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Abstract

Early dark energy (EDE) models have attracted attention in the context of the
recent problem of the Hubble tension. Here we extend these models by taking into
account the new density fluctuations generated by the EDE which decays around
the recombination phase. We solve the evolution of the density perturbations in
dark energy fluid generated at the phase transition of EDE as isocurvature per-
turbations. Assuming that the isocurvature mode is characterized by a power-law
power spectrum and is uncorrelated with the standard adiabatic mode, we calculate
the CMB angular power spectra. By comparing them to the Planck data using the
Markov-Chain Monte Carlo method, we obtained zero-consistent values of the EDE
parameters and Hy = 67.56J_r8:gg kms 'Mpc~! at 68% CL. This Hy value is almost
the same as the Planck value in the ACDM model, Hy = 67.36 4 0.54 kms~'Mpc ™!,
and there is still a ~ 3.50 tension between the CMB and Type Ia supernovae ob-
servations. Including CMB lensing, BAO, supernovae and SHOES data sets, we find
Hy = 68.941'8:;1; kms *Mpc~! at 68% CL. The amplitude of the fluctuations induced
by the phase transition of the EDE is constrained to be less than 1-2 percent of the
amplitude of the adiabatic mode. This is so small that such non-standard fluctu-
ations cannot appear in the CMB angular spectra. In conclusion, the isocurvature
fluctuations induced by our simplest EDE phase transition model do not explain the
Hubble tension well.



1 Introduction

The Hubble constant H is estimated by various observations [1-7]. Recently, a
discrepancy arises between values estimated from the early-time and late-time observa-
tions. As an early-time observation, the latest measurements of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) temperature anisotropies by the Planck collaboration give Hy =
67.36 & 0.54 kms~'Mpc™' by assuming the ACDM model [1]. On the other hand, the
SHOES Collaboration using Cepheids and Type Ia supernovae shows a higher value as
Hy = 73.04 £+ 1.04 kms~'Mpc ™!, which are calibrated by Pantheon+ sample [2]. In ad-
dition to the above two examples, other observations estimate H, (for example, the time
delay due to the strong gravitational lensing [3], the standard sirens from gravitational
wave sources [5] and the age-redshift distribution of the old astrophysical objects [6] for the
late type measurements, CMB polarization anisotropies [4] and BAO and BBN data [7] for
the early type measurements). The difference in estimated Hj is called ”Hubble tension”
and some alternative theories beyond ACDM have been proposed to resolve the Hubble
tension (including, for example, non-cold dark matter [8], dynamical dark energy [9], time-
varying electron mass [10], small-scale density fluctuations [11,12], varying gravitational
constant [13], and modified gravity [14-16]). Another interesting approach is, for exam-
ple, to estimate the redshift evolution of the Hubble parameter in a phenomenological way,
based on the Pantheon sample and BAOs [17,18]. Their results give a hint to astrophysical
systematics or alternative theories.

Early dark energy (EDE) is one of the ideas to solve the Hubble tension [19-24]. It
is motivated by the string-axion, and behaves like the cosmological constant before the
critical epoch a < a.. After that, EDE starts to decay rapidly. This behavior plays an
important role in the estimate of Hy from measurements of the CMB anisotropies. CMB
observations precisely determine the angular size of the sound horizon 67, which is the
ratio between the sound horizon at the last scattering surface r and the comoving angular
diameter distance to the last scattering surface dj. Here, the cosmological constant-like
behavior of EDE enhances the expansion rate of the universe before the recombination
epoch, and it reduces the sound horizon 7;. Because 6§ must be kept to the observed
value, decreasing r} requires the angular diameter distance to be smaller and as a result,
Hj is estimated to be larger.

So far, many studies attempted to relieve the Hubble tension by using this enhancement
of the expansion rate at early times with an EDE component [19,21,25]. They considered
the impact of the EDE on the background evolution. As far as the EDE behaves as the
cosmological constant, it never generates the evolution of density perturbations. On the
other hand, the density perturbations of EDE are expected to be generated through the
gravitational interaction after the EDE starts to decay. Such EDE perturbations and
their important role in the CMB constraints have already been studied and discussed
intensively [26,27]. In addition to those perturbations, because the decay of EDE occurs
stochastically at each horizon patch, the isocurvature perturbations could be generated
by the phase transition of EDE on the analogy of the bubble nucleation due to the first-



order phase transition [28-30]. This is what we aim to study in this work. In Refs. [27]
and [22], the authors argued that such perturbations do not appear on the observational
scale of the CMB due to "trigger dynamics” or multiple phase transitions. In this paper,
we treat these isocurvature fluctuations phenomenologically in cosmological perturbation
theory and test whether such fluctuations are actually not allowed to exist from CMB
observations.

