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ABSTRACT

High-redshift gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), putative counterparts of massive, low-metallicity Population III
(Pop III) stars, are a promising probe of the first stars. We assess the detectability of these Pop III GRBs
using a metallicity-based progenitor criterion and cosmological N-body/hydrodynamical simulations with three
distinct Pop III initial mass functions (IMFs), focusing on the capabilities of the Wide-field X-ray Telescope
(WXT) aboard the Einstein Probe (EP) and the coded-mask gamma-ray imager (ECLAIRs) aboard the Space-
based multi-band astronomical Variable Objects Monitor (SVOM). Our population synthesis model, calibrated
to Swift data, predicts the following Population II/I (Pop II/I) GRB detection rates at z > 6: ~ 2.4eventsyr~! for
EP/WXT and ~ 0.9eventsyr~! for SVOM/ECLAIRs. For the IMF with very massive first stars (100-500M,),
we derive upper limits on the Pop IIl GRB rate at z > 6 of < 0.06eventsyr™' (EP/WXT) and < 0.13eventsyr™!
(SVOM/ECLAIRSs), based on the absence of confirmed Pop III progenitors in Swift bursts at z > 5.5. Our results
indicate that while Pop III GRBs are subdominant to Pop II/I GRBs at z < 10, their fractional contribution
rises significantly with redshift, reaching ~ 8% (~ 34%) at z > 10 and ~ 28% (~ 68%) at z > 16 for EP/WXT
(SVOM/ECLAIRs). This trend is systematically enhanced in the other two IMF models, which adopt a lower
stellar mass range of [0.1, 100]Mg. We conclude that detecting Pop III GRBs at high redshifts is a realistic

prospect, and any GRB detected at z > 16 is most likely of Pop III origin.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Population IIT (Pop III) stars, the first stellar generation,
formed from metal-free primordial gas (hydrogen and he-
lium) and brought an end to the cosmic dark ages (see
Bromm & Larson 2004; Bromm & Yoshida 2011; Klessen &
Glover 2023 for reviews). These stars played a pivotal role
in early cosmic evolution: their intense ultraviolet (UV) radi-
ation reionized the Universe (e.g., Gnedin & Ostriker 1997;
Tumlinson & Shull 2000), and their supernovae (SNe) en-
riched the intergalactic medium with heavy elements, thereby
influencing subsequent stellar generations (e.g., Heger &
Woosley 2002; Yoshida et al. 2004). Cosmological simula-
tions within the ACDM model suggest Pop III stars formed at
redshift z 2 30, dominating star formation until z ~ 15—20
prior to the emergence of metal-enriched Pop II stars (e.g.,
Hartwig et al. 2022). Despite their importance, quantifying
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the formation history of Pop III stars remains highly uncer-
tain (Barkana & Loeb 2001). Direct observational probes are
not yet feasible (Schauer et al. 2020), and current numeri-
cal models (e.g., Bromm et al. 1999, 2002; Abel et al. 2002)
are limited by resolution and physical complexity. Indirect
methods, such as studying the chemical imprints of the first
stars in ancient, metal-poor stars (Tumlinson 2006), depend
on future large-scale spectroscopic surveys (Jeon et al. 2021)
for validation. Given these limitations, determining the ini-
tial mass function (IMF) and star formation rate (SFR) of the
first stars constitutes a fundamental challenge in modern as-
trophysics (Morales-Rivera et al. 2025).

Most long-duration gamma-ray bursts (GRBs), defined by
durations exceeding two seconds, are linked to the collapse
of massive stars and the subsequent accretion onto new-
born black holes (BHs; e.g., Woosley 1993; Paczynski 1998;
Woosley & Bloom 2006). Due to their extreme brightness,
GRBs are detectable at very high redshifts, as evidenced by
GRB 090423 at z = 8.2 (Salvaterra et al. 2009b; Tanvir et al.
2009) and GRB 090429B at z ~ 9.4 (Cucchiara et al. 2011).
Moreover, theoretical models suggest that some high-z GRBs
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could originate from the collapse of massive Pop III stars
(Mészaros & Rees 2010; Suwa & IToka 2011; Toma et al.
2011). Therefore, high-z GRBs provide a powerful probe
for directly studying and constraining the properties and for-
mation history of the first stars (Lamb & Reichart 2000;
Bromm & Loeb 2002; Campisi et al. 2011; Salvaterra et al.
2011; Wang et al. 2012, 2015; Salvaterra 2015; Toma et al.
2016). Indirectly, the metal enrichment from Pop III stars
can be gauged from absorption features in later Pop II GRB
spectra, which reveal an environment enriched by the first
SNe (Wang et al. 2012). A consensus across diverse mod-
els indicates that Pop III GRBs would be exceptionally ener-
getic, with isotropic-equivalent energies orders of magnitude
greater than those of Pop II events. For instance, Toma et al.
(2011) estimated energies of ~ 10°°—10°7 erg for such bursts,
which would make them detectable even at the highest red-
shifts. A prolonged prompt emission lasting up to ~ 10*s is
also predicted in most models. These traits, however, are ob-
servationally indistinguishable from those of lower-redshift
ultra-long GRBs (Levan et al. 2014), which likely stem from
Pop II blue supergiants (Nakauchi et al. 2013; Perna et al.
2018), and thus cannot be considered unique signatures of
Pop III progenitors. Definitive confirmation may instead re-
quire detecting the absence of metal absorption lines in af-
terglow spectra, indicating a metallicity below the critical
value. Yet, achieving the requisite spectroscopic sensitivity
for such measurements remains challenging even for 30-m
class telescopes. Given the lack of unambiguous spectro-
scopic identifiers, radio afterglows provide a key diagnos-
tic for Pop III GRBs. Their unique energetics are predicted
to generate exceptionally powerful radio emission (Ciardi &
Loeb 2000; Toma et al. 2011; Ghirlanda et al. 2013a). As
demonstrated by Ghirlanda et al. (2013a), Pop III radio af-
terglows are distinguishable from Pop II events by reaching
much higher peak fluxes at later times, occupying a unique
area in the peak time—flux plane.

