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Cosmic Microwave Background Anisotropies

Planck all-sky 
temperature map

• CMB has a blackbody spectrum in every direction 

• tiny variations of the CMB temperature ΔT/T ~ 10-5
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CMB provides another independent piece of information!

Mather et al., 1994, ApJ, 420, 439 
Fixsen et al., 1996, ApJ, 473, 576  
Fixsen, 2003, ApJ, 594, 67 
Fixsen, 2009, ApJ, 707, 916  

COBE/FIRAS

• CMB monopole is 10000 - 100000 times  
larger than the fluctuations

T0 = (2.726± 0.001)K

Absolute measurement required!
One has to go to space...



Mather et al., 1994, ApJ, 420, 439 
Fixsen et al., 1996, ApJ, 473, 576  
Fixsen et al., 2003, ApJ, 594, 67  

COBE / FIRAS (Far InfraRed Absolute Spectrophotometer)

Nobel Prize in Physics 2006!

 Error bars a small fraction 
of the line thickness!

Theory and Observations

Average spectrum



(Te >> Tγ)

thermal SZ effect

Sunyaev & Zeldovich, 1980, ARAA, 18, 537

Compton y-distortion

• also known from thSZ effect 
• up-scattering of CMB photon 
• important at late times 

(z<50000) 
• scattering `inefficient’

• important at very times (z>50000) 
• scattering `very efficient’

Chemical potential µ-distortion

Sunyaev & Zeldovich, 1970, ApSS, 2, 66

Standard types of primordial CMB distortions

Blackbody  
restored
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     CMB distortions probe the 
thermal history of the 
Universe at z < few x 106

pre- post-recombination epoch
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Measurements of CMB spectrum will open a new 
unexplored window to the early Universe!
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Intensity signal for different heating redshifts 

Response function:  
energy injection ⇒ distortion

What does the spectrum look like after energy injection?

JC & Sunyaev, 2012, ArXiv:1109.6552 
JC, 2013, ArXiv:1304.6120
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high-z SZ effect

Intensity signal for different heating redshifts 

Response function:  
energy injection ⇒ distortion

What does the spectrum look like after energy injection?

JC & Sunyaev, 2012, ArXiv:1109.6552 
JC, 2013, ArXiv:1304.6120

hybrid distortion probes 
time-dependence of 
energy-release history
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high-z SZ effect

Intensity signal for different heating redshifts 

Response function:  
energy injection ⇒ distortion

What does the spectrum look like after energy injection?

JC & Sunyaev, 2012, ArXiv:1109.6552 
JC, 2013, ArXiv:1304.6120

Distortion contains much more 
information than previously thought!

hybrid distortion probes 
time-dependence of 
energy-release history
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Mather et al., 1994, ApJ, 420, 439 
Fixsen et al., 1996, ApJ, 473, 576  
Fixsen et al., 2003, ApJ, 594, 67  

COBE / FIRAS (Far InfraRed Absolute Spectrophotometer)

Nobel Prize in Physics 2006!

 Error bars a small fraction 
of the line thickness!

Theory and Observations

Only very small distortions of CMB spectrum are still allowed!

Average spectrum



Physical mechanisms that lead to spectral distortions

„high“ redshifts 

„low“   redshifts
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• Cooling by adiabatically expanding ordinary matter                                                                     

(JC, 2005; JC & Sunyaev 2011; Khatri, Sunyaev & JC, 2011) 

• Heating by decaying or annihilating relic particles                                                       
(Kawasaki et al., 1987; Hu & Silk, 1993; McDonald et al., 2001; JC, 2005; JC & Sunyaev, 2011; JC, 2013; JC & Jeong, 2013) 

• Evaporation of primordial black holes & superconducting strings                                                                            
(Carr et al.  2010; Ostriker & Thompson, 1987; Tashiro et al. 2012; Pani & Loeb, 2013) 

• Dissipation of primordial acoustic modes & magnetic fields                                                                
(Sunyaev & Zeldovich, 1970; Daly 1991; Hu et al. 1994; JC & Sunyaev, 2011; JC et al. 2012 - Jedamzik et al. 2000; Kunze & Komatsu, 2013) 