In this paper, we study the effect of the EDE on the CMB anisotropies including the
effect of EDE perturbations. In Sec. 2, we introduce the impact of the EDE that has
a phase transition before the recombination epoch on the background and perturbation
evolutions. We perform a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis to put an obser-
vational constraint on the model parameters of the EDE with phase transition and discuss
how much the Hubble tension is resolved. In Sec. 3, we show the calculation results for
the perturbation equations and the constraints from the MCMC analysis with the Planck
CMB measurements. Finally, we discuss and conclude in Sec. 4.

2 Methods

2.1 Background effect of early dark energy

The sound horizon at the last scattering ¥ and the comoving angular diameter distance
to the last scattering surface dj can be written as
> dz

e = mcs(z), (2.1)

Z%k

and,
dz

Zdz =
d* — - = ?
A /0 H(z) /0 Hor/Quo(1 + 2)% + Qo (1 + 2)3 + Qg

respectively, where z* is the redshift at the last scattering surface and ¢(2) is the sound
speed of the baryon-photon fluid. Note that we have assumed the standard ACDM model
in the second equality in Eq.(2.2). In the EDE model, one introduces an additional energy
component (EDE) in the standard ACDM model, which contributes to the energy density
of the universe before recombination. Therefore the EDE reduces 7} by increasing H(z)
when the ACDM parameters remain unchanged. Recent precise measurements of the CMB
anisotropies have determined the angular size of the sound horizon,

(2.2)

*

r

0 =—. 2.3

Since 67 is tightly constrained by the Planck 2018 CMB data, 67 must be kept, and
therefore, decreasing r} should make d} smaller and H, larger.

Our EDE model is based on the phenomenological treatment of an axion-like field,

which was introduced in Ref. [19]. In this model, the EDE is assumed to be a slow-roll

2



scalar field in the early epoch and becomes free after the critical epoch a > a.. Moreover,
we assume the energy density of the EDE is converted to the dark radiation (DR) at a > a,
and the equation of state parameter of DR to be wpr = 1/2 corresponding to the EDE
model with the potential V(¢) = (1 — cos(¢/f))" with n = 3 [31]. We simply assume the
equation of state of EDE with the above behaviors as

-1 a < G
WEDE — { 1 . (24)

5 a > ae

The total energy density is the sum of the energy densities of the components in the
standard model and EDE, and given by

Ptot = PACDM T PEDE ; (2.5)

ae\ 3(1+wepE)
PEDE = PEDE(Ac) (;) (2.6)

We introduce fgpg which represents a ratio of energy density of EDE to the sum of those
of photons, CDM and baryons, and pgpg is defined as,

pepE(ac) = fepE [py(ac) + pelac) + pe(ac)] - (2.7)

Note that some recent studies have used models with a more realistic potential of the
axion fields [32], and our EDE model is the basic and simplest one.

This is the basic idea of EDE, and there are some concrete models to realize this such
as ultra-light axion models [32]. In Figure 1, we show the time evolution of energy densities
of some components.
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Figure 1: Time evolution of background energy densities of early dark energy (prpg; blue
solid line), photons (p,; orange dashed line), and cold dark matter (pcpm; green dot-
dashed line) as a function of scale factor a. For this particular plot, we choose fgpg = 0.1
and a. = 107%, where a, is the scale factor when the phase transition occurred.

