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Fast radio bursts (FRBs) can be used to measure cosmological parameters by employing the
Macquart relation. However, at present, only a small number of FRB events are localized to host
galaxies with known redshifts. Inspired by the dark siren method in gravitational wave cosmology,
we develop a Bayesian method to statistically measure the Hubble constant using unlocalized FRBs
and galaxy catalog data, which makes it possible to constrain cosmological parameters from a large
number of FRB data without known redshifts, meanwhile including the real galaxy information.
We assume that the probability for a galaxy to host an FRB is proportional to the luminosity
of this galaxy and use the results from the IllustrisTNG simulation as the priors of FRB host
galaxy parameters. Ignoring some systematic errors, we obtain the first statistical H0 measurement
only using twelve unlocalized FRB events combined with the big bang nucleosynthesis result, i.e.,
H0 = 80.4+24.1

−19.4 km s−1 Mpc−1 (68% highest-density interval). This method can also be refined to
constrain other cosmological and FRB parameters. It is applicable to well-localized FRBs that still
have several potential hosts.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Hubble tension has now been one of the most im-
portant issues in current cosmology. It shows that the
values of the Hubble constant H0 estimated by the early-
and late-universe observations are apparently inconsis-
tent. Actually, the disagreement of the measurements of
H0 has reached 4.8σ. The constraint from the Planck
2018 data of the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
anisotropies [1] gives H0 = 67.36 ± 0.54 km s−1 Mpc−1 ,
based on the Λ cold dark matter (ΛCDM) model, and
the direct measurement by the SH0ES team [2] shows
H0 = 73.04 ± 1.04 km s−1 Mpc−1 , using the “distance
ladder” method. In order to solve the Hubble tension,
some extensions of the ΛCDMmodel have been proposed,
but a new concordance model has not yet been widely ac-
cepted [3–7].

Another possible explanation for the Hubble tension
may be the unknown systematic errors in the observa-
tions. However, the current reexaminations of uncertain-
ties are unable to fully solve the tension [6]. Therefore, it
is necessary to develop new precise cosmological probes
to provide a cross-check. A key factor in developing a
precise probe is that there should be a vast number of
data that can be used to reduce the random error. Fast
radio bursts (FRBs) are a kind of new astronomical phe-
nomenon and it is possible for FRBs to accumulate a lot
of data in the future (see Refs. [8–14] for reviews), due
to their high event rate [15].

FRBs are luminous millisecond pulses detected in the
radio band. When FRB photons propagate through
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plasma, it will interact with free electrons and generate
dispersion between different frequencies. The observed
high dispersion measures (DMs) greatly exceed the ex-
pectation value of the Milky Way, indicating that most
FRBs are likely of extragalactic origin, except one FRB
event associated with a Galactic magnetar [16, 17]. If an
FRB can be localized to a unique galaxy, the redshift of
this FRB can be inferred from its host galaxy [18–20].

Although the sources and radiation mechanisms of
most FRBs have not been generally identified [21–23],
one can still use them as a cosmological probe. Since
DMs contain the baryonic information along the cos-
mological distances FRBs’ photons travelled, localized
FRBs can be used to constrain cosmological parameters
through the Macquart relation (i.e., the DM–z relation)
[24–42] and to constrain related parameters [43–50]. An
outstanding application is shown in solving the “missing
baryon” problem. Macquart et al. [51] used five localized
FRBs to derive a cosmic baryon density constraint which
is consistent with the big bang nucleosynthesis (BBN)
and CMB measurements. To study the Hubble tension,
the H0 measurements from localized FRBs were obtained
by several independent groups [52–59], with a precision
of around 10%.

However, despite hundreds of FRB events having been
detected, little more than forty FRBs are currently local-
ized to their host galaxies [60]. The application of FRBs
in cosmology is greatly limited because it is difficult to
get the redshift information of FRBs. In order to ex-
ploit the potential of FRB data in cosmology research,
it is necessary to find a way of using unlocalized FRBs
to constrain cosmological parameters. In Ref. [61], au-
thors used the information from sky coordinates, galaxy
fluxes, and angular sizes to estimate the probability that
an FRB is associated with a candidate host.
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In this work, we extend the dark siren method from
gravitational wave (GW) cosmology [62–67] to the FRB
field. We statistically measure the Hubble constant using
the DM data of unlocalized FRBs in conjunction with
galaxy catalogs.

