arXiv:1812.02950v2 [astro-ph.HE] 20 Aug 2019

Origin and Impacts of the First Cosmic Rays

Yutaka Ohira^1 and Kohta Murase^{2, 3, 4, 5} 1Department of Earth and Planetary Science, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan 2Department of Physics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, Pennsylvania 16802, USA 3Department of Astronomy & Astrophysics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, Pennsylvania 16802, USA 4Center for Particle and Gravitational Astrophysics, The Pennsylvania State University, University Park, Pennsylvania 16802, USA 5Center for Gravitational Physics, Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto, Kyoto 606-8502 Japan

Nonthermal phenomena are ubiquitous in the Universe, and cosmic rays (CRs) play various roles in different environments. When, where, and how CRs are first generated since the Big Bang? We argue that blast waves from the first cosmic explosions at z ∼ 20 lead to Weibel mediated nonrelativistic shocks and CRs can be generated by the diffusive shock acceleration mechanism. We show that protons are accelerated at least up to sub-GeV energies, and the fast velocity component of supernova ejecta is likely to allow CRs to achieve a few GeV in energy. We discuss other possible accelerators of the first CRs, including accretion shocks due to the cosmological structure formation. These CRs can play various roles in the early universe, such as the ionization and heating of gas, the generation of magnetic fields, and feedbacks on the galaxy formation.

PACS numbers: 52.35.Qz; 52.35.Tc; 98.38.Mz; 98.58.Mj; 98.70.Sa; 98.80.-k

INTRODUCTION

In the current universe, high-energy nonthermal particles are ubiquitous at various scales from the earth to clusters of galaxies. Cosmic rays (CRs) provide one of the best examples. The energy density of CRs is about 1 eV cm^{−3} in our Galaxy, which is comparable to that of thermal particles. Therefore, CRs are thought to have important roles in galaxies. It is widely accepted that blast waves of supernova remnants are the origin of CRs with energies up to 10^{15}eV and the standard acceleration mechanism is diffusive shock acceleration (DSA) [1]. In fact, radio, x-ray and gamma-ray observations of supernova remnants have shown the evidence that electrons and ions are accelerated to highly relativistic energies [2]. Furthermore, a CR precursor ahead of the shock front, which is a prediction of the diffusive shock acceleration, was directly imaged [3]. The CRs could even affect outflow dynamics of galaxies in the halo region, and their energy density is comparable to that of the warm-hot intergalactic medium [4].

It has not been studied when, where, and how the first population of CRs are generated since the Big Bang. These questions are, in other words, relevant for us to reveal the history of the nonthermal Universe and their roles in high-redshift environments. The CRs in the early universe can heat the intergalactic medium, and future HI 21-cm observations could shed light on the beginning of the nonthermal universe [5]. Ref. [5] showed that CRs with energies of a few tens MeV most efficiently heat the intergalactic medium, but so far, we do not understand whether the first CRs can be accelerated to the energy scale or not. In addition, in order for CRs to heat the intergalactic medium, CRs have to escape from the acceleration site. In early universe, there are two energetic shocks that could accelerate the first population of CRs, supernova blast waves of the first stars and accretion shocks of the large scale structure formation in the universe. In this work, we consider particle accelerations by the two types of shocks, showing that the first CRs are provided by Weibel mediated nonrelativistic collisionless shocks driven by the first star explosion at z ≈ 20. We use the notation Q_{a,x} = Q_a/10^x in CGS units.

SUPERNOVA BLAST WAVES OF THE FIRST STARS AND COLLISIONLESS SHOCKS

Several cosmological simulations show that the first stars can be formed in dark matter halos with halo masses of M_h ∼ 10^6 M_⊙ at z ≈ 20 [6]. The first stars are expected to be more massive than the Sun [7] but may have a wide range of masses, 10 M_⊙ ≲ M_∗ ≲ 10^3 M_⊙[8]. Because their lifetime is shorter than the Hubble time at the age of the Universe, the first stars gravitationally collapse at z ∼ 5 − 20. During their lives, the first stars emit a lot of ultraviolet photons ionizing surrounding gas, forming HII regions. The number density, temperature, and ionization fraction of the HII region are typically n ∼ 1 cm^{−3}, T ∼ 1 eV, and f_i = 1, respectively, just before the first stars end their lives [13].

After the core collapse of the first stars, their envelopes may be ejected as supernovae. According to a recent cosmological simulation [8], about 30% of the first stars may directly collapse to black holes and the remaining ∼ 70% explode as normal core-collapse, pair-instability, and pulsational pair-instability supernovae. In this work, we mainly consider normal core-collapse supernovae from the first stars as the sources of the first CRs, and the others are discussed later.

