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ABSTRACT

We compare the highly clustered populations of very higlshét galaxies with proto-clusters identified
numerically in a standard CDM universe {2y = 0.3, \o = 0.7) simulation. We evolve 256dark matter par-
ticles in a comoving box of side 160'Mpc. By the present day there are 63 cluster sized objectsassnim
excess of 18h™M,, in this box. We trace these clusters back to higher redshifiriig that their progenitors at
z=4-5 are extended regions of typically 20—40 Mpc (comovingjze, with dark halos of mass in excess of
10*?h™*M,, and are overdense by typically 1.3—13 times the cosmolbgiean density. Comparison with the
observation of Ly emitting (LAES) galaxies at = 4.86 and atz = 4.1 indicates that the observed excess clus-
tering is consistent with that expected for a proto-clustgion if LAES typically correspond to massive dark
halos of more than £8h™M,. We give a brief discussion on the relation between highhiédsoncentration
of massive dark halos and present day rich clusters of gedaxi

Subject headinggalaxies:clusters:general — cosmology:theory — metinodserical

1. INTRODUCTION Ouchi et al. [(2005) observed LAEs at 5.7 and discovered

The formation and evolution of structures in the universe, ﬁl%”ﬁmar% shtructure$ and thidhsh H high ber d
such as galaxy clusters and large-scale structures, ate par . /\thoughthese regions which have much high number den-

of the most important issue in astrophysics. Since clus- sities of LAEs are claimed to be proto-clusters, there is not
tering properties of galaxies in the distant universe give Y&t €nough detailed study on these possibilities. Theegfor
us great clues to this issue, many observations have beel{’® investigate formation and evolution of galaxy clusters i

done in order to detect (proto) clusters of galaxies at early universe using cosmological simulation. In this let-
high redshiftsl(Steidel et al. 1898, 2000; Campos ket al.|1999 ter we report some properties of simulated proto-clusters a

Pentericci et al. 2000;_Rhoads etlal. 2000; Ouchi et al. 2001,Z=_5 and compare our numerical results With observations by
2003;[Miley et al[2004). These deep surveys of galaxies, >imasaku etall (2003) ahd Venemans Blal. (2002).
which have significantly advanced our understanding of the

properties and distribution of galaxies at high redshis 2 ME_THOD
equally important in constraining the underlying struetfor- 2.1. Numerical Method
mation scenarios. We perform a cosmological N-body simula-

Venemans et al. (2002) showed a region around a radioion  with _Particle-Particle-Particle-Mesh )
galaxy in which number density of kyemitters (LAEs) is  algorithm[Hockney & Fastwotid 1981). Our simulation code
much_higher than the mean of the universe suggested byis the same one which was used_in Yoshikawa, Jing, & Suto
Rhoads et al..(2000) &= 4.1. The region has size of 2.7  ([2000). We use the following values as parameters of our
x 1.8 Mpc (physical) and mass ef 10"°M,. More recently,  simulation: the Hubble constant in units of 100k Blpc?,
Shimasaku et all (2003) found that LAEs are clustered in anh = 0.7, the density parametef, = 0.3, the baryon density
elongated region with a size of 20 50 Mpc (comoving) at  parameter,(, = 0.015h™2, the root mean square density
z=4.86, which is comparable to the size of present-day large-fluctuation amplitude on a scaleh8Mpc, og = 1.0, the
scale structures. In this elongated region, there is aleircu power-law index of the primordial density fluctuation,
region of high surface density of LAEs with 12 Mpc radius, n=1.0, and the cosmological constant paramelgr= 0.7.
which may be a progenitor of a galaxy cluster. They also esti- We employNpy = 256° dark matter particles and the mass
mated the bias parameter of the LAEs in the range of3— of each one is A5x 10"%,. The size of the comoving
16 for spatially flat low-density cosmological mod&lGDM  simulation box,Lyox, is 150 *Mpc, and the box is on the
model). The elongated distribution of the LAEs in this regio  periodic boundary condition. This size of the box is large
is also proposed to be a part of large-scale structuresgth  enough to realize a sufficient number of clusters and large-
observation by Shimasaku ef al. (2004) of the same sky areacale structures a= 0. We use the spline (S2) softening
which is closer to us by 39Mpc (comoving) does not show fynction for gravitational softening, and the softeninggdeh,

large structure. In addition, Hayashino et Al. (2004) regmbr : 13\ o aorlkne i ;
that LAESs distribution az = 3.1 in their observed area shows ;%g‘iel)s set 10 bd pox/(10Npy) (~ 60 kpc in the comoving

broad large scale structure. They claim that this structare

not be explained in the context of the standard CDM model. 2 2. Identification of Dark Halos and Proto-clusters