Despite promising identification methods, Pop III GRBs
have not yet been unambiguously observed. A consensus
holds that GRBs detected at z > 6 represent the high-redshift
tail of the Pop II/I distribution, not Pop III events (Laskar
et al. 2014; Rossi et al. 2022; Brivio et al. 2025). This
non-detection provides a key constraint on the theoretical
event rate of Pop III GRBs (Bromm & Loeb 2006; Campisi
et al. 2011; Toma et al. 2011; de Souza et al. 2011; Maio &
Barkov 2014; Mesler et al. 2014; Ma et al. 2015; Morales-
Rivera et al. 2025), prompting numerical simulations that
quantify the expected detection rate for missions like Swift
(e.g., Campisi et al. 2011; Ma et al. 2015). A major un-
certainty in these predictions stems from the unknown Pop
IIT IMF. Many simulations suggest a top-heavy Pop III IMF
with characteristic stellar masses of hundreds of solar masses
(Larson 1998; Abel et al. 2002; Yoshida et al. 2004), while a

standard low-mass IMF (with masses well below ~ 100M,)
is also plausible (Yoshida et al. 2007; Campbell & Lattanzio
2008; Suda & Fujimoto 2010). These competing hypotheses
introduce variations of over an order of magnitude in the esti-
mated Pop IIT SFR (Maio et al. 2010, 2011; Maio & lannuzzi
2011), thereby directly impacting the predicted rates of Pop
III GRBs.

Resolving these theoretical uncertainties and conclusively
identifying Pop III GRBs therefore requires a much larger
sample of high-redshift events. This goal is central to the
design of missions like the Einstein Probe (EP; Yuan et al.
2025) and the Space-based multi-band astronomical Vari-
able Objects Monitor (SVOM; Wei et al. 2016), which are
optimized to detect such events using highly sensitive in-
struments in the soft X-ray band—a strategy identified as
most effective by population studies (Ghirlanda et al. 2015;
Salvaterra 2015; Wei & Wu 2025). The potential of this
approach is already being demonstrated. Following their
successful launches in 2024, both EP and SVOM have re-
ported significant high-redshift detections. EP’s Wide-field
X-ray Telescope (WXT) has detected a GRB at z = 4.859
(EP240315a; Liu et al. 2025), and the coded-mask gamma-
ray imager (ECLAIRs) on board SVOM has captured GRB
250314A at z =7.3 (Cordier et al. 2025), which ranks it as
the fifth-most distant GRB on record. These early achieve-
ments not only validate the mission designs but also directly
advance the core objective of assembling the larger sample
of high-redshift events needed to probe Pop III GRBs.

This work presents the first comprehensive, instrument-
specific forecast for the detectability of Pop III GRBs by
the EP and SVOM missions. Our methodology follows the
proven approach of Ma et al. (2017a), applying their state-of-
the-art N-body/hydrodynamical simulations to compare Pop
II/T and Pop IIT GRB redshift distributions and exploring dif-
ferent Pop III IMFs. The primary aim is to bridge the gap
between theory and upcoming observational capabilities. We
build two progenitor populations based on a critical metallic-
ity threshold to quantify the detectable Pop III GRB rates for
EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs, thereby translating theoreti-
cal rates into testable predictions. Our results establish a cru-
cial observational benchmark and outline a concrete strategy
for identifying Pop III progenitors, marking a significant step
in preparing for the new era of time-domain astrophysics.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 de-
scribes the hydrodynamical chemistry simulations employed.
Section 3 outlines the method for calculating Pop III GRB
detection rates for detectors with specified energy bands and
sensitivities. The resulting populations of Pop III GRBs
detectable by EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs are presented
in Section 4, and the conclusions are given in Section 5.
Throughout this work, we adopt a standard ACDM cosmo-
logical model with the following parameters: matter den-



sity Q, = 0.3, dark energy density 24 = 0.7, baryon den-
sity €, = 0.04, reduced Hubble constant 4z = 0.7, amplitude
of matter fluctuations og = 0.9, and primordial spectral index
ng=1.

2. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

This work employs the N-body/hydrodynamical simula-
tions from Ma et al. (2017a), whose essential features are
summarized below. Further details are available in the orig-
inal publication. The simulations were run using a modi-
fied version of the GADGET-2 code (Springel 2005) that in-
corporates atomic and molecular non-equilibrium chemistry,
resonant and fine-structure cooling, Pop III and Pop II/T star
formation with the corresponding IMFs, and metal pollution
of various heavy elements (Maio et al. 2007, 2010, 2013; Tor-
natore et al. 2007). The simulations span from z = 100 to
z=15.5, with 20 snapshots saved between z =17 and z=5.5.
The simulation box has a side length of 10Mpc 4~ with a
total of 2 x 3203 particles, resulting in gas and dark matter
particle masses of 3.39 x 10° Mg /7! and 2.20 x 10°Mg, 7!,
respectively. Our model applies the chemical reaction net-
work and associated molecular/metal cooling functions from
Maio et al. (2007). Star formation is triggered when a gas
particle reaches a density of 70cm™ due to cooling. To pre-
vent overcooling, these star-forming particles receive kinetic
wind feedback of 500kms~!. We adopt stellar lifetimes from
Padovani & Matteucci (1993). Stars that end their lives as
SNe (Padovani & Matteucci 1993; Heger & Woosley 2010)
enrich their host galaxies by yielding and dispersing heavy
elements. The produced metals are distributed to neighboring
particles using the smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH)
kernel, following the method of Tornatore et al. (2007) to
approximate the rapid mixing in the interstellar medium (de
Avillez & Mac Low 2002).

