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Abstract. Spectral distortions of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) have been recognized
as an important future probe of the early Universe. Existing theoretical studies primarily focused
on describing the evolution and creation of average distortions, ignoring spatial perturbations in the
plasma. One of the main reasons for this choice is that a treatment of the spectro-spatial evolution
of the photon field deep into the primordial Universe requires solving a radiative transfer problem
for the distortion signals, which in full detail is computationally challenging. Here we provide the
first crucial step towards tackling this problem by formulating a new spectral discretisation of the
underlying average thermalisation Green’s function. Our approach allows us to convert the high-
dimensional partial differential equation system (' 103 − 104 equations) into and set of ordinary
differential equations of much lower dimension (' 10 equations). We demonstrate the precision of
the approach and highlight how it may be further improved in the future. We also clarify the link of
the observable spectral distortion parameters (e.g., µ and y) to the computational spectral basis that
we use in our frequency discretisation. This reveals how several basis-dependent ambiguities can be
interpreted in future CMB analysis. Even if not exact, the new Green’s function discretisation can be
used to formulate a generalised photon Boltzmann-hierarchy, which can then be solved with methods
that are familiar from theoretical studies of the CMB temperature and polarisation anisotropies. We
will carry this program out in a series of companion papers, thereby opening the path to full spectro-
spatial exploration of the CMB with future CMB imagers and spectrometers.
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1 Introduction

Spectral distortions (SDs) of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) have now been recognized
as an important future probe of early-universe and particle physics. In particular the ability of CMB
SDs to constrain the primordial power spectrum at small scales [1–4] provides important motivation
to push the observational frontier with the next generation CMB experiments [5, 6]. However, much
of the recent theoretical work [e.g., 7–11] and experimental spectrometer concept studies [12–17]
focused primarily on the science of average distortion signals. While from the theoretical point of
view it is clear that distortion anisotropies should be smaller and thus harder to detect, one of the main
reasons for this preference is that the computations of distortion anisotropies of primordial origin are
difficult and currently beyond the possibilities of existing Boltzmann codes.

To illustrate this statement we highlight that numerically solving the full thermalisation problem
for SDs created on average by energy release now takes of order ' 30 seconds on a standard laptop
using CosmoTherm [7, 18]. While this is already highly optimised, it will be difficult to extend
this method to SD anisotropies, where in analogy to the standard CMB temperature fluctuations
[19, 20] one would have to solve the thermalisation problem for multiple k-modes. For each k-mode,
a multipole hierarchy would furthermore be required, overall boosting the computation by a factor
' 103. In addition, one would have to consider how to convert the final (frequency-dependent) signal
transfer functions into CMB observables, which further increases the complexity of the problem
over the standard CMB anisotropy computation, likely yielding single computations that would take
O(105 − 106) seconds. While not necessarily prohibitively expensive with modern computational
resources, this brute force approach would be overly-complicated for exploratory calculations and
not scalable in parameter forecasts and searches for new physics.

How could one make the problem more tractable? The most common approach is to simplify
the problem by considering limiting cases. In particular, scenarios in which the evolution of distor-
tions and primordial perturbations as well as thermalisation physics can be mostly separated come to
mind. This brings us to the well-known Sunyaev-Zeldovich (SZ) effect [21, 22], which is created by
anisotropic heating effects in the late Universe, sourcing y-type distortion anisotropies that peak at
several arcminute angular scales. This signal is highly non-Gaussian and requires an understanding of
the non-linear large-scale structure evolution, but then analytically translates the statistical properties
of the dark matter distribution into the y-field [23–27]. The SZ effect is therefore an important probe
for cosmology and cluster physics [28, 29].

Another example is the sourcing of y-distortion anisotropies by the mixing of blackbodies in
the perturbed universe [1, 2]. This second order effect leads to a fluctuating y-distortion sky [30, 31]
in addition to an average distortion [4] when perturbations dissipate by free-streaming and Thomson
scattering effects. For the fluctuating part, no spectral evolution has to be considered at the late stages
(redshift z . 104), just like for the SZ effect – a linear perturbation description of the problem is
furthermore possible, yielding y-parameter transfer functions that are excited by first order tempera-
ture perturbations [31, 32]. If the amplitude of the small-scale curvature perturbations is modulated
by large-scale modes this can furthermore lead to correlated µ × T and y × T fluctuations [33–40],
which can be directly constrained using CMB imagers [see 41–43, for most recent forecasts and con-
straints]. Note that at the largest angular scales, the corresponding transfer problem was simplified
by neglecting details of the distortion evolution in the perturbed Universe [33, 38, 44].

There are, however, a number of aspect to the thermalisation problem that have not been cap-
tured by any of these calculations. As explained in [4], if an average distortion is present during
the pre-recombination era, the standard density perturbations at first order will source distortion
anisotropies. Assuming the average SD is ∆n(0)

ν in terms of the photon occupation number, the SD
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anisotropies will have a spectrum that follows ∆n(1)
ν ∝ −ν∂ν∆n(0)

ν [4]. Even without any spectral evo-
lution, the standard Doppler terms and potential perturbations therefore source distortion anisotropies,
which have not been evaluated. Assuming that the average distortion saturates the limits imposed by
COBE/FIRAS [45, 46], one can expect distortion anisotropies at the level of ' 10−8–10−7 of the aver-
age CMB. This can exceed the signals expected from the aforementioned non-Gaussian signals and
can also be directly constrained with existing and future CMB imaging data. In addition, the thermal-
isation efficiency should vary from patch to patch in the perturbed Universe. The required terms in the
photon Boltzmann equation were already discussed in [4]; however, only recently has the effect been
estimated using a separate universe approach [47]. In particular for modes that cross the horizon at
or after the recombination process completes this effect should be noticeable in the transfer function
solutions, but has not been computed using a full Boltzmann treatment.

To fully capitalise on the potential of spectral distortion anisotropy studies, we need to formulate
a generalized photon Boltzmann equation that goes beyond the standard temperature and polarisation
anisotropies. The biggest bottleneck is due to the discretisation of the spectral evolution, which
currently is done with ' 103–104 bins in frequency, as explained above. In this work, we obtain
a new discretisation for the average frequency evolution that reduces the computational burden by
a factor of ' 103 (Sect. 2). This allows us to model the thermalisation from y → µ → T with
a small number (' 10) of new spectral parameters, that can represent the exact calculation from
CosmoTherm to high precision. In contrast to other approximations, the solution is no longer limited
to the three standard spectral shapes but allows one to capture the dominant contributions from the
residual distortion [e.g., 48]. We also explain how the computational distortion parametrisation can
be mapped back onto the leading residual distortion spectra, which present the main spectral shapes
that may be testable in future applications (Sect. 3).

This paper is the first in a series of works that study the effect of spectro-spatial evolution of the
CMB. In paper II (in preparation) we will formulate the generalised Boltzmann equation, strongly
drawing on the results of this paper. In paper III (in preparation), we will present a detailed discus-
sion of the distortion transfer functions and power spectra, highlighting the importance of various
physical effects and providing Fisher forecasts. We also plan subsequent papers that discuss how the
dissipation of acoustic modes in the presence of primordial non-Gaussianty causes spectral distortion
anisotropies, and which constraints on various scenarios can be expected. Overall we hope this will
provide further motivation to study SDs in the future.

2 Approximate ODE representation of the thermalisation Green’s function

In this section, we establish a novel way of modeling the spectral evolution of the average photon field
under repeated Compton scattering and thermal photon emission processes. In terms of perturbation
theory, this is akin to focusing on the background quantities only, which leads back to the Green’s
function approach for the thermalisation problem, as will be develope here.

