arXiv:1407.6905v1 [astro-ph.GA] 25 Jul 2014

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 000, 1–?? (2002) Printed 6 May 2019 (MN L^ATEX style file v2.2)

Chemical evolution models: GRB host identification and cosmic dust predictions

V. Grieco,^{1,3⋆} F. Matteucci,^{1,2,3} F. Calura,^4 S. Boissier,^{5,4} F. Longo,^{1,3} and V. D’Elia,^{6,7}

1Dipartimento di Fisica, Sezione di Astronomia, Università di Trieste, via G.B. Tiepolo 11, I-34131, Trieste, Italy 2I.N.A.F., Osservatorio Astronomico di Trieste, via G.B. Tiepolo 11, I-34131, Trieste, Italy 3I.N.F.N., Trieste, Via A. Valerio 2, I-34127 Trieste, Italy 4I.N.A.F., Osservatorio Astronomico di Bologna, via Ranzani 1 I-40127 Bologna, Italy 5 Aix Marseille Université, CNRS, LAM (Laboratoire d’Astrophysique de Marseille) UMR 7326, 13388, Marseille 6I.N.A.F., Osservatorio Astronomico di Roma, via Frascati 33, 00040, Monteporzio Catone, Italy 7A.S.I., Science Data Center, via del Politecnico snc, 00133, Rome, Italy

Accepted . ; in original form 2014

ABSTRACT

The nature of some GRB host galaxies has been investigated by means of chemical evolution models of galaxies of different morphological type following the evolution of the abundances of H, He, C, N, O, α-elements, Ni, Fe, Zn, and including also the evolution of dust. By comparing predictions with abundance data, we were able to constrain nature and age of GRB hosts. We also computed a theoretical cosmic dust rate, including stellar dust production, accretion and destruction, under the hypotheses of pure luminosity evolution and strong number density evolution of galaxies. We suggest that one of the three GRB hosts is a massive proto-spheroid catched during its formation, while for the other two the situation is more uncertain, although one could perhaps be a spheroid and the other a spiral galaxy. We estimated the chemical ages of the host galaxies which vary from 15 to 320 Myr. Concerning the cosmic effective dust production rate in an unitary volume of the Universe, our results show that in the case of pure luminosity evolution there is a first peak between redshift z=8 and 9 and another at z ∼ 5, whereas in the case of strong number density evolution it increases slightly from z=10 to z ∼ 2 and then it decreases down to z=0. Finally, we found tha the total cosmic dust mass density at the present time is: Ω_{dust} ∼ 3.5 · 10^{−5}in the case of pure luminosity evolution and Ω_{dust} ∼ 7 · 10^{−5} in the case of number density evolution. Key words:

supernovae – gamma-ray bursts – galaxy evolution.

1 INTRODUCTION

Most LGRBs are associated with massive stellar explosions and consequently they are linked to ongoing star formation. Savaglio et al. (2009), studying a sample of GRB host galaxies (HGs), concluded that there is no clear evidence that HGs are peculiar galaxies and that they are instead similar to normal star-forming galaxies, both in the local and in the early universe. For this reason, understanding the nature of HGs provides constraints on the GRBs progenitors: the collapsar model (Woosley 1993; Woosley & Heger 2006) predicts a low metallicity environment, typical of dwarf galaxies, because of the reduced angular momentum loss and mass loss via strong winds at the surface of the star, while in

⋆ E-mail:grieco@oats.inaf.it other progenitor models there is no such an assumption (e.g. Ouyed et al. 2005; Fryer & Heger 2005).

Many attempts have been made to characterize the hosts of GRBs (e.g. Fruchter et al. (1999,2006), Castro Cerón et al. (2006, 2010), Le Floch et al. (2006), Modjaz et al. (2008), Levesque et al. (2010), Perley et al. (2013) and Boissier et al. (2013). In particular, Berger et al. (2003) and Le Floch et al. (2006), using mid-IR and radio observations, showed that some GRB host galaxies are characterized by a large amount of star formation obscured by dust and in general they have attempted to understand the properties of GRB hosts, but only few of them have used powerful chemical evolution indicators as we are going to do in this work. Moreover, the importance of dust is also confirmed by the large fraction of GRBs occurring in dusty environments (e.g.

© 2002 RAS

2 V. Grieco et al.

Perley et al. 2009, 2013; Greiner et al. 2011; Hatsukade et al. 2012).

Dust is present in almost every astrophysical environment affecting the comprehension of their physical properties, such as their star formation rate and abundance ratios. Dust grains are made up of metals, primarily C, O, Mg, Si, Fe, Ni, S, Ca which enriched the interstellar medium (ISM) during particular stellar evolutionary phases (e.g. asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars and core collapse supernovae.

Interesting dust evolution studies in galaxies have been performed by Dwek (1998), Dwek et al. (2007, 2011), Calura et al. (2008) and Schurer et al. (2009). In those papers, models of galactic chemical evolution including dust were presented. The basic idea of identifying GRB host galaxies by means of chemical evolution models is based on the fact that galaxies of different morphological type should show different abundance patterns. Such different patterns derive from their different star formation histories (SFHs). Calura et al. (2009) presented a first approach were the SFHs of the HGs of GRBs were derived by comparison between observed abundances and model results; to do that they adopted the Calura et al. (2008) models including dust evolution. In the following years, Fan et al. (2010) also deduced the nature of some hosts of GRBs using chemical models but the dust was not considered. Both those papers concluded that the hosts of the studied GRBs were probably irregular galaxies. Clearly, the presence of dust can affect the abundances derived from the gas in galaxies and therefore it is very important to include the possibility of dust condensation in chemical evolution models.

In this paper, by adopting the dust evolution as in Calura et al. (2008), we aim at constraining the nature and SFH of some HGs by means of detailed chemical evolution models taking into account the variation in the abundance patterns. Moreover, we aim at computing the dust evolution in each type of galaxy, including processes of stellar dust production, accretion of dust onto preexisting grains and dust destruction. As a byproduct, we are going to compute the cosmic effective dust production rate in an unitary volume of the Universe by taking into account the contributions from all galaxies.

Section 2 describes the chemical evolution models used in this work and the nucleosynthesis prescriptions; in section 3 the prescriptions for the supernova rates and the dust production, accretion and destruction rates in galaxies are presented. In section 4 we briefly show the observational data. In section 5 the results for dust production, accretion and destruction in galaxies of different morphological type as well the results deriving from the comparison between our theoretical predictions and observational abundance data of GRB 081008,120327A and 120815 host galaxies are shown. The definition and computation of the cosmic effective dust production rates, in different frameworks of galaxy formation, are presented in Section 6, together with the calculation of the present time cosmic dust density. Finally, in section 7, some conclusions are drawn.

2 THE CHEMICAL EVOLUTION MODELS

We follow the evolution of the abundances of several chemical species and of the dust content of spirals, elliptical and irregular galaxies using detailed self-consistent chemical evolution models able to reproduce the majority of the properties of the different types of galaxies. In all models the instantaneous recycling approximation is relaxed and the stellar lifetimes are taken into account. The models all assume that galaxies form by gas accretion which accumulates a final mass called infall mass (Mtot).

The model takes into account the feedback from SNe and stellar winds giving rise to a galactic outow when the gas thermal energy exceeds the binding energy of gas.

In our models the SFR is a simple Schmidts (1963) law:

ψ(t) = νG(t) (1)

where the quantity ν is the star formation efficiency (SFE), namely the inverse of the typical time-scale for star formation, expressed in Gyr^{−1}, and it has been varied as a function of the galaxy morphological type (see Section 5). G(t) is the gas mass fraction expressed as G(t) = Mgas(t)/Mtot, the ratio between the gas mass and the infall mass. Dividing by the infall mass it is only for a normalization purpose and all the other variables are also normalized in the same way. Because of this, ψ(t) = Ṁgas(t)/Mtot. All the models used in this paper consider only one gas phase. The chemical evolution equation for a given chemical element i takes the following form: Ġ_i(t) = −ψ(t)X_i(t) + R_i(t) + Ġ_{i,inf} (t) − Ġ_{i,w} (t) (2) where Gi(t) = Mgas(t)Xi(t)/Mtot = G(t)Xi(t) is the frac- tional mass of the element i at the time t in the ISM. , and Xi(t) represents the mass fraction of element i in the gas, i.e. the abundance by mass. The first item on the right hand side of the equation, ψ(t)Xi(t), represents the mass change of the element i caused by the formation of new stars; Ri(t) corresponds to the material returned through stellar winds or SN explosions in the ISM. The last two terms take into account the infall of primordial gas Ġ_{i,inf} (t) and the outflow Ġ_{i,w} (t), respectively.