• Cosmological recombination radiation                                                                     
(Zeldovich et al., 1968; Peebles, 1968; Dubrovich, 1977; Rubino-Martin et al., 2006; JC & Sunyaev, 2006; Sunyaev & JC, 2009) 

•                                                                                   

• Signatures due to first supernovae and their remnants                                        
(Oh, Cooray & Kamionkowski, 2003) 

• Shock waves arising due to large-scale structure formation                                    
(Sunyaev & Zeldovich, 1972; Cen & Ostriker, 1999) 

• SZ-effect from clusters; effects of reionization                                                              
(Refregier et al., 2003; Zhang et al. 2004; Trac et al. 2008) 

• Additional exotic processes                                                                                          
(Lochan et al. 2012; Bull & Kamionkowski, 2013; Brax et al., 2013; Tashiro et al. 2013)
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of distortions



Dramatic improvements in angular resolution and 
sensitivity over the past decades!

~ 7 degree 
beam

~ 0.3 degree 
beam

~ 0.08 degree 
beam



Dramatic improvements in angular resolution and 
sensitivity over the past decades!

~ 7 degree 
beam

~ 0.3 degree 
beam

~ 0.08 degree 
beam

Measurements of the CMB energy spectrum on the other 
hand are still in the same state as some ~20+ years ago!



PIXIE: Primordial Inflation Explorer

• 400 spectral channel in the frequency 
range 30 GHz and 6THz (Δν ~ 15GHz) 

• about 1000 (!!!) times more sensitive 
than COBE/FIRAS  

• B-mode polarization from inflation          
(r ≈ 10-3) 

• improved limits on µ and y  
• was proposed 2011 & 2016 as NASA 

EX mission (i.e. cost ~ 200-250 M$)

Kogut et al, JCAP, 2011, arXiv:1105.2044

Average spectrum



NASA 30-yr Roadmap Study 
(published Dec 2013)

How does the Universe work? 

“Measure the spectrum of the 
CMB with precision several orders 
of magnitude higher than COBE 
FIRAS, from a moderate-scale 
mission or an instrument on CMB 
Polarization Surveyor.”



NASA 30-yr Roadmap Study 
(published Dec 2013)

How does the Universe work? 

“Measure the spectrum of the 
CMB with precision several orders 
of magnitude higher than COBE 
FIRAS, from a moderate-scale 
mission or an instrument on CMB 
Polarization Surveyor.”

New mission concepts: 
PRISTINE (France) 
CMB-Bharat (India)



APSERa



COSMO at Dome C 
COSmological Monopole Observer 

Elia Battistelli on behalf of Silvia Masi  
for the COSMO collaboration 

Taken from a talk by Elia Battistelli

Pagina 24 

•  Concordia station: 

•  75° 06’ S – 123° 21’ E 

•  3233 m a.s.l. 
•  <T>=-50°    ;    min(T)=-85° 

 
•  High altitude but fully logistical 

supported 

•  16 crew-members during winter. 
Maximum 80 people during summer 

•  Diffusely site tested at all 
wavelengths and continuous 
atmospheric monitoring 

•  Water Vapour Content ~75% of the 
time below 0.4mm PWV       
(Tremblin et al., 448 A65 A&A 2012) 

•  Circular and linear polarizations 
constrained to  

•  CP<0.19%;  
•  LP<0.11% (Battistelli et al., 

423 1293 MNRAS  2012) 

Elia Battistelli for the COSMO collaboration 

  
Concordia station at Dome-C





Physical mechanisms that lead to spectral distortions

• Cooling by adiabatically expanding ordinary matter                                                                     
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(Oh, Cooray & Kamionkowski, 2003) 

• Shock waves arising due to large-scale structure formation                                    
(Sunyaev & Zeldovich, 1972; Cen & Ostriker, 1999) 

• SZ-effect from clusters; effects of reionization                                                              
(Refregier et al., 2003; Zhang et al. 2004; Trac et al. 2008) 
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Average CMB spectral distortions
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Dissipation of small-scale acoustic modes