2.1 Brief recap of the thermalisation Green’s function

The efficiency of photon production and Comptonisation in the primordial plasma dictate various eras
with characteristic SD shapes which are defined below. At sufficiently early times, in the temperature
or T -era (2 × 106 . z), thermalisation processes are very efficient and any excess energy is rapidly
converted into a temperature shift, G(x). Here x = hν/kTz where Tz = T0(1 + z) is the background
reference temperature, which is chosen to match today’s CMB temperature T0 = 2.7255 K [49].1 The

1This avoids having to deal with redshifting terms.
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subsequent µ-era (5 × 104 . z . 2 × 106) is characterised by a lack of photon production, leading
to a chemical potential distortion, M(x). Finally, the y-era (z . 5 × 104) renders photon energy
redistribution inefficient, leading to a distortion, Y(x), related to the well-known SZ effect, albeit in
this case of primordial origin.

The different characteristic spectra introduced above have the forms [e.g., 10, 50]

G(x) =
x ex

(ex − 1)2 , Y(x) = G(x)
[
x

ex + 1
ex − 1

− 4
]
, M(x) = G(x)

[
1
βM
−

1
x

]
, (2.1)

with βM = 3ζ(3)/ζ(2) ≈ 2.1923. In Sect. 2.4 we will describe how these can be obtained by boosts
of the average blackbody spectrum. Central properties of these spectra are summarised by their
dimensionless photon number density N f =

∫
x2 f (x) dx and energy density E f =

∫
x3 f (x) dx. The

corresponding integrals can be carried out analytically in terms of Riemann ζ-functions. Also using
the blackbody occupation number, nbb(x) = 1/(ex − 1), we then find:

Nnbb = 2ζ(3) ≈ 2.40411, Enbb =
π4

15
≈ 6.49394 (2.2a)

NG = 6ζ(3) = 3Nnbb ≈ 7.21234, EG = EY =
4π4

15
= 4Enbb ≈ 25.9758 (2.2b)

NY = NM = 0, EM =
2π6

135ζ(3)
− 6ζ(3) ≈

Enbb

1.40066
≈ 4.63635. (2.2c)

The absence of overall photon number for y and µ type distortions is by construction (and easily
achieved by subtracting G from alternative definitions). This convention has already been com-
monplace in the literature, but will become a fundamental simplifying fact in the novel treatment
introduced below.

While the heuristic decomposition into three distinct eras introduced above conveys the correct
physics to relatively high precision, it is much more convenient to have a robust framework in which
the results can be expanded and built upon. In [51] it was shown that the thermalisation problem can
be expressed as a Green’s function problem in the limit of small energy injection:

s = α f

∫ ∞

0
Js(z)

dQ
dz

dz, (2.3)

where s ∈ {Θ ≡ ∆T/Tz, µ, y} gives the signal amplitude of the corresponding SD ( f ∈ {G,Y,M}), Js

is a dimensionless energy branching ratio, and α f ≡ Enbb/E f ∈ {1/4, 1/4, 1.40066} is an energetic
conversion factor from a blackbody spectrum to the SD amplitude [easily read off from Eq. (2.2)].
The energy release is determined by the comoving relative energy injection rate, dQ

dz = 1
ργ

dQc
dz , where

dQc/dz directly follows from the photon collision term.
For clarity we note that the three era picture of the early Universe would correspond to simple

top-hat functions for Js [i.e., see ‘Method A’ in 52]. Other approximations for the energy branch-
ing ratios of varying accuracy exist [52], including the addition of intermediate spectral shapes
known as residual distortions [48] and perturbative SD approximations for moderate scattering y-
parameter [53]. A byproduct of this work is the ability to generate accurate Green’s functions in a
generalized spectral basis to a precision comparable with full numerical treatments (see Sect. 2.2).

While the spectral shapes in Eq. (2.1) are physically motivated – each characteristic of a limiting
case for each phase in the early Universe – they are insufficient to model the general evolution of
the spectrum. In the following sections we introduce a method for extending this set of spectral
functions and explain how this new spectral basis eventually allows for full spectro-spatial solutions
of primordial perturbations in the photon field.
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Figure 1: Fractions of energy in y, µ and θ as seen today after injecting a normalised narrow Gaussian of energy
at redshift zinjection. This illustrates that the Green’s function, as determined by Eq. (2.5), already broadly
reproduces the least square fit results given in [51] based on the frequency-binned Green’s function. The
transition redshift, zyµ ≈ 5 × 104, to the µ-regime is obtained in both approximations. However, in comparison
to the least square fits, Jy decays more rapidly towards high redshift.

2.2 Basic idea and lowest order solution of the thermalisation problem

As previously mentioned, in the µ-era all injected energy rapidly converts into a the µ-distortion
[1, 54–56]. The net µ-parameter is given by the evolution equation ∂µ

∂t ≈ γρ Q̇, where γρ ≡ αM ≈

1.4007 and Q̇ = dQ/dt. For a given Q̇, this equation can be solved with initial µ = 0.
Physically, the energy injection first leads to an increase in the distortion y-parameter by ẏ ≈ 1

4 Q̇,
which then quickly converts into µ. If we insert this intermediate step, we may instead write

∂y
∂t
≈

1
4
Q̇ − 4τ̇θz y and

∂µ

∂t
≈ γρ 4τ̇θz (4y) ≈ 22.411 τ̇θz y. (2.4)

Here, 4y is the relative momentary energy density within the y-distortion part, θz = kBTz/mec2 is
the dimensionless temperature,2 and τ̇ = dτ/ dt = Ne σTc denotes the differential Thomson optical
depth, all with the common choice of constants. The average energy exchange rate is 〈∆ν/ν〉 ' 4θz per
scattering [57, 58], which determines how quickly energy flows from y to µ. This identifies τ̇θz as a
fundamental timescale in the thermalisation problem which contrasts with the timescale of Thomson
scattering τ̇ – a fact which will become important for the generalised Boltzmann hierarchy (paper II).
As we see in Fig. 1, the solution of this simple system roughly captures the transition between the
µ and y-eras, yielding a y-distortion visibility Jy ≈ e−4 yz , and, from energy conservation, the µ-
visibility Jµ ≈ 1 − Jy.

Following [59], the reduction of the chemical potential by the Bremsstrahlung (BR) and dou-
ble Compton (DC) processes is approximately given by µ̇|em/abs ≈ −γN xc τ̇θz µ with γN ≈ 0.7769.
Here, xc is the critical frequency between DC/BR emission and Compton scattering, with approxi-
mations as a function of redshift given in Sect. 3.3.1 of [11]. Every absorption event then removes

2We will use dimensionless temperatures, θX = kTX/mec2, frequently, with TX ∈ {Te,Tz,Tγ}.
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∆ρ̇γ/ργ ≈ α
−1
M µ̇|em/abs of energy from the µ-distortion, which is immediately added back to the av-

erage temperature, causing a relative temperature shift Θ = ∆T/Tz. Assuming energy conservation,
we therefore have the corresponding temperature source term Θ̇|em/abs = − 1

4 γρ
µ̇|em/abs ≈

γN
4 γρ

xc τ̇θz µ.
Overall this means one has to solve the extended system

∂Θ

∂t
≈ γT xc τ̇θz µ,

∂y
∂t
≈

1
4
Q̇ − 4τ̇θz y and

∂µ

∂t
≈ γρ 4τ̇θz (4y) − γN xc τ̇θz µ, (2.5)

with γT =
γN
4 γρ
≈ 0.1387, a task that can be easily carried out numerically. Assuming that the photon

production process only becomes important when y is already negligible, it is easy to show that
JT ≈ 1 − Jbb with distortion visibility Jbb ≈ e−(z/zµ)2.5

and zµ = 1.98 × 106 [55, 56]. We then have

Jy ≈ e−4yz , Jµ ≈ (1 − Jy)Jbb, and JT ≈ 1 − Jbb. (2.6)

As can be seen from Fig. 1, these simple approximations already capture the main dependence of the
distortion visibility on the injection redshift. The question of the next section is now whether we can
improve on this description to also include terms relating to the residual distortion.

