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On the evolution of the supermassive black hole mass-bulge
mass relation: effects of galaxy formation processes
Motohiro Enoki

Abstract

In the local universe, the mass of supermassive black hole (SMBH), Mz, is
proportional to the bulge mass of the host galaxy, Myuge. We investigate effects of
galaxy formation processes on the evolution of the Mgy — Mg relation, using a semi-
analytic model of galaxy and SMBH formation. We find that the mass ratio Msu/Myuge
decreases with cosmic time. In our model, the mass growth processes of SMBH are
cold gas accretion during starburst and SMBHSs coalescence. Bulges grow from stars
formed from cold gas during starbursts. Moreover, bulges also grow from stars in
progenitor galaxies. Because cold gas in galaxies depleted by star formation, the
amounts of cold gas accreted onto SMBH decrease with time. On the other hand,
bulges grow from stars in progenitor galaxies during mergers, even at low redshifts.
As a result, one should expect the Mgu— Myuge relation to evolve with cosmic time.
Comparing these results with observations in a future, we can put a stringent

constraint on galaxy and SMBH formation model.
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AR, EFEFH (2=0) O OFMOFL, 2F ), NV TOHLIZ, BHEL 100~
10°Mo FEDOBKE =7 T v 7 & — ) (Supermassive Black Hole: SMBH) 2FfELCE Y, <
O SMBH O & (Mpw) &, 7NV Y OREER (Mouee) REDOEBORESTH (0x) & ORIIAH
B2 5 2 EDVBIIITREND L5125 72 (eg. [9,10,11,12,13,16]) 0 Mouge & 0% 12
AR D 5 2 E 05, Men & Mouge DMBDBPAKETHL LR LTI ENTEL, ZOMKE
THRABAERASFEAE S 5 2 & 1%, $if& SMBH 28#fb L C& /22 &, M, SO EE &
SMBH OIEHGER OB IZHRELZEARPH LI L 2R L TR EEZ BN,

Tt 2=0, 2F WHEOFHTONN YO R L SMBH OB RO BMR (MLH Men—
Myge BFR, LIER) 1L, BEOFHTHEDEFEIW) Vo T0EDEAIN? Zh L bt
fELTw2DTHAHIH? B, ZLOBMNPEADODH LA, LREMENTEVONB
RTH5 (eg. [2,514,15]),

Z T, AWIZETIE, BN 4 T RS T B a2 A0 ) SEEAT Y 84T + SMBH T
JBE TV & T, Men— Mouge BIFRDIE D & 95 \ZHALT 2 D2 BERIISHAT2, IS, gL
TR DY EEAEDS, £ OBFROMLIZ ED & ) BB e 52 5 Db Tz AR TRE
ERRZZGETOEERIE, (1) T4 A7 TOREK, (2) BMPFABBICL2EMTA0H
Im#4 (SNe feedback), (3) $ DEA%Y major merger TH A E S, D=DTh b,

R X ORI T O EBY) TH B 2 {iTIE, HEMATHIET +SMBH FHE 7V OB
Bab X%, $FI3HTIX, Men— Mouge BROBILDETVOMERERT, H4HITBNT,
SUIER O W BLEAEDS, Men— Miuee BARICED X 9 BB BZ 52 200 % KT, RIZIC, 6
5HIT, k0T LHEiiI,

2. EMEHRYERA +SMBH 25 € 7 )V

BRI 2 P RS I BRI 2D, SUTOBR Y F ) FIZRDE ) O TH S,
T3, WEHBEEOBWHET, ¥ u—pBRENb, ¥F—rna—dHENNICESL,
22 - HAREMY BT EICED, IYVRELF—I O —~NEEELTV L ST, 2
DF =7 =D TEEEN, #ILT 5, F—7NO—=2BRENRRER LR, 5
— 7B —=ZIYAFNTN) F A AREERIC LD ) TIOVIREEIS F TIN#EA S M hot
gas & %+ 5, hot gas 1&, BWUHEHNC XV ¥ —2r a—oubEBicikkL, RMA A TH S
coldgas £ 1), T4 RAZERBELFME b, T4 A7 HTcold gas O EDPTEHK E NS,
FarOF W RKERREIEEET CICBFTRBRELZREI L, B cold gas % FlNZL L hot
gas IZRT . ZOMFEIL SNe feedback & XN 5, Z OJGHEHI- 2 -SNe feedback @
PA 7N THY)BRENL, F—or a5k TrE, —DOOF =7 a—HiIlH
BOGIHGFAT 5 L) 12% 2755 SWELLEERL, XD RELFWANLEHEEL TV,
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U2 RT 5 &, BIEEEK (starburst) 2R E, 74 A7 S INV VIR &
s,

