly𝛼 fluxes per fiber (equations 33 and 37), computed with the incidence for LLSs clustered around
quasars, 𝑙LLS

𝑞 , are described as solid lines for various line-of-sight angles in the same manner as Fig. 5. The horizontal axis, 𝜆, is the observed wavelength
of Ly𝛼 photons and the vertical dashed lines are the upper limits, 𝜆le (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age, 𝜃 ) , (the same color for each line-of-sight angle) and the Ly𝛼 wavelength at
the quasar redshift (yellow). We also show the contribution of the Ly𝛼 fluorescence from LLSs in the IGM (i.e., with the incidence of 𝑙LLS

IGM) due to the UV
background, with a horizontal dotted line.

enough that the curvature of the light echo surface can be ignored.
Equation (4) suggests that for old quasars (or small line-of-sight
separations), the position of the light echo surface relative to the
quasar in the comoving frame is roughly determined by the quasar
age in the conformal time, Δ𝜂age. Therefore, the slope of each line
is approximated by the Hubble parameter at the quasar redshift,
𝐻 (𝑧𝑞), resulting in steep slopes for quasars at higher redshifts.

First, let us look at the characteristic features of the quasar-
induced Ly𝛼 emission observed by spectroscopic fibers. The solid
lines in the two panels of Fig. 6 demonstrate the fluorescence Ly𝛼
fluxes from optically thick gas clouds (i.e., LLSs) induced by dif-
ferent quasar ages: 𝑡age = 16.0 (left) and 64.0 Myr (right). The flux
for each line-of-sight separation does not change between different
quasar ages except for the upper limit of the wavelength 𝜆le (vertical
dashed lines) because the flux does not depend on the quasar age
while the upper limit of the wavelength does. We see that the flux
has a larger value when the reflection point 𝑅 is located closer to the
quasar, i.e., at a radial distance closer to 𝜒𝑞 (yellow vertical dashed
line) or in a direction of smaller 𝜃, since the quasar-induced Ly𝛼
emission flux is proportional to the quasar flux 𝐹𝑞 .

In Fig. 7, we compare different processes of producing Ly𝛼
emission: scattering of quasar Ly𝛼 photons (in red), fluorescence
of quasar ionizing photons (in blue), and fluorescence of the UV
background (in magenta), for each gas cloud classification: opti-
cally thin (dot-dashed lines) and thick (dotted lines). While the
contribution of optically thin clouds for resonant scattering is larger
than that of optically thick clouds, this relationship is reversed for
fluorescence. The most dominant contribution comes from the flu-
orescence of optically thick clouds (i.e., LLSs), which is larger than
the resonant scattering of optically thick clouds (i.e., the LAF) by
a factor of ∼ 30. This dominance of fluorescence in contributions
from optically thick clouds can be understood as follows. Both Ly𝛼
emissivities produced through scattering (equation 24) and fluores-
cence (equation 33) are described by the product of the incidence
of clouds and the number flux of quasar photons. The ratio of the
number fluxes of quasar ionizing and Ly𝛼 photons is estimated as
𝜂thickΦ𝑞,LL/Φ𝑞,Ly𝛼 ≃ (𝜂thick𝐿𝑞,𝜈LL/|𝛼 |)/(𝐿𝑞 (𝜈𝛼)𝑊) ∼ 4 × 103,
which reflects the narrowness of the dimensionless EW for Ly𝛼
resonant scattering. On the other hand, the incidences for LLSs and

the LAF differ by 𝑙LLS
IGM/𝑙LAF

IGM ∼ 8 × 10−3 (see Fig. 3). Combining
these two ratios gives us the total factor of ∼ 30. In Section 4.1,
we noted that the sum of (d 𝑓C/d𝑠)𝑁HI,c for optically thin clouds
(see equations 27 and 35) is overestimated because optically thick
clouds are reluctantly included at the high column density end.
However, we finally found that both the scattering and fluorescence
contributions from optically thin gas clouds are smaller than the
dominant contribution, i.e., fluorescence from optically thick gas
clouds. In addition, we show the fluorescence Ly𝛼 emission from
LLSs clustered around the quasar with a blue solid line in Fig. 7,
which is enhanced near the quasar compared with the case with-
out considering the clustering effect. This feature can be seen more
clearly in Fig. 8, where the fluorescence Ly𝛼 fluxes from LLSs at
a fixed wavelength, 𝐹Ly𝛼 (𝜃, 𝜆 = (1 + 𝑧𝑞)𝜆𝛼), are represented as a
function of the line-of-sight separation 𝜃. Including the clustering
effect (squares) amplifies the original Ly𝛼 flux (dots), reflecting the
power-law nature of our clustering model (equation 9).

We also show the fluorescence Ly𝛼 fluxes due to the UV back-
ground with magenta horizontal lines in Figs. 6 and 8. The con-
tribution of optically thick clouds (dotted line) is superior to that
of optically thin clouds (dot-dashed line) in Fig. 6, as is the flu-
orescence due to quasar ionizing photons. In Fig. 8, we find that
the UV background fluorescence is smaller than the quasar-induced
one in the inner region of 𝜃 <∼ 7 × 102 ′′. This suggests that within
a radius of ∼ 20 cMpc (comoving megaparsecs) from a quasar at
𝑧𝑞 ≃ 2.5, the contribution of quasar-induced Ly𝛼 photons from the
IGM to the total Ly𝛼 flux dominates that of the UV background
fluorescence.

7 CROSS-CORRELATION WITH QUASARS

In the previous sections, we focused on the quasar-induced Ly𝛼
emission in the IGM around a local quasar, gave the expressions
of the Ly𝛼 emissivity due to resonant scattering and fluorescence,
and calculated the Ly𝛼 fluxes (per fiber) for various quasar ages
in various line-of-sight separations. To look further into the Ly𝛼
emissions around quasars, we here consider the cross-correlation
between a quasar and the surface brightness of the Ly𝛼 emissions
in the vicinity.
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Figure 7. Comparison of different types of Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM
induced by a quasar of 𝑡age = 16.0 Myr at 𝑧 = 2.5 and the UV background.
Three colors correspond to the Ly𝛼 fluxes observed by a spectroscopic
fiber of a line-of-sight angle 𝜃 = 100′′, due to the resonant scattering
of quasar Ly𝛼 photons (red), the fluorescence of quasar ionizing photons
(blue), and the fluorescence of the UV background (magenta). The dot-
dashed lines represent the contributions of optically thin gas clouds, and the
solid and dotted lines represent those of optically thick gas clouds with and
without considering the clustering enhancement around the quasar (i.e., the
incidences of 𝑙𝑞 and 𝑙IGM), respectively.
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Figure 8. Angular dependence of the fluorescence Ly𝛼 flux. The fluo-
rescence Ly𝛼 flux from LLSs at a fixed wavelength of 𝜆 = (1 + 𝑧𝑞 )𝜆𝛼

(i.e., 𝑧 = 𝑧𝑞) is plotted as the function of the line-of-sight separation, 𝜃 , in
both cases with 𝑙LLS

𝑞 (squares) and 𝑙LLS
IGM (dots). The four colors correspond

to quasars (𝑧𝑞 = 2.5) with different ages: 𝑡age = 8.0 (black), 16.0 (blue),
32.0 (green), and 64.0 Myr (red), overlapping for smaller line-of-sight sep-
arations. The vertical dashed lines are the maximum values of the angle,
𝜃max (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age ) , which satisfy the relation: 𝜒𝑟,le (𝜃max, 𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age ) = 𝜒𝑞 . We
also show the comoving distance between the quasar and the scattering point,
𝜒𝑞𝑟 , on the upper horizontal axis, corresponding to 𝜃 . The magenta dotted
line represents the fluorescence from LLSs due to the UV background.