In particular, the accretion rate of an element i follows the equation: Ġ_{i,inf} (t) = A X^{i,inf} e^{−t/τ} Mtot , (3)

where X_{i,inf} represents the abundance of the element i in the infalling gas that we assume to be primordial, A is the normalization constant constrained to reproduce the present time total mass (gas plus stars), i.e. tot, and τ is the accretion timescale expressed in Gyr and defined as the characteristic time at which half of the total mass of the system has been assembled.

The rate of gas lost via galactic winds for each specific element i is assumed to be proportional to the amount of gas present at the time t through the free parameter λi:

Ġ_{i,w} (t) = λ_iψ(t) (4)

2.1 Nucleosynthesis prescriptions

We compute in detail the contributions by low mass stars, Type Ia and Type II SNe to the chemical enrichment of the ISM. The main physical quantities related to these processes are the stellar yields, representing the amount of both newly formed and pre-existing elements ejected into the ISM by

GRB host galaxies 3

stars of all masses at their death. The yields used in this paper are as follows:

(i) for low and intermediate mass stars, LIMS (i.e. with masses 0.8M⊙ ⩽ m ⩽ 8M⊙) we make use of the yields provided by van den Hoek & Groenewegen (1997) as a function of metallicity.

(ii) For massive stars (i.e. with masses larger than 8M⊙) and Type Ia SNe, we adopt the empirical yields suggested by François et al. (2004), which are substantially based on the Woosley & Weaver (1995) and Iwamoto et al. (1999) yields, respectively, and are tuned to best fit the abundances in the Solar Neighborhood.

3 DUST MODEL

According to Dwek (1998), Calura et al. (2008) and Pipino et al. (2011), the equation describing the evolution of the element i in the dust is similar to the equation 2. Let us define X_{i,dust}(t) as the abundance by mass of the element i at the time t locked up in the dust; the quantity G_{dust,i} = X_{dust,i} ·G(t) represents the normalized mass of the element i at the time t in the dust. By means of the following equation it is possible to understand how a specific chemical element evolves in the dust: Ġ_{i,dust}(t) = −ψ(t)X_{i,dust}(t) + R_{i,dust}(t) + (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))_{accr} − (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))_{destr} − (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))w (5) where,

• R_{i,dust}(t) describes the enrichment rate of the element i where each term of the equation corresponds to a contribution coming from a different progenitor: R_{i,dust}(t) = + ∫_{MBm} ML ψ(t − τm)δ^{SW}_i Qmi(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm + A ∫_{MBM} MBm ϕ(m)· [ ∫_{0.5} μmin f(μ)ψ(t − τm2)δ^{Ia}_i Qmi(t − τm2)dμ]dm + (1 − A) ∫_{8M⊙} MBm ψ(t − τm)δ^{SW}_i Qmi(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm+ (1 − A) ∫_{MBM} 8M⊙ ψ(t − τm)δ^{II}_i Qmi(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm + ∫_{MU} MBM ψ(t − τm)δ^{II}_i Qmi(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm The first term on the right takes into account the enrichment due to stars in the [ML − MBm ] mass range, where ML = 0.8M⊙ is the minimum mass contributing, at a given time t, to chemical enrichment and MB_m is the minimum total binary mass allowed for binary systems giving rise to Type Ia SN (3M⊙), while the mass MBM = 16M⊙ represents the maximum total mass for a binary system to give rise to a SN Ia (8 + 8M⊙) (see Matteucci & Greggio 1986). The initial mass function (IMF) used is the Salpeter (1955) one:

ϕ(m) ∝ m^{−(1+1.35)} (6)

The quantity Qmi(t − τm) (where τm is the lifetime of a star of mass m) contains all the information about stellar nucleosynthesis for elements either produced or destroyed inside stars or both (Talbot and Arnett 1973). The second term represents the contribution from binary systems that become Type Ia supernovae; A is the unknown fraction of binary stars giving rise to SNIa and is fixed by reproducing the observed present time SNIa rate; tm_2 indicates the lifetime of the secondary star of the binary system and consequently, the explosion timescale is taken into account. The quantity μ = M2/MB is the ratio between the secondary component of the binary system (i.e. the less massive one) and the total mass of the system MB = MBm + MBM and f(μ) is the distribution function of this ratio. The third and fourth terms represent the contribution to dust from single stars in the mass range MBm − 8 and 8 − MBM where there are binary systems producing SNIa, single AGB stars and core-collapse SNe. • (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))accr =^{Gi,dust (t)accr}_{τaccr} is the rate at which an ele- ment i is removed from the ISM gas phase by accretion onto preexisting dust particles in molecular cloud, while τaccr is the timescale for the accretion process that will be described in section 3.3.

• (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))_{destr} rapresents the amount of the element i returned to the ISM gas phase, owing to the dust destroyed by SNe, on the timescale of destruction τ_{destr} (see 3.4). • (Ġ_{i,dust}(t))w takes into account possible ejection of dust into the inter galactic medium (IGM) by means of galactic winds triggered by SNe explosions. The wind starts when the thermal energy of gas equates the binding energy of gas. In our calculations, we assume a differential wind in which the metals are preferentially lost (see Bradamante et al. 1998). • the quantities δi represent the dust condensation efficiencies as defined by Dwek (1998) and are relative to the low and intermediate mass stars which eject dust through stellar winds (SW), the Type II SNe (II) and the Type Ia SNe (Ia). For the model of the ellipticals we assume that after the onset of the galactic wind the star formation is quenched and the galaxy starts evolving passively, whereas for spirals and irregulars the star formation continues even after the wind.

3.1 Supernovae rates

The evolution of dust is strongly dependent on the SN rates (SNRs). In our computation we assume, as contributors to the total dust amount of a galaxy, both core collapse (CC) and Type Ia supernovae. CCSNe are divided in Type II and Ib/c SNe; in particular Type II SNe, originate from single stars with mass larger than Mw ∼ 8M⊙ while SNe Ib/c come from Wolf-Rayet (WR) stars, namely stars which have lost most of their H and He envelope and with masses larger than MW R = [25 ÷ 40]M⊙, whose value depends on the initial stellar metallicity. It has been suggested that they could be both single WR stars and massive stars in binary systems in the mass range 14.8-45M⊙ , (Yoon et al. 2010; Grieco et al. 2012). Owing to the larger mass of the progenitors, CC- SNe explode on short timescales: from few million to several tenths of million years.

Type Ia SNe are believed to originate from low and intermediate mass stars, in particular from C-O white dwarfs in binary systems. In particular, to describe Type Ia supernova progenitors, we assume the single degenerate (SD) scenario by Whelan & Iben (1973). In this scenario, a C-O

4 V. Grieco et al.

white dwarf accretes mass from a non-degenerate companion until it reaches the Chandrasekhar mass (1.4M⊙ ) and explodes via C-deagration, leaving no remnant. Type Ia SNe end their lives on timescales ranging from ∼ 0.03 Gyr up to an Hubble time or more and consequently the SNIa rate is related to the past star formation history (SFH) of a galaxy, whereas the CCSNe reflect the birth rate of massive stars, i.e. the galactic star formation rate (SFR). For this reason, different types of galaxies have different SNRs.

The total SNR used in our models is the sum of the three individual rates, that may be approximated as :

RSNII (t) = ∫_{MW R} 8 ψ(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm (7)

R_{SNIb/c}(t) = ∫_{100} MW R ψ(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm+ + F ∫_{45}

14.8 ψ(t − τm)ϕ(m)dm (8)

RSNIa(t) = A ∫_{MBM} MBm ϕ(MB )[ ∫_{0.5} μm f(μ)ψ(t − τm_2 )dμ]dMB (9) The SN Ib/c rate is composed by a first term evaluating the single progenitor channel and a second integral that takes into account the contribution from WRs in binary system. The factor F represents the fraction of massive binary stars producing Type Ib/c SNe. This parameter is chosen to be equal to 0.15, (see Calura & Matteucci, 2006). This value is motivated by the facts that half of the massive stars are possibly in binary systems, and the fraction of massive stars in close binary system is ∼ 30%, i.e. similar to the close binary frequency predicted for low mass systems (Jeffries & Maxted, 2005). Therefore, the estimated value for this parameter is F ∼ 0.5 · 0.3 ∼ 0.15.