Supernova ejecta consist of the inner core with a shallow density profile and the outer envelope with a steep density profile. The bulk of the ejecta has a velocity of u_{ej} ≃ 4.5 × 10^8 cm s^{−1} E^{1/2}_{SN,51}M^{−1/2}_{ej,34} , where E_{SN} and M_{ej} are explosion energy and ejected mass, respectively. The shock velocity is almost constant, u_{sh} ≈ u_{ej}, until the swept-up mass becomes comparable to the ejecta mass, t ≲ t_{dec} = (3M_{ej}/4πm_pn)^{1/3}/u_{ej}, where m_p and n are the proton mass and number density in the HII region. However, in the earliest phase of the SN expansion, the outer region of the ejecta drives a faster shock with u_{sh} ≫ u_{ej} [9]. Details depend on mass-loss mechanisms of the first stars, which could be caused by the pulsational instability and perhaps rotationally induced chemical mixing [10]. Assuming a wind density profile of ϱ_{cs} = DR^{−2} with an outer ejecta profile ϱ_{ej} ∝ t^{−3}(R/t)^{−δ} (where δ = 10 for a radiative envelope with a convective core), we obtain u_{sh} ≃ 3.3 × 10^9 cm s^{−1} E^{7/16}_{SN,51}M^{−5/16}_{ej,34} D^{−1/8}_{12} t^{−1/8}_4 [9]. Here we take a fiducial value for blue supergiants, D ∼ 10^{12} g cm^{−1} [11]. If the mass loss is small, the fast shock initially propagates in the wind region, and subsequently propagate in the the HII region. Thereafter, the transition to the homologous expansion occurs, and finally after t > t_{dec}, the shock velocity decreases with time as u_{sh} ∝ t^{−3/5}.

To understand whether particles are accelerated by the shock or not, we first investigate what types of collsionless shock and magnetic field turbulence are generated. Magnetic fields in the surrounding HII region of the first stars are poorly constrained. The Biermann battery effect around the first stars generates magnetic fields of ∼ 10^{−17} G in the 10^2 − 10^3 kpc scales at z ≈ 20 [14]. Since the field strength is too small to affect the collisionless shock, the HII region can be treated as an unmagnetized plasma. Then, some of downstream hot plasma leak to the shock upstream region. Collisionless plasma instabilities are excited between the upstream plasma and the leaking plasma. As a result, the upstream cold flow is dissipated by electromagnetic fields generated by the collisionless plasma instabilities and a collisionless shock is formed. Note that the shock propagating inside a star is radiation mediated rather than collisionless, and the radiation pressure is important even after the shock breakout. However, collisionless shocks should eventually form when the shock propagates in a wind environment [12], and then the first and earliest CRs will be produced. Then, collisionless shocks of supernova remnants will propagate in the HII region.

Since numerical simulations show that unmagnetized shocks with β_{sh} = u_{sh}/c ≳ 10^{−1} are the nonrelativistic Weibel mediated shock [15], the shock driven by the fast-envelope ejecta is so. However, unmagnetized shocks with β_{sh} ≈ 10^{−2} are poorly understood. As a first step, we consider evolution of two counter streaming electronproton plasmas where the relative velocity is β_{sh} ∼ 10^{−2} and the temperature of each plasma is T ∼ 1 eV. Since the electron mass is smaller than the proton mass, instabilities caused by the two electron beams grow initially. If the relative velocity (or shock velocity) is a nonrelativistic velocity, growth rates of the electron and ion Weibel instabilities are given by γ ∼ β_{sh}ω_{pe} and γ ∼ β_{sh}ω_{pp} [16], and the growth rate of the electron two-stream instability is given by γ ∼ ω_{pe} [17]. ω_{pe} and ω_{pp} are the electron and proton plasma frequencies. Since the electron two-stream instability is the most unstable mode, the two electron beams initially excite electrostatic fields. If only protons leak to the upstream region from the downstream region, instead of the electron two-stream instability, the Buneman instability becomes the most unstable mode and generates electrostatic fields [18]. As a result, only electrons are heated, but protons remain cold beams because the frequency of excited waves is close to the electron plasma frequency. The initial electrostatic instabilities are saturated when the electron thermal velocity becomes comparable to the relative velocity between the two beams. Thus, the electrons are heated to T_e ∼ m_eu^2_{sh}, where m_e is the electron mass [19]. In a such plasma, the ion acoustic instability, ion-ion two stream instability, and the ion Weibel instability are unstable. Since the ion-ion two stream instability has the largest growth rate of γ ∼ ω_{pp} [19], the electrostatic fluctuations are excited and protons are heated to T_p ∼ T_e ∼ m_eu^2_{sh} [19]. Thereby, the ion acoustic instability and the ion-ion two stream instability are stabilized but the ion Weibel instability is still unstable. Most of the kinetic energy of the proton beams are not dissipated by the early electrostatic instabilities. Then, the ion Weibel instability finally generates magnetic field fluctuations and dissipates the proton beams. Therefore, collisionless shocks driven by the core ejecta is also nonrelativistic Weibel mediated shocks.