7.1 Excess of Ly𝛼 emission by quasar radiation

Before introducing the formalism of cross-correlation, we would
like to mention the excess of Ly𝛼 emission in the vicinity of quasars.
While we used the mean IGM distribution that is averaged at red-
shifts and at distances from local quasars (see equations 27 and
35), each line of sight penetrates the IGM with different density
contrasts. Therefore, the Ly𝛼 flux observed in each line-of-sight

direction (i.e., fiber) is different from each other, even on the same
line-of-sight separation 𝜃. In general, the excess of Ly𝛼 emission is
described as a function of the line-of-sight direction, n̂:

Δ𝐼Ly𝛼 (n̂, 𝜆) =

(
𝐼Q(𝑠) + 𝐼Q( 𝑓 ) + 𝐼UVB( 𝑓 )

)
[𝑛c (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 )]

− 𝐼UVB( 𝑓 ) [𝑛̄c (𝑧𝑟 )]

+ Δ𝐼SFG
Ly𝛼 (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 ), (41)

where 𝑧𝑟 (𝜆) = 𝜆/𝜆𝛼 − 1 and 𝐼𝑋 is the surface brightness per
unit wavelength (in erg cm−2 s−1 Å−1 arcsec−2, see equation 40).
Here, the square bracket [· · · ] specifies the type of the gas cloud
number density that is used to compute the surface brightness and
𝑛̄c represents the mean number density, averaged at each redshift.
While the first two lines are caused by HI atoms in the IGM, the last
term,Δ𝐼SFG

Ly𝛼 , corresponds to Ly𝛼 photons emitted from star-forming
galaxies, which are clustered around quasars (see Section 3.3).

Based on the discussions in Section 6.2, we can conclude that
although LLSs are rarer than the LAF, they effectively reflect quasar
ionizing photons, which are much more than the UV background or
quasar Ly𝛼 photons. The above equation is then well approximated
by

Δ𝐼Ly𝛼 (n̂, 𝜆) ≃ 𝐼 thick
Q( 𝑓 ) [𝑛c (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 )] + Δ𝐼SFG

Ly𝛼 (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 ). (42)

In the following sections, aiming to estimate the excess of Ly𝛼 emis-
sion around quasars, we use this approximation. Note that in Fig. 7,
we considered the clustering enhancement only for the fluorescence
from LLSs. Still, the enhancements for other processes might be
different since their distance dependences (i.e., 𝑟0 or 𝛾 in the cross-
correlation function, 𝜉QA) depend on the HI column density of gas
clouds.

7.2 Cross-correlation between quasar and Ly𝛼 emission

In ongoing and future spectroscopic surveys, we will obtain a set
of spectra in various directions around a large number of quasars.
In this paper, we adopt the formalism used in previous studies by
Croft et al. (2016, 2018) and then define the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission
cross-correlation for the 𝑖-th separation distance bin, 𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 , as the
average of the residual surface brightness over 𝑁𝑖 pixels within the
spherical shell of the 𝑖-th distance bin:

𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 =
1∑𝑁𝑖

𝑗=1 𝑤 𝑗

𝑁𝑖∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑤 𝑗Δ𝐼obs, 𝑗 . (43)

Here Δ𝐼obs, 𝑗 ≡ 𝐼obs, 𝑗 − ⟨𝐼obs (𝑧𝑞)⟩ is the residual surface brightness
at the 𝑗-th pixel, where ⟨𝐼obs (𝑧𝑞)⟩ represents the average of the
surface brightness at 𝑧 = 𝑧𝑞 . The surface brightness in each pixel is
weighed by the inverse variance of the flux, 𝑤 𝑗 .

Let us rewrite the above expression in terms of the excess of
Ly𝛼 emission by assuming

Δ𝐼obs (n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 ) = Δ𝐼Ly𝛼 (n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 ) + 𝛿𝑛(n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 ), (44)

where (n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 ) specifies the spatial position of the 𝑗-th pixel and 𝛿𝑛

is the background noise per pixel with a zero mean and a variance of
𝜎𝑛 (𝜆 𝑗 )2. Although the variance of the flux is the sum of the intrinsic
variance due to large-scale structure (Δ𝐼Ly𝛼 is a function of the HI
number density) and the instrumental noise contribution, the large-
scale structure variance is negligible (e.g., Croft et al. 2018). In
the following, we then only consider the noise contribution to the
flux variance, i.e., 𝑤 𝑗 = 1/𝜎𝑛 (𝜆 𝑗 )2, which depends on only the
wavelength, not the direction. Since the comoving distance between
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a quasar and an arbitrary emission position (point 𝑅: 𝑧 = 𝑧𝑟 ), 𝜒𝑞𝑟 ,
is determined by both the direction angle 𝜃 and the observed Ly𝛼
wavelength 𝜆 = (1 + 𝑧𝑟 )𝜆𝛼, there are different pairs of 𝜃 and 𝜆 for
a single value of 𝜒𝑞𝑟 . We can then rewrite equation (43) with the
excess of Ly𝛼 emission by dividing 𝑁𝑖 pixels of 𝑖-th distance bin
into 𝜃 bins:

𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 =
1∑

𝜃𝑚

∑𝑁𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )
𝑗=1 𝑤 𝑗

∑︁
𝜃𝑚

𝑁𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )∑︁
𝑗=1

𝑤 𝑗Δ𝐼obs (n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 )

=
1∑

𝜃𝑚 𝑁𝜃𝑚

∑𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )
𝑘=1 𝑤𝑘

×
∑︁
𝜃𝑚

𝑁𝜃𝑚

𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑤𝑘 Δ𝐼obs (𝜃𝑚, 𝜆𝑘). (45)

Here

Δ𝐼obs (𝜃𝑚, 𝜆𝑘) ≡
1

𝑁𝜃𝑚

∑︁
n̂ 𝑗 ∈bin 𝜃𝑚
𝜆 𝑗=𝜆𝑘

Δ𝐼obs (n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 ), (46)

where 𝜃𝑚 is the 𝑚-th direction angle bin and 𝑁𝜃𝑚 is the number
of spectra in bin 𝜃𝑚. 𝑁𝑖 (𝜃𝑚) corresponds to the number of pixels
that are placed on spectra in bin 𝜃𝑚, i.e.,

∑
𝜃𝑚 𝑁𝑖 (𝜃𝑚) = 𝑁𝑖 . In

addition, 𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚) is the number of pixels on a spectrum of 𝜃𝑚 that
are included within the spherical shell of 𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 , which satisfies the
relation: 𝑁𝑖 (𝜃𝑚) = 𝑁𝜃𝑚 𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚).