In the dark siren method, we utilize GW events, such
as binary black hole (BBH) mergers, which lack electro-
magnetic (EM) counterparts. By integrating these events
with galaxy catalog data, we can constrain cosmologi-
cal parameters by associating each GW event with its
potential host galaxies. This method operates within a
Bayesian framework and has been validated with mock
data [68]. Similarly, the Hubble constant can be con-
strained using unlocalized FRBs by identifying all po-
tential host galaxies within their localization region and
subsequently marginalizing over these possibilities.

Most previous studies have focused on using localized
FRBs to constrain the Hubble constant [52–54, 57–59],
while another approach for unlocalized FRBs involves
marginalizing the likelihood across the entire redshift
range [0.01, 5] [55, 56]. The advantage of our method is
that it allows for the constraint of cosmological param-
eters using a large dataset of unlocalized FRBs, while
also incorporating actual galaxy information (including
host data) into the analysis. This enhancement poten-
tially improves the utility of FRBs as a new cosmological
probe in two significant ways: it increases the volume of
data utilized and tightens the constraints derived from
each unlocalized FRB event.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
describe the galaxy catalog and FRB data. In Sec. III,
the model of the likelihood and the Bayesian method are
introduced. The constraints and relevant discussion are
given in Sec. IV. Conclusions are given in Sec. V.

II. DATA

A. Galaxy catalog data

The Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI)
project is a stage IV dark energy measurement aimed
at measuring the expansion of the universe and study-
ing the physics of dark energy, by constructing a three-
dimensional map of the large-scale structure of the uni-
verse. The DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys have observed
the sky in three optical (g, r, and z) bands [69], to provide
the targets for the DESI survey. The optical imaging data
are collected by three independent programs (the Dark
Energy Camera Legacy Survey, the Beijing-Arizona Sky
Survey, and the Mayall z-band Legacy Survey). The 5σ
detection thresholds are 24.0, 23.4, and 22.5 AB magni-
tudes for the g, r, and z bands, respectively, for a fiducial
galaxy with an exponential light profile and half-light ra-
dius 0.45 arcsec. The optical data are combined with
the infrared data at two bands, i.e., W1 (3.4 µm) and
W2 (4.6 µm), observed from the Wide-field Infrared Sur-
vey Explorer (WISE) satellite [70]. We use the processed

DESI galaxy catalog data published in Ref. [71], in which
the DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys DR8 data are consid-
ered. In total, 129.35 million galaxies are selected based
on the selection criteria in Ref. [71].

B. FRB data

The Australian Square Kilometre Array Pathfinder
(ASKAP) project can provide precise localization for
FRB events [72]. The Commensal Real-time ASKAP
Fast Transients (CRAFT) group [73] has performed FRB
surveys in two modes: single-antenna (“Flye’s Eye”, or
“FE”) mode during the “lat50” survey, i.e. observing at
Galactic latitudes |b| ∼ 50◦ [74, 75], and incoherent sum
(ICS) mode, incoherently adding the spectra from all an-
tennas to localize FRBs at sub-arcsecond precision [19].
The FRBs observed by the ICS mode are mainly local-
ized, so in this work we only use the FRB data observed
by the FE mode.
We then select the FRB events whose localization re-

gion is covered by the sky coverage of the catalog data
of the DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys. We also follow the
“gold-standard sample” criteria of FRBs for cosmological
study [51]1, and finally 12 FRB data are selected. The
selected FRB data and their properties [75–77] are listed
in Table I, and their positions in the galaxy catalog are
shown in Fig. 1.