! Center for Computational Sciences, University of Tsukubsukuba We identify dark halos in a manner similar to that of
305-8577, Japan; tamon@ccs.tsukuba.ac.jp Suwa et al. [(2003). A brief explanation of the identification
? Division of Physics, Graduate School of Science, Hokkaiduver- is as follows: First, we define densities of dark matter par-

sity,Sapporo 060-0810, Japan; habe@astrol.sci.hokadpi. - . . . : .
3 Department of Physics, School of Science, The Universityfaiyo, ticles using an mte_rpolatlon teChnlql.Je in the same way of
7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan; kohji@uaps.s.u- the Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics methiod (Monaghan

tokyo.ac.jp 1992), and pick up particles whose densities are more than
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the virial density. Next, we perform the hierarchical fiisa
of-friends (HFoF) method (Klypin et fl. 1999) for the sebatt
dense particles. The maximum linking lendghx in HFOF
method is defined as.Zl, wherel is the mean inter-particle ..
distance for all (not only dense) particles. Then we draw a e o
sphere of which the center is on the densest particle of the Fc. 1.— Distributions of dark matter and dark halos in an examlister
group and seek the radius in which the mean density of to-and the corresponding proto-cluster region in the simuatiox. Panel (a)
tal matter is equal to the virial density. We regard the set and (b) show the distribution of dark matterzat 0 andz= 5, respectively.
of particles in the sphere as a virialized object. If a ceidtro Tgﬂﬁl_l(ﬁ/l) ;r}ﬁ";ﬁetg?oc:ﬂ:Sg:g’r”rgéigﬁ”;hhé"Jvonsinwm‘éhpg?]"eﬁsggﬂgﬁatrgg
of a Sphere exists in another Sphere, Only the set which be'are comoving position coordinate in the simulation.

longs to the more massive sphere is used. We regard dark
halos which have mass of more than'40'M., atz=0 as -
galaxy clusters and we analyze properties of their progeni-
tors to compare with the observations of proto-clusteraegi
(Venemans et al. 2002; Shimasaku et al. 2003).

We seek proto-clusters in high redshift universe as follows
First, we pick up all particles in each clusterzat 0. Next, al
we trace those particles back to high-z epoch, 295. Fi- °
nally, we set a minimum cubic region which covers all of the
particles. We call the region as “proto-cluster region” e
cluster. This region contains the proto-cluster of the gnés
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In order to investigate galaxy distribution in the proto-
cluster regions, we identify galaxy-size dark haldd £ o ‘ ‘ ]

[ 2

10?h™M) in the regions az = 5. Dark halos of this mass
scale are suggested to contain LAEs and LBGs from their spa-
tial distribution arguments (Hamana ellal. 2004).

Shalo

FiG. 2.— Histogram of halo number overdensiti€ggo, Of the proto-
cluster regions (red solid line) and the randomly selectgion (green
i dashed line) at=5.
2.3. Overdensity

In proto-cluster regions, it is expected that dark haloscwhi
correspond to galaxies concentrate much denser than the o ) )
background. Therefore the excess of number density of darkas shown in Figuriel 1(c). We obtain bulk velocity of each dark
halos,dhai, Should be useful quantities to compare the result halo in the proto-cluster regions and found that dispersfon

of the simulation to observations: those are typically- 200km s™. _
fihalo We calculatéha, anddmassfor each proto-cluster regions at
Ohalo = -1, (1) z=15, by assuming a smoothing scale of 25 Mpc (comoving)
Mhalage that is a typical proto-cluster size in our numerical resuilh

wherenhap is the halo number density averaged in the suit- order to show that the values of these indicators have signifi
able scale (e.g. 25 Mpc) amia0pc iS the background halo  cant excess than the mean value of the universe, we randomly

number density. select (25Mpd) regions in the simulation box and calculate
The mass overdensit§ass is defined in a similar way: Ohalo aNddmassfor these regions. The number of the randomly
P selected regions is 630, which is 10 times more numerous than
Omass= ﬁ; -1, (2) the proto-cluster regions. We show the histogramé,g§ in