2.2 Perturbation evolution of the EDE phase transition mode

In order to obtain the evolution of perturbations that were excited due to dark energy
phase transition, we start at the perturbed energy-momentum conservation equations,
Tr. =0, which lead to

&+u+uo(a+g>+3H(%§—w>aza (2.8)

0+ H(1—3w) + — g OP/00

1+w 1+w
where § and 6 are defined as § = dp/p and § = ikv;. When treating dark energy as a fluid,
one uses a sound speed ¢, which is defined in the dark energy rest frame [33]. Moreover,
we consider the source of the PT mode perturbation as something similar to an entropy

perturbation, and therefore we have

5 =0, (2.9)

6
6P = c20p+3H(1 +w)(c? — w)pﬁ + pS, (2.10)
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where S is the source term which arises during the EDE phase transition (a. < a <
Ueng). By combining Eqs.(2.8)-(2.10), the EDE density perturbation dgpg and velocity
perturbation fgpg in the synchronous gauge evolve according to the following equations,

depE + (1 + wepE) <9EDE + 5) +3H(c} — wepE) [5EDE +3(1+ wEDE)%
(2.11)
_ —3HS (aC <a< aend)
10 (others) ’
. k2
HEDE + H(l — 3C§)€EDE — C§5EDE
1+ wgpge (2 12)
— mﬁms (ac <a< aend) '
(others)

The perturbations generated by the phase transition (hereafter, PT-mode) may have a
k-dependence. We put the information about k-dependence in the initial power spectrum.
We assume that the initial power spectrum of PT-mode has a power-law form as

<5(/2)s*</§’>> — (27) Por(k)3(k — k) | (2.13)
where , —_—
%PPT(]C) = Aamp (%) - (2.14)

Here Aump, kpr and npr are the amplitude, pivot scale and spectral index of the PT-mode,
respectively. As explained in the following section, A,m, is replaced with the rescaled
parameter Apr = log;((10" A,pyp) in our MCMC analysis. Moreover, we use log;(@end/ac)
as the parameter in MCMC to prevent denq from becoming smaller than a.

3 Results and Discussion

3.1 Evolution of the density perturbation

We show the results of perturbation evolution of the PT-mode at some wavenumbers
in Figure 2. We assumed the perturbation evolution of the PT-mode is independent of the
adiabatic mode, and here we set the initial conditions for the adiabatic mode perturbations
as zero, in order to simply illustrate the PT-mode perturbations. Therefore, it can be seen
that there is no fluctuation until PT occurs and dgpy starts to oscillate when the source
term appears at a = a. when PT happens. In the larger k-mode, the faster the EDE
density perturbation oscillates. The EDE perturbation gravitationally propagates to other
perturbations. At first, the oscillation phase of density perturbation of other components



is inverse of that of EDE. This is because the local expansion rate is faster and the energy
densities of the other fluid components are lower where the EDE energy density is higher
than the background. In the early universe, baryons are tightly coupled with photons, and
the density perturbations of the baryon and photon before recombination evolve together.
The CDM density perturbation is initially generated by that of the EDE gravitationally.
Once it is generated, it grows up by its self-gravity.

The end of the PT period is shown as the vertical black line in Figure 2. Although we
can see a small effect on the evolution of density perturbations from the end of the PT
in the change of the oscillation center, it is clear that the gravitational growth and the
acoustic oscillation of the perturbation dominate after PT happens.
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Figure 2: Time evolution of density perturbations of EDE (dgpg, solid), photons (45,
dashed), cold dark matter (dcpm, dot-dashed), and baryons (Sparyon, dotted), at wavenum-
ber k = 0.05 [Mpc™!] (left panel) and & = 0.5 [Mpc™!] (right panel). The purple and
black dashed vertical lines show the beginning and end of the PT. The perturbations are
generated at a = a. and grow up after that. The oscillation center slightly changes at
@ = @eng, Tespectively. In this figure, the amplitudes of 0., dcpm and dparyon are multiplied
by a factor of 10? or 10% for clarity.

3.2 Power spectra of CMB anisotropies from the phase transi-
tion mode

First, we show the effect of the PT-mode perturbations on the CMB angular power
spectrum C} 7T in Figure 3, 5 and 4. In the left panel of Figure 3, we have chosen the initial
energy densities of the EDE as 87G pgpg/c* = 10%, 5 x 10* and 10° [Mpc~?]. Although we
discuss the effects by pgpg here, we use the fgpg as the parameter in our MCMC analysis.
It can be seen that pgpg changes the amplitude of the spectra and the higher energy
density of EDE leads to the larger amplitude of spectra. The peak positions slightly shift
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to the smaller scale when pgpg becomes larger because the sound horizon becomes smaller.
In the right panel of Figure 3, we also show the angular power spectra with different phase
transition times of the EDE a.. According to this figure, a. also changes the amplitudes
and the peak positions. The smaller a. is, the earlier EDE decays and the lower is the
ratio of the EDE energy density to the total energy density during the phase transition.
Therefore, the amplitude of spectra becomes smaller due to the smaller early-ISW effect.
The parameter a. also controls the beginning of the phase transition, and the smaller a,
shifts the peak positions to the larger scale.