The expression of equation (45) shows that the quasar-Ly𝛼
emission cross-correlation is described as the sum of the Ly𝛼 emis-
sion excesses averaged over pixels within the rings of 𝜃𝑚 at radial
distances 𝜆𝑘 , where the relation between 𝜃𝑚 and 𝜆𝑘 is decided by
𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 . We can thus estimate the mean of 𝜉q𝛼, ⟨𝜉q𝛼⟩, from the mean
of the averaged emission excess, equation (46). Using equations (42)
and (44), the mean of Δ𝐼obs is evaluated by〈

Δ𝐼obs (𝜃𝑚, 𝜆𝑘)
〉

=

〈
𝐼 thick
Q( 𝑓 ) [𝑛c (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 (𝜆𝑘))] + Δ𝐼SFG

Ly𝛼 (n̂, 𝑧𝑟 (𝜆𝑘))
〉

n̂∈bin 𝜃𝑚

= 𝐼 thick
Q( 𝑓 ) [𝑛̄c (𝜃𝑚, 𝑧𝑟 (𝜆𝑘))] + Δ𝐼SFG

Ly𝛼 (𝜃𝑚, 𝑧𝑟 (𝜆𝑘)), (47)

where 𝑛̄c (𝜃𝑚, 𝑧𝑟 ) is the mean number density for given direction
angle and redshift. The first term represents the contribution of
the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission, 𝜉Q

q𝛼, which can be calculated
by using the formulation described in Section 5 and recalling that
𝐼 thick
Q( 𝑓 ) is not zero if 𝜆𝑘 < 𝜆le (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑡age, 𝜃𝑚). The contribution due to

the second term corresponds to equation (18), 𝜉SFG
q𝛼 , with 𝑠 = 𝜒𝑞𝑟 .

In the following, we will primarily focus on the first term, i.e.,
⟨𝜉q𝛼⟩ = 𝜉

Q
q𝛼, which is the main interest in this paper, and compare

it with the second term accordingly.

7.3 Forecast for PFS

We now calculate the cross-correlation between quasar and Ly𝛼
emission using the PFS cosmology survey parameters (Takada et al.
2014). In this study, we calculate the background noise assumed in
the PFS survey using PFS Exposure Time Calculator and Spectrum
Simulator,9 which is based on the package developed by Hirata et al.
(2012). This exposure time calculator (ETC) allows us to compute

9 https://github.com/Subaru-PFS/spt_
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Figure 9. Quasar-induced contribution to the cross-correlation between a
quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5 and the surrounding Ly𝛼 emission excess. The solid and
dotted lines are the means of the cross-correlation, 𝜉Q

q𝛼, computed with the
incidences of 𝑙𝑞 and 𝑙IGM, respectively. The four colors correspond to quasars
with different ages: 𝑡age = 8.0 (black), 16.0 (blue), 32.0 (green), and 64.0
Myr (red). For comparison, we put models based on the cross-correlation
between quasars and star-forming galaxies, 𝜉SFG

q𝛼 , which were fitted to the
BOSS (DR12, Croft et al. 2018) and eBOSS (DR16, Lin et al. 2022) data,
as the dashed (purple) and dot-dashed (orange) lines, respectively. The cyan
dot-dashed line represents the same cross-correlation model as Lin et al.
(2022), but with ⟨𝜇𝛼 ⟩ adjusted to observations of LAEs and 𝛽𝛼 derived
by assuming ΛCDM. We will discuss the gap between our model and the
measurements in Section 8.1.

the SNR of an object or the background noise in various condi-
tions. In particular, we make use of the variance of the background
noise per one exposure, 𝜎𝑛,exp (𝜆) (in erg cm−2 s−1 Å−1arcsec−2),
with the observational conditions assumed in the PFS survey (e.g.,
the single exposure time: 𝑡exp = 450 seconds or the number of ex-
posures: 𝑁exp = 2). Since the noise variance is suppressed by a
factor of 1/

√︁
𝑁exp when averaging the observed fluxes over all ex-

posures, the variance of the background noise per pixel is estimated
as 𝜎𝑛 (𝜆) = 𝜎𝑛,exp (𝜆)/

√︁
𝑁exp. In addition, we set the width of the

pixel (or wavelength) bin to 𝜆𝛼,obs/(𝜆/Δ𝜆)res = 2.24Å, where we
assumed the PFS spectral resolution: (𝜆/Δ𝜆)res = 1900.

Fig. 9 shows the quasar-induced contribution to the cross-
correlation for a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5, computed with the width
of the direction angle bin of 5′′.10 The solid (dotted) lines are
the mean values, ⟨𝜉q𝛼,𝑖⟩ = 𝜉

Q
q𝛼, computed from equations (45)-

(47) with the incidence of 𝑙𝑞 (𝑙IGM), and each color represents a
different quasar age. We can see that both cases, with and without
the clustering enhancement, are consistent with the plots of Fig. 8

10 While the number of spectra in bin 𝜃𝑚, 𝑁𝜃𝑚 , generally scales as the
sky area of the ring of 𝜃𝑚 bin and the number of spectra per unit sky area,
the cross-correlation, equation (45), only depends on the former because the
latter is canceled out in the numerator and the denominator. Therefore, we
here adopted a large enough value as the number of spectra so that each
𝑁𝜃𝑚 is larger than unity.
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except for the factor of 𝜒𝑞𝑟 , showing that the cross-correlation
actually corresponds to the average of the Ly𝛼 emission excess at
the same distance from quasars. The main difference with Fig. 8
is the cross-correlation for younger quasars starting to decrease at
a point closer to the quasar because the size of the quasar light
echo surface is smaller (corresponding to the upper limit of the
wavelength shifting to the shorter wavelength side in Fig. 6).