Dissipation of small-scale acoustic modes

Planck collaboration: CMB power spectra, likelihoods, and parameters
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Figure 47. CMB-only power spectra measured by Planck (blue),
ACT (orange), and SPT (green). The best-fit PlanckTT+lowP
⇤CDM model is shown by the grey solid line. ACT data at
` > 1000 and SPT data at ` > 2000 are marginalized CMB
bandpowers from multi-frequency spectra presented in Das et al.
(2013) and George et al. (2014) as extracted in this work. Lower
multipole ACT (500 < ` < 1000) and SPT (650 < ` < 3000)
CMB power extracted by Calabrese et al. (2013) from multi-
frequency spectra presented in Das et al. (2013) and Story et al.
(2012) are also shown. Note that the binned values in the range
3000 < ` < 4000 appear higher than the unbinned best-fit line
because of the binning (this is numerically confirmed by the re-
sidual plot in Planck Collaboration XIII 2015, figure 9).

spectra are reported in Fig. 47. We also show ACT and SPT
bandpowers at lower multipoles as extracted by Calabrese et al.
(2013). This figure shows the state of the art of current CMB
observations, with Planck covering the low-to-high-multipole
range and ACT and SPT extending into the damping region. We
consider the CMB to be negligible at ` > 4000 and note that
these ACT and SPT bandpowers have an overall calibration un-
certainty (2 % for ACT and 1.2 % for SPT).

The inclusion of ACT and SPT improves the full-mission
Planck spectrum extraction presented in Sect. 5.5 only margin-
ally. The main contribution of ACT and SPT is to constrain
small components (e.g., the tSZ, kSZ, and tSZ⇥CIB) that are
not well determined by Planck alone. However, those compon-
ents are sub-dominant for Planck and are well described by the
prior based on the 2013 Planck+highL solutions imposed in the
Planck-alone analysis. The CIB amplitude estimate improves by
40 % when including ACT and SPT, but the CIB power is also
reasonably well constrained by Planck alone. The main Planck
contaminants are the Poisson sources, which are treated as in-
dependent and do not benefit from ACT and SPT. As a result,
the errors on the extracted Planck spectrum are only slightly re-
duced, with little additional cosmological information added by
including ACT and SPT for the baseline ⇤CDM model (see also
Planck Collaboration XIII 2015, section 4).

6. Conclusions

The Planck 2015 angular power spectra of the cosmic mi-
crowave background derived in this paper are displayed in

Fig. 48. These spectra in TT (top), T E (middle), and EE (bot-
tom) are all quite consistent with the best-fit base-⇤CDM model
obtained from TT data alone (red lines). The horizontal axis is
logarithmic at ` < 30, where the spectra are shown for individual
multipoles, and linear at ` � 30, where the data are binned. The
error bars correspond to the diagonal elements of the covariance
matrix. The lower panels display the residuals, the data being
presented with di↵erent vertical axes, a larger one at left for the
low-` part and a zoomed-in axis at right for the high-` part.

The 2015 Planck likelihood presented in this work is based
on more temperature data than in the 2013 release, and on
new polarization data. It benefits from several improvements
in the processing of the raw data, and in the modelling of
astrophysical foregrounds and instrumental noise. Apart from
a revision of the overall calibration of the maps, discussed
in Planck Collaboration I (2015), the most significant improve-
ments are in the likelihood procedures:

(i) a joint temperature-polarization pixel-based likelihood at
`  29, with more high-frequency information used for fore-
ground removal, and smaller sky masks (Sects. 2.1 and 2.2);

(ii) an improved Gaussian likelihood at ` � 30 that includes
a di↵erent strategy for estimating power spectra from data-
subset cross-correlations, using half-mission data instead of
detector sets (which allows us to reduce the e↵ect of cor-
related noise between detectors, see Sects. 3.2.1 and 3.4.3),
and better foreground templates, especially for Galactic dust
(Sect. 3.3.1) that allow us to mask a smaller fraction of the
sky (Sect. 3.2.2) and to retain large-angle temperature in-
formation from the 217 GHz map that was neglected in the
2013 release (Sect. 3.2.4).

We performed several consistency checks of the robustness
of our likelihood-making process, by introducing more or less
freedom and nuisance parameters in the modelling of fore-
grounds and instrumental noise, and by including di↵erent as-
sumptions about the relative calibration uncertainties across fre-
quency channels and about the beam window functions.