Figurel2, where the red solid line is for the proto-cluster re
where p is the density of the region under consideration gions and the green dashed line is for the randomly selected
and pgg is that of the background. The combination of regions. The red solid line is significantly different frohet
the halo overdensity and the mass overdensity give us im-green dashed line. Figuf® 2 shows that the typical value of
portant information of mass concentration, so-called bias dna0 is ~ 3 for the proto-cluster regions, and its variance is
information, which has been investigated in analytical and very large. On the other hané,so in most of the randomly
numerical works (e.gl_Kaiser 1984; Taruya & Suto_2000; selected regions are almost, where this value means that
Yoshikawa et gl. 2001). there is no massive dark halo in the regions.

The mass overdensitie$yass for the proto-cluster regions
3. RESULTS are clearly different from the randomly selected regions as
We find 63 galaxy clusters withl > 10*4h™M, in the sim- shown in Figurd1.dmass Of the proto-cluster regions are in
ulation box at the present epochH0). We seek their progen- the range of 0.2-0.4, while those of the randomly selected
itors, i.e. proto-clusters, in high redshift universe ahalg regions range from0.2 to 0.2. The typical value 063s50f
their properties. We show an example of present galaxy clus-the proto-cluster regions is 0.4 and the variance @fnassiS
ters and proto-cluster regions in our simulation box=ab in much smaller than that @f,40.
Figured. In order to show the bias of dark matter halo distribution in
In our numerical results, the size of the proto-cluster re- the proto-cluster regions, we plétassanddna, for the proto-
gions is in the range of 20—-40Mpc in the comoving scale. cluster regions and the randomly selected regions in Figure
The extension is similar to that of the LAEs dense region ob-E. Red triangles, blue crosses, and green squares indigate t
served by _Shimasaku eflal. (2003). Several dark halos withproto-cluster regions, the randomly selected regions fwhic
M > 10%h~*M,, already exist in proto-cluster regionszat 5 overlap more than 50% with some proto-cluster region, and
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FiG. 3.— Same as Figufd 2, but féass

FIG. 4.— Correlation map ofmassanddnalo. Red triangles, blue crosses,
and green squares indicate the proto-cluster regions atidomly selected
regions which overlap more than 50% with some proto-clustgion, and
other randomly selected regions, respectively. The analytelation is in-
dicated by a thick black line. Green and red lines are coomdpo average
value of simulated regions randomly selected (both fieldamallapped) and
proto-clusters, respectively.

other randomly selected regions, respectively. Figlireodvsh
correlation between the values®fio anddmassfor dmass> 0,

although the dispersion is very large. It is clear that the re

gions with largedmass have largednae. This relation corre-
sponds to the bias of dark matter halo distribution in thégro
cluster regions.

We compare th&mnassdhaio relation in our numerical re-
sults with the analytical result given by the natural bias-th
ory (Mo & White [1996) in Figurd#. In FigurEl 4, we show
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FiG. 5.— Fraction of randomly selected cubic regions which amna
galaxy cluster az = 0 as a functions ofn0 atz=>5. The size of the cubic
regions is 25 Mpc (comoving).

by which we can select a proto-cluster region. In order to
searchdhaiqc, We compare values of halo overdensiiyyo,

in the randomly selected regionszat 5 and masses of the
largest dark halos in the regions at the present epoch. éffyur
shows a fraction of the regions which contain galaxy clisster
with M > 10*h™M,, atz=0 as a function ofh, atz= 5.
Itis clear in Figurd®b that most regions withy, > 3 atz=>5

will evolve rich clusters with mass of more than'4ig*M,,
atz=0.