III. METHODOLOGY

A. Dispersion measure distribution

We use a DM model similar to Ref. [51]. The ob-
served DM of an FRB consists of contributions from
the Milky Way’s interstellar medium (ISM), our Galac-
tic halo, the cosmological distribution of the intergalac-
tic medium (IGM) and galaxy haloes, and the FRB host
galaxy,

DM = DMMW,ISM +DMMW,halo +DMcosmic +DMhost.
(1)

We use the NE2001 model [78] to estimate DMMW,ISM.
The contribution from our Galactic halo with a hot, dif-
fuse gas is still uncertain. We will discuss it below Eq. (8).
The average value of DMcosmic at redshift z is given by

the Macquart relation [24, 79, 80],

⟨DMcosmic⟩ =
∫ z

0

cn̄e(z
′)dz′

H0(1 + z′)2E(z′)

=
3cfdΩbH

2
0

8πGmpH0

∫ z

0

χ(z′)(1 + z′)dz′

E(z′)
, (2)

1 The first criterion [51] only applies to localized FRBs, so we use
the rest of criteria.
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FIG. 1. The sky positions of the FRB data (black circles) and the footprints of the galaxy catalog (the blue area) used in this
paper. The left and right panels show the data in the south Galactic cap (SGC) and north Galactic cap (NGC), respectively.

TABLE I. Properties of unlocalized FRBs observed by ASKAP and the numbers of potential host galaxies (Ngal) for each
FRB. The names and properties of FRBs are taken from the public Transient Name Server websitea.

FRB event Right ascension Declination DM (pc cm−3 ) Ngal

20170107A 11h23m18s±10.5’ -05◦00’00”±10’ 609.5 911

20170416A 22h13m00s±15’ -10◦56’00”±9’ 523.2 375

20170712A 22h36m00s±15’ -60◦57’00”±10’ 312.8 551

20171116A 03h31m00s±10’ -17◦14’00”±10’ 618.5 596

20171213A 03h39m00s±30’ -10◦56’00”±20’ 158.6 4363

20180119A 03h29m18s±8’ -12◦44’00”±8’ 402.7 427

20180128A 13h56m00s±20’ -06◦43’00”±15’ 441.4 2425

20180131A 21h49m54s±12’ -40◦41’00”±8’ 657.7 557

20180212A 14h21m00s±30’ -03◦35’00”±30’ 167.5 6811

20180417A 12h24m56s±7’ +14◦13’00”±7’ 474.8 485

20180515A 23h13m12s±7’ -42◦14’46”±7’ 355.2 270

20180525A 14h40m00s±30’ -02◦12’00”±6’ 388.1 1257

a https://www.wis-tns.org/

where n̄e is the mean free electron density, Ωb is the
present-day baryon density parameter, fd is the fraction
of cosmic baryons in diffuse ionized gas, χ(z) represents
the fraction of ionized electrons in hydrogen and helium
atoms, and mp is the mass of a proton. The ionization
fraction is

χ(z) = YHχe,H(z) +
1

2
YHeχe,He(z). (3)

where YH = 3/4 and YHe = 1/4 are the mass fractions
of hydrogen and helium, respectively, and χe,H and χe,He

are the ionization fractions for hydrogen and helium, re-
spectively. We take χe,H = χe,He = 1, assuming both
hydrogen and helium are fully ionized at z < 3 [81]. For
fd, we use a redshift-dependent form [51] calculated from

the public FRB code2.
In the flat ΛCDM model, the dimensionless Hubble

parameter is

E(z) =
√
Ωm(1 + z)3 + (1− Ωm), (4)

where Ωm is the present-day matter density parameter.
We focus on the Hubble constant measurement and set
Ωm = 0.315 [1]. With more FRB data in future works,
the influence of cosmological models and other cosmolog-
ical parameters could be further studied.
Equation (2) reflects that ⟨DMIGM⟩ is proportional to

Ωbh, with h = H0/(100 km s−1Mpc−1). However, Ωbh
2

is usually the directly observed quantity in other cosmo-
logical observations, so we write as ⟨DMIGM⟩ ∝ Ωbh

2/h,

2 https://github.com/FRBs/FRB
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which is also a straightforward consequence of n̄e/H0.
Recently, a constraint Ωbh

2 = 0.02233 ± 0.00036 is ob-
tained only based on the big bang nucleosynthesis theory
with an improved rate of deuterium burning [82]. We use
its mean value as default value on baryon density, and
thus the observed DM can be used to measure H0.
Due to the existence of the cosmic web of filaments,

voids, and other substructures, the values of DMcosmic

have variances along different sightlines. This variation
is mainly affected by the galactic feedback, based on cos-
mological simulations [83]. The probability distribution
of DMcosmic can be described by [51, 84],

pcosmic(∆) = A∆−β exp

[
− (∆−α − C0)