2.3 Preliminaries

Neglecting photon production and heating terms, the relevant evolution equation for the distortion,
∆n = n − nbb, from the blackbody nbb = 1/(ex − 1) in the expanding Universe can be cast into the
compact form [7, 51]

∂∆n(x)
∂yz

≈ Θe Y(x) + K̂x ∆n(x) = Θe Y(x) + D̂x ∆n(x) + D̂∗x A(x) ∆n(x), (2.7)

where Θe =
∆Te
Tz

is the relative electron temperature difference and K̂x = D̂x +D̂∗xA is the Kompaneets
operator, constructed from the diffusion and recoil operators, D̂x = x−2∂xx4∂x and D̂∗x = x−2∂xx4,
with A = 1 + 2nbb = (ex + 1)/(ex − 1). The time variable is the scattering y-parameter, yz =

∫
τ̇θz dt.

The problem has been linearised in the distortion, an approximation that will be good unless very
large distortions are encountered [11, 18].

For the electron temperature correction, ∆Te = Te − Tz, we assume that Compton equilibrium
is reached at all times.3 In the absence of external heating, this means that

∫
x3∂yz∆n dx ≈ 0, which

implies Θe ≈ Θeq with [e.g., see 60]

Θeq ≈ −

∫
x3K̂x ∆n dx∫
x3Y(x) dx

=

∫
(x4∂x + x4A) ∆n dx

4 Enbb

≡

∫
x3wy ∆n dx

4 Enbb

(2.8)

and the y-weight factor wy = Y/G = xA(x)−4 = x ex+1
ex−1 −4. Since the integrals in Eq. (2.8) will appear

multiple times, for convenience we introduce

η f =

∫
x3wy(x) f (x) dx

4 Enbb

and ε f =
1
α f

=

∫
x3 f (x) dx

Enbb

. (2.9)

The exact integrals that are encountered in our computations can all be given in terms of the Riemann
ζ-functions. For the basic spectral shapes we have ηG = 1, ηY ≈ 5.3996 and ηM ≈ 0.4561, as well as
εG = 4, εY = 4 and εM = 1/1.4007. For numerical applications we pre-compute all these integrals.

3For the average evolution, this limit is valid on average until very late times corresponding to redshift z . 200.
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2.4 Spectral basis and approximate representation of the Kompaneets operator

The goal is to find an efficient spectral representation that captures the changes of the spectrum under
repeated Compton scattering as described by Eq. (2.7). The simplest decomposition considers the
three main spectral types appearing in the thermalisation problem introduced in Eq. (2.1). To build
intuition, we discuss this case in some detail, but eventually find it is insufficient. The required
refinements are presented right after.

It is instructive to understand the links of these basic spectra to that of the background blackbody
spectrum. Both G and Y are generated by applications of the boost generator, Ôx = −x∂x:

G(x) = Ôxnbb(x), Y(x) = D̂xnbb(x) = Ôx(Ôx − 3)nbb(x). (2.10)

Making the Ansatz ∆n = Θ G(x) + y Y(x) + µM(x) and inserting back into Eq. (2.7) we obtain

Θ′G(x) + y′Y(x) + µ′M(x) = Θe Y(y) + Θ K̂x G(x) + y K̂x Y(x) + µ K̂x M(x), (2.11)

where the prime indicates the derivative with respect to yz. The functions

KG ≡ K̂xG(x) = −Y(x) and KM ≡ K̂xM(x) = −Y(x)/βM ≡ −ηMY(x) (2.12)

nicely map back onto Y(x), while K̂x G(x)/x = 0 defines the null-space. However, the function
KY (x) = K̂xY(x) has contributions that are not spanned by G(x),Y(x) and M(x). We can nevertheless
enforce a representation of KY (x) in terms of G(x),Y(x) and M(x). Here, we are mostly interested
in intensity functions. Knowing that KY (x) does not carry photon number,4 we understand that only
Y(x) and M(x) can contribute in our current basis. Since with our finite basis, the representation
will not be exact, we can demand that the contribution of M to follow from energy conservation to
improve matters, as discussed below.

We define the matrix elements of the operator X̂ between the two function F(x) and J(x) as5

〈F|X̂|J〉 ≡ 〈F|X̂J〉 =

∫
x3F(x) [x3X̂J(x)] dx. (2.13)

To decompose KY = K̂xY in the most simple approach we remap back to the basis using the Ansatz
|K̂xY〉 ≈ a0|Y〉 + a1|M〉 and solve the system

〈Y |K̂x|Y〉 ≡ 〈Y |KY〉 ≈ 〈Y |Y〉 a0 + 〈Y |M〉 a1 (2.14a)

〈M|K̂x|Y〉 ≡ 〈M|KY〉 ≈ 〈M|Y〉 a0 + 〈M|M〉 a1. (2.14b)

This system is equivalent to the matrix equation b = MR a, where bi = 〈Ri|KY〉 for each function
of the representation basis, i.e., R0 = Y and R1 = M in the considered case. Similarly, we have the
basis mixing matrix MR,i j = 〈Ri|R j〉 and the corresponding representation coefficients a0 and a1. The
solution is then a = MR

−1 b, such that KY ≈ R · a with R = (Y(x),M(x))T and a = (a0, a1)T . Carrying
out the projection integrals and inverting the system we obtain KY ≈ −8.8169 Y(x) + 40.409 M(x).
However, since we used an incomplete basis, this approximation does not satisfy energy conservation.
Carrying out the energy integrals, we find EKY =

∫
x3KY (x) dx ≈ −21.598 by direct integration of

the exact function and EKY ≈ −8.8169 × 4 + 40.409/1.4007 = −6.4178 from the approximation.
Since energy and photon number conservation are the most fundamental aspects of the thermalisation
problem, this is not a solution we can work with.

4The integral
∫

x2KY (x) dx =
∫

x2K̂xY(x) dx vanishes since the Kompaneets operator conserves photon number.
5This is equivalent to taking the integrals over the two intensities x3F and x3X̂J.
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To fix the problem, we replace the last equation in the system, Eq. (2.14), with the energy
conservation equation. This yields the augmented system

〈Y |KY〉 ≈ 〈Y |Y〉 a0 + 〈Y |M〉 a1 (2.15a)

EKY = EY a0 + EM a1, (2.15b)

which can still be thought of as b = MR a, but with modified last rows in b and MR according
to the energy conservation equation. By inverting the new system, this then yields the improved
representation KY (x) ≈ −3.4593 Y(x) − 10.871 M(x). Carrying out the energy integrals, we find
EKY ≈ −3.4593 × 4 − 10.871/1.4007 = −21.598, in agreement with the direct integral result.

We have now reformulated the problem once we also determine Θe ≈ Θeq. In vector notation,
our Ansatz reads ∆n = B · y, where now we include G(x) in the basis, i.e., B = (G(x),Y(x),M(x))T

and y = (Θ, y, µ)T . By inserting this Ansatz for ∆n into Eq. (2.8) for the Compton equilibrium
temperature perturbation, and carrying out the energy exchange integrals one finds

Θeq ≈


∫

x3wy(x) B dx

4Enbb

 · y = ηG Θ + ηY y + ηM µ ≈ Θ + 5.3996y + 0.4561µ. (2.16)

Inserting everything back into Eq. (2.11) and collecting terms, with Eq. (2.12) we then obtain

Θ′G(x) + y′Y(x) + µ′M(x) = ΘeY(x) − Θ Y(x) + y KY − µ ηMY(x)

≈ 1.9403 y Y(x) − 10.871 y M(x). (2.17)

We note that the terms in the Compton equilibrium temperature ∝ Θ and µ cancel identically due to
the identities in Eq. (2.12). We furthermore comment that Eq. (2.17) can be also obtained by directly
carrying out the projections onto the basis starting from Eq. (2.7). We show this more formally in
Appendix B for the extended basis that is discussed in the next section.

Since the system in Eq. (2.17) has to be fulfilled for any x and because the spectral basis is non-
degenerate, by comparing coefficients, we obtain the ordinary differential equation (ODE) system

Θ′ ≈ 0, y′ ≈ 1.9403 y, µ′ ≈ −1.9403 (εY/εM) y. (2.18)

with εY/εM ≈ 5.6026. While these equations correctly represent the conservation of photon number
[only G(x) carries photon number but Θ does not change] and also energy (the sum of the energies
in µ and y does not change), they do not yield the correct overall evolution: For the y parameter,
the solution is y(yz) ' y(0) e1.9403yz , while we saw in Sect. (2.2) that it should be more close to
y(yz) ≈ y(0) e−4yz . What has gone wrong? The approximate representation of KY (x) ≈ −3.4593 Y(x)−
10.871 M(x) is insufficient, as could have been guessed. This can be appreciated in Fig. 2, where we
compare the exact solution of KY (x) with various approximations. In particular the high-frequency
part of KY (x) is not well-captured by this simplest approximation, a problem that we fix next.