In Figure 4, we show that how a.,q and Apr affect the C’f T Tt is clear that Apr
only affects the amplitude of the spectra. As we saw previously, the growth of the EDE
density perturbation is dominated by its self-gravity after the source term appears at a.
Therefore, the effect of aeng on the perturbation evolution is small. According to the left
panel of Figure 4, the effect of aenq is not significant compared to other parameters. Note
that these two parameters do not alter the background evolution. On the other hand,
pepe and a. affect the background level as we explained in Section 2, and thus they also
affect the adiabatic mode perturbations.

The dependence of C}'T on wpg and npr is shown in Figure 5. The change of wpg
corresponds to the change of the decay speed of EDE. Therefore, the smaller wpg leads
to the larger amplitude of spectra on large scales. Note that, however, these parameters
are fixed to wpg = 1/2, npr = 4 in our MCMC analysis.

Next, we show the effects of each parameter on the total CMB TT angular power
spectrum in the upper panels of Figure 6 and 7. The red solid lines are the TT spectra
generated using the ACDM best-fitted parameters [1]. The other lines are the CMB
spectra, which contain the EDE and PT-mode perturbations. By including the PT-mode,
the CMB spectra are amplified, and in particular, its effects are large at small scales.
Furthermore, we plot the fraction of each spectrum to the ACDM one in the lower panels
of Figure 6 and 7. The spectra which are substantially different from the red solid lines,
such as the blue-dashed line in the left-upper panel in Figure 6, are rejected by the CMB
data.

3.3 Implementation into CosmoMC

For the MCMC analysis, we have used the CosmoMC package [34,35]. In the analysis
of Section 3.4.1, we use the Planck 2018 low-¢ and high-¢ temperature and polarization
data [36]. In addition to the Planck data, we also include the CMB lensing [37], BAO,
supernovae, and local distance ladder in Section 3.4.2. BAO data is constructed by the 6dF
Galaxy Survey [38], SDSS DR7 Main Galaxy Sample [39] and the SDSS BOSS DR12 [40].
We use the Pantheon data set of type Ia Supernovae [41] as the supernovae data, and
SHOES results Hy = 73.04 4 1.04 as the local distance ladder data.

We have modified CAMB [42] to calculate the perturbation evolution and the CMB
spectra made by PT. We have added four new parameters, —log;ac, 10g,o(Genda/ac), fEDE
and Aprt into CAMB and they are the free parameters in the MCMC in addition to the



standard six cosmological parameters. Here, Apr is defined as Apt = 1og10(1010,4mp) for
convenience. Although we have also put npr into CAMB as a parameter, in the following
analysis, it is not the free parameter and is fixed to 4 in order to take into account that
the phase transition occurred spatially at random and the perturbations have a white
noise spectrum. We put the flat priors on the parameters and show them in Table 1.
We use the same ranges of the priors in all the analyses except for the second one in
Section 3.4.1. The MCMC sampling stops when the convergence reaches the Gelman and
Rubin R condition [43] and we set R — 1 < 0.01 for all our analysis.

Parameter Priors

ACDM parameters O, h? [0.05, 0.1]

Oh? [0.001, 0.99]

T [0.01, 0.8]

1000, 0.5, 10]

e 0.7, 1.2]
log,oAs [2, 5]

EDE parameters fEDE [0, 0.1]
—logpac (3.4, 5]

PT parameters Apr [1.5, 7.5]
10g;(aena/ac) [0.1, 1]

Table 1: The priors distribution on the parameters are shown.

3.4 Constraints on EDE model with MCMC

When we plot the results of the MCMC analysis, the blue contours show the con-
straints in the ACDM model, and the green contours marked as “EDE+PT” indicate
the constraints in the EDE model with the phase transition. We also show the case of
the EDE model without PT-mode indicated by the red contour labeled “EDE” to com-
pare the results of our EDE model with those of the simple EDE model used in previous

studies [21,44,45].

3.4.1 Planck2018

We consider the Planck 2018 temperature and polarization data in this part. We
plot the results of the MCMC analysis in Figure 8 and show the best-fitted values and
constraints with 68% confidence level in Table 2.