ACCELERATION OF THE FIRST CRS

Ab-initio plasma simulations have shown that relativistic Weibel mediated shocks can accelerate particles by DSA [20]. Therefore, we can expect that first supernova remnant shocks first accelerate CRs at z ≈ 20. We here derive the acceleration time scale of DSA in the nonrelativistic Weibel mediated shock. The acceleration time scale of DSA is given by t_{acc} = 20κ/u^2_{sh} [21], where κ is the diffusion coefficient of the accelerated particle, and we assume that the downstream diffusion coefficient is the same as the upstream one. The ion Weibel instability generates magnetic field fluctuations, δB, with the coherent length scale of the proton inertial length, λ_{δB} = αc/ω_{pp}, where α is a numerical factor. The nonlinear evolution of the Weibel instability has been widely discussed theoretically and investigated by numerical simulations [22]. Very recently, it is shown that the drift kink instability at λ_{δB} ≈ 10 c/ω_{pp} stops the nonlinear growth of the magnetic field fluctuations [23]. In this work, we adopt α = 10 as a fiducial value.

The magnetic field strength around the nonrelativistic collisionless shock is subject to more uncertainties. To estimate the acceleration timescale, we introduce a magnetic field energy fraction, ϵ_B = δB^2/(4πnm_pu^2_{sh}). The gyroradius of particles with a momentum of p is represented by r_g = λ_{δB}p̂/(αβ_{sh}ϵ^{1/2}_B ), where p̂ = p/(m_pc). If the momentum is larger than m_pu_{sh}αϵ^{1/2}_B , the gyroradius is larger than the coherent length scale of magnetic field fluctuations. For Weibel mediated shocks, because ϵ_B is smaller than about 10^{−2} as argued later, most protons thermalized by the shock satisfy this condition. Then, the diffusion coefficient is given by κ ≈ 2πvr^2_g /λ_{δB} [24], where v is the particle velocity. Then, the acceleration time scale of DSA in the nonrelativistic Weibel mediated shock is given by

t_{acc,s} = 40π αϵ_Bβ^4_{sh} p̂^3 √ p̂^2 + (m_s/m_p)^2 ω^{−1}_{pp} , (1)

where the subscript s = e, p represents particle species. The diffusion length around the shock, κ/u_{sh}, depends on the energy of accelerated particles. We naively expect that ϵ_B is not constant in space because the number flux density of leaking protons, f_{leak}, decreases with the distance from the shock and consequently the electric current that generates magnetic field fluctuations decreases as well as f_{leak}. From the Biot-Savart law, one can estimate the magnetic field strength by δB/λ_{δB} ≈ 4πef_{leak}/c. In order to estimate the number flux density of protons, f_{leak}, we introduce the CR proton energy flux fraction, η_p = f_{leak}(γ_p − 1)m_pc^2/(nm_pu^3_{sh}/2), where γ_p is the Lorentz factor of leaking protons.

In the current universe, η_p is expected to be about 0.1 to supply Galactic CRs by supernova remnants [25]. Then, the magnetic field energy fraction in the diffusion region of protons with the momentum of p̂ = (γ^2_p −1)^{1/2} is represented by ϵ_B = {αf_{leak}/(nu_{sh})}^2 = α^2η^2_pβ^4_{sh}/{4(γ_p− 1)^2}. The above estimate is based on the CR current in the upstream region. The magnetic field fluctuations in the downstream region of all types of collisionless shocks are open issues [26]. We simply assume that the diffusion coefficient in the downstream is less than or equal to that in the upstream region. This is a reasonable assumption that provides the upper limit of the maximum energy, and has been commonly used in many studies.

For p̂ ≫ 1, since electrons and protons have the same diffusion length, and ϵ_B ≈ α^2η^2_pβ^4_{sh}p̂^{−2}/4, the acceleration time scale is

t_{acc,s} =

160πp̂^4 α^3η^2_pβ^8_{sh} ω^{−1}_{pp} , (2)

which does not depend on particle species. For p̂ ≪ 1, electrons and protons have the different diffusion length even though they have the same momentum. For nonrelativistic protons, ϵ_B ≈ α^2η^2_pβ^4_{sh}p̂^{−4}, and the acceleration time scale is

t_{acc,p} ≈

40πp̂^7 α^3η^2_pβ^8_{sh} ω^{−1}_{pp} . (3)

For relativistic electrons with a momentum of m_e/m_p ≪ p̂ ≪ 1, since the diffusion length of electrons with a momentum of p̂ is that of protons with a momentum of p̂^{2/3}, ϵ_B ≈ α^2η^2_pβ^4_{sh}p̂^{−8/3} and the acceleration time scale is

t_{acc,e} ≈

40πp̂^{14/3} α^3η^2_pβ^8_{sh} ω^{−1}_{pp} . (4)