HEMEATROEEE 7V (SA-model) (&, _ERCOBEA 2 U B AR 2 £l Hi 2 SEAT Y € 750 % fil A
HGhETHEMOMEEMH L Z L ICX ), WELERRE LR WELERE & BHllE & OBREREW
ZIRNT S 7200 DOF:TH %o SA-model (T DRk~ 2 BUIN 2 R 2 HBLT 5 2 LK
JLTwb GEL<IE, SAmodel ® review TH5H[1,3] 22O &),

AWF%EClix, Nagashima et al. [18] @ SA-model {2, SMBH € 7V & HLAIAA 72,
Enoki et al. [7, 8] ®O#EMATHYEIT +SMBH B E TNV &%, $UTOGERO BT AT
FyIalb—varvitksbl, SUTOAKD major merger TH HHF, SRKFIZT 4 A7 DA
M AL NAA T starburst ZHEEZ LNV I Z TS 2 EARENT WD, &
512, HULEENRIAA 2 H A D —EB1E SMBH N & (4 % &% 2 51, major merger 7%
SMBH D EDBEE L B\BREO—2I2% ) ) 5 2 EARBEINTVDS (eg. [6,17]), #Z T,
41k, SMBH O & #ELICOWTIXRDO ZODIREZ BV TET IV EMHEL 72, (1)
SMBH #% & &4 [/ L AYE IR L 72 BF 21, SMBH I3GHAE & 720 1) KA ICE 9k % g L€
EGRT B (2) [+ DOAKAS major merger DA%, cold gas D —#F% SMBH |2 &A%
SR SE %, SMBH IZFE 3 4 cold gas D ld, major merger FF® starburst T S
NLEOEBICUHIT S L L, 2o, EEFH (2=0) TO Mpn— Moue HHROB
HWHR EETNVOREDNED LI ITRET B0 F— 7 NE—NETOERTORREWE D
YYDV T, Figure 1 12/R L7z,

%3, T THTE7 major merger &1, IOHEHDY 4 TDO—D>THbL, ADET
VTIE, SITOBRD & 4 7 % U O g 7 It C major merger & minor merger ® 22451
TWb, 5T 2 >0 OFI OB &% ZNZIN Mage, Msman & U, Miarge=Msman T
LT b COK, GHERDINT XY fouge B HA L, Msnar/Muarge> fruge T & 111X, major
merger, Msman/Mirge < fouge T 1L, minor merger & 3 %, major merger D413, star-
burst 252 X, cold gas ®—{fid SMBH IZBER{3 225, 5% @ cold gas 12TV T DRI
B ETHe FIFIZ, T4 A7 0BEREN, SRHOET DT+ 27 ENVY ORI, AR
BT DNV Y DRI D LT B, minor merger DAL, HIZ/N S W I DI D A A
Banh, ToFMORELEFT AL, KEWHOPFRMOT 4 A7 IIHFAIINLEER b,

C OHEFENTIEI +SMBH EBLE 7 VA3 REA 278 X Y 3T E N 525, TN BRI
WOBMRERICE) LI ICED Do AFETIE Enoki et al. [8] TRALAZETNINTG 2 ¥
vy bEHVE, Dk, ZO8F X5y POETIVE reference model & 55,
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3. MBH_Mbulge Baﬁ,;@ﬁ'”:

Z OHiIiTIX, reference model T® Meu— Myuge FIFR D FE W% 7795 Figure 2 (a) TIZ,
z=0 TOEFNVOREER L7z, M OIS reference model DFGRDOFHMETH Y, ¥
YAROVIZEIIAS R (Haring Rix [11]) TH 5. FHITIE, Meu 25 Mowge (BT %0

Figure 2 (b) 1%, reference model T z=3 25 2=0 £ T®D, Mpx— Mouge BRDHELD
WMRERLZDOTHS, ZOKIY, high-z 205 low-z 122 51255 T, Mpy (& Myyge (&
WBIL7-FETH B, ZOPEITH D Men/Mouge 13, WP LTWL I EDGH 5, A
HIIZIZ, 2=0 T, 2=3 DK 1/6 2% > T2,

galaxy

disk
) star formation (e cooling
| disk star ||< cold gas [ 5| hot gas

/—D—a SNe feedback

‘ major mel;gér ’