To compare with observations, we show the measurements
of the BOSS (Croft et al. 2018) and eBOSS (Lin et al. 2022)
data as the dotted and dashed lines, respectively. The mean cross-
correlations, ⟨𝜉q𝛼,𝑖⟩ = 𝜉SFG

q𝛼 , are their best-fitting model with its
scale-dependence following the cross-correlation between quasars
and star-forming galaxies, which was described in Section 3.3.11

The mean redshifts of their quasar catalogs, 𝑧 = 2.55 for Croft et al.
(2018) and 𝑧 = 2.40 for Lin et al. (2022), are quite similar to ours,
𝑧𝑞 = 2.5. We can see that both measurements are consistent with
each other. Comparing our model with the measurements, we found
that the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission can account for ∼ 10% of the
Ly𝛼 emission excess in the outer region of >∼ 10 cMpc h−1. On the
other hand, in the inner region of <∼ 10 cMpc h−1, the case with 𝑙𝑞
is higher than the measurements while the case with 𝑙IGM is lower.
This implies that we need to revisit the cross-correlation model that
we used to consider the clustering of gas clouds (i.e., equation 9).

Lin et al. (2022) found that the best-fitting values of ⟨𝜇𝛼⟩
and 𝛽𝛼 are 1.13+0.57

−0.53 × 10−21erg s−1 cm−2 Å−1 arcsec−2 and
0.07+1.65

−0.73, respectively, which determine the cross-correlation 𝜉SFG
q𝛼

(the orange dot-dashed line in Fig. 9). However, as they dis-
cussed in the paper, these numbers do not seem reasonable. For
example, the corresponding comoving Ly𝛼 luminosity density,
𝜌𝛼 = 4𝜋⟨𝜇𝛼⟩(𝐻 (𝑧)/𝑐)𝜆𝛼 (1 + 𝑧)2 = 6.6× 1040erg s−1 cMpc−3, is
roughly an order of magnitude higher than that inferred from the Ly𝛼
luminosity function of LAEs (e.g., 𝜌𝛼 = 0.74×1040erg s−1 cMpc−3

at 𝑧 = 2.5, Sobral et al. 2018). Furthermore, assuming ΛCDM,
𝛽𝛼 ≃ Ω𝑚 (𝑧 = 2.40)0.55/𝑏𝛼 = 0.32 with 𝑏𝛼 = 3, which is
slightly higher than their best-fit value although its uncertainty is
quite large. The cyan dot-dashed line in Fig. 9 shows the same
cross-correlation model as Lin et al. (2022), but with these two
parameters set to the more reasonable values: (the corresponding)
𝜌𝛼 = 0.74× 1040erg s−1 cMpc−3 and 𝛽𝛼 = Ω𝑚 (𝑧 = 2.40)0.55/𝑏𝛼
with 𝑏𝛼 = 3. The amplitude is an order of magnitude smaller
than the eBOSS best-fit model and comparable with the quasar-
induced contribution, 𝜉

Q
q𝛼, with 𝑡age = 64 Myr on scales of

∼ 10−20 cMpc h−1. This result appears to indicate that even if
the quasar lifetime is relatively long, 𝑡age >∼ 50 Myr, these two con-
tributions of 𝜉Q

q𝛼 + 𝜉SFG
q𝛼 (based on equation 41) cannot explain the

measurements. However, Lin et al. (2022) argued that Ly𝛼 emission
sources other than LAEs (e.g., UV-selected galaxies with small Ly𝛼
EW or extended Ly𝛼 halos outside a typical aperture) could increase
the Ly𝛼 luminosity density although the result changes by a factor
of 4 at most, depending on the assumed UV luminosity function
model. We then conclude that our model for the quasar-induced Ly𝛼
emission, combined with the contribution of star-forming galaxies,
is not in conflict with these previous measurements. In Section 8.1,
we will discuss the validity of the absorber clustering model and
other potential contributions to the Ly𝛼 emission excess around
quasars.

Next, we consider the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for the cross-

11 Note that Croft et al. (2018) adopted the same model as equation (18),
but without truncating small-scale nonlinear effects.
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Figure 10. Expected signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for the quasar-induced
Ly𝛼 emission in the PFS survey. The solid and dotted lines correspond to
the ones in Fig. 9. In all cases, the variance, 𝜎𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 , is calculated from the
background noise assumed in PFS (see equation 48) and each point on lines
represents the center of each separation distance bin.

correlation to estimate the detection probability in the PFS survey.
The SNR is defined by ⟨𝜉q𝛼,𝑖⟩/𝜎𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 , where the variance, 𝜎𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 ,
is computed from equation (45):

𝜎2
𝜉q𝛼,𝑖

≡
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〉)2
〉

=
1(∑

𝜃𝑚 𝑁𝜃𝑚

∑𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )
𝑘=1 𝑤𝑘

)2

∑︁
𝜃𝑚

𝑁𝜃𝑚

𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑤2
𝑘
𝜎2
𝑛 (𝜆𝑘),

=
©­«
∑︁
𝜃𝑚

𝑁𝜃𝑚

𝑝𝑖 (𝜃𝑚 )∑︁
𝑘=1

1
𝜎2
𝑛 (𝜆𝑘)

ª®¬
−1

. (48)

Here we used the relation:
〈
𝛿𝑛(n̂ 𝑗 , 𝜆 𝑗 )

〉2
= 𝜎2

𝑛 (𝜆 𝑗 ). Although we
should focus on the cross-correlation for a single quasar if we seek to
investigate its activity, we here consider stacking all spectra around
a number of quasars to make the SNR higher as much as possible at
the risk of smoothing individual quasar spectra. Since the number
of spectra in bin 𝜃𝑚, 𝑁𝜃𝑚 , is determined by the sky area of the ring
of 𝜃𝑚 bin and the number of spectra per unit sky area, 𝑛fiber, we
can then amplify the number of spectra with the number of quasars,
𝑁𝑞 : 𝑁𝜃𝑚 ∝ 𝑛fiber 𝑁𝑞 .

In the PFS project, the Prime Focus Instrument has the number
of fibers of 2400 and the field of view area of 1.098 deg2, and will
survey over 1400 deg2. We then set 𝑛fiber to 2 × 2400/1.098 =

4.4 × 103 deg−2, considering two visits per each field scheduled.
Croft et al. (2018) used the Data Release 12 (DR12) quasar catalog
from the SDSS-III/BOSS survey, over an area of ∼ 9.4 × 103 deg2

(Pâris et al. 2017) and selected 2.2×105 quasars within the redshift
range of 𝑧 = 2.0−3.5. In this forecast, we assume that we make
use of their selected quasar sample over the PFS survey area, which
is completely overlapped with the BOSS survey area: 𝑁𝑞 = 2.2 ×
105 × 1400/(9.4 × 103) = 3.3 × 104.