2.5 Extension of the basis

To make progress, we need to extend the spectral basis, B. One of the natural selections is to use
the boost operator Ôx to find the extensions. This is motivated by the fact that Ôx is one of the
fundamental operators generating the Kompaneets operator, K̂x. It also commutes with the diffusion
operator, [D̂x, Ôx] = 0, which further supports this choice (see Appendix A). Finally, it appears in
log-moment expansions of distortion spectra, which where shown to have useful properties in terms
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Figure 2: Distortion shapes x3KY (x) and x3KY3 (x) for various approximations. Here the order refers to the
largest term in Yk that is included [i.e., 0. order only Y(x) and M(x); 5. order includes M(x) and all Yk(x) up to
Y5(x)]. The representations become increasingly accurate the more terms we add to the basis. Typically only
poor representation is obtained upon acting on the largest function in the basis – a problem which is mitigated
by the fact that less energy occupy these higher modes in numerical solutions.
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more and more of the high frequency part of the spectrum.

of Gauge-choices [32, 61].6 For G(x), we have ÔxG(x) = Ô2
xnbb(x) = 3G(x) + Y(x), which directly

maps back onto the old basis. For the boosts of M(x) and Y(x), new spectral shapes are generated.
However, since KM = K̂xM(x) = −ηMY(x) already maps back onto our basis, for now we only need
to think about extensions based on the functions

Yk(x) = (1/4)kÔk
xY(x). (2.19)

These functions can be readily computed using Mathematica or through the combinatoric sums
given in Appendix A, and are illustrated for a few cases in Fig. 3. The Yk are similar to those
functions appearing in asymptotic expansions of the SZ effect [62–65] and can furthermore be found
in perturbative expansions of the photon transfer problem [40, 53, 66, 67]. Note that Y0(x) ≡ Y(x).
We also added the factor of (1/4)k to make each of the Yk more comparable in amplitude. This
choice also ensures εYk ≡ 4. These functions all conserve photon number (

∫
x2Yk(x) dx = 0) and

hence provide a natural extension of the simple Y and M basis. As we will see in paper II, these also
naturally appear once Doppler-driving in the perturbed Universe is included.

2.6 Generalization of the ODE system

In this section, we outline the basic approach for obtaining a generalized ODE system in the extended
basis. By deciding about how many Yk we include in the Ansatz for ∆n, we have to determine the
representations for each of the7 KYk = K̂x Yk within this basis. To simplify the notation, let us again
write the extended representation basis as a vector R(x) = (Y(x),Y1(x), . . . ,YN(x),M(x))T . We will
denote R0 = Y0 ≡ Y and RN+1 = M, with all the other Rk = Yk in between. We then make the
Ansatz KYk ≈ R · aYk with aYk denoting the coefficients of each term in the representation basis,
a = (a0, a1, . . . , aN , aN+1)T . As above, we now have to compute the projection of KYk onto each of

6These considerations hold when working with the background spectrum. The picture will be more complicated in the
presence of inhomogeneities.

7These arise from applying K̂x to the Ansatz for ∆n.
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the Ri. To ensure energy conservation, we will again determine µ using the energy integrals.8 This
then yields the following system of equations that determines the representation vector aYk :

〈Y |KYk〉 ≈ 〈Y |Y〉 aYk ,0 + 〈Y |Y1〉 aYk ,1 + . . . + 〈Y |YN−1〉 aYk ,N−1 + 〈Y |YN〉 aYk ,N + 〈Y |M〉 aYk ,N+1

〈Y1|KYk〉 ≈ 〈Y1|Y〉 aYk ,0 + 〈Y1|Y1〉 aYk ,1 + . . . + 〈Y1|YN−1〉 aYk ,N−1 + 〈Y1|YN〉 aYk ,N + 〈Y1|M〉 aYk ,N+1
... ≈

... (2.20)

〈YN |KYk〉 ≈ 〈YN |Y〉 aYk ,0 + 〈YN |Y1〉 aYk ,1 + . . . + 〈YN |YN−1〉 aYk ,N−1 + 〈YN |YN〉 aYk ,N + 〈YN |M〉 aYk ,N+1

EYk ≈ EY aYk ,0 + EY1 aYk ,1 + . . . + EYN−1 aYk ,N−1 + EYN aYk ,N + EM aYk ,N+1,

The last equation is the energy conservation equation to determine the coefficient of M(x). We thus
have a matrix equation of the form bKYk

= MR aKYk
, which we can solve for aKYk

given a finite
representation basis. We again highlight the fact that the system was obtained using the energy
conservation equation. The matrix MR is therefore again nearly equivalent to the full basis mixing
matrix MR,i j = 〈Ri|R j〉. However, the last equation is replaced by the energy conservation equation,
even if not explicitly distinguished in the notation.

As an example, if we choose R(x) = (Y(x),Y1(x),M(x))T , we only have to determine the repre-
sentations for K̂xY and K̂xY1. Solving the corresponding systems of equations then yields

KY (x) ≈ 2.4717 Y(x) − 8.4907 Y1(x) + 3.4698 M(x) ≡ R · aY (2.21a)

KY1(x) ≈ 28.134 Y(x) − 26.125 Y1(x) − 55.089 M(x) ≡ R · aY1 . (2.21b)

Looking at Fig. 2, we see that now the match with the exact result for KY (x) is already very good.
We note that adding more terms to the basis evidently changes all the coefficients of the solution, and
also improves the result for the correspondence (see Fig. 2). Inserting this back into Eq. (2.7) and
using ηY1 ≈ 7.8246 in Eq. (2.8), after collecting coefficients we then find

Θ′G(x) + y′Y(x) + y′1Y1(x) + µ′M(x) = Θe Y(x) − Θ Y(x) + y KY (x) + y1 KY1(x) − µ ηMY(x) (2.22)

≈ (7.8714y + 35.958y1) Y(x) − (8.4907y + 26.125y1) Y1(x) + (3.4698y − 55.089y1) M(x).

In Appendix B we give an alternative derivation that avoids the intermediate step of first representing
the KYk in terms of the basis. However, mathematically this is equivalent. By comparing the coeffi-
cients, one can again obtain a system for the evolution of Θ, y, y1 and µ. The solution of this system
now has the correct main properties. It conserves photon number and energy and leads to a solution9

y(yz) ' y(0) e−3.8 yz . Indeed this is very close to the correct Green’s function solution that neglects
any residual distortion contributions. However, the precision can be improved by further extending
the spectral basis (see Fig. 2).

Below we will give the solutions for systems that include up to Y15(x) in the basis. This already
provides a very accurate approximation for the exact Green’s function. The related system can be
readily generated using Mathematica following the procedure above. Schematically, we can then
express the effect of the Kompaneets operator on the distortion in the form

∆n′ = Θe Y + K̂x ∆n ←→ y′ ≈ MK y (2.23)

with y = (Θ, y, y1, . . . , yN , µ)T and where MK is the Kompaneets mixing matrix that directly depends
on the chosen spectral basis.10 Even order systems are omitted, as they are found to be numerically

8We could really replace any one equation using energy conservation.
9This can be seen when assuming that the coefficient of Y1 evolves under quasi-stationary conditions. This implies the

condition 8.4907y + 26.125y1 ≈ 0 resulting in yqs
1 ≈ −0.32550 y, which yields the desired result similar to Eq. (2.4).

10We will provide the system for up to y15 under www.Chluba.de/CosmoTherm.
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unstable.11 We suspect this is due to the second order nature of the Kompaneets operator, but have
no additional prove for this. The solution at any moment is then ∆n(x, yz) ≈ B(x) · y(yz) with the full
spectral basis B(x) = (G(x),Y(x),Y1(x), . . . ,YN(x),M(x))T .