First, we discuss the constraints on the EDE parameters. We found that smaller
values for fgpg,a., and Apr are favored because larger values of them affect the CMB
power spectra as discussed in the previous section. In particular fgpg is zero-consistent,
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Parameter ACDM EDE + PT
10092, 12 2.236 (2.245) 007 | 2.241 (2.244) 0ot
Q.h? 0.1202 (0.1196) *o 0013 | 0.1211 (0.1216) 0 o0se
Ny 0.9648 (0.9658) T0 001 | 0.9645 (0.9648) 7000
i 144.39 (144.46) 7050 | 143.85(143.62) 00
Hy 67.28 (67.53) 70 % 67.56 (67.69) 70>
feDE - 0.0145 (0.0153) T000%
—10g 19 - 3.97(3.52) 0%
Apr - 3.41(4.27) 100
108, (aena /ac) - 0.57 (0.86) 517
x? (CMB) 2780.17 (2766.11) 2779.93 (2765.70)

Table 2: Mean values and 68% confidence level for some cosmological parameters in each
model obtained from the MCMC analysis using the Planck 2018 data. The best-fit values
are shown in the parentheses.

and we obtained only the upper limits on fgpg in Table 2. We show the CMB angular
spectra induced by the phase transition C} T and the total spectra Cf°*! in Figure 10. In
this case, we fix the model parameters to the best-fit values in Table 2. As shown in Figure
11, the amplitude of C}'T is at the sub-percent level of the amplitude of C{°®! so only
small contributions of EDE PT-mode are allowed. For the end of the phase transition,
we obtained log;o(@ena/ac) = 0.577043. This is the same range as the input prior. As
we showed in Figure 4 and discussed in section 3.2, the effect of aeng on the CMB power
spectra is small. Therefore, aenq is not constrained by the Planck data.

Next, we performed another MCMC analysis to check the effects of PT-mode. In
this analysis, we have used the different prior range of —log,ya., which is [3.5,5.0], and
fixed logyy(@ena/ac) because we have known that this parameter cannot be constrained by
previous analysis. According to Figure 12, we also found no significant difference between
the constraints in the EDE model with and without the phase transition. This is because
the contribution to the total angular power spectra from PT-mode is at the sub-percent
level as shown in Figure 11 and this value is so small that the EDE PT-mode does not
appear in the CMB spectra.

As mentioned in Sections 1 and 2, an important motivation to introduce the EDE is
to resolve the Hubble tension. However, our analysis shows that the constraints on the
standard cosmological parameters including Hy do not change significantly in the EDE
models and the ACDM model. The least x? values for the EDE models are not improved
so much while the number of model parameters is increased by four (“EDE+PT”) and
by two (“EDE”). For further discussion on resolving the Hubble tension, we plot the
two-dimensional constraint on the sound horizon at the recombination r; and the Hubble



Parameter EDE + PT EDE
100,82 | 2.243(2.239) 00 | 2.241(2.230) 0010

Qch? | 0.1209 (0.1231) 0005 | 0.1213 (0.1207) 00050

Ny 0.9645 (0.9657) T 000e1 | 0.9653 (0.9651) 7000
rr 143.91 (143.11) 7000 | 143.80 (144.23) "0 5
Hy 67.63 (67.46) 0% 67.46 (67.12) 0 C3
fepr | 0.0146 (0.0245) %% | 0.0176 (0.0075) 0%
Clogee | A06(362)70% | 415 (4650
Apr 3.31(3.51) 07 -

X2 (CMB) | 2780.01 (2766.06) 2781.10 (2768.36)

Table 3: Mean values and 68% confidence level for some cosmological parameters in each
model obtained from the MCMC analysis using the Planck 2018 data. The best-fit values
are shown in parentheses.

constant Hy in Figure 12. This shows that although the constraints in the EDE models
are slightly relaxed in the direction of smaller ¥ and larger Hy, it is difficult to fully solve
the Hubble tension.

3.4.2 Planck2018+lensing+BAO+supernovae+SHOES

We show the results of further analysis by using the Planck2018 CMB data, lensing,
BAO, supernovae, and distance ladder data in Figure 13. It can be seen that the trend in
Figure 8 is more emphasized in Figure 13.

The best-fitted values and constraints with 68% confidence level of parameters are
shown in Table 4. fgpg becomes two times lager than that in Table 2. For the end of the
phase transition, we got log;o(aend/ac) = 0.5670745. Similar to the previous analysis, this
is the same as the range of the input prior, so log;,(@ena/ac) cannot be constrained.