In the N-body hydrodynamical chemistry simulations, the
transition from primordial (Pop III) to Pop II/I star formation
is determined by the metallicity (Z) of the star-forming gas,
which occurs once Z exceeds a critical value of Zg; = 107 Zg
(Bromm & Loeb 2003; Schneider et al. 2003, 2006). This
transition occurs rapidly, as pollution from the first stellar
explosions boosts metallicities to ~ 107 Z, within approx-
imately 107 years, making the exact value of the critical
metallicity Z.; a secondary concern (Maio et al. 2010). The
dominant source of uncertainty stems from the assumed Pop
IIT IMF. To account for the ongoing uncertainty in primor-
dial stellar properties, we explore three Pop III IMF scenar-
ios: very massive SNe (VMSN), massive SNe (MSN), and
regular SNe (RSN) (Ma et al. 2017a,b).

All models use a Salpeter IMF but differ in the stel-
lar mass ranges and the corresponding mass ranges of the
SN progenitors that drive metal enrichment. The VMSN
model considers very massive first stars of 100-500Mg,
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Figure 1. Cosmic SFR density as a function of redshift for the
VMSN (red solid lines), MSN (green dashed lines), and RSN (blue
dot-dashed lines) Pop III IMF models. Simulated SFR densities for
Pop III and Pop II/T stars are shown as thick and thin lines, respec-
tively. Observational data include: a measurement from IR obser-
vations (magenta diamond; Rowan-Robinson et al. 2016), spectro-
scopic lower limits from JWST UV data (orange triangles; Harikane
et al. 2024, 2025), and previous UV photometric estimates (gray
points; see Harikane et al. 2025 and references therein).

with metal enrichment dominated by Pair-Instability Super-
nova (PISN) progenitors in the range 140-260M,, (Heger
& Woosley 2002). Both the MSN and RSN models assume
the Pop III IMF over [0.1, 100]M, differing in the mass
ranges of the SN progenitors responsible for metal pollution:
[10, 100]Mg, for the MSN model (Heger & Woosley 2010)
and [10,40]M, for the RSN model (Woosley & Weaver
1995; Heger & Woosley 2002). For Pop II/1 stars, a Salpeter
IMF over the mass range [0.1, 100]M is adopted, with
metal yields from AGB stars (van den Hoek & Groenewe-
gen 1997), Type Ia SNe (Thielemann et al. 2003), and Type
IT SNe (Woosley & Weaver 1995). We assume an energy re-
lease of 10°! erg for all SNe except PISNe, for which the en-
ergy ranges from ~ 103'-10°3 erg based on progenitor mass
(Heger & Woosley 2002).

Figure 1 shows the comoving SFR density history, p.(2),
for Pop III and Pop I/ stars from our three Pop III IMF mod-
els. The results are compared with observational estimates
from multi-wavelength observations (Rowan-Robinson et al.
2016; Harikane et al. 2024, 2025, and references therein).
While the simulated SFR densities for Pop II/I stars are very
similar across the models, the Pop III SFR densities dif-
fer significantly (Maio et al. 2010; Ma et al. 2017a). The
simulated Pop II/T SFR densities are consistent with those
from infrared (IR) observations at z ~ 6 (Rowan-Robinson
et al. 2016) but are generally higher than most UV-based
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determinations at 5 < z < 12, including those from recent
JWST data' (Harikane et al. 2024, 2025). UV-based SFR
estimates are potentially incomplete, as they may underes-
timate embedded star formation by up to 1 dex (Kennicutt
& Evans 2012; Madau & Dickinson 2014; Rowan-Robinson
et al. 2016). Despite predictions of lower dust content in
early galaxies compared to z < 3 objects (Capak et al. 2015),
fundamental questions about high-z IR luminosities and dust
grain origin persist (Mancini et al. 2015; Bocchio et al. 2016;
Bouwens et al. 2016; Ferrara et al. 2016; Laporte et al.
2016). Therefore, significant dust extinction may already be
present at z ~ 7, hiding dusty, UV-faint galaxies (Salvaterra
et al. 2013; Mancini et al. 2016; Mancuso et al. 2016). Fur-
thermore, high-resolution simulations indicate that SFRs at
z > 10 could be slightly underestimated (Maio et al. 2010;
Campisi et al. 2011; Ma et al. 2017a).

3. ANALYSIS METHOD

We categorize the possible progenitors of long GRBs into
two populations: (i) GRBII, comprising GRBs that originate
from Pop II/1 stars, selected from star-forming particles with
metallicity Z exceeding a critical value of Z; = 10™ Z,; and
(i) GRBIII, comprising GRBs from Pop III stars, selected
from particles with Z < Z;. The rapid pollution process,
which boosts metallicities to ~ 1073 Z,, within a few 107
years after the first explosions, makes uncertainties in Z;
for the Pop III-Pop II/T transition of secondary importance
(Maio et al. 2010).

In the following, we describe the calculation of the GRB
event rate (Section 3.1) for a detector with a specified energy
band and sensitivity, for both Pop II/I and Pop III progenitors
(Sections 3.2 and 3.3).