4. DISCUSSION

We have investigated proto-cluster regions and the differ-
ence between those regions and background field regions us-
ing N-body cosmological code. In order to investigate proto
clusters, we identify 63 galaxy clusters at in our cosmalabi
simulationz= 0, and trace dark matter particles which belong
to those, back to a high redshift epoch. We study properties
of the proto-cluster regions by analyzing the mass overden-
sity, dmass and the halo overdensityo, of which definitions
are given in ER. The results at 5 are shown in Figurd3 P 3,
and[4. As expected from the bias theory (e.g. Taruya & Suto
2000), dnalo ShOws excess ovenassand variance oy is
much larger than that d¥ass

In order to show difference between the proto-cluster re-
gions and the field, we calculadgassand dnalo for the ran-
domly selected regions with the same size of the typicabprot
cluster region az =5 (25 Mpc in the comoving scale). We
select 630 regions (10 times greater than the proto-cluster
gions) for the randomly selected regions. Clustering prope
ties of the dark halos in these regions are significantlyediff

the analytical relation by a thick black line, where we use ent from those in the proto-cluster regions. The halo over-
the Press-Schchter mass function formula and the relafion o densities for most of the randomly selected regions are much

linear extrapolation to nonlinear evolution for densitytpe

smaller than those for the proto-cluster regions as shown in

bation [(Carroll, Press, & Turrer 1992). Green and red lines Figure[2.

in Figure[@ indicate average value of the randomly selected

regions and the proto-clusters, respectively. The reidtie-

It is very interesting to study a critical value 6§, by
which we can select a region as the proto-cluster regions.

tween thedmassdhalo given by the natural bias theory agrees From Figure[b, we have found that more than 80% of the
well with our numerical results as shown in Figlile 4, ex- regions withdpao > 3 atz=5 contain rich clustersM >

cept for gradual deviatiofmass> 0.4. This deviation may
be explained by the effect of limitation of our simulatiorxbo

10"h™*M,) at the present epoch. Thus, we conclude that
dhalo > 3 is a good criterion to distinguish proto-cluster re-

size. Our simulation box size is not enough to consider targe gions from field regions at= 5. This criterion is very useful
scale (106*Mpc) component of density fluctuation and this to judge whether observed galaxies excess regions ard actua
limitation may cause underestimation of mass function for proto-clusters or not.

10'?M, dark halos az =5 (Bagla & Ral 2005).
It is very important to show a critical value 6faio, dhaloc,

It should be pointed out that there are a few regions which
do not contain clusters a= 0 but have larg&h,, values
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(3-7) atz= 5, although a fraction of those regions are very
small. We discuss that the physical origin of the ladgg,

is non-linearity and stochasticity of bias parameters pseg

by [Taruya & Sutol(2000). They studied variance of biasing
parameters, and conclude that the variance increaseglstron
with redshift. They also conclude that stochasticity of lbire
asing is generated by the scatter in the halo mass distsibuti
at higher redshifi._Yoshikawa etlél. (2001) confirmed these r
sults for 0< z< 3 by large BM simulation. We conclude that
our results forz =3 are consistent with their results and the
trend of evolution of bias variance is still true fok3z < 5.

We compare our results with the observation of
Shimasaku et al.| (2003).
centrated region reported by them are as follows:
Diameter of the region is 25 Mpc (comoving unit), (2)
Projected overdensity of LAE&s, ~ 2, (3) Bias parameter
is estimated 3—-16 foACDM model, and the best-fit value
is b~ 6, i.e.dmass~ 0.3. (4) The number of LAESs in the

region is about 20. Properties from (1) to (3) are consistent

with our numerical results of proto-cluster regions, if LAE
correspond to dark halos with mass more that?iOM,,,

Properties of the LAEs con-
(1) served by them is not a whole proto-cluster region, but the

Suwa et al.

LAEs. We speculate that some pairs of LAEs in Fig. 3 of
Shimasaku et all (2003) are included in the same dark halo. It
is also possible that some of observed sample of LAEs in the
region are low redshift interlopers._Shimasaku etlal. (2003
estimate the contamination of their sample to be about 20%.
Venemans et all (2002) also reported properties of a LAEs
rich region. The size of the region4s 14 x 10 Mpc (comov-
ing unit). They estimate the region is overdense in LAEs by
a factor of 15 compared with the blank field (Rhoads &t al.
2000). The overdensity is much larger than that of proto-
clusters az=4 in our simulation and the size of their observed
region is smaller than the typical size of the proto-cluster
our simulation. Therefore, we suggest that the region ob-

central region of the proto-cluster because of small sizbef
observed region and their high value of the overdensity.
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