In Fig. 10, we show the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for the
quasar-induced contribution, ⟨𝜉q𝛼,𝑖⟩ = 𝜉

Q
q𝛼, expected in the PFS
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survey. The solid and dotted lines correspond to the quasar-induced
contribution shown in Fig. 9, except for adopting the width of 𝜃𝑚
bin of 15′′ in order to guarantee at least one fiber in each bin 𝜃𝑚.
Note that when we compute the variance, 𝜎𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 , for each quasar
age, we assume that all quasars have the same age. Each point on
lines represents the center of each separation distance bin, 𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 , and
the interval is set to d log10 𝜒𝑞𝑟 = 0.2. Since the variance depends
on the distance from quasars as 𝜎𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 ∝ 𝜒

−3/2
𝑞𝑟,𝑖

,12 the dependence
of the SNR on the distance is similar to Fig. 9: both SNRs for
the incidences with 𝑙𝑞 and 𝑙IGM decrease monotonically with the
distance. We find that the SNR for quasars with an age older than
10 Myr is higher than 10−2 at distances of <∼ 20 cMpc h−1. Note
that the signals here include only the contribution due to quasar
radiation, not star-forming galaxies, and then this does not mean
that we cannot detect the cross-correlation signal in the PFS survey.

Finally, we evaluate how the SNR depends on the survey pa-
rameters. Since the variance of the background noise per pixel does
not rapidly change within a radius of∼ 100 cMpc h−1 from a quasar,
we can roughly estimate the cross-correlation and its variance in
simpler forms: 𝜉q𝛼,𝑖 ≃ ∑𝑁𝑖

𝑗=1 Δ𝐼obs, 𝑗/𝑁𝑖 ; 𝜎2
𝜉q𝛼,𝑖

≃ 𝜎2
𝑛 (𝜆𝑞)/𝑁𝑖 ,

where 𝜆𝑞 = (1 + 𝑧𝑞)𝜆𝛼 is the wavelength of the quasar Ly𝛼 pho-
tons. Hence, the SNRs in Fig. 10 changes with the survey parameters
as follows:

S/N ∝
(

𝜎𝑛 (𝜆𝑞)

9.2 × 10−18erg cm−2 s−1 Å−1 arcsec−2

)−1

×
[(
𝑡exp(tot)
900 s

) (
𝜆/Δ𝜆
1900

)
(

𝑁𝑞

3.3 × 104

) (
𝑛fiber

4.4 × 103 deg−2

)]1/2
, (49)

where 𝑡exp(tot) ≡ 𝑁exp𝑡exp is the total exposure time. From the
above expression, it is clear that we can improve the SNR by in-
creasing the exposure time and the number of pixels or suppressing
the background noise per pixel. However, we would like to note that
constraining the quasar age using the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-
correlation is still challenging because we need to distinguish the
quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission from star-forming galaxies or the un-
known residual contribution.

8 DISCUSSIONS

In this study, we expected to stack a number of spectroscopic fibers
around quasars in ongoing redshift surveys, estimated the flux of
Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM that is induced by the quasar illumina-
tion, and predicted the detectability of the cross-correlation between
quasar and Ly𝛼 emission. We will discuss the limitation, efficiency,
and redshift dependence in the following subsections.

8.1 Potential contributions to the Ly𝛼 emission excess

Croft et al. (2016) discussed in detail possible contributions to
the excess of Ly𝛼 emission around quasars when interpreting their
measurement of the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation. In this

12 As we will see in the next paragraph, 𝜎2
𝜉q𝛼,𝑖

is inversely proportional
to the number of pixels within the 𝑖-th distance bin, 𝑁𝑖 , which naively
scale as the volume of the spherical shell of 𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 : 𝑁𝑖 ∝ 𝜒2

𝑞𝑟,𝑖
d𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 =

𝜒3
𝑞𝑟,𝑖

d ln 𝜒𝑞𝑟,𝑖 .

subsection, we point out contributions that we have missed in this
paper, focusing in particular on whether they are related to quasar
illumination or not.

8.1.1 Ly𝛼 broad emission line

In this study, we used a quasar spectrum model constructed by stack-
ing over observed quasar spectra (Lusso et al. 2015) as typical fluxes
of Ly𝛼 and ionizing photons radiated from quasars. The most obvi-
ous effect leading to the enhancement of the Ly𝛼 emission excess
is the contribution from the Ly𝛼 broad emission line. Although we
only considered the continuum component as quasar spectra, the
width of the Ly𝛼 emission line is quite large, with an FWHM of
∼ 50 Å in the rest frame (e.g., Croft et al. 2016), which corresponds
to a distance of ∼ 50 pMpc at 𝑧 = 2.5. The scattered Ly𝛼 flux
scales as the flux of quasar Ly𝛼 photons and is then boosted by the
additional contribution from the broad emission line in the vicinity
of quasars.

8.1.2 Anisotropic quasar radiation

In addition, the anisotropy of quasar radiation could change the
shape of the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation. Unification
models of AGN (e.g., Antonucci 1993; Netzer 2015) suggest that
quasar radiation is emitted in a cone with an opening angle and
obscured by a torus of gas and dust in the perpendicular direction.
This anisotropic feature of quasar emission has been confirmed
by several observations (e.g., Weidinger et al. 2004; Hennawi &
Prochaska 2007; Prochaska et al. 2013; Jalan et al. 2019). Thus, the
quasar spectrum model that we used here, which is based on the
radiation along the line of sight, might not be suitable for model-
ing the fluxes of quasar Ly𝛼 and ionizing photons that are emitted
in the perpendicular direction. In other words, by analyzing the
anisotropy of the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation, we could
measure the inclination angle of the emission cone or deduce its
relationship with the quasar type: unobscured quasars (type 1) or
obscured quasars (type 2) (e.g., Zakamska et al. 2003).

This anisotropic radiation also affects the clustering model of
HI gas clouds around quasars. The assumed model for the cross-
correlation function between quasars and absorbers, 𝜉QA (𝑟) =

(𝑟/𝑟0)−𝛾 , is spherically symmetric and characterized by the cor-
relation length 𝑟0 and the power-law index 𝛾. For these parame-
ters, we assumed values obtained by measuring the Ly𝛼 absorption
transverse to quasar sightlines using background sightlines of pro-
jected quasar pairs (Prochaska et al. 2013). However, Hennawi &
Prochaska (2007) found that the clustering of absorbers in the trans-
verse direction is more enhanced than that in the line-of-sight direc-
tion and concluded that this anisotropic clustering is caused by the
anisotropic quasar emission, i.e., the deficiency of quasar ionizing
photons in the transverse direction and the photoevaporation of ab-
sorbers in the line-of-sight direction. This conclusion is supported
by a study of Ly𝛼 emission around quasars (Hennawi & Prochaska
2013), where they did not detect Ly𝛼 emission at the location of
optically thick absorbers along background quasar sightlines. Based
on these discussions, the overprediction of our model in Fig. 9 is at
least partly due to ignoring the following two effects driven by the
anisotropic radiation: fewer quasar ionizing photons in the trans-
verse direction and fewer LLSs in the line-of-sight direction.