The maximum energy of accelerated particles are decided by a finite acceleration time, a finite size of the acceleration region, or cooling [27]. Since the acceleration time scale for Weibel mediated shocks strongly depends on the shock velocity, t_{acc} ∝ u^{−8}_{sh} , particles are most efficiently accelerated during the free expansion phase t ≲ t_{dec}. The time-limited maximum energy is obtained from the condition t_{acc,s} = t_{dec}, which is almost the same as the size-limited maximum energy for the case of supernova remnants at t = t_{dec} [27]. At the deceleration time of the core ejecta, the size-limited maximum energies are given by

E^{dec}_{max,p} ≃ 110 MeV α^{6/7}_{,1} η^{4/7}_{p,−1}M^{−19/21}_{ej,34} E_{SN,51}n^{1/21}_{,0} , (5)

E^{dec}_{max,e} ≃ 320 MeV α^{9/14}_{,1} η^{3/7}_{p,−1}M^{−19/28}_{ej,34} E^{3/4}_{SN,51}n^{1/28}_{,0} .(6)

For the above parameters, only electrons are accelerated to the relativistic energy, and cooling is negligible at t = t_{dec}.

For earlier shocks driven by fast velocity components of the ejecta, the size or time-limited maximum energies of protons are given by

E^{env}_{max,s} ≃ 3.0 GeV α^{3/4}_{,1} η^{1/2}_{p,−1}M^{−35/64}_{ej,34} E^{49/64}_{SN,51}D^{−3/32}_{12} t^{−7/32}_4 . (7) For the above parameters, both protons and electrons are accelerated to the relativistic energies, and cooling is negligible.

Therefore, for first core-collapse supernovae with above parameters, CRs are accelerated to a few GeV and a few hundreds of MeV by the fast-envelope and core ejecta, respectively. Since the shock velocity decreases with time after the deceleration time of the core ejecta, the size or time-limited maximum energy also decreases with time. The time evolution is given by

E_{max,p} = E^{dec}_{max,p}(t/t_{dec})^{−38/35} , (8)

E_{max,e} = E^{dec}_{max,e}(t/t_{dec})^{−57/70} . (9)

The cooling time of protons due to Coulomb losses is given by t_{cool} ≈ 1.5 × 10^{15} sec n^{−1}_{,0} p̂^3. For the parameters adopted at Eqs. (5) and (6), the maximum energy of protons is limited by the Coulomb loss for t ≥ t_c ≃ 29 t_{dec} and the time evolution is given by E_{max,p} ∼ 2.9 MeV (t/t_c)^{−12/5}. Once the maximum energy is limited by cooling (t > t_c), newly accelerated particles cannot escape from the acceleration site. Therefore, the first supernova remnants can scatter CR protons in the energy ranges 3 MeV ≲ E ≲ 3 GeV to the intergalactic medium as long as the downstream diffusion coefficient is not much larger than the upstream one. They emit gamma rays and produce light nuclei by nuclear interactions, which would affect something and be observable [29].

Since magnetic field fluctuations are generated by the Weibel instability driven by the accelerated protons, the size of the acceleration region is limited by the diffusion length of protons with the maximum energy, κ/u_{sh}. For t ≥ t_c, the maximum energy of electrons is limited not by the Coulomb loss but by the size of the diffusion region. In that case, the maximum energy of electrons is obtained from the condition, p̂^2_{max,e} = p̂^3_{max,p}, and one can obtain E_{max,e} ∼ 21 MeV (t/t_c)^{−9/5}. All the electrons accelerated by the first supernova remnants can escape from the first supernova remnants and heat the intergalactic medium.

OTHER POSSIBLE ACCELERATORS OF THE FIRST CRS

Here, we discuss the CR acceleration by explosion phenomena except the normal core-collapse supernova. For pulsational pair-instability supernovae, stellar mass of M_{ej} ∼ 10^{34} g, is ejected with E_{SN} ∼ 10^{51} erg before the collapse. The remaining stars with M ∼ 10^{35} g finally explode as core-collapse supernovae with E_{SN} ∼ 10^{51} erg and M_{ej} ∼ 10^{34} − 10^{35} g [28]. For pair instability supernovae, all the stellar mass, M ∼ 2 × 10^{35} g, is ejected with E_{SN} ∼ 10^{53} erg. About 30% of first stars are expected to collapse to black holes directly, which can eject a small mass because neutrino cooling during the protoneutron star phase makes the gravitational mass of the core small. The expected ejecta mass and explosion energy are M_{ej} ∼ 10^{30} g and E_{SN} ∼ 10^{47} erg for massive stars in the current universe [30]. From Eqs.(2) and (3), the pulsational explosion of pulsational pairinstability supernovae, the final explosion of pulsational pair-instability supernovae, pair instability supernovae, and the direct collapse of first stars accelerates CR protons to ∼ 130 MeV, ∼ 17 − 130 MeV, ∼ 1.0 GeV, and ∼ 57 MeV, respectively. It should be noted that the kinetic energy of some supernova ejecta are dissipated not in the HII region but in the stellar wind and ejecta that might be sufficiently magnetized. If so, the shock would be a magnetized collisionless shock and CRs would be accelerated to higher energies like CRs in the current universe.