3.1. Event Rate of GRBs

The differential number of GRBs detected per unit time,
per redshift interval dz, and per luminosity interval dL is
given by

&N pere(@) dV(2)
drdzdL ~ 14z  dz
where pgrp(z) is the comoving formation rate density of
GRBs (in units of Mpc= yr™!), the factor (1+2z)' accounts
for cosmological time dilation, ¥(L) is the normalized GRB
luminosity function (LF), and dV (z)/dz is the comoving vol-
ume element.

Within the context of the collapsar origin, the GRB forma-

tion rate density pgrg i(z) for population i is described as

w(L), (D

PGRB.i(2) = forB,i (BH,i Px,i(2) 2

where fgrg; is the fraction of stellar-mass BHs that produce
a GRB, (gy,; is the BH production efficiency per unit stellar
mass (in units of MZD' ), and p, ;(z) is the comoving SFR den-
sity at redshift z for population i (in units of M yr~' Mpc™).
To compute the GRB event rate, we must specify the LF,
W;(L), for the two GRB populations considered here. We
refer the reader to Campisi et al. (2011) for full details on
the choice of W;(L). Specifically, for the GRBII population,
we model the LF as a single power law with an exponential
cutoff at low luminosity (as derived in Campisi et al. 2010):

L\ Leut
Lcm> exp( 2 ), 3)

where v is the high-luminosity power-law index and L is
the cutoff luminosity. To account for possible evolution in
the GRB LF, the cutoff luminosity evolves with redshift as
Lew(2) = Leuro(1+2)°, where Ley o is its value at z = 0. Given
the similarity between the SFR evolution of our GRBII pop-
ulation and the host galaxy sample in Campisi et al. (2010),
we adopt the following parameters: Leyo=0.3 x 10 erg s7!,
6 =2.0, and v = 1.7. This combination provides a good fit
to the existing observational data. For the GRBIII popula-
tion, we assume that GRBs from Pop III stars are signifi-
cantly brighter, with typical luminosities expected to exceed
1073 erg s~! (Toma et al. 2011). We adopt a characteristic
cutoff luminosity of L., = 10°* erg s™', held constant with
redshift, and v ~ 1.7. We also explore the parameter ranges
Lyt = 103103 erg s'and 1.5 < v < 2.0. The dependence
of our results on these parameters is discussed in Section 4.
For a detector operating in the E|—FE, energy band with a
flux threshold of Py, the expected event rate of GRB,i (in
units of yr~!) at redshifts greater than z can be calculated as

°° prs,i(z) dV(Z)
1+7 d7

U(L) x (

Q)
Rors,i(> 2) = Yoeam Tty / d7
T

4

Linax
x /
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where € is the solid angle of the detector’s field of view
(FOV), Ypeam = 5.5 x 107 is the beaming factor of a rela-
tivistic jet with an average opening angle of ~ 6° (Ghirlanda
et al. 2007, 2013b), and 7qyy is the duty cycle (the fraction
of total time spent on observations)’. The LF is normalized
over the range Ly, = 10% erg s t0 Lipax = 1077 erg s7!. The
luminosity threshold in Equation (4) is given by

Liim(2) = 47D} (2)Pimk(2) 5

(L)HdL', “)

where Dy (z) is the luminosity distance and k(z) is the spectral
k-correction, which converts the observed flux in the detec-
tor’s energy band [E}, E;] to the rest-frame 1-10* keV band.

! The SFR density in these JWST studies is derived from the measured UV
luminosity density (right axis of Figure 1) through the application of a con-
version factor, 1.15 x 10728 Mg yr™! /(ergs™ Hz™).

2 A significant fraction of mission time is lost to satellite inactivation in the
South Atlantic Anomaly as well as to spacecraft slewing.



The precise form of k(z) depends on whether the detector’s
sensitivity limit, Py, is defined as a photon or energy flux.
For a photon flux limit Py, (in units of ppecm™2s7"),

10*keV/(142)
fl keV/(142) EN(E)E

k(z) = (6)
> N(E)E
For an energy flux limit Py, (in units of erg cm2s7h),
10*keV /(142)
f . EN(E)dE
k(z) = 1keV/(142) _ )

i’ EN(E)E

The key distinction is in the denominator: it is the integrated
photon flux for a photon flux limit, but the integrated energy
flux for an energy flux limit. In both cases, N(E) is the ob-
served photon spectrum, which we model with a Band func-
tion (Band et al. 1993). We adopt typical values of —1 and
—2.3 for the low- and high-energy spectral indices, respec-
tively (Kaneko et al. 2006; Nava et al. 2011; von Kienlin
et al. 2020). The spectral peak energy Epeqx is determined
from the luminosity L via the empirical Epe—L correlation
(Yonetoku et al. 2004; Nava et al. 2012): log,o[Epeak(1+2)] =
—25.33+0.531og,, L.

3.2. GRBs from Pop II/I Stars

The GRB formation rate density (see Equation (2)) can be
estimated from the SFR density of population i, given the
parameters fgrp,; and (g

For Pop II/T stars, the BH production efficiency per unit
stellar mass is determined by

[ $m,)dm,

Mmin

CBHII = —700
0.1

; 3
myp(m, )dm,
where my;, is the minimum stellar mass of stars that form
BHs and

¢(m,) ocm*? )

is the adopted Salpeter IMF (Salpeter 1955). Given the un-
certainties in my;,, we consider two cases with my;, =20Mg
and mp;, = 40Mg, following the approach of Campisi et al.
(2011). For mpyin = 20Mg (40Mg), we find Cgun = 2.0 x
1073 Mg (0.62x 1073 Mg).