2.7 Adding the effect of photon production and heating

To add the effect of photon production by double Compton (DC) and Bremsstrahlung (BR), we make
use of the fact that once these become important, the yk will be extremely short-lived (i.e., decay
quickly, yk → 0). In this case, we can neglect the role of the Yk’s for photon production and the
analytic results for the µ-distortion evolution can be used [1, 59]. The net photon emission and
absorption term has the explicit form [7, 56, 59]

1
τ̇

∂n0

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
em/abs

=
Λ(x, θe, θz) e−x θz/θe

x3

[
1 − n0

(
ex θz/θe − 1

)]
≈ −

Λ(x, θz) (1 − e−x)
x3 ∆n0 +

Λ(x, θz)
x2 nbb Θe.

In the last step, we again linearised the problem with respect to the distortion [and Θe ' O(∆n)]. The
DC and BR emissivities can be computed accurately using DCpack [68] and BRpack [69].

As already explained in Sect. 2.2, we can think of the effect that photon emission and absorption
has on the distortion as a redistribution between µ and Θ. Overall this means

∂n0

∂yz

∣∣∣∣∣∣
em/abs

←→ γT xc µG(x) − γN xc µM(x), (2.24)

as in Eq. (2.5). This greatly simplifies the thermalisation problem, essentially converting the collision
term into a source-sink term with built-in energy conservation.

To also add the effect of external heating, we assume that the distortions are generated through
a y-distortion source, y′ = (1/4)Q′, where Q′ = dQ/ dyz = (τ̇θz)−1 dQ/ dt in this context. For energy
release scenarios, this will be a very good approximation in the pre-recombination era, since heat
that is transferred to the baryons quickly reaches the photons through Compton scattering [e.g., see
7, 57]. The factor of αY = 1/4 converts the change of the relative energy density into the y-parameter.
Together we then have

∆n′ = Θe Y + K̂x ∆n + ∆n′|em/abs + ∆n′|h ←→ y′ ≈ MK y + D +
Q′

4
,

D = (γT xc µ, 0, 0, . . . , 0,−γN xc µ)T , Q′ =
(
0,Q′, 0, . . . , 0, 0

)T . (2.25)

This equation now allows us to account for the effects of external heating and emission/absorption
with the source vectors, Q′ and D, respectively. Refinements to the treatment of photon emission
and absorption that include the effects of Yk(x) as well as other corrections to the leading order terms
can in principle be added following the method of [59]; however, for now we stop with this simple
description, emphasizing again that most of the thermalisation of distortions occurs deep into the
µ-era, when these effects are expected to be small.

2.8 Solutions for the Green’s function after single injection

The thermalisation Green’s function has been successfully used to represent the spectral distortion
shapes from continuous heating [48, 51, 70]. With the above description we can reproduce the Green’s
function to high precision, as we show now. For this, we model the scenario of single injection in

11One can change the weight function in the definition of the scalar-product, Eq. (2.13), to remedy this issue, but we did
not explore this option any further.
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Figure 4: A figure showing the iterative improvements of augmenting the Yk basis. The rows show the
branching ratios across redshifts (left) and final spectrum at various energy injection redshifts (right) for
Nmax = 1, 5, 9. Gray lines in the branching ratio plots correspond to the Yk>0 coefficients, and dotted lines are
negative values. Dotted black lines in the spectrum plots show the full results performed with CosmoTherm.

Eq. (2.25) and introduce a narrow Gaussian heating rate at zinjection (or alternatively set an effective
initial condition for y at that redshift). Allowing this to evolve under successive scatterings we study
the state of the system y(zf) at the final redshift zf , and extract the corresponding spectral shape.

The result of this calculation for various basis sizes is shown in Fig. 4. Also shown is a compar-
ison to the exact result of CosmoTherm, which performs an analogous calculation by directly binning
the frequency space. The latter approach can be thought of as applying a "top hat" basis in x to the
same formalism discussed in Sect. 2, and thus is more precise at the cost of tracking thousands of
equations simultaneously. Despite the relative simplicity of the treatment derived here it is possible
to capture the transition from temperature shift to y-distortion through the intermediate µ and residual
eras accurately. The residual era in particular is captured by the expanded basis Yk, with Nmax = 9
already yielding very accurate results.

It is noteworthy that with the inclusion of the new spectral shapes Yk the definitions of y and
µ have a degree of degeneracy. This is most notable in the recession of the µ-era with increasing
Nmax and the existence of Jy > 1 in the residual era (energy conservation is ensured by cancellation
with the negative Jyk ). This apparent arbitrary labelling of energy with different coefficients is not
problematic, since the real physical observable that must converge is the spectrum, which indeed
remains stable as seen in the right panels of Fig. 4. This physical observable will itself be projected
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Also shown is a least-squares fit (red dotted line) using the Y11 basis.

onto some beneficial spectral shapes, as discussed in Sect. 3, which depend on the characteristics of
observing instrument [10, 48] or other theoretical choices.

While the spectra in Fig. 4 show each snapshot being captured accurately, we note that the
precise timings of the transition from one phase to the next appear slightly delayed relative to the full
CosmoTherm calculation.12 In Fig. 5 we show two time slices in the transition phases T → µ and
µ → y, again with their respective CosmoTherm comparison and an optimised least squares fit to the
full solution using the approximate basis of spectral functions. At z = 5 × 105 (left panel) we see
the approximate solution having part of a temperature shift while the full solution is almost a pure µ
distortion. Seeing that the optimised fit reproduces the CosmoTherm solution well, we conclude that
the approximate treatment slightly overestimates the thermalisation timescale. As explained in [59],
several additional aspects that are not captured by the simple treatment here do matter at the level of
a few percent. By more carefully treating the DC and BR thermalisation rate, which will lead to a
refined scaling of xc with time, one can probably improve the treatment; however, for our purpose the
current approximation shall suffice, and refinements are left to future work.

In the right panel of Fig. 5, we also see a snapshot at z = 105. It is apparent that the approximate
basis approaches the full solution, but does not capture it fully. For comparison, an optimised fit
(which allows one to smooth over any time-dependent mismatch) is shown but also fails to exactly
reproduce the curve in this case. We can therefore conclude the basis only has enough freedom to
capture some — but not all — of the nuances of the residual era. Departures from the solution are
visible at low and intermediate frequencies (i.e., x . 2) owing to the nature of the chosen basis (see
Fig. 3) and our focus on energy conservation, which is driven by the high-frequency tail. Additional
work on the optimal basis will likely remedy these limitations; however, we highlight that our treat-
ment already greatly improves the modeling of the residual era, which is barely captured using a
simple y and µ approximation. Hence, we again shall be content with the performance of the ODE
treatment and focus on applications to anisotropic distortions as the main next step (paper II).

12Videos illustrating the solution will become available at www.Chluba.de/CosmoTherm.
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3 Defining spectral distortion observables

In Fig. 4 we saw that the amplitude of the y distortion changes depending on the other amplitudes
within the expanded basis while leaving the actual photon spectrum unchanged. In this section, we
will formalize and further discuss this phenomenon in the context of changing basis. Heuristically,
we can see the space of valid spectra as an abstract vector space, and as such choose a basis for this
space. Provided the spectrum is a continuous function we expect a formal basis to be infinite, but
computationally a finite basis can suffice, if chosen well. The bottom line statement we emphasise
and highlight here then is that the underlying physics will be (and must be) independent of the choice
of basis, where the physics here is captured only by the full photon spectrum and not any individual
branching ratio or transfer function.

This gives the freedom to choose a basis which suits a given purpose most appropriately. In
this light we will introduce two new bases, which are useful for packaging and exporting the results
of the Yk basis or computation basis. At a given spectral sensitivity, only a finite number of spectral
parameters will be directly measurable, and it is moot to attempt determining the amplitudes (or
power and cross-power spectra) for all the spectral parameters inherent to the computation basis.
The other two bases introduced here are guided by the principle to compress the information in the
spectrum and prepare for easily extracting and interpreting the physics in observations.