If first stars explode as a gamma-ray burst or form black-hole binaries, relativistic jets would be produced, resulting in relativistic collisionless shocks and CR acceleration to higher energies [31]. However, whether the relativistic jets are produced by the collapse of first stars and black-hose binaries in the early universe and whether magnetic fields are sufficiently generated in the stellar wind and ejecta are open issues. Therefore, the maximum energy of first CRs could tell us the magnetic field strength around the first star.

Acceleration of CRs associated with the earliest cosmological structure formation

Large-scale structures naturally serve as CR reservoirs, and accretion shocks have been considered as one of the high-energy accelerators in these environments [32]. Strong accretion shocks are expected for local massive clusters, while the shocks are expected to be weaker at higher redshifts. The physical situation should largely be different in the early universe because typical halos are smaller and the intergalactic medium is less ionized.

Halo masses that can collapse at z = 20 within the 3-sigma fluctuations is about M_h ∼ 10^6 M_⊙ [33]. The velocity of the accretion shock is about the virial velocity, u_{sh} ≈ v_{vir} = 6.8 × 10^5 cm s^{−1} M^{1/3}_{h,39}{(1 + z)/20}^{1/2}. In order to accelerate charged particles by the shock, about a half of matters around the accretion shock has to be ionized [34]. Since most of matters in the universe is not ionized at z ≈ 20, ionization by radiation from the shocked region is important for the particle acceleration. However, the shock velocity have to be larger than about 10^7 cm/s in order to ionize the upstream matter sufficiently [35]. Therefore, accretion shocks due to the cosmological structure formation at z ≈ 20 are unlikely to accelerate particles to high energies.

At z ≲ 10, halos with M_h ∼ 10^{10} M_⊙ can collapse and the velocity of the accretion shock is about 10^7 cm s^{−1} [33]. The ionization fraction and temperature of the shock upstream region are f_i ∼ 0.2 u^2_{sh,7} and T ∼ 1 eV [35]. The photoionization precursor length is 10^{20} cm n^{−1}_{,−1} [36]. In the spherical top-hat halo model, the baryon number density is given by n ∼ 18π^2 n̄_b = 4.2 × 10^{−2} cm^{−3} {(1 + z)/10}^3 when the halo is virialized, where n̄_b is the mean baryon number density of universe at the virialization time. Magnetic fields in the upstream region of the accretion shock would be amplified by the turbulent dynamo or CR streaming because accretion flows would be very complicated and the first CRs have already accelerated at z ≈ 20. However, since the above magnetic-field amplification and generation are still open issues, here we assume that the accreting plasma is unmagnetized. Then, since the thermal velocity of electrons, v_{th,e} = 4.2×10^7 cm s^{−1} (T/1eV)^{1/2}, is larger than the shock velocity of the accretion shock, only the Weibel instability is unstable in the collisionless shock transition region. Therefore, the accretion shock at z ≲ 10 is also the Weibel mediated nonrelativistic shock and can accelerate particles by DSA. The acceleration time scale is given by Eq.(3) or Eq.(4). For the accretion shock at z ≲ 10, the maximum energy of accelerated protons is nonrelativistic and limited by cooling due to the Coulomb loss. Then, the cooling-limited maximum energy is obtained from the condition t_{acc,p} = t_{cool}:

E_{max,p} ≃ 330 keV α^{3/2}_{,1} η_{p,−1}β^4_{sh,−3}n^{−1/4}_{,−1} . (10)

Since the acceleration of protons is not limited by the size of acceleration region, most accelerated protons cannot escape to the upstream region. Even though the accelerated protons escape to the upstream region of the accretion shock, they are quickly thermalized and cannot heat the far upstream region of the accretion shock. The free streaming distance during the cooling time of ionization is ∼ 2 kpc [(1 + z)/21]^{−3}(E/330 keV)^2 [5], which is much smaller than that of protons accelerated by the first supernova remnants. For electrons, the maximum energy is limited by the size of the diffusion length of accelerated protons, where the cooling due to the ionization loss is negligible for electrons. Then, the maximum energy of electrons is obtained from the condition, p̂^2_{max,e} = p̂^3_{max,p}:

E_{max,e} ≃ 4.1 MeV α^{9/8}_{,1} η^{3/4}_{p,−1}β^3_{sh,−3}n^{−3/16}_{,−1} .