The x? values for the SHOES are shown as x* (HST) in Table 4. As shown in Table 4,
the best-fitted values of x? (HST) for the EDE and EDE+PT model are 14.37 and 8.55.
These values are smaller than that for the ACDM model, x? (HST) = 19.77. Therefore
our EDE models make the fit to the SHOES data better. However, we obtained Hy =
68.9470:37 km s *Mpc ' for the EDE+PT model and Hy = 68.841035 km s~ 'Mpc ™" for the
EDE model and these values are not large enough to solve the Hubble tension completely
when compared to the SHOES H, value, Hy = 73.04 £ 1.04 km s~ "Mpc .

We plot Cf°*! and CFT made by the best-fitted parameters in Figure 14 and the fraction
of CFT to Cf°tal in Figure 16. According to Figure 16, the maximum contribution of CF'T
to Ci° is about 1% at TT spectra and 2% at EE spectra. Although this is larger than
the results of the analysis of the previous section, this is so small that CF'" does not appear
in the CMB spectra.
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Parameter ACDM EDE + PT EDE
100,12 2.258 (2.257) 00 | 2.270(2.288) 008 | 2.268(2.266) "0 01e
Q.h? 0.1178 (0.1178) *oto0s | 01201 (0.1217) 0005, | 0.1200 (0.120) 0005
ng 0.9705 (0.9717) T 0000 | 0.9707 (0.9777) 70000 | 0.9728 (0.9756) 0 0ot
i 144.84 (144.84) 050 | 143.61(142.49)"01 | 143.69 (142.84) ") 12
Hy 68.41 (68.42) 7% 68.94 (70.00) 102 68.84 (69.10) 702
fEDE - 0.029 (0.054) 007 0.029 (0.042) 001
—logjgac - 3.84(3.65) 7% 3.93 (3.66) 3,
Apr - 3.26 (3.44) "0 0% -
logg (ena/ac) - 0.56 (0.34) ") g -
x? (CMB-+lensing) |  2792.27 (2780.80) 2792.66 (2780.57) 2794.23 (2779.09)
¥* (HST) 19.95 (19.77) 15.77 (8.55) 16.51 (14.37)
x* (BAO) 8.29 (7.95) 8.31(9.01) 8.27(7.92)
¥* (SN) 1034.80 (1034.75) 1034.81 (1034.75) 1034.82 (1034.79)
X2 (total) 3855.31 (3843.27) 3851.55 (3832.24) 3853.83 (3836.17)

Table 4: The results obtained from the MCMC analysis using the Planck 2018 + lensing
+ BAO + SNe + SHOES data set. Mean values and 68% confidence level for some

cosmological parameters in each model. The best-fit values are shown in parentheses.
X2(HST) is the x? value for the SHOES.

4 Summary

In this paper, we phenomenologically investigated the effects on CMB anisotropies at
background and perturbation levels of the EDE model with phase transition. We then
provided observational constraints from the Planck data. The phase transition of the
EDE should occur at different epochs for different horizon patches, producing the “PT-
mode” cosmological perturbations, which are independent of adiabatic ones predicted by
inflationary mechanisms. We calculated the time evolution of the PT-mode perturbations
and the resultant CMB angular power spectrum for the first time, and constrained the
parameters of ACDM cosmology and the EDE model.

We modified the Boltzmann code CAMB by adding source terms into the perturbed
equations for the EDE fluid to introduce the PT-mode. Here we used a power-law type
initial power spectrum to determine the PT-mode source terms. For simplicity, we con-
sidered a white noise-like initial power spectrum for the PT-mode, and we set npr = 4.
We performed the MCMC analysis by using Planck 2018 data and other data from Planck
2018 CMB lensing, BAO, supernovae, and SHOES, based on our modified CAMB code.
As a result, the amplitude of the PT-mode perturbation was limited to less than 10~* at
95% confidence level. This is so small that the effect does not appear in the CMB angular
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spectra. Thus, we conclude that the simple PT-mode EDE model cannot solve the Hubble
tension. Furthermore, it is difficult to constrain the end of the phase transition in all our
analyses.