For temperature, the reconstructed CMB spectrum and er-
ror bars are remarkably insensitive to all these di↵erent as-
sumptions. Our final high-` temperature likelihood, referred to
as “PlanckTT” marginalizes over 15 nuisance parameters (12
modelling the foregrounds, and 3 for calibration uncertainties).
Additional nuisance parameters (in particular, those associated
with beam uncertainties) were found to have a negligible impact,
and can be kept fixed in the baseline likelihood.

For polarization, the situation is di↵erent. Variation of the as-
sumptions leads to scattered results, with larger deviations than
would be expected due to changes in the data subsets used, and
at a level that is significant compared to the statistical error bars.
This suggests that further systematic e↵ects need to be either
modelled or removed. In particular, our attempt to model cal-
ibration errors and temperature-to-polarization leakage suggests
that the T E and EE power spectra are a↵ected by systematics at
a level of roughly 1 µK2. Removal of polarization systematics at
this level of precision requires further work, beyond the scope of
this release. The 2015 high-` polarized likelihoods, referred to
as “PlikTE” and “PlikEE”, or “PlikTT,EE,TE” for the com-
bined version, ignore these corrections. They only include 12
additional nuisance parameters accounting for polarized fore-
grounds. Although these likelihoods are distributed in the Planck
Legacy Archive,15 we stick to the PlanckTT+lowP choice in the
baseline analysis of this paper and the companion papers such

15 http://pla.esac.esa.int/pla/

56



Hu & White, 1997, ApJ

Silk-damping is 
equivalent to 
energy release!

Dissipation of small-scale acoustic modes
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Tb = (T1 +T2)/2

⟹

Distortion due to mixing of blackbodies

JC, Hamann & Patil, 2015

Mixing is mediated by Thomson scattering ⇒ Silk damping
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Hu, Scott & Silk, 1994

• based on classical 
estimate for heating rate 

• Tightest / cleanest 
constraint at that point! 

• simple power-law 
spectrum assumed 

• µ~10-8 for scale-invariant 
power spectrum 

• nS ≲ 1.6



Average CMB spectral distortions
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If we do not see this signal then ΛCDM is in trouble!



Distortions provide new power spectrum constraints!

• Amplitude of power spectrum rather uncertain at k > 3 Mpc-1 

• improved limits at smaller scales can rule out many inflationary models

Bringmann, Scott & Akrami, 2011, ArXiv:1110.2484 

CMB et al.

rather model dependent

e.g., JC, Khatri & Sunyaev, 2012; JC, Erickcek & Ben-Dayan, 2012; JC & Jeong, 2013



Distortions provide new power spectrum constraints!

• Amplitude of power spectrum rather uncertain at k > 3 Mpc-1 
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Decaying and annihilating particles and test of 
Dark matter physics



Why are decaying/annihilating particles still interesting?

• A priori no specific particle in mind 

• But: we do not know what dark matter is and where it 
really came from! 

• Was dark matter thermally produced or as a decay 
product of some heavy particle? 

• is dark matter structureless or does it have internal 
(excited) states? 

• sterile neutrinos? Axions? PBHs? Some other relic 
particle? 

• From the theoretical point of view really no shortage of 
particles to play with...
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Figure 12. Expected uncertainties of A⇣ (k0 = 45 Mpc�1), nS, and nrun using
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and A⇣ = 5⇥10�8 as reference value (other cases can be estimated by simple
rescaling). For the upper panel we also varied nrun as indicated, while in the
lower panel it was fixed to nrun = 0. The corresponding error in the particle
lifetime is �tX/tX ' 2�zX/zX.

though the absolute distance between line varies relative to the er-
ror bars they seem rather constant. To show this more explicitly,
from µ, µ1, and µ2 we computed we the expected 1�-errors on
A⇣(k0 = 45 Mpc�1), nS, and nrun around the maximum likelihood
value using the Fisher information matrix, Fi j = �µ�2 @piµ @p jµ +P

k �µ
�2
k @piµk@p jµk, with p ⌘ {A⇣ , nS, nrun}. Figure 12 shows the

corresponding forecasts assuming PIXIE-setting but with 5 times
its sensitivity. If only p ⌘ {A⇣ , nS} are estimate for fixed nrun, the
errors of A⇣ and nS are only a few percent. Also trying to constrain
nrun we see that the errors increase significantly, with an absolute
error on �nrun ' 0.07 rather independent of nS. If we change the
sensitivity by a factor f = �Ic/[10�26 W m�2 Hz�1 sr�1, all curved
can be rescaled by this factor to obtain the new estimate. Similarly,
if A⇣(k0 = 45 Mpc�1) di↵ers by f⇣ = A⇣/5 ⇥ 10�8, we have to
rescale the error estimates by f �1