All the accelerated electrons can escape from the accretion shock and heat the intergalactic medium.

IMPACTS ON COSMOLOGICAL EVOLUTION

Our study has several important implications for the cosmological evolution of galaxies and intergalactic medium. First, low-energy CRs may impact the heating and ionization of ambient gas in the early universe. In the current universe, the local CR luminosity density is Q_{CR} ≈ 2 × 10^{46} erg Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1}(SFR/0.015 M_⊙ Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1})[4], where SFR is the star-formation rate density. With a massive POP-III SFR of ∼ 10^{−5} − 10^{−4} M_⊙ Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1} around z ∼ 20, we have Q^{III}_{CR} ∼ 10^{43} − 10^{44} erg Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1}. By comparing the CR loss time t_{loss}(z) to the Hubble time at z, t_H (z) ≈ 1.9 × 10^8[(1 + z)/21]^{−3/2} yr, the CR energy density is estimated to be u_{CR} ∼ 3 × 10^{−18} erg cm^{−3}[(1 + z)/21]^3(min[t_H (z), t_{loss}(z)]/100 Myr) (SFR_{III}/10^{−4} M_⊙ Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1}) in the physical volume, and the similar value can be obtained by using a POP-III supernova rate of 10^{−7} − 10^{−6} Mpc^{−3} yr^{−1} and a typical kinetic energy of E_{SN} ∼ 10^{51} erg.

A low-energy part of first CRs (E ≲ 30 MeV) ionizes and heats the neutral intergalactic medium. The temperature shift is estimated by [5]

ΔT_{IGM} ≈

2f_{heat}Q^{III}_{CR}t_H (z) 3Ω_bϱ_{crit}/m_p

∼ 4 K ( f_{heat} 0.25 ) [ (1 + z) 21 ]_{−3/2}

× ( SFR_{III} 10^{−4} M_⊙Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1} ) , (11)

where f_{heat} ∼ 0.25 is the energy fraction used for heating, Ω_b = 0.04 and ϱ_{crit} ≈ 1.88h^2×10^{−29} g cm^{−3} is the critical density. Given that the CMB temperature is T_{CMB} = 2.7 K (1 + z), the effect of the first CRs may be observed by future HI 21-cm observations, especially if the first CR production rate comoving density may continue down to lower redshifts, e.g., z ≈ 6 (see [37] for the redshift evolution of the POP III SFR).

Second, the first CRs may provide seed fields for intergalactic magnetic fields. In our galaxy, the magnetic field energy density is comparable to the CR energy density. If the energy of the first CRs is converted to the energy of magnetic fields by some plasma effects at z ≈ 20, the comoving magnetic field strength is estimated to be

B_0 = (1 + z)^{−2} √ ε_B 8πu_{CR}

∼ 3 × 10^{−11} G ε^{1/2}_B [ (1 + z) 21 ]_{−5/4}

× ( SFR_{III} 10^{−4} M_⊙Mpc^{−3}yr^{−1} )_{1/2} , (12)

where ε_B is the energy fraction transferred to magnetic fields and the magnetic flux conservation is assumed to estimate B_0 ≡ B(z = 0). Note that the cooling time of CRs above 100 MeV is typically longer than the Hubble time for the average intergalactic medium density. This value is consistent with lower bounds on the current intergalactic magnetic fields, 10^{−18} − 10^{−15} G [39], which can be explained if a very small fraction of the first CR energy can be converted the magnetic field energy. Testing such a magnetic field strength is challenging but could be probed by ultrahigh-energy gamma-ray observations [40]. Moreover, the magnetic field generated by the first CRs at z ≈ 20 is sufficiently large as a seed for galactic dynamos to explain current galactic magnetic fields [41], which is especially the case if the first CRs are trapped in protogalaxies.

Finally, we point out that the first CRs may eventually lead to CR-driven wind once magnetic fields are amplified. It has been suggested that CRs play an important role in the evolution of galaxies [42], and such feedback on protogalaxies should be examined in more detail and may be important for cosmological simulations of galaxy formation.