starburst accretion

Figure 1 SA-model (285, & — 271 —PNEBTOHIT D %5550 B #Ro

F4 DEFTIVTO SMBH OE &3 INo %R X, SMBH [+ o4k L major merger o
cold gas DFEFETH 5, —H, VI OEHBEMMOERZE, SEHOFIOT 4 R 7 L3NV
V2w b B0t &, major merger B0 starburst 12X 5 2K TH B, ML, cold gas
PEFICHLDOT, SMBHENVIVIRFELLIICEET S, 2095, coldgasidT 1 A2
DRELY, FHORWNEREIEDOFE FAEZKY KT 5729, cold gas DEIZFEAT 5,
bl JUNBEHRT DI, starburst TIER SN L EOBEBEIZ/NS 2D, FFEIC
SMBH 2 F&f%9 % cold gas DEds5ik 472, SMBH 3B E WV RELRL kb, Lo L, $1
PEKRT HRICIE, BERIOT 4 A7 ORSEERED NNV IIZMb 5720, NVVIIERESR
Belr 2o TOMRE, NV EHARD L SMBH OBRIZIEN, Men/Miuge (R LT <,

WAEOBIMA R, 2 0%E, ZOETNERL LI, EMHMICIE high-z 25 lowz
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W27 BUHE 5 T Meu/Mouge DRV LT 2 E#RLTWS (eg [2,514,15]), L L

i 751‘%‘@753‘7( g < y %%Eg L: Ci—':f),t L T W 7;? l/\o MBH/Mbulge ﬂi,

FEAE—ET,

Men— Myuge BIFR1E, ELLEZVWEVWIHER LD S (eg. [19]). T/, ZOET VORI,
Croton [4] OHFHET NV OMEL HEMENIIE—FH L TV 5,

4. SRAMKDYIDBEIE & Men— Mouge BRDEL

SMBH 25§54 % FH KX cold gas DREAETH B, LA L, cold gas IZEBIEDOME T
H 5720, SMBH O EIZEMTEROWELERIC L G 3 N5, TS cold gas DA % b

RN, Men/ Mouge DEALRIIKREL BB EEZ b5, BIRRYIZIZ,

TOREEFEZEL T 5846, (2) SNefeedback % 5D % ¥ Ay,

1 74227
(3) major merger AN X %

HEZBOTHEHETH D, Z2T, TOHTIEX, T4 A7 TOEIIKR SNe feedback, i

@ merger DETFIVDI8T X ¥ % reference model DD S % Z 72456,

ZOHEALDRED L) BT B2 ERT

MBH_Mbulge E@ﬁt k

T T

10FG@ T(b) ]

[ 9 Hiring & Rix 20040 0 1 S

— reference T —]
5°? >

2 [ I ]

> sf . ]

m - - -

= I 3]

en 74 - - 7z= 54

9 7 L 1 22, S mm————— ZI% ]

L A —_———— = A

6 b z=0]

il I 1 1 l 1 1 '} l 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 l 'I I 1 1 l 1 1 1 I 1 1 '} l 1 '} 1 I
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12
1Og[l\/[bulge/ Msolar ] log[Mbulge/ Msolar ]
Figure 2 Mpu— Mouge B L T DAL, (a) EfF (2=0) TD Mpu— Mouge [

fRo FREDS reference model DFERDFIMETH Y, ¥ ¥ RNVIZBIH
#iF (Hdring Rix 2004[11]) TH %o (b) Mex— Myuge FFRO AL,
z=3 05 z=0  TO reference model DFEFE %=/~ L7,

4.1 star formation

BIET A AZ1H 5 cold gas EAFA) O EIND, LADETIVTIX, T4 A2
“C‘@Eﬁ?ﬁ‘j;rj(i, M*chold/T* T%‘i%hétbf“‘%}o ::T. Mcold ‘i COld gas O)E%
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ThY, FRBRDI AL AT =V THb, CORFBEDY A L A7 —NVIE, tx=tx0
X(Ve/300km s ™)™ TH2 5N EET Do 4B, Ve REWOREHEETH Y, FUTo
EHRT Y Vv VORI ZML72WHETH D0 140 & ax BEEEDETVDINF XS
Td 575, reference model Tl 74.0=15Gyr, ax=—22H T35, TN, FDOF«
A7 D coldgas & BDEEILA, BMKEE —HTLHIH)IChDIDTH L, D/
TIE, SOZDODNRT XY DR EZ 725G, Men— Mouge BIRICED X ) 8% 525
DPERT o

w0 DIED B % 22 2 72556 D Mpn— Mouge RO #EAL % Figure 3 @ (a) & (b) IR L7z,
Tao 2/NELTHE, BETORMDOT 4 A7 TORTBHENEL 2D, cold gas DIHE w1
WX %, TOMRE, Figure2 LHR2ZE, &TOHT, Mon/Mouge DEALRIIKRE L B 20
WS, a0 2 KELTBE, T4 A7 TOREBHEMET L, low-z 2% ->Td, coldgas H*
L kENL, TORE, STAERL72HEIZIE, starburst 258 128 &, SMBH 123 cold