3.2 Dust production

There are still many uncertainties in the yield of dust from SNe and AGB stars. The general definition of dust grains divide the elements that suffer depletion into dust (i.e. refractory elements) into silicate dust, composed by O, Mg, Si, S, Ca, Fe and Ni, and into carbon dust, composed only by C.

Following Dwek (1998) the dust sources considered in our work are:

• Low and Intermediate mass stars (LIMS): in these stars, dust is produced during the AGB phase. We assume that dust formation depends mainly on the composition of the stellar envelopes. If XO and XC represent the O and C mass fractions in the stellar envelopes, respectively, we assume that stars with XO /XC > 1 are producers of silicate dust, i.e. dust particles composed by O, Mg, Si, S, Ca, Ni, Fe. On the other hand, C rich stars, characterized by XO /XC < 1, are producers of carbonaceous solids, i.e. carbon dust (Draine 1990). Being Mi,ej (m) and M_{i,dust}(m) the total ejected mass and the dust mass formed by the stars as functions of the initial mass m for the element i, respectively, we assume that for stars with XO /XC < 1:

M_{C,dust}(m) = δ^{SW}_C · [MC,ej (m) − 0.75MO,ej (m)] with δ^{SW}_C = 1 and M_{i,dust}(m) = 0, for all the other elements. For stars with XO /XC > 1 in the envelope, we assume M_{C,dust}(m) = 0

M_{i,dust}(m) = δ^{SW}_i Mi,ej (m)

with δ^{SW}_i = 1 for Mg, Si, S, Ca, Ni, Fe and

M_{O,dust}(m) = 16 ∑ i δ^{SW}_i Mi,ej (m)/μi

with μi being the mass of the i element in atomic mass units.

• Supernovae (SNe): SNe are potentially the most important source of interstellar dust. Core collapse supernovae (see section 3.1 and in particular Type II supernovae (SNe II) are considered to be one of the main grain production sources in the Universe (e.g. Nozawa et al. 2003). Assuming that all the refractory elements precipitate with a mean efficiency of 50%, a typical 25M⊙ SN can produce about 0.5M⊙ of dust (Woosley & Weaver 1995; Nomoto et al. 2006). The first evidence for dust condensation was observed in SN 1987A (Danziger et al. 1989, Lucy et al. 1989); formation of dust was then observed in several CCSNe, i.e. SN 2003gd (Meikle et al. 2007), 2004et (Kotak et al. 2009), 2004dj (Szalai et al. 2011), 2007od (Andrews et al. 2010) and Type Ib/c SN 2006jc (Nozawa et al. 2008; Mattila et al. 2008; Tominaga et al. 2008 and Sakon et al. 2009), with an estimated mass of recently formed dust between 10^{−5} − 10^{−3}M⊙. From a theoretical point of view, the amount of dust formed after a CCSN explosion was evaluated by the models of Kozasa et al (1989), Todini & Ferrara (2001) and Nozawa et al. (2003) in the range 0.1 − 1M⊙. This prediction was confirmed by numerical models of Bianchi & Schneider (2007), Kozasa et al. (2009) and Silvia et al. (2010). The discrepancy between observations and theories is still unclear and also the study of SN remnants could not solve the question of the amount of dust produced by SNe. Using far-infrared and sub-millimeter data, many groups estimated the amount of dust in Cas A (Dunne et al. 2003; Krause et al. 2004; Rho et al. 2008). Their results varied between 0.02 and 2M⊙, while the values for Kepler SNR showed differencies from 0.1 − 3 M⊙ (Morgan et al. 2003) down to 5 · 10^{−4}M⊙ (Blair et al. 2007). Recently, Matsuura et al. (2011) report far-IR and sub-mm observations of SN1987A in the Large Magellanic Cloud. The observations revealed the presence of cold dust grains with a temperature of T_d ∼ 17−23 K. The intensity and spectral energy distribution of the emission suggests a dust mass of 0.4 − 0.7 M⊙.

It has been supposed that not only CCSNe but also SNeIa

GRB host galaxies 5

can be possible producers of dust grains, especially Fe grains (Tielens 1998).

Following Calura et al. (2008), we assume the same prescriptions for both SNe types: M_{dust,C} (m) = δ^{Ia,II}_C [MC,ej (m)] with δ^{Ia,II}_C = 0.7; M_{dust,i}(m) = δ^{Ia,II}_i Mi,ej (m) with δ^{Ia,II}_i = 0.8 for Fe, Ni

δ^{Ia,II}_i = 0.7 for Mg, Si, Ca and

with δ^{Ia,II}_i = 0.5 for S; M_{dust,O}(m) = 16 ∑ i δ^{Ia,II}_i Mi,ej (m)/μi There are still many uncertainties on the amount of dust produced by Type Ia SNe. However, Gomez et al. (2012), on the basis of Herschel PACS and SPIRE photometry at 70 − 500μm have reported the existence of dust in two Type Ia SN remnants: Kepler and Tycho. In particular, they detected a warm dust component in Kepler’s remnant with temperature T_d = 82^{+4}_{−6} K and mass M_d ∼ 3.1^{+0.8}_{−0.6} ·10^{−3} M⊙; similarly for the Tycho’s remnant, they detected warm dust at T_d = 90^{+5}_{−7} K with mass M_d ∼ 8.6^{+2.3}_{−1.8} · 10^{−3}M⊙.

3.3 Dust accretion

Dust grains can grow by accretion of metals present in the ISM onto preexisting grain cores within dense molecular clouds (Dwek 1998, Inoue 2003). There are more observations indicating the existence of large, micrometre-sized dust grains in dense molecular clouds and suggesting a need for significant dust growth in the early Universe (Pagani et al. 2010, Michalowski et al. 2010). Moreover, dust growth appears to dominate over dust destruction also in the local, present-day Universe (Hirashita 1999; Inoue 2003; Hirashita & Kuo 2011); other evidence for dust accretion comes from the observed infrared emission of cold molecular clouds (Flagey et al. 2006).

Following Dwek (1998), we consider that the key parameter in dust accretion is the dust accretion timescale that, for a given element i, can be expressed as an increasing function of the dust mass:

τaccr = τ0,i/(1 − fi) (10) where fi = G_{dust,i} Gi (11)

For the timescale τ0,i, typical values span from ∼ 5×10^7 yr, of the order of the lifetime of a typical molecular cloud, up to ∼ 2 × 10^8 yr. In this paper, we assume that the timescale τ0,i is constant for all elements, with a value of 5 × 10^7 yr.

Quantity GRB 081008 GRB 120327A GRB 120815

redshift z 1.968 2.81 2.36

M_∗ [M_⊙] - ⩽ 10^{10}

[Fe/H] -1.19 ± 0.11 -1.73 ± 0.10 -2.19 ± 0.12

[Mg/Fe] - 0.46 ± 0.05 -

[Si/Fe] 0.32 ± 0.07 0.57 ± 0.05 ⩾1.04 ± 0.17

[S/Fe] - 0.34 ± 0.04 ⩽1.31 ± 0.26

[N/Fe] - 0.28 ± 0.08 -

[Ni/Fe] -0.4 ± 0.09 0.11 ± 0.05 0.18 ± 0.09

[Zn/Fe] 0.67 ± 0.07 0.56 ±0.07 1.12 ± 0.10

Table 1. Observational data collected for GRB 081008 (D’Elia et al. 2011), 120327A (D’Elia et al. 2014) and 120815 (Kruhler et al. 2013). Note that all the abundances have been normalized to the same solar abundances, namely those of Asplund et al. (2009).