CONCLUSIONS

We studied the origin of the first CRs. We have found the followings: 1) The first CRs can be accelerated by the first supernova remnants driven by the explosion of first stars at z ≈ 20 (corresponding to about 180 million years after the big bang). 2) The first CRs are accelerated by DSA in the nonrelativistic Weibel mediated shocks, although CR streaming instabilities can play some roles in the presence of violent mass losses in the preexplosion phase. 3) The maximum energy of the first CRs lies in the 0.1 − 10 GeV range. As a result, secondary neutrinos produced by these CRs are not expected in the IceCube range unless supernovae are accompanied by choked jets or dense magnetized environments [43]. 4) The first CR protons with energies larger than a few MeV can escape from the first supernova remnants, whereas all accelerated electrons can. These CRs may impact the heating, ionization, magnetic field generation, and the cosmological evolution of protogalaxies. In particular, we suggest that HI 21cm signatures can be used as a powerful test for the first CRs. 5) Accretion shocks associated with the cosmological structure formation at z ≈ 20 are unlikely to accelerate particles because the shocks propagate in neutral media. On the other hand, the accretion shocks at z ≲ 10 can accelerate particles. The maximum energies of protons and electrons are a few hundreds keV and several MeV, respectively. Only the accelerated electrons can escape from the accretion shock without energy losses.

We thank Tom Abel, Katusaki Asano, Takashi Hosokawa, Fumio Takahara, and Ryo Yamazaki for useful comments. This work is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP16K17702 (Y.O.), JP19H01893(Y.O.) and Alfred P. Sloan Foundation and NSF Grant No. PHY-1620777 (K.M.). Y.O. is supported by MEXT/JSPS Leading Initiative for Excellent Young Researchers.

[1] W. I. Axford, E. Leer, and G. Skadron, Proc. 15th Int.

Cosmic Ray Conf., (Plovdiv: Bulgarian Academy of Sciences), 11, 132 (1977); G. F. Krymsky, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 234, 1306 (1977); A. R. Bell, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 182, 147 (1978); R. D. Blandford and J. P. Ostriker, Astrophys. J. 221, L29 (1978); R. D. Blandford and D. Eichler, Phys. Rep. 154, 1 (1987) [2] K. Koyama et al., Nature 378, 255 (1995); Y. Ohira, K, Murase, and R. Yamazaki, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 410, 1577 (2011) M. Ackermann et al., Science 339, 807 (2013) [3] Y. Ohira and R. Yamazaki, J. High Energy Astrophys.

13, 17 (2017) [4] K. Murase and M. Fukugita, Phys. Rev. D 99, 063012 (2019) [5] S. Sazonov and R. Sunyaev, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.

454, 3464 (2015); N. Leite, C. Evoli, M. D’Angelo, B. Ciardi, G. Sigl, and A. Ferrara, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 469, 416 (2017) [6] N. Yoshida, T. Abel, L. Hernquist, and N. Sugiyama, Astrophys. J. 592, 645 (2003)

[7] K. Omukai and N. Nishi, Astrophys. J. 508, 141 (1998);

T. Hosokawa, K. Omukai, N. Yoshida, and H. W. Yorke, Science 334, 1250 (2011) [8] S. Hirano, et al., Astrophys. J. 781, 60 (2014) [9] R. A. Chevalier, Astrophys. J. 258, 790 (1982); D. K.

Nadezhin, Astrophys. Space Sci. 112, 225 (1985); T. J. Moriya, K. Maeda, F. Taddia, J. Sollerman, S. I. Blinnikov, and E. I. Sorokina, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 435, 1520 (2013); K. Murase, Phys. Rev. D 97, 081301(R) (2018).

[10] I. Baraffe, A. Heger, S. E. Woosley, Astrophys. J. 550, 890 (2001); J. Krtička and J. Kubát, Astron. Astrophys. 446, 1039 (2006); S.-C. Yoon, A. Dierks, N. Langer, Astron. Astrophys. 542, A113 (2012) [11] N. Smith, Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 52, 487 (2014). [12] K. Murase, T. A. Thompson, B. C. Lacki, and J. F.

Beacom, Phys. Rev. D 84, 043003 (2011); B. Katz, N. Sapir, and E. Waxman, arXiv:1106.1898; K. Murase, T. A. Thompson, and E. O. Ofek, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 440, 2528 (2014).

[13] T. Kitayama, N. Yoshida, H. Susa, and M. Umemura, Astrophys. J. 613, 645 (2004) [14] K. Doi and H. Susa, Astrophys. J. 741, 93 (2011) [15] T. N. Kato and H. Takabe, Astrophys. J. 681, L93 (2008); C. Ruyer, L. Gremillet, G. Bonnaud, and C. Riconda, Physcs of Plasma 24, 041409 (2017) [16] R. C. Davidson, D. A. Hammer, I. Haber, and C. E.

Wagner, Phys. Fluids 15, 317 (1972) [17] S. Ichimaru, Basic Principles of Plasma Physics W. A.