Since not all BHs produce long GRBs, we have to account
for the fraction via the parameter fgrp; in Equation (2). We
calibrate this parameter using GRBs detected by the Burst
Alert Telescope (BAT) on board the Swift satellite. Adopting
a photon flux limit of Py, =0.4phecm™2s7! (15-150 ke V), we
select 1403 bursts with 1-s peak flux P > 0.4phcm™s~! from
a parent sample of 1467 long-duration (Tyy > 2s) GRBs ob-
served by Swift up to October 1, 2025.> As the simulations

3 https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table/
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stop at z=35.5, we calibrate fgrg,; against the Swift GRB rate
at z > 5.5. Previous studies indicate that ~ 2% of the en-
tire Swift sample lies at z > 5.5 (Perley et al. 2016), imply-
ing that Swift has detected approximately 28 GRBs at these
redshifts. Considering Swift/BAT’s FOV (1.4sr), a mission
duration of ~ 20.8 years, and an average duty cycle of 78%
(Lien et al. 2016), the detection rate for GRBs at z > 5.5
with P > 0.4 phcm‘2 s7! (15-150 keV) is estimated to be
~ 1.2 eventsyr~! sr™!. Using this observed rate as a constraint
and assuming mpi, = 20Mg, we find foren = 1.0 X 1073,
1.0 x 1073, and 1.1 x 1073 for the VMSN, MSN, and RSN
Pop III IMF models, respectively. Repeating the calculation
for mmin = 40Mg, yields higher fgren values of 3.2 x 1073,
3.2 x 107, and 3.5 x 107 for the same model sequence.
These results for mpy;, = 20M and miy,;, = 40Mg are sum-
marized in Table 1 and Table 2, respectively.

3.3. GRBs from Pop III Stars

Similarly, we must specify the parameters fgrpm and (g
for the GRBIII population.

In the VMSN model, the first stars form over a wide
mass range of 100-500M.. However, those with initial
masses between 140 and 260 Mg, are predicted to explode as
PISNe (Zeldovich & Novikov 1971, 1999; Heger & Woosley
2002), which completely disrupt the star and leave no com-
pact remnant. Therefore, BHs, and hence the GRBs they
power, can only form from progenitors in the 100—-140Mg,
and 260-500Mg, intervals. For the adopted VMSN Pop
IIT IMF, this yields a BH production efficiency of (gym =
32x1073 Mg, calculated similarly to Equation (8). For the
MSN and RSN Pop III models, which use the same stellar
mass range as the Pop II/I IMF (0.1-100M), we apply the
same BH production efficiency as for Pop II/T stars. This
gives Cgum = 2.0 x 107 M/ for muyin = 20Mg (Table 1) and
Caamr = 0.62 X 1073 MEDI for muyin = 40M@ (Table 2).

The fraction of Pop III stars producing GRBs is currently
unconstrained. To date, there is no conclusive evidence for a
Pop III GRB in the Swift catalog or any other archive. Even
the most distant GRB known exhibits prompt and afterglow
properties consistent with the low-redshift Pop II GRB (Sal-
vaterra et al. 2009b), suggesting a non-Pop III origin. Given
the non-detection of any confirmed Pop III GRB by Swift, we
can place a firm upper limit on the Pop III GRB production

fraction:
Roreui(z > 5.5) 1

Reswit(z>5.5)  Nswif

where Rswir(z > 5.5) = 1.2events yr‘1 sl is the Swift GRB
rate at z > 5.5 and Nsyis is the number of GRBs at 7 > 5.5
detected by Swift. We derive two upper limits for fgrem
based on different sample criteria (Tables 1 and 2). The
first limit is derived from the entire estimated sample of ~28
GRBs at z > 5.5 (inferred from the finding that ~ 2% of the

(10)


https://swift.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/grb_table/

6

Table 1. GRB Production Fraction and BH Production Efficiency for Pop II/I and III GRBs (Calculated for various Pop III IMFs with my;, = 20M)

Pop II/I GRB" Pop III GRB
Model Soren Carm (M) JarB,y, JorBm,, Carm (M)
VMSN  1.0x107%  2.0x107 13x107  26x10°  32x107
MSN 1.0x107°  2.0x107 1.0x 107 2.0x107 2.0x107
RSN 1.1x107° 2.0x107° 3.8x 107 7.6 x 107 2.0x107°

2 For Pop II/1 stars, a Salpeter IMF over the mass range [0.1, 100] M is adopted.
b Unlike the MSN and RSN models, the inferred values in the VMSN model are independent of mpip.

Table 2. GRB Production Fraction and BH Production Efficiency for Pop II/I and III GRBs (Calculated for various Pop Il IMFs with ny, =40Mg)

Pop II/I GRB" Pop Il GRB
Model Soren Carnr (M) JarBi,y, JarBin,, Corm (M)
VMSN  32x107%  62x10™ 13x107  26x10°  32x107
MSN 32x10°  62x10™ 32x107° 6.4 %107 6.2x10™
RSN 35x10°  62x10™ 1.2x107 2.4x107 6.2x107

2 For Pop II/1 stars, a Salpeter IMF over the mass range [0.1, 100] M is adopted.
b Unlike the MSN and RSN models, the inferred values in the VMSN model are independent of Mp;y.