3.4 Dust destruction

The main mechanism for dust destruction is by sputtering in the high interstellar shocks driven by SNe (McKee 1989; Jones et al 1994). Following Dwek et al. (2007), the dustdestruction timescale is independent of the dust mass and equal to: τ_{destr,i} = σgas < mISM > RSN (12)

where σgas is the gas mass density, < mISM > is the effective ISM mass that is completely cleared of dust by each SN event, and RSN is the sum of core collapse and type Ia SN rates. Dwek et al. (2007) consider the grain destruction efficiency, corresponding to the range of uncertainty in the lifetime of the interstellar dust grains, as an unknown, and adopt < mISM > as a free parameter of the model. Regarding the Milky Way like galaxies, for values of n0 ∼ 0.1 − 1.0cm^{−3} , corresponding to the average density of the Galactic ISM, they get < mISM > = 1100 - 1300 M⊙ for an equal mix of silicate and graphite grains.

4 THE HOST SAMPLE

In order to constrain the SF history of the HGs we have chosen from the literature the following HGs with detailed observed abundance data: GRB 081008 (D’Elia et al. 2011), 120327A (D’Elia et al. 2014) and 120815 (Kruhler et al. 2013). In Table 1 are shown the observational data for each HGs studied in our analysis. Concerning the [O/Fe] and [Al/Fe] abundances of GRB 081008 (first column), these values are considered as lower limits because of the lines saturation (see D’Elia et al. 2011 for more details). The same problem is in the C, O and Al abundances in fact in the D’Elia et al. (2014) paper, the authors warn the reader explaining that despite the highly saturated, CII λ1334, OI λ1039, OI λ1302 and AlII λ1670 transitions have not been excluded from the analysis, because they are the only lines describing CII, OI and AlII.

6 V. Grieco et al.

M_{tot} [M_⊙] SF E [Gyr^{−1}] SN Dust Yields E00 10^{11} 10 E01 5 · 10^{11} 20 δ_i = 0.7, i=C,Mg,Ca,Si S00 5 · 10^{10} 1 δ_i = 0.5, i=Fe,Ni C00 5 · 10^9 0.1 δ_S = 0.5

Table 2. Parameters adopted for describing our models: M_{tot} is the infall mass, namely the final total mass that should be assembled if nothing is lost, SF E is the star formation efficiency and δ is the SN (Ia + II) dust yield of the considered elements (C,S,Si,Mg,Ca,Fe,Ni).

5 MODEL RESULTS

We run several models for galaxies of different morphological type. In particular, in Table 2 are summarized the parameter sets of each specific model with the dust prescription, as described in Section 3; the two ellipticals models (E00, E01) describe the evolution of massive spheroids, the model S00 represents a typical spiral galaxy Milky Way-like and model C00 a typical irregular model. In the first column is the infall mass of the system (Mtot), i.e. the final total assembled mass if nothing is lost; in the second column is the efficiency of star formation (SFE) which characterizes the different galaxy types, and finally, in the third column, the dust yields (δi, i = C, S, Si, Mg, Ca, F e, Ni) for Type Ia and core collapse SNe (see section 3.2) are shown. Note that for elliptical galaxies we show two models with different infall mass and star formation efficiency (SFE). One of the most common assumptions used in this work is the increase of the SFE with the galactic mass among different morphological galaxy types. This assumption was first suggested by Matteucci (1994) to explain the increase of the [Mg/Fe] ratio with galactic mass in ellipticals (downsizing in star formation); in fact, different SFEs produce different SFRs as shown in Figure 1 and different abundances and abundance ratios. In Figure 1 are shown the SFRs of model E00, S00 and C00 as functions of the galactic time. Note that in model E00 the star formation stops after the onset of the galactic wind, at tW ∼ 0.5 Gyr. These three galaxy models will represent typical galaxies for each morphological since now on, although for ellipticals we adopt also model E01 as representative of a very massive spheroid. We recall here that the models presented are very similar to those described in Calura et al. (2008). In that paper, as a sanity check for the models, it was shown that the spiral model, when applied to the solar region, could reproduce the observed depletion pattern in the local interstellar cloud (Kimura et al. 2003). So we adress the interested reader to the Calura et al.(2008) paper for an extensive discussion on this point. Our present model for a spiral represents an average spiral galaxy but if applied to the solar neighbourhood it predicts exactly the same values of Figure 3 of Calura et al. (2008). By the way, the more recent dust to metal ratio derived by De Cia et al. (2013) for the solar vicinity is also in good agreement with our results.

5.1 The dust rates in galaxies

As the dust content in the Universe is the result of different and competitive processes, we study the individual contribution of accretion, destruction and production in each morphological type of galaxy using the model E00 with Mtot = 10^{11}M⊙ and SFE=10 Gyr^{−1} for an elliptical, the model S00 with Mtot = 5 · 10^{10} M⊙ and SFE=1 Gyr^{−1} for a spiral and finally the model C00 with Mtot = 5 · 10^9M⊙ and SFE=0.1 Gyr^{−1} for an irregular galaxy. We focus on the effects that different star formation histories have on the evolution of the chemical abundances in the ISM and how these abundances are affected by dust in galaxies of different morphological type as well as on the different competitive rates involving the dust. In particular, understanding how the dust rates evolve in time is important in the computation of the global amount of dust and the cosmic rate inferred from our models. The main assumption concerning the dust rate is on the dust yields describing the fractions of each element followed in our chemical evolution code, which is condensed into dust and restored into the ISM by low and intermediate mass stars, Type Ia and II SNe. The prescription used to infer the dust production rate are summarized in Table 2. The rate of dust production in units of M⊙yr^{−1} is shown in 2 and describes the amount of dust produced during the whole galactic evolution for the elliptical , spiral and irregular galaxy model. In Figures 3 and 4 are shown the rates of accretion and destruction, respectively, in unit of M⊙yr^{−1} as functions of time for the same models shown in Figure 2 and with the same color set.

As one can see from Figures 2, 3 and 4, the rate of dust production in ellipticals is maximum at the beginning of their evolution but also the destruction rate is maximum since they both depend on the SFR, which is assumed to be very high in the first phases of the evolution of these objects (see Fig. 1). The dust accretion rate instead is quite high in spirals when the SFR reaches a maximum, whereas accretion is active in ellipticals only during the starburst and it stops after the occurrence of a wind which devoids the galaxy of gas and dust. On the other hand, the rate of destruction of dust in ellipticals continue even after the star formation has stopped, since it depends on SN explosions and Type Ia SNe are active until the present time even in absence of star formation. These different behaviours are responsible for the shape of the cosmic effective dust production rate that will be described in the next Section.

5.2 Abundance ratios

In order to understand the different behaviour of the chemical evolution models developed here, we compare our model results with the abundances measured in the hosts of the three GRBs considered. Our main goal was to derive the history of star formation and therefore the nature of the hosts comparing the predictions of [X/Fe] vs.[Fe/H] for several chemical elements (C, N, O, Mg, S, Si, Ni and Zn). Among these species, N and Zn are not affected by dust while all the others, together with iron, contribute to the total amount of dust.

In Figure 5, we show the results for the host of GRB 081008 at z = 1.968 studied by D’Elia et al. (2011). In order to assess the importance of dust in this kind of analysis, in Figure 5 (only), are shown the predictions for α -elements, Zn and Ni relative to Fe both in the models with dust (left column) and without dust (right column). It is worth noting that while the ratio [Si/Fe] does not change in the two cases

GRB host galaxies 7

Figure 1. Predicted SFRs for galaxies of different morphological type. The three curves are obtained by varying the efficiency of star formation: ν_{E00} = 10Gyr^{−1} for the elliptical, ν_{S00} = 1Gyr^{−1} for the spiral, and ν_{C00} = 0.1Gyr^{−1} for the irregular galaxy. The two points with error bars refer to measured average star formation rate at the present time in spirals (square, Chomiuk & Povich, 2011)) and irregulars (circle, Harris & Zaritsky, 2009) .

Figure 2. Rates of dust production by stars in galaxies of different morphological type: the black continuous line refers to ellipticals; the lines are indicated with the same symbols as in Fig. 1.

Figure 3. Rates of dust accretion in galaxies of different morphological type: the black continuous line refers to ellipticals; the lines are indicated with the same symbols as in Fig. 1.