Although from our discussion it is clear that a better computation basis which captures all the
spectral complexity at low frequencies may exist, we are now interested in finding alternative rep-
resentations for the space spanned by our Yk basis. As explained in [48], for a given experimental
setting (e.g., frequency coverage and channel sensitivities) one can ask which spectral shapes are best
constrained aside from the standard distortions. These spectral shapes can be determined using a
principal component analysis. Mathematically, this can be thought of as an expansion of the spec-
trum into µ, y and Θ plus some additional spectral parameters, ri, to describe the residual distortion
shapes.13 The residual distortion shapes are the principal spectral components spanning the residual
distortion space and can be ranked by their observability, defining the observation basis. Denoting
the residual distortion eigenspectra as S(k), we find

∆Ii =

∫
Bi(ν) ∆Iν dν = Θ ∆IG

i + y ∆IY
i + µ∆IM

i + ∆Ri, and ∆Ri =
∑
k=1

rk S (k)
i (3.1)

where ∆Iν = 2hν3/c2∆nν is the intensity corresponding to ∆nν, which is integrated over the bandpass,
Bi(ν). In our computation we shall use a simple top-hat bandpass centered around frequency νi with
a width ∆νi. Similarly, ∆IG

i , ∆IY
i and ∆Iµi are the band-averaged versions of the corresponding G, Y

and M intensities. The (band-averaged) residual distortion, ∆Ri, space is orthogonal to M, Y and G,
for the selected instrumental configuration. Since the binned spectral shapes can all be thought of as
simple vectors, we can directly obtain the µ, y, Θ and rk values for any distortion signal as

Θo

yo

µo


=


∆IG · ∆IG ∆IG · ∆IY ∆IG · ∆IM

∆IY · ∆IG ∆IY · ∆IY ∆IY · ∆IM

∆IM · ∆IG ∆IM · ∆IY ∆IM · ∆IM



−1 
∆IG · ∆I

∆IY · ∆I

∆IM · ∆I


and rk =

S(k) · ∆I
S(k) · S(k) . (3.2)

This assumes that the covariance of the spectral bands is diagonal, but extensions can be readily
given. The residual distortion parameters, by construction, will only receive contributions from the

13In [48] the residual distortion amplitudes are referred to as µi, but we shall use a new nomenclature henceforth.
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Figure 6: First three residual distortion eigenmodes obtained for ∆ν = 1 GHz in the range νmin = 30 GHz to
νmax = 1000 GHz. These signals are orthogonal to the standard G, Y and M spectra and also among each other.
They have all been normalized to carry an energy of ∆ργ/ργ = 4.

yi of our computation basis, while Θo, µo and yo will be a superposition of the Θ, y and µ values
in the previous basis with extra contributions from the yi. The relevant rotation of the basis can be
precomputed (see Sect. 3.1). Given the observation basis S(k) we can therefore usually compress the
information into fewer observational parameters, as we show below.

In Fig. 6, we show the first few S(k) used in our computations below. The basis was created
assuming constant channel sensitivity and channel widths ∆ν = 1 GHz in the range νmin = 30 GHz
to νmax = 1000 GHz, mainly for illustration. We normalized all of these to carry ∆ργ/ργ = 4 of
energy. This choice makes them comparable in amplitude to the standard distortion shapes and the
level of the corresponding residual distortion parameter gives away its relative importance. Creating
the optimal distortion eigenmodes for more realistic experimental configurations is straightforward
following the procedure outlined in [10, 48]. We can see that the distortion eigenmodes exhibit an
increasing number of nodes, reminiscent of other orthogonal functions sets. In applications, this will
typically lead to the corresponding residual distortion parameter, ri, decreasing in amplitude.

In Fig. 7 we illustrate how this mapping to the observation basis modifies the appearance of
the branching ratios (left panels) and photon spectra (right panels). We immediately see that the y
distortion does not take on a relative energy contribution > 1 as it did in the computation basis (Fig. 4).
Further to this point, the total amplitude of y and µ are more stable for increasing yn>0, revealing
that the modelling of spectral evolution is improving with basis size, but without the usual incurred
coefficient ambiguity as a trade-off. The spectra cover a smaller frequency range, as discussed above,
but otherwise show no significant departure from the result of the computational basis. Recall the
statement that the bottom line physical results – the spectrum – are independent of chosen basis.
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Figure 7: As for Fig. 4, but now with results cast into the “observation” basis. Notice how now the y and µ
amplitudes are stable with increasing basis size. The spectra cover a smaller frequency range, as dictated by
realistic observational scenarios, however they do not otherwise change compared to the computational basis.
The residual era shows an effective negative temperature shift to achieve the correct spectral shape.

3.1 Efficient change of the basis

To accelerate the calculation we can precompute all ‘rotations’ from one basis to the other given the
distortion vectors (which depend on the experimental setting). Algorithmically, we have to bin all the
involved spectra from the various bases and then compute the relevant mixing matrices and subse-
quently invert the problem. This then defines the mixing matrix L, which maps y = (Θ, y, y1, ..., yN , µ)
to o = (Θo, yo, r1, ..., rM, µo) as o = L y. The dimension of the two spaces need not be the same, with
the observation basis having a lower dimension given that the observability of various independent
signal modes is usually reduced.

For our analysis, we pre-compute L for N = 15 and M = 6, but usually will only need r1, r2
and r3 to obtain a highly accurate representation of the full Yk basis result. Even for computations of
power spectra, this significantly reduces the dimensionality of the problem (see paper III). As shown
in Fig. 8, the residual distortion representation performs as well as the computation basis but with a
lot fewer components (see discussion next Section).

3.2 Performance and convergence

We are now in the position to compare the performance of the observation basis in representing
the distortion solutions obtained by using the computational Yk basis. Two aspects are immediately
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Figure 8: Distortion (i.e., x3∆nx) after a single injection at zh = 5 × 104 with ∆ργ/ργ = 10−5 for various
representations of the signal. The labels gives the maximal spectral component in the respective basis aside
from the standard Θ, y and µ-description. The ‘exact’ result was obtained with the computation basis up to Y15.
The simple Θ, y and µ-descriptions fails at the level of several tens of percent in particular at low frequencies.
On the other hand, the distortion is extremely well represented once r2 or r3 are included. This is a compression
of the information by a factor of more than ' 5.

worth noting: since the observation basis has a limited frequency coverage, it will not provide a
description of the distortion solution outside this domain. This is analogous to having limited sky
coverage, although there the properties of the spherical harmonic basis allows for some level of
statistical deconvolution in CMB analyses [71]. For the distortion spectra, this inversion problem will
not be possible unless as many distortion parameters as basis parameters are observed accurately.

Second, the number of independently observable modes will depend on the frequency domain
and frequency resolution as well as the sensitivity of the experiment. For example, it has been demon-
strated that distinguishing µ-type distortion spectra benefits from having frequency channels below
' 30 GHz [42, 72, 73]. However, a more comprehensive exploration of these dependencies aspects is
beyond the scope of this paper, and for our illustrations we will stick to the modes shown in Fig. 6.
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Figure 9: First three residual distortion eigenmodes obtained for ∆ν = 1 GHz in the range νmin = 30 GHz to
νmax = 1000 GHz and with an explicit photon number constraint to deproject G. These signals are orthogonal
to the standard Y and M spectra and also among each other, but no longer leave the amplitudes of G unaltered.
They have all been normalized to carry an energy of ∆ργ/ργ = 4.

To illustrate the performance of the observation basis, we consider the distortion caused by a
single energy injection at zh = 5×104 with ∆ργ/ργ = 10−5. In this regime, the residual distortion con-
tributions are expected to be largest and hence the departures from the standard µ and y description
are maximized. Looking at Fig. 8, we can immediately see that only the first few residual distortion
spectra are needed to accurately represent the distortion shape at the level of a few percent of the
dominant signal. This is a significant compression of the required information for the signal pro-
cessing. However, it also implies that from the precise distortion shape not as much information can
be directly extracted unless a very large distortion signal is present or extremely high sensitivity is
achieved [48].