10 -
(a)‘C*O 0.3 Gyr (b)’c*o 7.5 Gyr ]
_— = z=3 .
5OF == z=2 ’
28 [ ——— z=(1)
5 Z:
< sk -
Em i .
W 7k P
2 r R
I s
6_:{:::{',::'.({
0T ©) o=0 ]
3o :
s [ )
=8 .y
=°F i
= ]
27r . ]
i 7 ]
S (Y AT A A T s v Ll T B
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12
log[Mbulge/ Msolar ] log[Mbulge/ Msolar ]

Figure 3 2ILHGHRED Meu— Mbulgeﬁgﬁr‘:%ﬂ)l’éﬂzb 5.2 5%, (a) &,
r4,0=03Gyr £ L7z DT, (b) &, r40=75Gyr & L72b®, (c)
i, =0, L7bDT, (d) 1%, ax=—4 L L7dD, wFhos
ANVThH, z=355 2=0 FTOHREERL TS,
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gas D ER T 5729, 2NV Y & SMBH O M= IFEE T, Men— Mouge RO HAE
LIz oL %5,

ax DIED B %252 72356 D Men— Myuge BAFRDHEILZ Figure 3® (¢) & (d) 1R L7z
ax FRELT D E, Ve<300kms™ THLH, 2F ), WVIOEED, 10" Mo FEL D
B/INS YL TT 4 A7 TORBEEIEL %D, cold gas D EIIMZ 5. TOREHE,
Mpu/ Myuge DZALRIIRE L B Do VeAVNSWEEIZE, BIEBENL DR RY, Mew/
Myuge DEALEN LV KEL %2720, Mouge & Men \FHBIL 2 %0 HIT, ax T KEL
T5E, Ve<300kms THAHHPIMNTT 4 A2 TOEBIERIMET T 5720, Mon— Mouge
BtROMEIZ SN R L 2 %,

4.2 SNe feedback

SNe feedback C cold gas (ST hot gas ITR I N5, A DETIVTIIIMERKIL,
Mrehea=BMsar THZHNDELTWE, 22T, BlE, MADHEEEL, B=Vie/ Vo)™
THoHEWET %0 BB, Viee & anoe 25 SNe feedback DETF IV D/8T X 5 TH 575, refer-
ence model TlE, V=280 km s, one=25 ZH VT W5, UL, EEEHIT OEREA
BIIRER L =BT 2 L9 ICD72 D TH D, ZONHITIE, TOZODIT XY OEEE
ZTHA, Men— Mouge BIRRICE D X 9 RIEEE G2 200 % R T,

Viot DED A% 22 2. 725565 O Mun— Mowge BIFRDHEIL % Figure 4 @ (a) & (b) 1ZRL 72
Vit Z KEL T B L, & TOHI T SNe feedback 235 7= V), coldgas DA RIZKE L %
%o ZORKRE, Figure2 L% &, &TOHUNT, Men/Mouge DEALIZKE L B Do WL,
Vit Z/NE L35 &, 4 THOHI T SNe feedback 2555 € % %, Figure4 (b) T L7z,
Vie=0km s ®&1%, =0, 2F O SNe feedback DKEIENA > TR WVETFIVIH YT
5o ZDOMA, cold gas AMMEZXN T hot gas 125 T ENHRVDT, low-21%k->Th,
cold gas 3% { X E N5, TDOFER, FUTAEK L 72IRFIZ starburst 257 1ZH#E X, coldgas 7%
SMBH (Z[&FE T % 729, 73V 2 & SMBH OB SERIINFIZITIFEAE T, Men— Mouge RO
HEREE SN 25,

Cnot DD B % 2 2 72858 D Mpa— Myuge AR DL % Figure4 ® (c) & (d) TR L7
ot T RELTDE, Ve< Via THEHHU, 2F D, DF 0, 2NV T DOHEED 10" Mo FEEE X
D /N LT SNe feedback 2355 £ 72 5 728, cold gas DIV EDVKEL 2B ZDORER,
M/ Myige DZEALIZ K E L B %o Ve DU S WIZ L, SNe feedback 13 & V3<% Y, Men/
Mywge DZALER L Y REL %5720, Mouge & Men 1 FHBI L% %250 I, one /NS L
T5E, Ve< Vi TH DT SNe feedback 2355 < 7 5728, Mpu— Myuge RO HEILIZ
b b,
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4.3 galaxy merger