8 V. Grieco et al.

Figure 4. Rates of dust destruction in galaxies of different morphological type: the black continuous line refers to ellipticals; the lines are indicated with the same symbols as in Fig. 1.

due to the fact that both elements are depleted in dust, for other ratios, such as [Zn/Fe] the situation is different. For example, the curve relative to the irregular galaxy is much lower in the case without dust depletion. The reason for that resides in the fact that Zn is not refractory, whereas Fe is. In particular, in the irregular model the amount of Fe in dust is large due to the less efficient dust destruction process relative to the other galaxy types. This is because the destruction rate depends on the SFR which is quite low in irregulars.Therefore, this implies that at any given metallicity the [Zn/Fe] ratio increases relative to the case with no dust depletion. On the other hand, in the spiral and elliptical models, the [Zn/Fe] is not much altered since they are characterised by a dust destruction rate which is at least comparable to the accretion rate. In the case without dust the models are allabove the data and this trend suggests that the subtraction of Fe by dust is necessary to explain the data. Looking at all the abundance ratios together in Figure 5, we cannot derive a firm conclusion on the nature of the host of this GRB: in fact, while the [Ni/Fe] ratio is inconsistent with all curves, the [Si/Fe] and [Zn/Fe] seem to indicate a spiral galaxy.

In Figure 6 are shown the predictions and the data for the host of GRB 120327A at z = 2.81 studied by D’Elia et al. (2014). In this case we show only the models with dust for several elements. Concerning N and Zn it is possible to see an inversion in the models: the irregular galaxy model (C00) predicts larger N and Zn abundances with respect to the Fe than the other two models. To understand the reason of this behaviour, we need to remember that N and Zn are not affected by dust while Fe is strongly depleted. Indeed, the higher is the star formation efficiency of a galaxy, the higher is the dust grain destruction. Therefore, the model with lower SFE (green solid line) predicts higher abundances in these two particular cases. The trends of [Si,S,Zn/Fe] vs. [Fe/H] seem to suggest that the host galaxy is a system with high mass and SFR, namely either a spiral or a protospheroid. Concerning the [N/Fe] ratio it should be said that the N yields are still uncertain and in particular the secondary/primary nature of this element. In particular, here N is considered secondary from massive stars, while there are suggestions that N could be produced in a primary fashion in massive stars but only at very low metallicity (see Chiappini et al. 2006). If this is true, it could change the shapes of the models.

Finally, in Figure 7, we report the results for the host of GRB 120815,at z = 2.36 observed by Kruhler et al. (2013); the elements analyzed here are Si, S, Ni and Zn and all seem to indicate again a massive spheroid with strong SF. In fact, to best fit the abundances in this host we adopted model E01 with SFE=20Gyr^{−1}, which is the maximum value we explored. It is interesting to note the high value of [Zn/Fe] which means that a higher quantity of dust is present along the line of sight of this GRB.

In our analysis, although many uncertainties are still present in the adopted stellar yields and in the observational data and no firm conclusions on the GRB hosts can be drawn, two of the three GRB host galaxies taken into account seem to favor either a spiral or a spheroidal host, while the third GRB (GRB120815) seems to be more confidently hosted by a proto-spheroid. This result, if confirmed in the future by more data, would be in contrast with the claim that most of the HGs are small, star-forming and metalpoor galaxies (see, e.g., Christensen et al. 2004, Fruchter et al. 2006 and Levesque et al. 2010). Probably, the apparent discrepancy is due to the galaxy sample used to infer the HGs properties, composed mainly of low redshift objects (z ≲ 2). In particular, recent works based on high redshift surveys seem to suggest a more complex view (e.g. Kruhler et al. 2011; Hunt et al. 2011; Savaglio et al. 2012; Elliott et al. 2013, Perley et al. 2013), where the majority of the HGs seem to suffer strong star formation. This result is not unexpected recalling that GRBs are associated with the death of massive and short-lived stars that trace the star formation inside the host. The explanation lies in the evolution/changing of the star forming tracers as a function of redshift: in the local universe the star formation is mainly traced by small, blue galaxies, while at early epochs it is dominated by massive spheroids and elliptical galaxies. Further evidence in favor of this hypothesis comes from the study of the so called dark GRBs. These GRBs are found at high redshift and they have in general a high metallicity. This is a very interesting fact suggesting that these GRBs arise from active star formation in high redshift

GRB host galaxies 9

Figure 5. Observed abundance ratios vs. metallicity for the host galaxy of GRB 081008 provided by D’elia et al. (2008). The left column show the models predictions including the dust treatment while the right column the same models without dust evolution. The red-dashed (E00), blue-dotted (S00) and green-solid line (C00), are the predictions computed by means of the chemical evolution models for an elliptical, spiral and dwarf irregular galaxy, respectively. The star formation efficiency assumed in these models are ν_{E00} = 10Gyr^{−1} , ν_{S00} = 1Gyr^{−1}, and ν_{C00} = 0.1Gyr^{−1}. Data relative to O are not reliable and they are not used to constrain the models.

Figure 6. Observed abundance ratios vs. metallicity for the host galaxy of GRB 120327A provided by D’Elia et al. (2014). The reddashed (E00), blue-dotted (S00) and green-solid line (C00), are the predictions computed by means of the chemical evolution models for an elliptical, spiral and dwarf irregular galaxy, respectively. The star formation efficiency assumed in these models are ν_{E00} = 10Gyr^{−1} , ν_{S00} = 1Gyr^{−1}, and ν_{C00} = 0.1Gyr^{−1}. Data relative to O and C are not reliable and they are not used to constrain the models.

10 V. Grieco et al.

massive spheroids. Since ellipticals show in general old stars, that means that we are catching ellipticals in formation. The characteristics behavior of [α/Fe] ratios in spheroids shows a long plateau where they are overabundant relative to Fe and the Sun.

This is due to the time-delay model which explains the behaviour of abundance ratios on the basis of the production of different elements in different stars with different timescales. In particular, α-elements are mainly produced in CCSNe restoring them on short timescales, whereas Fe is produced mainly in Type Ia SNe and restored on a large range of timescales going from 30 Myr to a Hubble time (Matteucci 2001; 2012). This implies that, if the SFR is very efficient, the CCSNe can produce a substantial amount of Fe by themselves and when Type Ia SNe start restoring the bulk of Fe the abundance of this element in the ISM is already high. This produces high [α/Fe] ratios at high metallicity. The contrary occurs when the SFR is quite low; the enrichment of Fe from core-collapse SNe is very modest and when Type Ia SNe start to restore the bulk of Fe, the abundance of this element in the ISM is still quite low. This produces low [α/Fe] ratios at low metallicity. Therefore, the diagrams [X/Fe] vs. [Fe/H] can be in principle very useful tools to infer the nature and the ages of unidentified objects.

5.3 Age determination

In the chemical evolution models, the abundance ratios between two elements formed on different timescales can be used as “cosmic clocks” and provide us with information on the roles of LIMS and SNe in the enrichment process (Matteucci 2001). As already mentioned, the study of abundance ratios such as [α/Fe] is quite useful, since the α-elements are produced on short timescales by Type II SNe, whereas the Fe-peak elements and nitrogen are produced on long timescales by Type Ia SNe and low and intermediate-mass stars, respectively; we use the abundance ratios of elements formed on different timescales to set important constraints on the age and the nature GRB HGs.

We define the age of the galaxy A_{gal} as the time passed between the galaxy formation epoch and the GRB observation time; this gives us a quantitative measure of the time required for the galaxy to evolve and reach, at the time of observation of the GRB, the chemical abundances observed during the afterglow episode. Practically, it is possible to infer it from the simultaneous comparison between the [α/Fe] vs [Fe/H] and the same ratio as a function of the galactic time, or redshift, in a ΛCDM cosmological framework. Applying the method to the three GRBs analyzed in this paper, we find an age of 50 Myr for the galaxy hosting the GRB 120327A, 0.32 Gyr for the GRB081008 host and 15Myr for the GRB120815 host. These young ages indicate that we find GRBs to be ”young” galaxies, namely galaxies in which the star formation is very active, probably suffering their first major star formation episode, but they are not necessary typical of the main population of galaxies that could have started forming stars already much before.

6 THE COSMIC EFFECTIVE DUST

PRODUCTION RATE

The cosmic rate is defined in an unitary comoving volume of the Universe. This definition is necessary to study the rate at high redshift where the morphology of the observed galaxies is not known. The cosmic rate refers, in fact, to a mixture of galaxies which can be different at every redshift. In particular, in order to evaluate the amount of dust observed at high redshift, we have to take into account the cosmic dust cycle: dust is produced in stars and it is then blown off in a slow wind or a massive star explosion. The dust is then recycled in the clouds of gas between stars and some of it is consumed when the next generation of stars begins to form.