Finally, for axion-like EDE models, it is argued that performing the analysis beyond
the fluid approximation is important to get the correct results [46,47]. However, in our
analysis, there does not appear to be a significant difference between the results under the
fluid approximation and those obtained by solving the Klein-Gordon equation. Moreover,
we consider a more general EDE model and do not specify the EDE model to an axion-like
model. For the above reasons, we assume the fluid implementation of the model. It is
worth investigating cosmological constraints beyond the fluid approximation. However,
because it is beyond the scope of this paper, we put them as future works.
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Figure 3: The CMB angular power spectra of the PT-mode. We only show the multipole
range of [ > 25 because the spectra simply decay with a power-law at [ < 25. In the left
panel, the initial EDE energy density is taken as pgpg, 1 X 10%, 5 x 10* and 1 x 10° with
—logga. fixed to 4. In the right panel, we set fgpg = 0.1 and vary a. as —loga, = 4.1, 4 and
3.6. In both cases, the other EDE and PT related parameters are fixed to @eng = 3 x 1074

and APT =4.
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the other EDE parameters that we do not change are fixed to pgpg = 10%, —log,ya. =

Qond = 3 X ]_074’ Apt = 4, npr =4 and wpr = 0.5.
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Figure 8: 68% and 95% confidence level obtained from the MCMC analysis using the
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Figure 9: Comparison between the constraints on Hy and r, obtained from the MCMC
analysis using the Planck 2018 data. The blue and green contours show the ACDM and
EDE+PT model.
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Figure 10: CMB angular power spectra of temperature and E-mode auto-correlations C7 ©
(top) and CFE (middle), and temperature E-mode cross-correlation C/'® (bottom) that
arise from the EDE PT-mode. The model parameters are fixed to the best-fit values which
are obtained from the MCMC analysis using the Planck 2018 data and shown in Table 2.
The TT and EE spectra of the PT mode (blue dashed lines) simply decay in the power-law
form at the lower [ region. Therefore we only show the ranges of %Cg’ T'>25%x107?

and %CEE > 2 x 10~® in those panels.
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Figure 11: The contribution of CFT to Cf*! obtained from the MCMC analysis using the
Planck 2018 data. We plot the fractions of C;'T to Cf°* for TT and EE spectra in the
upper and middle panels. The contribution of Cf'' is almost none at large scale. The
effects of CF'T appear in the high-¢ region. However, the amplitude of C}'T is less than
0.5% of that of Cf°*! for the TT spectrum and less than 0.8% of that of C{°%! for the EE
spectrum. For the TE spectrum, the difference between the amplitudes of CF'T and Cfota!
is shown because the TE spectra cross zero.
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Figure 12: Comparison between the constraints on Hy and r, obtained from the MCMC
analysis using the Planck 2018 data. The blue, green and red contours show the standard

ACDM model, the EDE model with the PT-mode and the EDE model without the PT-
mode.
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Figure 13: 68% and 95% confidence level obtained from the MCMC analysis using the
Planck 2018+lensing+BAO-+SNe+SHOES data set. The blue, grey and red contour shows
the ACDM, EDE+4PT and EDE model.
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Figure 14: CMB angular power spectra of temperature and E-mode auto-correlations C7 7
(top) and CFF (middle), and temperature E-mode cross-correlation C/'® (bottom) that
arise from the EDE PT-mode. The model parameters are fixed to the best-fit values which
are obtained by the MCMC analysis using the Planck 2018+lensing+BAO+SNe+SHOES
data set and shown in Table 4. The TT and EE spectra of the PT mode (blue dashed
lines) simply decay in the power-law form at the lower [ region. Therefore we only show
the ranges of @C’ET >2.5x 1072 and %CKEE > 2 x 10~® in those panels.
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Figure 15: Comparison between the constraints on Hy and r, obtained from the
Planck2018+lensing+BAO-+SNe+SHOES data set. The blue, green, and red contours
show the standard ACDM model, the EDE model with the PT-mode and the EDE model
without the PT-mode.
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Figure 16: The fractions of Cf T to C{°! for TT and TE spectra, and the difference between
CPT and C°*! for the TE spectrum are shown. The contribution of C}T is almost none
at large scales. The effects of C¥'T appear at higher-¢ multipoles. However the amplitude
of CFT is almost 1% of that of Cf°%! at TT spectra and 2% of that of C{°*! at EE spectra

at a maximum. Here we used Planck2018+lensing+BAO+SNe-+SHOES data set to obtain
model parameters.
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