Benjamin, Reading, MA, (1973) [18] O. Buneman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 1, 8 (1958) [19] Y. Ohira and F. Takahara, Astrophys. J. 661, L171 (2007); Y. Ohira and F. Takahara, Astrophys. J. 668, 320 (2008) [20] A. Spitkovsky, Astrophys. J. 682, L5 (2008); S. F. Martins, R. A. Fonseca, L. O. Silva, and W. B. Mori, Astrophys. J. 695, L189 (2009); L. Sironi, A. Spitkovsky, and J. Arons, Astrophys. J. 771, 54 (2013) [21] L. O. Drury, Rep. Prog. Phys. 46, 973 (1983) [22] T. N. Kato, Physics of Plasmas 12, 080705 (2005) M.

V. Medvedev, M. Fiore, R. A. Fonseca, L. O. Silva, and W. B. Mori, Astrophys. J. 618, L75 (2005); A. Achterberg, J. Wiersma, and C. A. Norman, Astron. Astrophys. 475, 19 (2007); C. Ruyer, L. Gremillet, G. Bonnaud, and C. Riconda, Physics of Plasmas 24, 041409 (2017); M. Takamoto, Y. Matsumoto, and T. N. Kato, Astrophys. J. 860, L1 (2018) [23] C. Ruyer and F. Fiuza, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 245002 (2018) [24] A. Shalchi and A. Dosch, Phys. Rev. D 79, 083001 (2009); J. G. Kirk and B. Reville, Astrophys. J. 710, L16 (2010); I. Plotnikov, G. Pelletier, and M. Lemoine, Astron. Astrophys. 532, A68 (2011) [25] W. Baade and F. Zwicky, Proceedings of the National Academy of Science 20 259, (1934) [26] U. Keshet, B. Katz, A. Spitkovsky, E. Waxman, Astrophys. J. 693, L127 (2009); S. Tomita, and Y. Ohira, Astrophys. J. 825, 103 (2016) [27] Y. Ohira, R. Yamazaki, K. Murase, Astron. Astrophys.

513, A17 (2010); Y. Ohira, R. Yamazaki, N. Kawanaka, and K. Ioka, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 427, 91 (2012) [28] S. E. Woosley, Astrophs. J. 836, 244 (2017) [29] H. Reeves, W. A. Fowler, and F. Hoyle, Nature, 226, 727 (1970); M. Kusakabe, Astrophys. J. 681, 18 (2008)

[30] E. Lovegrove, and S. E. Woosley, Astrophys. J. 769, 109 (2013); R. Fernández, E. Quataert, K. Kashiyama, and E. R. Coughlin, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 476, 2366 (2018) [31] R. Schneider, D. Guetta, A. Ferrara, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 334, 173 (2002); F. Iocco, K. Murase, S. Nagataki, and P. D. Serpico, Astrophys. J. 675, 937 (2008); S. Gao, K. Toma, and P. Mészáros, Phys. Rev. D 83, 103004 (2011) [32] C. A. Norman, D. B. Melrose, and A. Achterberg, Astrophys. J. 454, 60 (1995); H. Kang, D. Ryu, and T. W. Jones, Astrophys. J. 456, 422 (1996); K. Murase, S. Inoue, and S. Nagataki, Astrophys. J. 689, L105 (2008) [33] R. Barkana, and A. Loeb, Physcs Reports 349, 125 (2001) [34] Y. Ohira, Astrophys. J. 758, 979 (2012); Y. Ohira, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 111, 245002 (2013); Y. Ohira, Astrophys. J. 817, 137 (2016); Y. Ohira, Astrophys. J. 827, 36 (2016) [35] M. A. Dopita, L. M. Krauss, R. S. Sutherland, C.

Kobayashi, and C. H. Lineweaver, Astrophys Space Sci. 335, 345 (2011) [36] R. S. Sutherland and M. A. Dopita, Astrophys. J. 229, 34 (2017)

[37] R. S. de Souza, N. Yoshida, K. Ioka, Astron. Astrophys.

533, A32 (2011) [38] A. T. P. Schauer et al., Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 484, 3510 (2019) [39] D. Ruth and A. Neronov, Astronomy and Astrophysics Review 21, 62 (2013).

[40] K. Murase, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 081102 (2009). [41] A. C. Davis, M. Lilley, O. Törnkvist, Phys. Rev. D 60, 021301(R) (1999) [42] M. Jubelgas, V. Springel, T. Ensslin, and C. Pfrommer, Astron. Astrophys. 481, 33 (2008); R. Pakmor et al., Astrophys. J. 824, L30 (2016); S. Jacob, R. Packmor, C. M. Simpson, V. Springel, and C. Pfrommer, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 475, 570(2018) [43] F. Iocco, K. Murase, S. Nagataki, and P. D. Serpico, Astrophys. J. 675, 937 (2008); S. Gao, K. Toma, and P. Mészáros, Phys. Rev. D 83, 103004 (2011); V. Berezinsky and P. Blasi, Phys. Rev. D 85, 123003 (2012); D. Xiao, P. Mészáros, K. Murase, and Z. G. Dai, Astrophys. J. 826, 133 (2016).