Swift sample occurs at z > 5.5; Perley et al. 2016), yield-
ing forem,, < 1.3 107 for the VMSN model. However,
since incomplete follow-up observations may have missed
some high-redshift events, a Pop III GRB could be hidden
among Swift bursts without redshift measurement. To ac-
count for this, we calculate a second, less stringent limit,
fGRBIHupZ, based solely on the 14 bursts with confirmed red-
shifts z > 5.5, giving foram,, < 2.6 X 1073 for the VMSN
model. Note that for the MSN and RSN models, the inferred
upper limits of fGrpm,, and fGrem,, depend on the assumed
minimum BH progenitor mass mp;,. The resulting values are
as follows:

* For mpi, =20Mg, (Table 1):
MSN: fGRBHIup] <1.0x1073, fGRBIIIupz <2.0x1073
RSN: forem,, < 3.8 x 107, forem,, < 7.6 % 107;

* For mpi, =40M, (Table 2):
MSN: fGRBIIIupl <32x 1073, fGRBIIIupz <6.4x%x1073
RSN: fGRBIIl..P1 <1.2x 10_3, fGRBlIIupz <2.4x1073.

4. POP III GRBS ACCESSIBLE BY EP AND SVOM

Using the calibrated parameters fgrp,; and (pn,, we can
predict the GRB detection rate for an instrument in a specific
energy band at a given flux threshold by integrating Equa-
tion (4). Figure 2 displays the resulting redshift distributions
of detected GRBs from different populations, as expected
from observations by EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs (solid
lines for EP/WXT and dashed ones for SVOM/ECLAIRs). It
is important to note that while the choice of minimum BH

progenitor mass mpy;, might affect the BH production effi-
ciency (gy ;, it does not alter the redshift evolution of GRBs
or the predicted GRB rates. This invariance arises because
the GRB production fraction fgrg,; is calibrated against the
fixed Swift rate, ensuring the product fgrg, - (gu,; remains
constant.

In our calculation, we use EP/WXT with an FOV of
1.1sr, a duty cycle of 67%, and a 10-s exposure sensitiv-
ity of 8.9 x 10719 ergem™2s7! in the 0.5—4 keV energy range
(Yuan et al. 2025). Similarly, for SVOM/ECLAIRs, we use
an FOV of 2.0sr, an 85% duty cycle, and a sensitivity of
7.2 x 1078 ergem™2s™! over 4-150 keV for a 10-s exposure
(Wei et al. 2016). The top panel of each plot in Figure 2
shows the cumulative observed rate versus redshift for dif-
ferent GRB populations under various Pop III IMF mod-
els. Red lines represent the rates of GRBII (Rggrpy) observ-
able by EP/WXT (solid) and SVOM/ECLAIRs (dashed), re-
spectively. Green and blue lines represent the correspond-
ing upper limits for GRBIII rates (Rgreum,,, ), calculated us-
ing forem,, and fGrami,, . respectively. The bottom panel
shows the redshift evolution of the fraction of GRBs orig-
inating from Pop III stars for various Pop III IMF models.
This fraction is defined as FGRBIII = RGRBHIUPA;/RGRBK,[’ where
RerB, = Rareu+Rerau,, 18 the total GRB rate from both
Pop II/I and Pop III GRBs. Here, solid and dashed orange
lines correspond to the fractions calculated with JGrBI1L,, for
EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs, while black lines show the
equivalent fractions computed using fGrpi,, -

In the VMSN model, considering the total GRB rate,
EP/WXT is expected to detect ~ 2.4 GRBs per year at z > 6,
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Figure 2. Top panels: cumulative observed rate versus redshift for different GRB populations under various Pop III IMF models. Red lines show
the rates of GRBII detected with EP/WXT (solid) and SVOM/ECLAIRs (dashed). Green and blue lines show the corresponding upper limits on
GRBIII rates derived from forem,,, and forem,, , respectively. Bottom panels: redshift evolution of the GRBIII fraction, Rgrei,,; /(Rcreu +
RGRBIIIHP_,.), for various Pop III IMF models. Orange and black lines show the ratios for EP/WXT (solid) and SVOM/ECLAIRs (dashed),
calculated with forem,, and forem,, , respectively.

Table 3. Expected Fractions of Pop III GRBs for EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs across Pop III IMF models

Pop III GRB Fraction Calculated Using fGraim,

up2
Model EP/WXT SVOM/ECLAIRs

72>6 z>10 z>14 z>16 z>6 z>10 z>14 z>16
VMSN <2% < 8% <11% <28% < 14% < 34% <41% < 68%
MSN <2% < 12% <26% <61% <14% <45% < 68% <90%

RSN <2%  <13% <42% <95% <14% <48% <81%  <99%
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compared to ~ 0.9 for SVOM/ECLAIRs. This higher de-
tection rate stems from EP/WXT’s softer energy band and
enhanced sensitivity, which provide a greater capability for
detecting high-redshift (z > 6) GRBs. These results are
consistent with previous theoretical predictions (Ghirlanda
et al. 2015; Salvaterra 2015; Matsumoto et al. 2024; Wei
& Wu 2025). The upper limits for the Pop III GRB rates
at z > 6 are below 0.03 and 0.06eventsyr~! for EP/WXT
and SVOM/ECLAIRs, respectively, when calculated with
JforBm, ol The less stringent upper limits derived from
fGrem,, are below 0.06 and 0.13events yr‘l, respectively.
Furthermore, the expected fraction of Pop III GRBs shows
a clear increasing trend with redshift for both instruments.
Using the ferau,, upper limit, the detectable GRBIII frac-
tion for EP/WXT (SVOM/ECLAIRs) is < 2% (< 14%) at
7> 6, rising to < 8% (< 34%) atz > 10, < 11% (L 41%) at
z> 14, and <28% (< 68%) at z > 16 (see Table 3). For the
more restrictive Jcrem,, case, these fractions are approxi-
mately a factor of two lower. It is often hypothesized that
Pop III GRBs could be significantly brighter than those from
Pop II/T stars (Toma et al. 2011). This is potentially impor-
tant because the peak energy of a GRB is strongly correlated
with its luminosity (Yonetoku et al. 2004). Consequently, the
harder energy band of SVOM/ECLAIRs, compared to that of
EP/WXT, makes it more sensitive to such potentially lumi-
nous Pop IIT GRBs, resulting in a higher detectable fraction.