In addition, as another type of anisotropy, we have to mention
redshift-space distortions (RSD). Although our absorber clustering
model, 𝜉QA, is spherically symmetric (i.e., monopole), the model
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parameters 𝑟0 and 𝛾 were determined through the distribution of
Ly𝛼 absorbers in redshift space and then implicitly reflect the clus-
tering enhancement due to RSD in 𝜉

Q
q𝛼, as well as 𝜉SFG

q𝛼 , which is
defined based on the redshift-space dark matter correlation. How-
ever, in this paper, we have only focused on the monopole for both
𝜉

Q
q𝛼 and 𝜉SFG

q𝛼 , and considering higher multiples will help us distin-
guish between these two components, since the anisotropic feature
due to RSD is clearly different from that caused by the quasar radi-
ation cone or parabolic light echo.

8.1.3 Contributions not related to quasar illumination

The two contributions above increase/decrease the Ly𝛼 emission
excess caused by quasar illumination and then depend on its lu-
minosity or age. On the other hand, there are some effects that
contribute to the Ly𝛼 excess but are not related to quasar radiation.
One of them is a larger population of external radiation sources,
e.g., star-forming galaxies, due to the denser environment around
quasars and we took into account their contribution through the
cross-correlation between quasars and star-forming galaxies. While
external radiation sources clustered around quasars directly con-
tribute to the local excess of the Ly𝛼 emission intensity, they also
vary the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM. In this study,
we only considered Ly𝛼 and ionizing photons from local quasars as
radiation sources illuminating the surrounding diffuse IGM through
resonant scattering or fluorescence. However, total photons from ex-
ternal sources, e.g., star-forming galaxies, around quasars are locally
enhanced and thus boost the IGM illumination (e.g., Mas-Ribas &
Dĳkstra 2016).

Another possible physical process that produces Ly𝛼 emission
is collisional excitation caused by HI atoms and free electrons. In
quasar halos, gas radiates its gravitational potential energy (i.e.,
cooling radiation) through dissipation processes, including colli-
sional excitation. This process has been used to explain extended
Ly𝛼 emission around quasars (Haiman et al. 2000; Fardal et al.
2001; see e.g., Rosdahl & Blaizot 2012 for previous studies). The
Ly𝛼 production by the cooling radiation occurs in a local quasar
halo and then contributes to the Ly𝛼 excess around the quasar (e.g.,
Croft et al. 2016).

We note that it is not essential to precisely model the intensity
of Ly𝛼 excess around quasars in terms of mapping the quasar light
echo surface. As we saw in Fig. 6, the shape of the quasar light
echo surface is geometrically determined by the quasar age and the
speed of light, and can then be inferred from the upper limit of the
wavelength rather than the intensity in itself. Therefore, even if we
take into account the potential contributions discussed above, the
information of the quasar light echo is not necessarily diluted, and
in fact, the constraint on the quasar age can be tightened by con-
structing the model taking into account whether each contribution
is caused by the quasar illumination or not.

8.2 Attenuation and Efficiency

In Sections. 4 and 5, when calculating the Ly𝛼 emissivity at the point
of 𝑅, we implicitly assumed that the quasar continuum photons are
not attenuated by HI gas clouds on their way from the quasar to the
point. However, the expression for the Ly𝛼 emissivity exactly means
that quasar Ly𝛼 or ionizing photons are absorbed at any position
by the IGM. Then, we estimate the attenuation of quasar ionizing
photons due to LLSs, which are reprocessed to Ly𝛼 photons via
fluorescence and turned to the most dominant contribution to the
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Figure 11. Transmission of quasar ionizing photons. Each line corresponds
to the transmission of ionizing photons emitted from a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5,
which are attenuated by optically thick gas clouds with the incidences of
𝑙𝑞 (solid lines) and 𝑙IGM (dotted lines). The three colors represent various
starting points at different distances from the quasar: 𝑟in [cMpc] = 0.05
(blue), 0.10 (green), and 0.50 (red). The lower horizontal axis is the line-
of-sight angle, 𝜃 , of the ionization front at the distance of 𝜒𝑟 = 𝜒 (𝑧𝑞 )
and the upper horizontal axis is the comoving distance, 𝑟out (i.e., 𝜒𝑞𝑟 ),
corresponding to 𝜃 .

quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission. The optical depth of ionizing photons
propagating through LLSs (see equation 33) is

𝜏thick
( 𝑓 ) =

∑︁
thick

∫ 𝑠out

𝑠in

𝑛c𝜎cd𝑠

≃ 1
1 + 𝑧𝑞

∫ 𝑟out

𝑟in

𝑙thick
𝑞 (𝑧𝑞 , 𝑟)

(
or 𝑙thick

IGM (𝑧𝑞)
)

d𝑟, (50)

where 𝑠in (𝑠out) is the physical distance from the quasar to the
point where ionization photons leave (reach) and 𝑟in (𝑟out) is its co-
moving distance. Fig. 11 shows the transmission: exp(− 𝜏thick

( 𝑓 ) ) for
LLSs with the incidences of 𝑙𝑞 (solid lines) and 𝑙IGM (dotted lines).
Each color corresponds to a different starting point: 𝑟in [cMpc] =

0.05 (blue), 0.10 (green), and 0.50 (red). We can see that the cases
with 𝑙IGM are almost perfectly overlapped with each other and then
independent of 𝑟in. On the other hand, the cases with 𝑙𝑞 , consid-
ering the clustering enhancement, strongly depend on 𝑟in because
the quasar-absorber cross-correlation rapidly increases in the inner
region, reflecting the power-law nature. The distance 𝑟in here cor-
responds to a radius from quasars, within which the typical quasar
continuum spectrum (not attenuated by the intervening IGM) is de-
termined. Here, for a simple estimation, we assume that 𝑟in can be
evaluated by a typical radius of the circumgalactic medium (CGM),
which surrounds galaxies out to distance scales of ∼ 102 pkpc (e.g.,
Tumlinson et al. 2017). We can then guess that the transmission
of ionizing photons from a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5 is higher than the
one with 𝑟in = 0.10 cMpc (green), i.e., >∼ 40% at a distance of 30
cMpc. We note that since the transmission is very sensitive to the
power-law index 𝛾, it is difficult to accurately predict the attenuation
at this point.

In addition, we also assumed that the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 pho-
tons are not attenuated by HI gas clouds on their way from the point
of 𝑅 to the observer. The attenuation of Ly𝛼 photons due to HI atoms
in the IGM can be estimated using the transmission: exp(−𝜏𝛼,eff),
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where 𝜏𝛼,eff is the Ly𝛼 effective optical depth, and we found that it
is roughly 80% for 𝑧𝑟 = 2.5 (𝜏𝛼,eff = 0.23) and 40% for 𝑧𝑟 = 4.0
(𝜏𝛼,eff = 0.88) (Faucher-Giguère et al. 2008).