SR D E1K2S, major merger Td 4 %, minor merger TH 5 0DEWIE, AERICL > TF
4 A DHIEEIN, NVIPERENE0OENTHEDOT, FNOBEICKE 2EEL Y
A 5o SR DOAIK)Y major merger A minor merger Td % % 55} 5 D EARD NS X 7
Souige TH %o reference model TiE, fouge=05 ZHWVTW5A, T, SHTOREN OME
Foas, R COBMFRE =BT 5L 1RO BDTH L, ZONHTIE, ZDR8F RS
DAEZZEZ 1295608, Men— Mouge BIRICE D X 9 BB E 52 D200 %R T,

10F@) v, = 420 knv's [(b) V,,, = 0 kiy's

N N NN
(1 |
N O—=NW

/"
7 '/ /‘/’/
L/ :”’/
6 _:Al'nl,,: IAI L L I L L : : L L L I : L L I L : L :
10} —
B (C) OLhot 1

7
6 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I I 1 All 1 I’ll 1 /.I 1 I A 1 1 I 1 1 1 l
8 9 10 11 12 8 9 10 11 12
log[Mbulge/ Msolar ] log[Mbulge/ Msolar ]

Figure 4 SNe feedback 2% Mpu— Myuge FIfR & Z DHEALIC G- 2 55228, (a) 1T,
Vie=420km s & L7725 DT, (b) I1E, Vie=0kms ' & L73D,
(©) 1Z, ao=0 2 L723dDT, (d) 1F, onx=5 ¢ L72b D, WFRD
NANTY, 2=35052z=0F TOHKRERL TV,

Souge DED B % B 2 728565 D Mon— Myuge BFIROHEALZ Figure 50 (a) & (b) TR L7,
Souge # KE L F % &, major merger (27 5 EGANKA 728, starburst DFAFEEAK ), SMBH
IZ cold gas SRS B HEA DS B . HIZ, starburst DHHEDSRAILIE, 71 A 7 T cold gas »»
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0 AL AR DAL I B AU B BLELEL B AL
:(a) fbulge = 0 :: (b) fbulge = 08 :
B + //—'.-— R
— 9 - —— il e
2 I : ]
=] T ]
< 8r T ]
ECQ | 1 J
= L g T 1T 7 h
gt ZILIY :
’ I ]
6 V I 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 l 1 1 1 I 1 '} 1 I_fl//l 1 1 l 1 '} 1 I 1 L '} I 1 1 L I_
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Figure 5 galaxy merger ® % 4 7% Mpu— Myuge FFR & Z DHEALICH- 2 5552,
(a) Ci, fbulge:0 L Lf:%)@f, (b) U:, fbulge:0.8 L Lf:%)@o l/\'jz
NONANTH, 2=3052=0 FTOHRERL TV,

SRR E T cold gas 2NHE SNl 5 DT, SMBH IZ[EFET % cold gas DD ik 5 o
L 2L, starburst ®HE K-> TDH, FUIH—EETDH major merger =i 21X, HATTOR
HWOT 4 A7 DRD, GRBOFNONVIORITMDZDT, NVIRKET 2, €O
RNV TEHARS E SMBH EH F ) i L7 257250, Mew/Mouge DEALRDPKE 72
5o

5 &8

FUMTASEAR L 720512, SMBH 258E T % & L7270 & Ml Aah A 72 #EFRAT B9 G + SMBH
TEHE 7V & T, SMBH &30 Y OEFEOBRA ED X 5 IZHALS 2 i~ 7,

ZOFEH, SMBH &350 Y OFEIIZRA LT 2 ER0h o7z BARWIZIE, 2=0
Tid, 2=30#1/6127%5, Zhid, BEHOLN TV L OBIFREFIE L 2.

DX HIZSMBH &NV Y OB EOBARDELT HHENE, T4 A7 THE ORI
H A cold gas A3 LT < &, major merger BfiZ, 7NV VIR ET %75, SMBH (& Ffi 3
% coldgas 3B L Tn57:0, HFEOVRELLLNPOLTHL, ThiE, BREOY A LR
F—ERELLTHITHTOREIEEZEO 54 E LT, cold gas 2% K HETH L O REFI
NIRXFITHE, TOHRBILOBARPRELS LI EDPL DD,

DX HIZ, SMBH &V Y OB ROMFZEOMELIE, SMBH & $G O/ O BGEFE & 5%
BRICHBL T2 EEZ 615, 2070, kLGNS THAH, SMBHIZOWTHOXLD
SR 2 RS R 1E, SMBH B D A 7% & FHUERE T VIZOWTH, X )RR H
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