In the MSN and RSN models, similar trends are found,
though with higher detectable GRBIII fractions for both in-
struments (see Figure 2 and Table 3). This systematic in-
crease aligns with the progression of the overall Pop III SFR
density, which rises across the VMSN, MSN, and RSN mod-
els, as shown in Figure 1. As expected, the contribution of
Pop III GRBs increases with redshift, becoming dominant at
z > 16 for all Pop III IMF models considered. Therefore, any
GRB detected at such extreme redshifts would most likely be
of Pop III origin, consistent with previous findings (Campisi
etal. 2011). Our work builds upon the foundational studies of
Ma et al. (2017a), and while our results are consistent with
the broader picture from Campisi et al. (2011), this study’s
contribution is novel and timely. Specifically, this is the first
work to deliver concrete, instrument-specific predictions for
Pop III GRB detectability with EP and SVOM. By focus-
ing on the unique soft X-ray capabilities of EP/WXT and
SVOM/ECLAIRs, we provide the community with a clear
set of expectations and a strategy for identifying these elu-
sive events.

Note that our results exhibit little dependence on the as-
sumed LF for Pop III GRBs. The predicted Pop III GRB rate
at z > 6 changes by less than a factor of two for a character-
istic cutoff luminosity L, between 10°* and 10 ergs™' and
for a slope v in the range of 1.5 < v < 2.0.

5. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

The ongoing detection of long-duration GRBs at extremely
high redshifts underscores their profound potential as probes
of the early Universe. Theoretical studies suggest that mas-
sive, metal-free Pop III stars could produce exceptionally lu-
minous GRBs, with detectability potentially extending be-
yond z > 20 (Bromm & Loeb 2006; Mészaros & Rees 2010;
Suwa & Ioka 2011; Toma et al. 2011). Consequently, identi-
fying Pop III GRBs offers a direct avenue to investigate the
properties of the first stars (Lamb & Reichart 2000; Bromm
& Loeb 2002; Campisi et al. 2011; Salvaterra et al. 2011;
Wang et al. 2012, 2015; Salvaterra 2015; Toma et al. 2016).
Therefore, quantifying the contribution of Pop III stars to
early star formation and their resultant GRBs represents a
critical frontier in observational cosmology. This effort pro-
vides a direct empirical test of the ACDM paradigm, probing
key predictions for the timeline of early structure assembly
(e.g., Klessen & Glover 2023), the IMF of primordial stars
(e.g., Lazar & Bromm 2022), and the feedback processes that
drove cosmic reionization (e.g., Klessen & Glover 2023).

In this work, we evaluate the prospects for detecting
Pop III GRBs with EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs. To
model the expected redshift distributions and event rates
of Pop III and Pop I/ GRBs, we employ a series of
N-body/hydrodynamical cosmological simulations from Ma
et al. (2017a). Within the collapsar scenario, we classify
GRB progenitors into two metallicity-based categories: GR-
BII, originating from Pop II/I stars with Z > 107*Z, and
GRBIII, from Pop III stars with Z < 107 Z,. To account for
the persistent uncertainty in the characteristic mass of Pop
III stars, we consider three distinct Pop III IMF models: (i) a
VMSN model with stellar masses in [100, 500] M, where
metal enrichment is driven by PISN from progenitors of
[140,260]Mg; (ii) an MSN model spanning [0.1, 100] Mg,
enriched by SNe from [10, 100]Mg, progenitors; and (iii)
an RSN model, identical to the MSN case but with enrich-
ment restricted to SNe from [10,40]Mg progenitors. Fi-
nally, using a population synthesis framework calibrated to
Swift GRB observations, we compute the detection rates
of Pop III and Pop II/I GRBs observable by EP/WXT and
SVOM/ECLAIRSs.

Within the VMSN model, the predicted annual detection
rates of Pop II/I GRBs at z > 6 are ~ 2.4 for EP/WXT and
~ 0.9 for SVOM/ECLAIRSs, consistent with recent theoretical
predictions (Wei & Wu 2025). This aligns with the broader
literature. For instance, for the flux threshold and energy
band of Swift/BAT, Campisi et al. (2011) estimated a com-
parable Pop I/ GRB detection rate of ~ 1.0eventsyr~' at
z > 6, a value supported by both observational constraints
(e.g., Perley et al. 2009; Greiner et al. 2011; Laskar et al.
2014; Rossi et al. 2022; Brivio et al. 2025) and theoretical
studies (e.g., Salvaterra et al. 2009a; Butler et al. 2010; Wan-



derman & Piran 2010; Palmerio & Daigne 2021; Ghirlanda
& Salvaterra 2022).