We compute the cosmic dust rate in units of M⊙yr^{−1}Mpc^{−3} by adopting the same method applied to the computation of cosmic star formation rate, as described in the paper of Grieco et al. (2012a). In that paper the cosmic SFR (CSFR) has been computed by taking into account the SF histories of galaxies of different morphological type as those shown in Fig. 1.

In particular the CSFR was defined as: CSF R = ∑ k ψ_k(t) · n^∗_k (M⊙yr^{−1}Mpc^{−3}), (13) where the SFRs have been then convolved with the number density for each type of galaxy. The quantity n^∗_k is the galaxy number density, expressed in units of Mpc^{−3}, and k identifies a particular galaxy type. In the Grieco et al. (2012a) paper, the main assumption was that the galaxy number density is constant in time and equal to the present time one for each galaxy type.

Here we define, in the same way, the cosmic dust rate (CDR): CDR = ∑ k [(Ġ_k (t))_{prod} + (Ġ_k(t))accr − (Ġ_k(t))_{destr} ] · n^∗_k , (14) where (Ġ_k(t))_{prod} is the total production rate of all the elements considered in the dust model (O, Mg, Si, S, Ca, Ni, Fe), and (Ġ_k(t))accr and (Ġ_k(t))_{destr} are the total accretion and destruction rates, respectively.

In order to study different scenarios for the evolution of galaxy number density, here we assume:

n^∗_k = n_{k,0} · (1 + z)^{βk}

as suggested by Vincoletto et al. (2012). In particular, we explore two competitive scenarios:

(i) the “pure luminosity evolution”, PLE, corrisponding to the case proposed in the Grieco et al. (2012a); the CDR is obtained by assuming that all galaxies started forming stars at the same time and that there is no evolution in the galaxy number density from early epoch to the present time. As a consequence, β_k = 0 and n^∗_k = n_{k,0} for each galaxy type. (ii) The“density evolution” scenario, DE, where the β parameter evolves with redshift, as shown in Table 3, where the value of n_{k,0}, the same in both cases, and the values of β_k for each galaxy type, are reported. This particular combination of values is selected in order to obtain a CSFR which reproduces the trend of a hierarchical galaxy formation scenario (e.g. Menci et al. 2004). In this picture, the majority of ellipticals formed in a large redshift range and by mergers

GRB host galaxies 11

Figure 7. Observed abundance ratios vs. metallicity for the host galaxy of GRB 120815 provided by Kruhler et al. (2013). The reddashed (E01), blue-dotted (S00) and green-solid line (C00), are the predictions computed by means of the chemical evolution models for an elliptical, spiral and dwarf irregular galaxy, respectively. The star formation efficiency assumed in these models are ν_{E01} = 20Gyr^{−1} , ν_{S00} = 1Gyr^{−1}, and ν_{C00} = 0.1Gyr^{−1}.

Density evolution scenario (DE)

β_E = −2.5 β_S = +0.9 β_I = 0

DE and PLE (in unit of 10^{−3}Mpc^{−3})

n_{E,0} = 4.4 n_{S,0} = 8 n_{I,0} = 0.2

Table 3. Parameters adopted for describing the pure luminosity evolution (PLE) and the density evolution (DE) cases. The quantities n_{k,0} are expressed in Mpc^{−3} and taken from Marzke et al. (1994).

of spirals, with only a small percentage of them forming by means of a strong starburst at high redshift. Clearly the CS- FRs for the two scenarios are extreme cases, which predict completely different galaxy formation patterns (see Fig. 6 of Grieco et al. 2012a, where both cases are shown). Because of this, we checked that the integrals of the CSFRs in the two cases give a similar stellar density at the present time.

In Figure 8, we show the predicted cosmic effective dust production rate as a function of redshift (black solid line), which includes production, accretion and destruction for each galaxy type. This cosmic effective dust production rate, expressed in M⊙yr^{−1}Mpc^{−3}, here has been computed by means of eq. 14, under the assumption of no number density evolution of galaxies. We remind that with no number density evolution we predict a very high star formation rate at high redshift due to the starbursts occurring during the early phases of the proto-spheroid formation (see Grieco et al. 2012a). In the same plot are also shown, separately, the cosmic stellar dust production, dust accretion and dust destruction rates as functions of time. Fixing the redshift of galaxy formation at z_f = 10, the predicted total cosmic effective dust production rate (black curve) shows a a peak at very high redshift followed by a decrease and then another higher peak at z ∼ 5.

This behaviour is due to the predominance of protospheroids at high redshift where the early high SN production induces first an increase in the dust rate but then a decrease due to the high destruction rate related to the SNe themselves. The peak at z ∼ 5 is then due to the predominance of the star formation rate in the spirals, because since then, in this scenario, the ellipticals evolve passively. The cosmic effective dust production rate then decreases strongly for z < 5 down to redshift z ∼ 4.5 and stays constant afterwards until z = 0. It is interesting to note that accretion and destruction rates almost compensate each others during the whole cosmic time. In Figure 9 we show instead the cosmic dust rates as functions of redshift in the case of strong number density evolution. It is interesting to note that the cosmic effective dust production rate increases slightly from high redshift down to z ∼ 2 and then decreases down to z = 0. In general, the evolution of the effective dust production rate is smoother than in the PLE case. Clearly, the two different galaxy evolution scenarios produce different results concerning the cosmic dust evolution.

Finally, integrating in time the cosmic effective dust production rate, shown in Figures 8 and 9, we can obtain the cumulative cosmic dust mass density in the Universe as a function of redshift ρ_{dust}(M⊙Mpc^{−3}). In a ΛCDM cosmological frame with the critical density being: ρcrit =

3H20

8πG ∼ 1.36 · 10^{11} M⊙Mpc^{−3}, for a Hubble constant of 70kms^{−1}Mpc^{−1} we can compute Ω_{dust} and its evolution as a function of redshift, as shown in Figure 10 for the two scenarios. The present time values of Ω_{dust} from Figure 10 are: (Ω_{dust})P LE =^{ρdust}_{ρcrit} ∼ 3.5 · 10^{−5} for the PLE scenario, and (Ω_{dust})DE =^{ρdust}_{ρcrit} ∼ 7.0 · 10^{−5} for the DE scenario.

Fukugita (2011) estimated a present time cosmic dust density produced by stars in the Universe of Ω_{dust} ∼ 9.6 · 10^{−6} , whereas the value estimated from observations is ∼ 9 · 10^{−6} . Other estimates (Loeb & Haiman 1997; Corasaniti 2007; Inoue & Kamaya 2004; Fukugita 2011; Menard & Fukugita 2012 ) all suggest a value between 10^{−5} and 10^{−6}. Our values are higher than these estimates and the rea-

12 V. Grieco et al.

Figure 8. Cosmic effective dust production rate (black solid line), expressed as the sum of the cosmic stellar production (red dotted line), accretion (blue dashed line) and destruction (green dotteddashed line) rates as a function of redshift, in the PLE scenario.

Figure 9. Cosmic effective dust production rate as a function of redshift in the density evolution (DE) scenario. The lines have the same color set shown in Figure 8.

son could be that our stellar dust production is probably overestimated, in particular the assumed yield of dust from SNeIa could be overestimated, since there is no clear observational evidence for dust production in these SNe. However, we checked the effect of suppressing Type Ia SNe as dust producers and the effect on Ω_{dust} is negligible. On the other hand, it is reasonable that the observational estimate of the cosmic dust density is a lower limit. Finally, the fact that Ω_{dust} is larger by a factor of two in the DE scenario is probably due to the fact that spiral galaxies dominate, at variance with the PLE scenario, where the number of spheroids is comparable to spirals. In the PLE scenario, the elliptical galaxies evolve very quickly and their star formation is quenched by galactic winds, whereas in the DE scenario ellipticals form by mergers of spirals where star formation continues until the present time and the dust production evolves more smoothly. Therefore, in the DE case more dust is expected. Moreover, a slightly higher cosmic density of stars is predicted for the DE scenario. We find: Ω∗ = 0.005 for the PLE case and Ω∗ = 0.006 for the DE case. In Fukugita & Peebles (2004) this quantity is estimated to be Ω∗ = 0.003.