⇣ . Overall, our analysis shows that
CMB spectral distortion measurement provide an unique probe of
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Figure 13. Detectability of µ, µ1, µ2, and µ3. For a given particle lifetime,
we compute the required value of ✏X = fX/zX for which a 1�-detection of
the corresponding variable is possible with PIXIE. The violet shaded area is
excluded by measurements of the primordial 3He/D abundance ratio (65%
c.l., adapted from Fig. 42 of Kawasaki et al. 2005).

the small-scale power spectrum, which can be utilized to directly
constraint inflationary models.

5.2.3 Decaying relic particles

The distortion signals for the three decaying particle scenarios pre-
sented in Table 1 will all be detectable with a PIXIE-like experi-
ment. More generally, Fig. 13 shows the 1�-detection limits for µ,
µ1, µ2, and µ3, as a function of the particle lifetime. CMB spec-
tral distortions are sensitive to decaying particles with ✏X as low as
' 10�2 eV for particle lifetimes 107 sec . tX . 1010 sec. To directly
constrain tX, at least a measurement of µ1 is needed. At PIXIE sen-
sitivity this means that the lifetime of particles with 2 ⇥ 109 sec .
tX . 6⇥1010 sec for ✏X & 0.1 eV and 3⇥108 sec . tX . 1012 sec for
✏X & 1 eV will be directly measurable. Most of this parameter space
is completely unconstrained [see upper limit from measurements of
the primordial 3He/D abundance ratio2 (from Fig. 42 of Kawasaki
et al. 2005) in Fig. 13]. Higher sensitivity will allow cutting deeper
into the parameter space and widen the range over which the parti-
cle lifetime can be directly constrained.

To illustrate this even further we can again look at the µ �
⇢k-parameter space covered by decaying particles. The projections
into the µ � ⇢1 and ⇢1 � ⇢2-plane are shown in Fig. 14 for ✏X =
1 eV and PIXIE settings. Varying ✏X moves the µ�⇢1 trajectory left
or right, as indicated. Furthermore, all error bars of ⇢k have to be
rescales by f = [✏X/1 eV]�1 under this transformation. Measuring
µ and ⇢1 is in principle su�cient for determination of ✏X and the
particle lifetime, tX = [4.9⇥109/(1+zX)]2 sec, with most sensitivity
around zX ' 5 ⇥ 104

� 105 or tX ' 2.4 ⇥ 109
� 9.6 ⇥ 109 sec for

the shown scenario. For short lifetime, the signal is very close to a

2 In the particle physics community the abundance yield, YX = NX/S ,
and deposited particle energy, Evis [GeV], are commonly used. Here NX
is the particle number density at t ⌧ tX and S = 4

3
⇢

kT ' 7 N� '
2.9 ⇥ 103 (1 + z)3 cm�3 denotes the total entropy density. We thus find
✏X ⌘ (Evis YX) 109S/[NH (1 + zX)] ' 1.5 ⇥ 1019(Evis YX)/(1 + zX).

c� 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000

Distortions could shed light on decaying (DM) particles!

JC & Jeong, 2013

Kawasaki et al., 2005

Estimated 1σ detection 
limits for PIXIE
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constrain tX, at least a measurement of µ1 is needed. At PIXIE sen-
sitivity this means that the lifetime of particles with 2 ⇥ 109 sec .
tX . 6⇥1010 sec for ✏X & 0.1 eV and 3⇥108 sec . tX . 1012 sec for
✏X & 1 eV will be directly measurable. Most of this parameter space
is completely unconstrained [see upper limit from measurements of
the primordial 3He/D abundance ratio2 (from Fig. 42 of Kawasaki
et al. 2005) in Fig. 13]. Higher sensitivity will allow cutting deeper
into the parameter space and widen the range over which the parti-
cle lifetime can be directly constrained.