3.3 Caveats of the observation basis and alternative description

We would like to highlight a few important aspects of the observation basis. While by construction,
Y , M and the Yk spectra do not carry photon number, the same is not true for the residual distortion
spectra. This implies that in the new representation, not only the y and µ parameters change but also
the temperature parameter is affected. Concretely, we have Θ ≈ 2.6 × 10−12, y ≈ 6.1 × 10−6 and
µ ≈ 3.0 × 10−8 for the example shown in Fig. 8 in the Y15-representation. When projecting onto the
observation basis we find Θo ≈ −9.2×10−7, yo ≈ 1.3×10−6 and µo ≈ 1.3×10−5. We injected energy
at a redshift where DC and BR are already very inefficient, such that Θ based on scattering physics
alone should be negligibly small. After the change of basis, in particular µo picks up a noticeable
contribution and Θo even drops below zero. This effect is known and originates from the fact that
the residual distortion construction is based on intensity projections [see Fig. 2 of 48]. The chosen
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Figure 10: As for Fig. 4, but now with results cast into the “scattering” basis. Notice that in contrast to Fig. 7
there is no production of a negative temperature shift, since here we enforce a strict number conservation of
the residual modes, meaning no distortion shape can project onto G in the change of basis. Again the spectra
show no change compared to the computation basis.

procedure is most close to what would be obtained using standard component separation methods in
future spectrometer analyses [e.g., 41, 42, 73]. Although the total energetics of the problem and also
the spectrum remain unchanged by the change of the representation, this behavior seems ambiguous.

An alternative observational procedure, without this apparent ambiguity, could be to fix the
temperature parameter Θ based on the number density of the photon field. In this case, one could
fully orthogonalize G to the distortion space and construct a pure residual scattering distortion repre-
sentation that is unaffected by the aforementioned effects. In Fig. 9, we show the result for the basis
vectors in this alternative construction procedure. While generally very similar to the previous set
of distortion modes (see Fig. 6), the alternative modes show a slightly differing pattern and overall
trend. These modes can only be use in cases where the temperature contribution can be independently
separated, as the modes no longer are orthogonal to G(x).

Fig. 10 shows how this basis again stabilises the y and µ amplitudes across basis size while
reproducing the same spectrum as the other bases. The difference however is that now the first
residual mode constitutes a more dominant fraction of the energy, and the temperature shift never
takes on its effective negative value. This is closer to the full scattering physics, since now number is
conserved, but the description is not akin to a realistic observation of the sky. In paper III we will use
these two bases wherever they are most illustrative, but always being careful and explicit.
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Figure 11: Same as Fig. 8 but using a photon number constraint to obtain the value for Θ.

In Fig. 11, we demonstrate that these alternative modes also represent the distortion shape very
well, with the difference being that the contribution from G was fixed independently using a number
density constraint. In the Y15 representation, one has Θ ≈ 2.6 × 10−12, y ≈ 6.1 × 10−6 and µ ≈

3.0 × 10−8 as before. Taking the full spectrum and imposing the photon number constraint to obtain
the amplitude of G and then fitting for y and µ, we obtain Θ ≈ 2.6 × 10−12, y ≈ 1.6 × 10−6 and
µ ≈ 7.7 × 10−6. Just like before, we see a significant change in the values for y and µ, but this time
no change to Θ. The total energy carried by G, Y and M is ∆ργ/ργ ' 4y + µ/1.4 ≈ 1.2 × 10−5,
implying that the residual distortion contributes ∆ργ/ργ ' −0.2 × 10−5. In contrast, for the Y15
representation we have ∆ργ/ργ ≈ 2.5 × 10−5 stored in the G, Y and M components, implying that
about ∆ργ/ργ ≈ −1.5 × 10−5 is in the Yk>0 terms, which is no small total correction. If we compare
all this to the lowest order computation using only Θ, y and µ in the ODE (i.e., a Y0-representation)
we obtain Θ ≈ 1.1 × 10−9, y ≈ 1.6 × 10−6 and µ ≈ 5.1 × 10−6. This demonstrates that the µ and y
decomposition is well captured by the alternative distortion eigenmodes.

However, in the outlined alternative procedure an observer has to evaluate the number integral
∝

∫
x2∆nx dx of the photon field, which in experimental settings has several challenges. First, unless
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the distortion is measured in a sufficiently wide range of frequencies, this number integral would not
evaluate accurately. Specifically, even

∫
x2Y dx and

∫
x2M dx are no longer guaranteed to vanish,

thereby breaking the ‘photon number orthogonality’. Second, to carry out the integral, the frequency
sampling has to be fine, which again usually runs into observational difficulties. Third, the estimation
of errors will be non-standard since the observable is based on weighted sums of fluxes. Therefore,
this approach is not expected to be realized in actual observations. Nevertheless, for theoretical
calculations, we can use it for illustration when the focus is on the energetics of the problem. We
will therefore refer to this alternative basis as scattering basis, given that it is constructed to focus on
the spectral shapes that are introduced purely by Compton scattering terms, which conserve photon
number. We further discuss the benefits and differences of changing the basis in paper III.

4 Discussion and conclusions

In this work we obtained an approximate ODE treatment for the thermalisation Green’s function,
which captures most aspects of the full calculation using an extended spectral basis to describe the
residual distortion evolution (Sect. 2). Instead of the expensive ‘top-hat’ frequency binning we use
a spectral basis that is derived from boosts of the y-distortion spectrum. This reduces the compu-
tational burden by a factor of ' 103, thereby providing one of the main steps towards formulating
a generalised photon Boltzmann hierarchy, that will allow us to compute the evolution of distortion
anisotropies at first order in perturbation theory (see papers II and III). We also clarify how the com-
putational spectral basis can be compressed into fewer distortion shapes that can be distinguished
with a given experimental configuration, introducing the observation and scattering basis (Sect. 3).

The new ODE representation of the thermalisation Green’s function given here is not perfect,
because not all the spectral shapes can be spanned by the basis functions we choose (see Fig. 5).
However, we have demonstrated that this is not a severe problem for the average distortion evolution,
which specifically relies on conversion of Y(x) [as the main distortion source] to M(x) and G(x). The
representation of the full Green’s function could probably be improved by studying the eigenfunctions
of the Kompaneets and boost operators more carefully. In addition, weighting schemes and a mod-
ified truncation of the distortion basis could likely improve the performance. One could also refine
the treatment of photon emission processes, including the effect of the new distortion shapes. This is
expected to modify the thermalisation efficiency, a problem that may be solved perturbatively. Nev-
ertheless, the novel ODE representation of the average thermalisation Green’s function is sufficiently
accurate for approximate applications to SD anisotropies, as we show in papers II and III.

Overall, this paper is the first in a series of works discussing the evolution of SD anisotropies
generated by various physical mechanisms and how these might be constrained with future CMB
spectrometers and imagers. The results from these works should open the path for more realististic
SD anisotropy forecasts over a wide range of physics which previously were not possible. This will
hopefully spur additional activity on CMB spectral distortions, uniting the efforts of CMB imaging
and spectrometer approaches for probing the early Universe.
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A Useful operator properties

We can somewhat reduce the complexity of the above calculations by studying the properties of – and
relationships between – the operators D̂x, D̂∗x and Ôx. This will furthermore illustrate the suitability
of the expanded basis {Yk(x)}.

We first note that two of the main operators commute with one another:

[
D̂x, Ôx

]
= 0, (A.1)

thus implying the potential existence of a shared eigenbasis. A logical step is to express the larger of
the operators in terms of the other, revealing the identities

D̂x = Ôx(Ôx − 3) = (Ôx − 3)Ôx = −3Ôx + (Ôx)2 = 4x∂x + x2 ∂2
x. (A.2)

The final equality can be easily found with a single application of the chain rule. However, it hints
towards a more generic recurrence relation, which yields the following combinatoric sum:

(Ôx)k = (−1)k
k∑

m=1

[
k
m

]
xm∂m

x , (A.3)

where the square brackets indicate Stirling set numbers, which counts partitions of an k-set into m
nonempty subsets. This expansion of the boost operator reveals that the reverse operation is non-
trivial – very specific weighted sums of xm∂m

x terms are needed to make a boost operator with some
power. Because of this, it is useful to be able to compose these expanded Ôx terms directly:

xa ∂a
x xb ∂b

x =

a∑
k=0

b!
(b − a + k)!