Figure 10. Predicted evolution of Ω_{dust} as a function of redshift in the PLE and DE scenarios. Continuous black line refers to the PLE scenario and the dashed red line the DE scenario.

7 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present a method, based on chemical evolution models, to identify the hosts of GRBs. Our idea comes from the following considerations: if GRBs are produced by the collapse of massive stars, they are presumably originating in galaxies where the bulk of massive star formation is taking place. From an observational point of view, almost in all the cases where the galaxy hosting the GRBs is observed, the burst position suggests that GRBs originate in regions where star formation is taking place (Bloom et al 2002). In this context, the determination of the nature of GRB host galaxies and measurements of their star formation rate not only provide evidence in favour of or against the collapsar model, but also provide insight on the nature and origin of star formation in the early Universe.

We have presented a comparison between predicted and observed abundances and abundance ratios in some galaxies hosting GRBs (GRB081008, GRB120327A and GRB120815). To do that we have adopted detailed chemical evolutionary codes for galaxies of different morphological type including dust evolution. The second aim of this study was to understand the effect of dust on the observed abundance patterns and to make predictions on the cosmic dust content as a function of the cosmic epoch.

Our main conclusions can be summarized as follows:

• We have studied the evolution of the abundances of C, N, O, Mg, Si, S, Ni and Zn in galaxies of different galaxies (ellipticals, spirals, irregulars). Our results suggest that one of the galaxies hosting GRB120815 is probably a massive protospheroid catched during the active star formation phase, whereas for the other two galaxies hosting GRB120327A and GRB081008, no firm conclusion can be drawn, although some of the data seem to suggest spiral or proto-spheroid systems with high mass and star formation rate. In order to derive better conclusions we would need more precise stellar and dust yields. In particular, for some chemical elements the stellar yields are still quite uncertain (see Romano et al. 2010). The result of GRB120815 is particularly important since it is the first time that abundances measured in hosts of GRBs indicate early type galaxies. Our result, if confirmed by more precise data, suggest that GRBs can be hosted in any type of galaxy suffering active star formation. Obviously, local spheroids which do not show any active star formation

GRB host galaxies 13

cannot host GRBs. We have also estimated the ages of the GRB hosts from chemical evolution and found that they are all young with ages ranging from 15 to 320 Myr. • We have shown that it is very important to include dust in the chemical evolution of galaxies although many uncertainties are still present in the recipes for the formation and destruction of dust. Here we have considered core-collapse SNe, AGB stars and Type Ia SNe. We stress that the dust is produced very early in the evolution of galaxies since CC- SNe have lifetimes from few million to several tenths of million years and the massive AGB stars (7-8 M⊙) have lifetimes of the order of 25-40 Myr. Valiante et al. (2009) also showed the importance of taking into account AGB stars to explain the dust in high redshift QSOs. Another possible source of dust is the condensation of dust grains in quasar winds (Elvis et al. 2002), which has also been supported by observations (Markwick-Kemper et al. 2007). We did not include this source here since Pipino et al. (2011) have shown that it contributes negligibly to the total dust production in a massive elliptical, which is the typical QSO host. • We have computed the cosmic effective dust production rate, namely the rate of net dust production in an unitary volume of the Universe, by adopting the results of our models and assuming either no number density evolution or strong number density evolution of galaxies, as suggested by the hierarchical clustering scenario for galaxy formation. They represent two extreme cases. The cosmic star formation rate in these two scenarios (see Grieco et al. 2012a) is different but the present time cosmic stellar density, which is the integral of the CSFR, is roughly the same. To compute the cosmic effective dust production rate, we took into account the rates of production from stars, destruction and accretion of dust in galaxies of different morphological type. We assumed as a redshift of galaxy formation z_f = 10. Our results show that in the pure luminosity evolution framework there are two peaks, one very close to the galaxy formation redshift and another stronger one at z ∼ 5. Then the dust rate decreases down to z=0. On the other hand, in the number density evolution framework the dust rate increases slightly from the beginning to z ∼ 2 and then decreases down to z=0.

• Finally, we have estimated the cosmic dust density in the Universe at the present time, Ω_{dust} = ρ_{dust}/ρcrit in both scenarios and the results are: ∼ 3.5 · 10^{−5} in the case of pure luminosity evolution and ∼ 7 · 10^{−5} in the case of number density evolution of galaxies. Previous estimates (Loeb & Haiman 1997; Corasaniti 2007; Inoue & Kamaya 2004; Fukugita, 2011; Menard & Fukugita, 2012) had suggested Ω_{dust} = 10^{−6} − 10^{−5}. Our values are larger than previous estimates and the reasons for this can be found in an overestimate of the dust production in our galaxy models due either to too large dust yields from stars (SNeII, Ia and AGB) or to the poor knowledge of the other processes invoving dust such as destruction and accretion. On the other hand, we cannot exclude that the amount of observed dust is underestimated. Therefore, these particular results should be taken with caution.

To conclude, it is worth noticing that in our analysis, two of the three GRB host galaxies taken into account are well fitted by a massive proto-spheroid model. This result seems to be in contrast with the claim that most of the HGs are small, star-forming and metal-poor galaxies. Probably, the apparent discrepancy is due to the galaxies sample used to infer the HGs properties composed mainly of low redshift objects (z ≲ 2). The explanation for this difference lies in the evolution/change of the star forming galaxies as a function of redshift: in the local Universe the star formation is mainly traced by small, blue galaxies while at early epochs it is dominated by massive proto-spheroids.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

V.G., F.M. and F.C., acknowledge financial support from PRIN MIUR2010-2011, project “The chemical and dynamical evolution of the Milky Way and Local Group galaxies”, prot. N. 2010LY5N2T. V.G. and F.M. also acknowledge financial support from Trieste University through the Project FRA2011 on “Cosmic star formation rate and cosmic chemical enrichment”. V.G. and F.M. thank A. Pipino and E. Spitoni for many useful discussions. Finally, we would like to thank an anonymous referee for his/her careful reading of the paper and very important suggestions.

REFERENCES

Andrews J. E., Gallagher J. S., Clayton G. C. et al., 2010, ApJ, 715, 541 Asplund, M., Grevesse, N., Sauval, A. J. & Scott, P., 2009, ARA&A, 47, 481 Berger E., Penprase B.E., Cenko S.B., Kulkarni S.R., Fox D.B., Steidel C.C. & Reddy N.A., 2006, ApJ, 642, 979 Bianchi S. & Schneider R., 2007, MNRAS, 378, 973 Blair W. P., Ghavamian P., Long K. S. et al., 2007, ApJ, 662, 998 Bloom, J. S., Kulkarni, S. R., Price, P. A., et al. 2002, ApJL, 572, L45 Boissier, S., Salvaterra, R., Le Floc’h, E., et al., 2013, A&A, 557, A34 Bradamante F., Matteucci F. & D’Ercole A., 1998, A&A, 337, 338 Calura F. & Matteucci F., 2006, ApJ, 652, 889 Calura F., Pipino A. & Matteucci F. 2008, A&A, 479, 669 Calura F., Dessauges-Zavadski M., Prochaska J. X. & Matteucci F., 2009, ApJ, 693, 1236 Chiappini C., Hirschi R., Meynet G. et al., 2006, A&A, 449, L27 Chomiuk, L., Povich, M.S., 2011, AJ, 142, 197 Castro Cerón, J. M., Michałowski, M. J., Hjorth, J., et al., 2006, ApJL, 653, L85 Castro Cerón, J. M., Michałowski, M. J., Hjorth, J., et al., 2010, ApJ, 721, 1919 Christensen L., Hjorth J. & Gorosabel J., 2004, A&A, 425, 913 Corasaniti P. S., 2007, NewAR, 51, 332 Danziger I. J., Gouiffes C., Bouchet P. & Lucy L. B., 1989, IAUC, 4746, 1 De Cia A., Ledoux C., Savaglio S., Schady P. & Vreeswijk P. M., 2013, A&A, 560, A88 D’Elia V., Campana S., Covino S. et al., 2011, MNRAS, 418, 680