To illustrate this even further we can again look at the µ �
⇢k-parameter space covered by decaying particles. The projections
into the µ � ⇢1 and ⇢1 � ⇢2-plane are shown in Fig. 14 for ✏X =
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or right, as indicated. Furthermore, all error bars of ⇢k have to be
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Distortions could shed light on decaying (DM) particles!
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Direct measurement 
of particle lifetime 
may be possible!

              

Kawasaki et al., 2005

Estimated 1σ detection 
limits for PIXIE



EDGES detection of cosmological 21cm absorption?

Bowman et al., Nature, 2018
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An absorption profile centred at 78 megahertz in the 
sky-averaged spectrum
Judd D. Bowman1, Alan E. E. Rogers2, Raul A. Monsalve1,3,4, Thomas J. Mozdzen1 & Nivedita Mahesh1

After stars formed in the early Universe, their ultraviolet light is 
expected, eventually, to have penetrated the primordial hydrogen 
gas and altered the excitation state of its 21-centimetre hyperfine 
line. This alteration would cause the gas to absorb photons from 
the cosmic microwave background, producing a spectral distortion 
that should be observable today at radio frequencies of less than  
200 megahertz1. Here we report the detection of a flattened 
absorption profile in the sky-averaged radio spectrum, which is 
centred at a frequency of 78 megahertz and has a best-fitting full-
width at half-maximum of 19 megahertz and an amplitude of 0.5 
kelvin. The profile is largely consistent with expectations for the 
21-centimetre signal induced by early stars; however, the best-fitting 
amplitude of the profile is more than a factor of two greater than 
the largest predictions2. This discrepancy suggests that either the 
primordial gas was much colder than expected or the background 
radiation temperature was hotter than expected. Astrophysical 
phenomena (such as radiation from stars and stellar remnants) are 
unlikely to account for this discrepancy; of the proposed extensions 
to the standard model of cosmology and particle physics, only 
cooling of the gas as a result of interactions between dark matter 
and baryons seems to explain the observed amplitude3. The low-
frequency edge of the observed profile indicates that stars existed 
and had produced a background of Lyman-α photons by 180 million 
years after the Big Bang. The high-frequency edge indicates that 
the gas was heated to above the radiation temperature less than 
100 million years later.

Observations with the Experiment to Detect the Global Epoch of 
Reionization Signature (EDGES) low-band instruments, which began 
in August 2015, were used to detect the absorption profile. Each of the 
two low-band instruments consists of a radio receiver and a zenith- 
pointing, single-polarization dipole antenna. Spectra of the brightness 
temperature of the radio-frequency sky noise, spatially averaged over 
the large beams of the instruments, were recorded between 50 MHz 
and 100 MHz. Raw spectra were calibrated, filtered and integrated over 
 hundreds of hours. Automated measurements of the reflection coeffi-
cients of the antennas were performed in the field. Other measurements  
were performed in the laboratory, including of the noise waves and 
reflection coefficients of the low-noise amplifiers and additional  
calibration constants. Details of the instruments, calibration, verifica-
tion and model fitting are described in Methods.

In Fig. 1 we summarize the detection. It shows the spectrum 
observed by one of the instruments and the results of model fits. 
Galactic synchrotron emission dominates the observed sky noise, 
 yielding a power-law spectral profile that decreases from about 
5,000 K at 50 MHz to about 1,000 K at 100 MHz for the high Galactic 
latitudes shown. Fitting and removing the Galactic emission and  
ionospheric contributions from the spectrum using a five-term,  
physically motivated foreground model (equation (1) in Methods) 
results in a residual with a root-mean-square (r.m.s.) of 0.087 K.  