To constrain the contribution from Pop III GRBs, we de-
rive an upper limit on the fraction of Pop III stars capable of
producing a GRB, based on the assumption that none of the
Swift-detected bursts with known redshifts z > 5.5 originated
from a Pop III progenitor. This constraint yields upper limits
of less than 0.06 and 0.13eventsyr~! on the detectable rate
of Pop III GRBs at z > 6 for EP/WXT and SVOM/ECLAIRs,
respectively. Notably, our constraints are consistent with ear-
lier theoretical work: Campisi et al. (2011) derived an upper
limit of fewer than 0.08eventsyr~! for Pop Il GRB detec-
tions at z > 6 with Swift/BAT, a value that aligns closely with
our own. More recently, Morales-Rivera et al. (2025) esti-
mated a detectable rate of ~ 0.22 Pop III GRBs per year for
a Swift/BAT-like instrument. Although this rate lies above
the earlier upper limits, it is still compatible with a class of
more optimistic theoretical models (Campisi et al. 2011). In
a further comparison, Kinugawa et al. (2019) suggested that
if more than 10% of Pop III stars produce an ultra-long GRB,
future missions such as HiZ-GUNDAM and THESEUS would
detect up to one such event per year. This predicted detection
rate remains considerably higher than our estimates, reflect-
ing differences in underlying model assumptions.

The GRB production fraction fgrg,; in our framework is
determined by the BH production efficiency (g, Which is
calibrated via the Salpeter IMF. To investigate the impact of
the IMF, we perform parallel calculations using the Kroupa
(Kroupa 2001) and Chabrier (Chabrier 2003) IMFs. The
Kroupa IMF is a broken power law:

m%3;  m, <0.08Mg
p(m) o< ¢ m13; 0.08Mg <m, <0.50M,  (11)
m;“; m, > 0.50Mg .

The Chabrier IMF uses a lognormal form for low masses and
a power law for high masses:

1 log,, m.—log,, m. 2 .
Eexp[_%]’ m, < 1.0Mg

P(m,) { s
m.=; m, > 1.0Mg ,
(12)
with m, =0.079Mg and o = 0.69.

The derived values of (gyy for a minimum progenitor
mass of M, = 20Mg are 3.6 x 107 Mg} (Kroupa) and 4.6 x
1073 M‘Q1 (Chabrier), compared to our fiducial Salpeter value
of 2.0 x 1073 Mg. For mp;, =40Mg), the corresponding val-
ues are 1.1 x 1073 Mg (Kroupa), 1.5 x 1073 MZDI (Chabrier),
and 0.62 x 1073 Mél (Salpeter). In both cases, the choice of
IMF introduces an uncertainty of approximately a factor of
~ 2.5 in (gyp. As this variation does not alter the conclu-
sions of our rate forecasts, and to maintain consistency with
the foundational simulations of Ma et al. (2017a) upon which
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our population synthesis is built, we adopt the Salpeter IMF
for all results presented in this work.

While Pop III GRBs are found to be subdominant to nor-
mal Pop II/ events at z < 10, their fractional contribu-
tion rises significantly with redshift. At z > 10, the pre-
dicted Pop III fraction is ~ 8% for EP/WXT and ~ 34%
for SVOM/ECLAIRs. These values increase to ~ 28% and
~ 68%, respectively, at z > 16, where the contribution of Pop
IIT stars to the total SFR peaks. These significant fractions
indicate that the detection of Pop III GRBs at high redshift
is a realistic prospect. Extrapolating from these values, we
expect that out of 10 GRBs at z > 10 detected by EP/WXT
(SVOM/ECLAIRSs), roughly one (three) would be a Pop III
GRB.

The MSN and RSN models predict Pop II/I GRB de-
tection rates consistent with those in the VMSN model
(~ 2.4eventsyr! for EP/WXT and ~ 0.9eventsyr™' for
SVOM/ECLAIRs at z > 6). Furthermore, these models ex-
hibit a systematic increase in the detectable Pop III GRB
fraction—a trend that aligns with the rising Pop III SFR
density across the VMSN, MSN, and RSN model sequence.
The contribution of Pop III GRBs increases with redshift
across all IMF models, making any GRB detected at z > 16
likely to originate from a Pop III progenitor (Campisi et al.
2011). While consistent with this broader picture (Camp-
isi et al. 2011) and building on the simulations of Ma et al.
(2017a), our work provides the first instrument-specific pre-
dictions for Pop III GRB detectability with EP and SVOM.
By leveraging the unique soft X-ray capabilities of EP/WXT
and SVOM/ECLAIRs, we deliver a concrete observing strat-
egy and clear detectability forecasts. Consequently, our re-
sults serve not only to confirm previous insights but also to
provide an essential guide for forthcoming observational ef-
forts in time-domain astrophysics.

Note that EP cannot directly measure redshifts, as it op-
erates only in the X-rays. Since the requisite optical/near-
infrared (NIR) follow-up observations for redshift confirma-
tion may not be routinely available, the confirmed number of
high-z GRBs is likely to be lower than our estimates. SVOM,
however, is specifically equipped to address this challenge.
Its dedicated follow-up telescopes enable the prompt identifi-
cation of high-z candidates for subsequent NIR spectroscopic
observations (see Llamas Lanza et al. 2024). A non-detection
in both bands of the onboard Visible Telescope, while am-
biguous (as it may also indicate a dusty GRB), serves as a
key indicator for high-z candidates. These can then be fast-
tracked for ground-based NIR observations, leveraging accu-
rate positions from SVOM’s Microchannel X-ray Telescope.
Looking beyond EP and SVOM, several missions dedicated
to high-z GRB detection, including THESEUS (Amati et al.
2018, 2021; Ghirlanda et al. 2021), Gamow Explorer (White
et al. 2021), and HiZ-GUNDAM (Yonetoku et al. 2024), are
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being actively developed. These current and forthcoming
missions could therefore offer a promising and realistic path-
way toward the first detection of Pop III stars via their high-z
GRB signatures.
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