The above discussion implies that the attenuation of quasar ion-
izing photons or reprocessed Ly𝛼 photons is insignificant, and they
are only reduced to a fraction as long as we assume the typical size
of proximity zone and the quasar redshift range of 𝑧 <∼ 4. However,
can we capture the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 photons more effectively?
A simple approach is to map Ly𝛼 emissions around quasars with
more pixels. As we discussed in Section 7.3, increasing the number
of pixels improves the SNR ratio of the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-
correlation. In this sense, a natural extension of our study is using
integral field spectrographs (IFSs), e.g., the Palomar/Keck Cosmic
Web Imager (PCWI/KCWI, Matuszewski et al. 2010; Morrissey
et al. 2018) or the Multi Unit Spectroscopic Explorer (MUSE, Ba-
con et al. 2010). Previous studies of extended Ly𝛼 emissions around
quasars with these IFSs, e.g., CWI (Martin et al. 2014; Cai et al.
2019) or MUSE (Borisova et al. 2016b; Arrigoni Battaia et al. 2019;
Farina et al. 2019; Marino et al. 2019; Fossati et al. 2021), targeted
fields centered on a few dozen, sampled quasars. Therefore, it is
worth comparing the gain from a larger number of pixels obtained
around each quasar with IFS surveys, with the one from a larger
sample of quasars achieved with fiber spectrograph surveys.

8.3 Redshift dependence

To study the effect of quasar illumination on the surrounding IGM,
we considered quasars at a redshift of 𝑧 = 2.5. Here, we evaluate the
redshift dependence of the Ly𝛼 flux (per unit wavelength) for fluo-
rescence emission from LLSs, which is the dominant contribution to
the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission. As we discussed in Sections 5.2
and 6.1, in the optically thick case (to ionizing photons), each HI gas
cloud within a cylinder of 𝐴f ×d𝑠/d𝜆 reflects ionizing photons from
a quasar, with the number flux of Φ𝑞,LL. From equations (33), (37),
and (40), the redshift dependence without considering the clustering
enhancement, i.e., the incidence of 𝑙IGM, is then described by

𝑙LLS
IGM (𝑧𝑞) Φ𝑞,LL

(1 + 𝑧𝑞)4 (𝐻𝜆𝛼,obs)
∝

𝑙LLS
IGM (𝑧𝑞)

(1 + 𝑧𝑞)3𝐻𝜒2
𝑞

, (51)

where we used the fact that the quasar flux at a position of (𝜃, 𝑧𝑟 =

𝑧𝑞) roughly scales as [𝜃𝜒𝑞/(1 + 𝑧𝑞)]−2. The left panel of Fig. 12
shows the angular dependence of the fluorescence Ly𝛼 flux for
a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 5.0. There is no significant difference with the
case of 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5. We can also see that the redshift dependence is
relatively weak from the right panel of Fig. 12, which shows the ratio
of these two redshifts for the incidence of 𝑙LLS

IGM and its analytical
prediction (equation 51). Thus, while the incidence of absorbers
per unit redshift, (𝑐/(1 + 𝑧)𝐻) 𝑙IGM, monotonically increases with
redshift (e.g., Inoue et al. 2014), the gain is largely offset by other
distance factors.

We comment on some concerns that we should be aware of
when considering quasars at higher redshifts. The ionization rate
due to the UV background, ΓUVB,ion, does not evolve in the redshift
range of 𝑧 = 2−5 and remains a constant value of ∼ 10−12 s−1.
However, ΓUVB,ion is an order of magnitude lower at 𝑧 ∼ 6 (e.g.,
Becker & Bolton 2013), which leads to an increase in the ionization
timescale <∼ Γ−1

UVB,ion. Thus, at such high redshifts, the ionization
front has a “thickness” due to a finite amount of the ionization
time, which is still less than the typical quasar age. An important
difference from the situation at low redshifts is that the collisional
excitation rate can be higher than the recombination rate in the

spherical shell of the ionization front due to the sufficient number
of HI atoms (e.g., Cantalupo et al. 2008). At 𝑧 >∼ 6, therefore, we
need to consider the collisional excitation process as well as the
resonant scattering or fluorescence process when modeling Ly𝛼
emission on the quasar light echo surface.

9 CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we started with a Ly𝛼 emission intensity mapping
method using galaxy spectra from wide-field spectroscopic surveys
and considered the contribution of Ly𝛼 emission from the IGM due
to quasar radiation, with the aim of inferring quasar properties, e.g.,
the quasar age, from the observed Ly𝛼 intensity map. To do this, we
constructed a model that describes the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emis-
sion by resonant scattering and fluorescence, taking into account the
effect of the light cone, and estimated the quasar-induced contribu-
tion to the stacked spectrum of Ly𝛼 emission. Our achievements
and findings in this paper are as follows:

(i) We adopted an analytic model for the neutral hydrogen col-
umn density distribution to estimate the incidences of the LAF
and LLSs per physical length. In particular, the clustering en-
hancement in the dense environment around quasars was taken
into account by a power-law function for the quasar-absorber
cross-correlation (Fig. 3). We then derived expressions for the
Ly𝛼 volume emissivity induced by resonant scattering and flu-
orescence and for the Ly𝛼 flux per unit wavelength that is
observed by spectroscopic fibers (Fig. 4).

(ii) Then, the flux of the quasar-induced Ly𝛼 emission along a line
of sight is given by a function of the line-of-sight separation
from the quasar, and has a peak at the wavelength correspond-
ing to the point closest to the quasar and a long wavelength
cutoff at the light echo surface, depending on the quasar age
(Fig. 6). The Ly𝛼 flux basically decreases with the separa-
tion angle, reflecting the distance decay of quasar radiation.
Moreover, comparing different types of the quasar-induced
Ly𝛼 emission (i.e., by scattering/fluorescence and from op-
tically thin/thick gas clouds), we found that the most dominant
contribution comes from the fluorescence of optically thick
clouds, i.e., LLSs (Fig. 7).

(iii) We calculated the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation for
the fluorescence due to LLSs (Fig. 9) and its SNR for the
PFS survey (Fig. 10), and then found that at distances of
<∼ 20 cMpc h−1, the SNR for quasars with ages older than
10 Myr is higher than 10−2. Furthermore, compared with a
cross-correlation model for evaluating the contribution due to
star-forming galaxies, the quasar-induced contribution can ac-
count for ∼ 10% of the model fitted to the BOSS and eBOSS
data in the outer region of >∼ 10 cMpc h−1. In conclusion,
considering a large uncertainty in estimating the Ly𝛼 luminos-
ity density, we found that our model for the quasar-induced
Ly𝛼 emission, combined with the contribution of star-forming
galaxies, is not in conflict with these previous measurements.