The absorption profile is found by fitting the integrated spectrum 
with the foreground model and a model for the 21-cm signal  
simultaneously. The best-fitting 21-cm model yields a symmetric 
U-shaped absorption profile that is centred at a frequency of 
78 ±   1 MHz and has a full-width at half- maximum of −

+19 MHz2
4 , an 

amplitude of . − .+ .0 5 K0 2
0 5  and a flattening factor of τ = −

+7 3
5 (where the 

bounds provide 99% confidence intervals including estimates of  
systematic uncertainties; see Methods for model definition). 
Uncertainties in the parameters of the fitted profile are estimated 
from statistical uncertainty in the model fits and from  systematic 
differences between the various validation trials that were performed 
using observations from both instruments and several  different data 
cuts. The 99% confidence intervals that we report are calculated as 
the outer bounds of (1) the marginalized statistical 99% confidence 
intervals from fits to the primary dataset and (2) the range of best- 
fitting values for each parameter across the validation trials. Fitting 
with both the foreground and 21-cm models lowers the residuals to 
an r.m.s. of 0.025 K. The fit shown in Fig. 1 has a signal-to-noise ratio 
of 37, calculated as the best-fitting amplitude of the profile divided 
by the statistical uncertainty of the amplitude fit, including the cova-
riance between model parameters. Additional analyses of the 

1School of Earth and Space Exploration, Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona 85287, USA. 2Haystack Observatory, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Westford, Massachusetts 01886, USA. 
3Center for Astrophysics and Space Astronomy, University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado 80309, USA. 4Facultad de Ingeniería, Universidad Católica de la Santísima Concepción, Alonso de Ribera 
2850, Concepción, Chile.
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Figure 1 | Summary of detection. a, Measured spectrum for the reference 
dataset after filtering for data quality and radio-frequency interference. 
The spectrum is dominated by Galactic synchrotron emission.  
b, c, Residuals after fitting and removing only the foreground  
model (b) or the foreground and 21-cm models (c). d, Recovered  
model profile of the 21-cm absorption, with a signal-to-noise  
ratio of 37, amplitude of 0.53 K, centre frequency of 78.1 MHz and  
width of 18.7 MHz. e, Sum of the 21-cm model (d) and its residuals (c).

© 2018 Macmillan Publishers Limited, part of Springer Nature. All rights reserved.
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Extended Data Figure 2 | Low-band antennas. a, The low-1 antenna 
with the 30 m ×  30 m mesh ground plane. The darker inner square is the 
original 10 m ×  10 m mesh. The control hut is 50 m from the antenna.  
b, A close view of the low-2 antenna. The two elevated metal panels form 

the dipole-based antenna and are supported by fibreglass legs. The balun 
consists of the two vertical brass tubes in the middle of the antenna. The 
balun shield is the shoebox-sized metal shroud around the bottom of the 
balun. The receiver is under the white metal platform and is not visible.

© 2018 Macmillan Publishers Limited, part of Springer Nature. All rights reserved.

• Stimulated lots of discussion 
• Signal much larger than expected 

in standard scenario 
• Possible connection to DM 

physics / interactions?
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FIG. 1. Absolute value of the photon distortion �⇢�/⇢� for
DM collisions with protons, for a velocity-independent cross
section �0. The solid curves are labelled by the DM particle
mass. The upper dashed curve indicates the approximate
constraint from FIRAS �⇢�/⇢�  5 ⇥ 10�5 [19]. The lower
dotted curve indicates the approximate forecasted sensitivity
of PIXIE �⇢�/⇢� ⇠ 10�8 [20].

baryon collisions we obtain, using Eqs. (15) and (4),
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For DM-proton collisions, the numerical constants Cn are
(1.4 ⇥ 10�30

, 1.1 ⇥ 10�27
, 8.2 ⇥ 10�25

, 5.5 ⇥ 10�22) cm2

for n = (�1, 0, 1, 2) respectively. For DM-electron col-
lisions, the corresponding values are (1.4 ⇥ 10�30

, 2.6 ⇥
10�29

, 4.5 ⇥ 10�28
, 7.0 ⇥ 10�27) cm2. The constraint on

the DM-photon cross section is obtained similarly from
Eqs. (15) and (10):
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✓
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aµ

◆(p+2)m�/mmax
�

, (18)

with Dp = (6.3, 5.6, 3.7, 2.0, 0.4) ⇥ 10�37 cm2 for p =
(�1, 0, 1, 2, 4), respectively.