(
a
k

)
xb+k ∂b+k

x . (A.4)

As noted in [74], xk∂k
xnbb has a recursion relation allowing for another combinatoric analytic solution

xk∂k
xnbb =

(−x)ke−x

(1 − e−x)k+1

k−1∑
m=0

〈
k
m

〉
e−mx (k > 0), (A.5)

where the angle brackets denote Eulerian numbers, defined as the number of permutations of the
numbers 1 to m in which exactly k elements are greater than the previous element. This expression
has very good convergence properties when summed starting from the highest power of e−mx.
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DefiningHk(x) = (−x)ke−x/(1 − e−x)k+1, we are now in a position to write general expressions
using the above formulae:

D̂N
x =

N∑
k=0

(
N
k

)
3k

2N−k∑
m=1

[
2N − k

m

]
xm ∂m

x , (A.6)

(Ôx)Nnbb = (−1)N
N∑

k=1

[
N
k

]
Hk(x)

k−1∑
m=0

〈
k
m

〉
e−mx (N > 0), (A.7)

D̂N
x (Ôx)Mnbb = (−1)M

N∑
k=0

(
N
k

)
3k

2N+M−k∑
`=1

[
2N + M − k

`

]
H`

`−1∑
m=0

[
l
m

]
e−mx. (A.8)

We can generate the basis functions YN from the above expressions noticing that according to our
convention YN = (Ôx/4)NY = D̂x(Ôx/4)Nnbb:

YN = (−1/4)N
N+2∑
k=1

(
3
[
N + 1

k

]
+

[
N + 2

k

])
Hk

k−1∑
m=0

〈
k
m

〉
e−mx. (A.9)

Note that we have used
[
N + 1

N

]
= 0 to simplify the above expression, bringing two different powers

of derivatives under a single summation sign. Below we provide a few examples:

Y1(x) =
e−x

(
e−2x + 4e−x + 1

)
x3

4 (1 − e−x)4 −
3e−x (

e−x + 1
)

x2

2 (1 − e−x)3 +
e−xx

(1 − e−x)2 ,
(A.10)

Y2(x) =
e−x

(
e−3x + 11e−2x + 11e−x + 1

)
x4

16 (1 − e−x)5 −
9e−x

(
e−2x + 4e−x + 1

)
x3

16 (1 − e−x)4

+
e−x (

e−x + 1
)

x2

(1 − e−x)3 −
e−xx

4 (1 − e−x)2 ,

(A.11)

Y3(x) =
e−x

(
e−4x + 26e−3x + 66e−2x + 26e−x + 1

)
x5

64 (1 − e−x)6 −
13e−x

(
e−3x + 11e−2x + 11e−x + 1

)
x4

64 (1 − e−x)5

+
43e−x

(
e−2x + 4e−x + 1

)
x3

64 (1 − e−x)4 −
9e−x (

e−x + 1
)

x2

16 (1 − e−x)3 +
e−xx

16 (1 − e−x)2 .

(A.12)

Despite the progress made above, the overall problem is not fully closed via combinatoric sums. The
operatorD∗x ∈ K̂x does not commute with the others. Instead we find[

1
x
D̂∗x, Ôx

]
= 0,

[
D̂∗x

1
x
, Ôx

]
= 0,

[
D̂x,

1
x
D̂∗x

]
= 0,

[
Dx, D̂

∗
x
1
x

]
= 0, (A.13)

showing that no such shared basis will exist, and thus for now we resort to the approximate numerical
projections discussed in the main text (see especially Fig. 2).

However, some more progress can be made my realising that D̂∗x always appears in conjunction
with with the factor A = (1 + 2nbb). It can be shown that A = 1

x

(
4 + Y

G

)
. This loose factor of 1/x
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combines nicely with the commutators noted above. Specifically we can then write

D̂∗xA = −(Ôx − 3)
(
4 +

Y
G

)
. (A.14)

Combining this with Eq.(A.2) we can write

K̂x = (Ôx − 3)
[
Ôx − 4 −

Y
G

]
= Ô2

x − 7Ôx + 12 + 3
Y
G
− Ôx

Y
G
, (A.15)

which essentially distils the misbehaving part of the Kompaneets operator to the previously named
y-weight factor wy = Y/G.

This expression of the Kompaneets operator makes it clearer to see how certain results arise
algebraically. Consider for example that K̂xG = −Y , and similarly K̂xM = −Y , where the latter result
follows from the former together with K̂x(G/x) = 0. The spectral shape, Y1, appears as intermediate
step in these calculations, but ends up cancelling. These results may not be interesting in isolation,
but they emphasise the fact that the cancellations only occur for simple shapes. Once you apply K̂x

to a distortion shape like Y you naturally get Y1 and Y2 that do not analytically cancel.

B Alternative derivation of the ODE system

To obtain the ODE system for the evolution of the spectrum, we can also directly project the evolution
equation. Making the Ansatz ∆n ≈ B · y (with definitions as in the main section for a given basis) and
then inserting this into the evolution equation, Eq. (2.7), we have

Θ′G(x) +

N∑
k=0

y′kYk(x) + µ′M(x) = Θe Y(x) − Θ Y(x) +

N∑
k=0

yk KYk (x) − µ ηMY(x). (B.1)

Here, Y0 ≡ Y , KYk = K̂xYk and we used the identities in Eq. (2.12). Since only G(x) carries number
we immediately obtain Θ′ = 0 by carrying out the number integral

∫
x2 dx over this equation. Since

we know that −Θ Y(x) on the right hand side of Eq. (B.1) cancels the corresponding term in the
Compton equilibrium temperature

Θe ≈


∫

x3wy(x) B dx

4Enbb

 · y ≈ Θ +

N∑
k=0

ηYk yk + ηM µ, (B.2)

and because there also is no term ∝ G(x), we only have to worry about the reduced problem

N∑
k=0

y′kYk(x) + µ′M(x) = (Θe − Θ − ηM µ) Y(x) +

N∑
k=0

yk KYk (x). (B.3)

By performing the projections onto all function of the representation basis R = (Y,Y1, . . . ,Yk,M)T ,
we obtain the system

MR y′ = (Θe − Θ − µ ηM) bY + K y. (B.4)

where y = (y, y1, . . . , yk, µ)T and MR,i j = 〈Ri|R j〉 is the full mixing matrix. We also have the source
vector bY,i = 〈Ri|R0〉 = 〈Ri|Y〉 and Kompaneets matrix Ki j = 〈Ri|KY j〉.

As already explained in the main text, the system above will not yield a solution that correctly
conserves energy (although it will become better and better the more Yk are included). We therefore
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replace the last row in the matrices MR and K and the last entry in bY with the corresponding energy
equation (as shown in the main text). The modified system has the same form as Eq. (B.4), just with
redefined matrices and vectors which we do not explicitly distinguish in the notation. The system can
be solved for y′ to obtain the evolution equation for y, y1, . . . , yN , µ as

y′ = (Θe − Θ − µηM) M−1
R bY + M−1

R K y. (B.5)

The rows of the matrix M−1
R K are composed of the representation vectors for the operators KYk . Note

that the matrix K is an (N + 2) × (N + 1) matrix, while MR
−1 is an (N + 2) × (N + 2) matrix, such

that M−1
R K also is an (N + 2) × (N + 1) matrix. In addition we have M−1

R bY = δi0, which simply
follows from the fact that b̃Y is the first column vector of the matrix MR. Since the matrix M−1

R K can
be determined by independently solving for the representations of KYk in terms of the representation
basis R, this means we have proven the equivalence with the approach used in the main text.
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