14 V. Grieco et al.

D’Elia V., Fynbo J. P. U., Goldoni P. et al., 2014, arXiv:1402.4026 Draine B. T., 1990, in ASP Conf. Proc. 12, The Evolution of the Interstellar Medium, ed. L. Blitz (San Francisco: ASP), 193 Dunne L., Eales S., Ivison R., Morgan H. & Edmunds M., 2003, Nature, 424, 285 Dwek E., 1998, ApJ, 501, 643 Dwek E., Galliano F. & Jones A. P., 2007, Nuovo Cimento B Serie, 122, 959 Dwek E. & Cherchneff I., 2011, ApJ, 727, 63 Elliott J., Krühler T., Greiner J. et al., 2013, A&A, 556, A23 Elvis M., Marengo M. & Karovska M., 2002, ApJL, 567, L107 Fan X. L., Yin J. & Matteucci F., 2010, A&A, 521, A73 Flagey N., Boulanger F., Verstraete L. et al., 2006, A&A, 453, 969 François P., Matteucci F., Cayrel R. et al. 2004, A&A, 421, 613 Fryer C. L. & Heger A., 2005, ApJ, 623, 302 Fruchter A. S. et al., 2006, Nature, 441, 463 Fruchter, A. S., Thorsett, S. E., Metzger, M. R., et al. 1999, ApJL, 519, L13 Fukugita M., 2011, arXiv:1103.4191 Fukugita, M., & Peebles, P. J. E., 2004, ApJ, 616, 643 Gomez H. L., Clark C. J. R., Nozawa T. et al., 2012, MN- RAS, 420, 3557 Greiner J., Krühler T., Klose S. et al., 2011, A&A, 526, A30 Grieco V., Matteucci F., Meynet G. et al., 2012a, MNRAS, 423, 3049 Harris,J., Zaritsky, D., 2009, AJ, 138, 1243 Hatsukade B., Hashimoto T., Ohta K. et al., 2012, ApJ, 748, 108 Hirashita H. & Kuo T.-M., 2011, MNRAS, 416, 1340 Hunt L., Palazzi E., Rossi A. et al., 2011, ApJ, 736, L36 Inoue A. K., 2003, PASJ, 55, 901 Inoue A. K. & Kamaya H., 2004, MNRAS, 350, 729 Iwamoto K., Brachwitz F., Nomoto K. et al., 1999, ApJS, 125, 439 Jeffries R. D. & Maxted P. F. L., 2005, Astronomische Nachrichten, 326, 944 Jones A. P., Tielens A. G. G. M., Hollenbach D. J. and McKee C. F., 1994, ApJ, 433, 797 Kimura H., Mann I. & Jessberger E. K., 2003, ApJ, 582, 846 Kozasa T., Hasegawa, H. & Nomoto K., 1989, ApJ, 344, 325 Kozasa T., Nozawa T., Tominaga N., et al., 2009, Cosmic Dust - Near and Far, 414, 43 Kotak R., Meikle W. P. S., Farrah D. et al., 2009, ApJ, 704, 306 Krause O., Birkmann S. M., Rieke G. H. et al., 2004, Nature, 432, 596 Krühler T., Greiner J., Schady P. et al., 2011, A&A, 534, A108 Krühler T., Ledoux C., Fynbo J. P. U. et al., 2013, A&A, 557, A18 Le Floc’h E., Charmandaris V., Forrest B. et al., 2006, Gamma-Ray Bursts in the Swift Era, 836, 528 Levesque E. M., Kewley L. J., Berger E. & Zahid H. J.,

2010, AJ, 140, 1557 Loeb A. & Haiman Z., 1997, ApJ, 490, 571 Lucy L. B., Danziger I. J., Gouiffes C. & Bouchet P., 1989, IAU Colloq. 120: Structure and Dynamics of the Interstellar Medium, 350, 164 Matsuura M., Dwek E., Meixner M. et al., 2011, Science, 333, 1258 Matteucci F., Greggio L., 1986, A&A, 154, 279 Matteucci F., 1994, A&A, 288, 57 Matteucci F., 2001, The chemical evolution of the Galaxy, ASSL, Kluwer Academic Publisher Matteucci F., 2003, arXiv:astro-ph/0203340 Matteucci F., 2012, Chemical Evolution of Galaxies: , Astronomy and Astrophysics Library. ISBN 978-3-642- 22490-4. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2012 Mattila S., Meikle W. P. S., Lundqvist P. et al., 2008, MN- RAS, 389, 141 Markwick-Kemper F., Gallagher S. C., Hines D. C. & Bouwman J., 2007, ApJL, 668, L107 Marzke R.O., Geller M.J., Huchra J.P. & Corwin H.G., Jr., 1994, AJ, 108, 437 McKee C. F., 1989, in Allamandola L. J., Tielens A. G. G. M., eds, Interstellar Dust, Proc. IAU Symposium 135. Kluwer, Dordrecht, p. 431 Meikle W. P. S., Mattila S., Pastorello A. et al., 2007, ApJ, 665, 608 Ménard B. & Fukugita M., 2012, ApJ, 754, 116 Menci N., Cavaliere A., Fontana A. et al., 2004, ApJ,, 604, 12 Michałowski M. J., Murphy E. J., Hjorth J. et al., 2010, A&A, 522, A15 Modjaz M., Kewley L., Kirshner R. P. et al., 2008, AJ, 135, 1136 Morgan H. L. & Edmunds M. G., 2003, MNRAS, 343, 427 Nomoto K., Tominaga N., Umeda H., Kobayashi C. & Maeda K., 2006, Nuclear Physics A, 777, 424 Nozawa T., Kozasa T., Umeda H., Maeda K. & Nomoto K., 2003, ApJ, 598, 785 Nozawa T., Kozasa T., Tominaga N. et al., 2008, ApJ, 684, 1343 Ouyed R., Rapp R. & Vogt C., 2005, ApJ, 632, 1001 Pagani L., Steinacker J., Bacmann A., Stutz A. & Henning T., 2010, Science, 329, 1622 Perley D. A., Cenko S. B., Bloom J. S. et al., 2009, AJ, 138, 1690 Perley D. A., Levan A. J., Tanvir N. R. et al., 2013, ApJ, 778, 128 Pipino A., Fan X. L., Matteucci F. et al. 2011, A&A, 525, A61 Rho J., Kozasa T., Reach W. T. et al., 2008, ApJ, 673, 271 Romano D., Karakas A. I., Tosi M. & Matteucci F. 2010, A&A, 522, A32 Sakon I., Onaka T., Wada T. et al., 2009, ApJ, 692, 546 Savaglio S., Glazebrook K. & Le Borgne D., 2009, ApJ, 691, 182 Savaglio S., Rau A., Greiner J. et al., 2012, MNRAS, 420, 627 Schmidt M., 1963, ApJ, 137, 758 Schurer A., Calura F., Silva L. et al., 2009, MNRAS, 394, 2001 Silvia D. W., Smith B. D. & Shull J. M., 2010, ApJ, 715, 1575

GRB host galaxies 15

Stanek K. Z., Gnedin O. Y., Beacom J. F. et al., 2006, AcA, 56, 333 Szalai T., Vinkó J., Balog Z. et al., 2011, A&A, 527, A61 Talbot R. J., Arnett W. D., 1971, ApJ, 170, 409 Tielens A. G. G. M., 1998, ApJ, 499, 267 Todini P. & Ferrara A., 2001, MNRAS, 325, 726 Tominaga N., Limongi M., Suzuki T. et al., 2008, ApJ, 687, 1208 Valiante R., Schneider R., Bianchi S. & Andersen A. C., 2009, MNRAS, 397, 1661 van den Hoek L.B. & Groenewegen M.A.T., 1997, A&AS, 123, 305V Vincoletto L., Matteucci F., Calura F., Silva L. & Granato G., 2012, MNRAS, 421, 3116 Wolf C. & Podsiadlowski P., 2007, MNRAS, 375, 1049 Woosley S. E. , 1993, ApJ, 405:273-277 Woosley S. E. & Weaver T. A., 1995, ApJS, 101, 181 Woosley S. E. e Heger A., 2006, In “Gamma Ray Bursts in the Swift Era”, Washington, D.C., eds. Holt S., Gehrels N. and Nousek J. A., AIP 836, 398 Yoon S.-C., Woosley S.E. & Langer N., 2010, ApJ, 725, 940