Equations (16), (17) and (18) are the main results of
this Letter. Given a sensitivity �max, they allow to ob-
tain upper limits on DM-baryon and DM-photon cross
sections with power-law dependence on the baryon-DM
relative velocity or photon energy, up to a maximal DM
mass m

max

� .
We plot in Fig. 2 the current constraints on the energy-

independent cross sections �
�p
0

, �
�e
0

, �
��
0

as a function
of the DM mass given the FIRAS measurements. We
also show the forecasted constraints for the sensitivity of
PIXIE.

Comparison with previous bounds – Most direct
detection experiments only constrain DM-nucleon cross
sections for masses m� & few GeV, required to produce
su�cient nuclear recoil. Ref. [21] derive constraints on
the ratio �n/m� for DM-proton collisions in the limit
m� � mH, using CMB anisotropy and LSS data. Spec-
tral distortions therefore provide a probe of DM-nuclei
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FIG. 2. Current upper bounds from FIRAS (solid) and
forecasted detection thresholds from PIXIE (dotted) on the
energy-independent DM-proton (purple), DM-electron (blue)
and DM-photon (red) cross sections �0, as a function of the
DM mass. Masses m� � 0.18 MeV are unconstrained by FI-
RAS as the distortion can never reach �⇢�/⇢� = 5 ⇥ 10�5,
even for infinititely large cross section. PIXIE will extend
the domain of constrainable masses by four orders of mag-
nitude, up to m� ⇡ 1.3 GeV. For comparison, we also show
the constraints on DM-electron scattering from XENON10
data [6] and the limits on DM-photon scattering from Milky
Way satellite counts [28]. No other probe currently constrains
DM-proton scattering in the range of masses shown.

scattering in a mass range complementary to the one
currently constrained. In particular, our limits on DM-
proton scattering from FIRAS measurements are the only
existing bounds for m� . 0.1 MeV.

Ref. [6] have set the first constraints on the scattering
of sub-GeV DM with electrons, which could lead to ion-
ization events in the target material [29]. For a velocity-
independent cross section, they find �0 . 3 ⇥ 10�38 cm2

for m� = 100 MeV, significantly better than what we
forecast at the same mass for a PIXIE-type experiment,
�0 . 10�26 cm2. The bound of Ref. [6], however, worsens
rapidly for DM masses below a few MeV. Here again, FI-
RAS limits give the only existing bounds on DM-electron
cross sections for m� . 0.1 MeV.

Ref. [28] give a constraint on the DM-photon energy-
independent cross section using counts of Milky Way
satellites, translating to �0 . 3.7⇥10�36(m�/MeV) cm2.
The constraint we set with FIRAS for m� ⌧ 0.1 MeV is
tighter by a factor of ⇠ 5, and PIXIE will allow to ex-
tend it up to m� ⇡ 1 GeV. We also constrain the p = 2
cross section �2 . 2⇥10�37(m�/MeV), tighter by six or-
ders of magnitude than the limit of Ref. [30] using CMB
anisotropies.

Conclusions – We have set forth a new avenue to
probe DM interactions with standard model particles,
using CMB spectral distortions. We have studied the
e↵ect of DM scattering with either protons, electrons or
photons, for a power-law velocity and energy dependence
of the cross section. We have shown that the FIRAS
measurements can already set constraints on the cross

Ali-Haimoud, JC & Kamionkowski, 2015

Distortion constraints on DM interactions  
through adiabatic cooling effect
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Figure 7. Photon injection Green’s function for injection at intermediate redshifts, 5 ⇥ 104 . zi . 3 ⇥ 105. The photon injection Green’s function shows a rich
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The cosmological recombination radiation
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Another way to do CMB-based cosmology! 
Direct probe of recombination physics!



New detailed and fast computation!

JC & Ali-Haimoud, arXiv:1510.03877
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Average CMB spectral distortions
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What can CMB spectral distortions teach us?
• Add a new dimension to CMB science 

- probe the thermal history at different stages of the Universe 

• Complementary and independent information! 
- cosmological parameters from the recombination radiation 

- new/additional test of large-scale anomalies 

• Several guaranteed signals are expected 
- y-distortion from low redshifts 

- damping signal & recombination radiation 

• Test various inflation models 
- damping of the small-scale power spectrum  

• Discovery potential 
- decaying particles and other exotic sources of distortions

Let us make use of this source of information!

PIXIE/PRISM-S