(iv) Possible contributions to the Ly𝛼 emission excess around
quasars fall into two categories: those related to quasar illumi-
nation and those unrelated. In this paper, we have not consid-
ered the following:

Related to quasar illumination:
(a) Ly𝛼 broad emission line
(b) anisotropy of quasar radiation
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Figure 12. Redshift dependence of the fluorescence Ly𝛼 flux from LLSs. The left panel describes both cases with 𝑙LLS
𝑞 (squares) and 𝑙LLS

IGM (dots) in the same
manner as Fig. 8, but at 𝑧𝑞 = 5.0. The right panel corresponds to the ratio between two different redshifts, 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5 and 5.0, for the case with 𝑙LLS

IGM. We also
show the analytical predictions for the redshift dependence with the light blue, dot-dashed line.

Unrelated to quasar illumination:
(c) contribution of clustered external radiation sources, e.g.,

star-forming galaxies, to the IGM illumination
(d) collisional excitation (cooling radiation)

(v) We also discussed the efficiency and the redshift dependence.
While we used a typical quasar continuum spectrum to estimate
the quasar ionizing flux, they are actually attenuated by LLSs
on their way. Assuming that the quasar radiation is emitted at a
typical radius of the CGM, the transmission of ionizing photons
from a quasar at 𝑧𝑞 = 2.5 is >∼ 40% at a distance of 30 cMpc
(Fig. 11). Furthermore, we found that the fluorescence Ly𝛼 flux
from LLSs does not depend much on the quasar redshift for the
case without considering the clustering enhancement (Fig. 12).

In this paper, we have focused in particular on the quasar age
as a quasar property. However, the Ly𝛼 emission induced by quasar
radiation also depends on the quasar luminosity evolution. Ly𝛼
photons produced in the IGM at different distances from the ob-
server (i.e., at different wavelengths) have traveled through different
lengths, which means that they were emitted from the quasar at
different times. Thus, the induced Ly𝛼 emissions at different wave-
lengths represent the history of the quasar activity, while the quasar
spectrum reflects the luminosity only at the quasar redshift. For
instance, in terms of the fluorescence Ly𝛼 flux along the spectrum
stacked within each separation distance bin (Fig. 6), photons with
the rightmost wavelength were emitted by the quasar at the mo-
ment it turned on (“oldest” photons), and the shorter wavelengths
correspond to photons that were emitted at later times (“younger”
photons). In this sense, a more realistic model, including potential
contributions that we missed here, might allow us to constrain the
quasar luminosity evolution over its lifetime rather than just its age.

While the contribution of external radiation sources such as
star-forming galaxies is not directly related to the properties of
the quasar illumination, it does give us information about quasar
clustering, since external sources, as well as quasars, trace the large-
scale dark matter distribution (e.g., Croft et al. 2016). Therefore, a
comparison of our scenario with an approach to determine quasar
ages from quasar clustering measurements (Martini & Weinberg
2001) would provide more stringent constraints on quasar physics or
environments. Although we expected to stack galaxy fibers around

quasars of the same age to improve the SNR, sampling quasars by
their luminosity or host halo mass allows us to learn the relationship
between quasar age and other properties.

In addition to ongoing survey projects, e.g., PFS or DESI,
several spectroscopic surveys will be launched in the next 15 years
(Ferraro et al. 2022). In particular, the Maunakea Spectroscopic Ex-
plorer (MSE, The MSE Science Team et al. 2019) and MegaMapper
(Schlegel et al. 2019) are expected to observe galaxies with higher
number densities (by about an order of magnitude) and over wider
redshift ranges (1.6 < 𝑧 < 4 and 2 < 𝑧 < 5, respectively), and in
addition SpecTel (Ellis & Dawson 2019) may reach an even higher
number density (by factors of magnitude) (Sailer et al. 2021). While
we still need to consider how to optimize our estimator to efficiently
constrain parameters from the measured Ly𝛼 intensity, not limited
to the quasar-Ly𝛼 emission cross-correlation, these prospects are
quite encouraging in that we can significantly improve the SNR.
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APPENDIX A: HI COLUMN DENSITY DISTRIBUTION

In Section 3.1, we introduced a distribution function of HI column density 𝑁HI at a redshift 𝑧,

𝜕2𝑛

𝜕𝑧𝜕𝑁HI
= 𝑓LAF (𝑧)𝑔LAF (𝑁HI) + 𝑓DLA (𝑧)𝑔DLA (𝑁HI), (A1)

which was presented by Inoue et al. (2014). Here, we give the explicit expressions for each term and the model parameters assumed in our
study, which are given in Table 1 of the same paper.

The total contribution from all absorbers to consists of two components, LAF and DLA, which were named after the Ly𝛼 forest (LAF)
and damped Ly𝛼 systems (DLAs), respectively, to reflect their dominant contribution. The dependence on 𝑁HI is described as

𝑔𝑖 (𝑁HI) = 𝐵𝑖𝑁
−𝛽𝑖
HI e−𝑁HI/𝑁c , (A2)

where the subscript 𝑖 = {LAF,DLA}, 𝛽𝑖 is the power-law index for each component, 𝐵𝑖 is the normalization defined by boundaries 𝑁l and
𝑁u (i.e.,

∫ 𝑁u
𝑁l

𝑔𝑖 (𝑁HI)d𝑁HI = 1), and 𝑁c is the cut-off column density. The adapted values are as follows: 𝛽LAF = 1.7, 𝛽DLA = 0.9, 𝑁l =

1012 cm−2, 𝑁u = 1023 cm−2, 𝑁c = 1021 cm−2. The redshift evolution function for each component is given by

𝑓LAF (𝑧) = ALAF



(
1+𝑧

1+𝑧LAF,1

)𝛾LAF,1
(𝑧 < 𝑧LAF,1)(

1+𝑧
1+𝑧LAF,1

)𝛾LAF,2
(𝑧LAF,1 ≤ 𝑧 < 𝑧LAF,2)(

1+𝑧LAF,2
1+𝑧LAF,1

)𝛾LAF,2 (
1+𝑧

1+𝑧LAF,2

)𝛾LAF,3
(𝑧LAF,2 ≤ 𝑧)

, (A3)

𝑓DLA (𝑧) = ADLA


(

1+𝑧
1+𝑧DLA,1

)𝛾DLA,1
(𝑧 < 𝑧DLA,1)(

1+𝑧
1+𝑧DLA,1

)𝛾DLA,2
(𝑧DLA,1 ≤ 𝑧)

, (A4)

with the model parameters: ALAF = 500, 𝑧LAF,1-2 = {1.2, 4.7}, 𝛾LAF,1-3 = {0.2, 2.7, 4.5},ADLA = 1.1, 𝑧DLA,1 = {2.0}, 𝛾DLA,1-2 =

{1.0, 2.0}.

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