2

2α2σ2
DM

]
, ∆ > 0,

(5)

where ∆ ≡ DMcosmic/⟨DMcosmic⟩ and A is a normaliza-
tion factor. The parameters α = 3 and β = 3 provide the
best match to the models [51]. The effective standard de-
viation equals approximately Fz−0.5 for z < 1 where the
parameter F describes the strength of the baryon feed-
back. The parameter C0 can be fixed by the requirement
⟨∆⟩ = 1. Combining Eqs. (2)–(5), we can obtain the
probability distribution pcosmic(DMcosmic|z,H0, F ).
The DM contribution from host galaxy includes host

galaxy halo and FRB’s local environment. A log-normal
distribution shows a fine fit to the results from the Il-
lustrisTNG simulation [85], and its asymmetric long tail
also can account for the contribution from the gas nearby
FRB sources. Hence, DMhost can be modeled by a log-
normal distribution,

phost(DM′
host) =

1

DM′
host

1

σhost

√
2π

exp

[
− (lnDM′

host − µ)2

2σ2
host

]
,

(6)

where DM′
host is the value of DMhost referenced to

the rest frame of the host galaxy. The mean value

and variance are eµ and e2µ+σ2
host(eσ

2
host − 1), respec-

tively. We apply a redshift correction DMhost =
DM′

host/(1 + z) and then acquire the probability distri-
bution phost(DMhost|z, eµ, σhost).
We rewrite Eq. (1) as

DM = DMMW,ISM +DM′, (7)

where DM′ = DMMW,halo + DMcosmic + DMhost =
DMMW,halo + DME and DME = DMcosmic + DMhost is
the extragalactic contribution. We ignore measurement
error on DM and subtract DMMW,ISM from the observed
DM value to obtain DM′ for each FRB. Hence, the DM
likelihood is

p(DM′|z,H0, e
µ, σhost, F ) =

∫
phalo(DMMW,halo)

∫ DM′−DMMW,halo

0

phost(DMhost|z, eµ, σhost)

pcosmic(DM′ −DMMW,halo −DMhost|z,H0, F ) dDMhost dDMMW,halo, (8)

where phost and pcosmic can be calculated from Eqs. (2)–(6). The phalo(DMMW,halo) term is the model of DMMW,halo.
The simulation [86] showed that a representative halo electron contribution is about 30 pc cm−3 . By using several
observations, the value of DMMW,halo was estimated in the range of [50, 80] pc cm−3 [87]. According to these esti-
mates, we use a Gaussian distribution phalo(DMMW,halo) with the mean value of 55 pc cm−3 and standard deviation
of 25 pc cm−3 to describe the distribution of DMMW,halo for all FRBs [53]. In principle, all the unknown parameters,
i.e. eµ, σhost, and F , should be treated as free parameters and be simultaneously constrained by data. However, the
purpose of this work is to demonstrate the feasibility of using unlocalized FRBs and the real galaxy catalog to measure
the Hubble constant. Thus, for convenience, we use the results from other works as the priors of the parameters eµ,
σhost, and F . We first assume F = 0.31, which is a common assumption in the literature [55, 88], based on the
constraint results in Refs. [51, 56].

For the FRB host galaxy parameters eµ and σhost, Zhang et al. [85] gave the best-fitting parameters eµ ∼ 32.97(1+
z)0.84 pc cm−3 and σhost ∼ 1.27 for one-off FRBs, based on the state-of-the-art IllustrisTNG simulation, which can
be used as priors in the simulation-based case. Using DM model from cosmological simulations to help constrain
cosmological parameters is regarded as one of the approach to avoid uncontrolled systematic errors [89]. They also
gave that the standard deviation of eµ in the simulation is about 15 pc cm−3 [85], so we assume a Gaussian distribution
pµ(e

µ) on eµ and integrate over it. Compared to Ref. [53], we further take the deviation of the simulation into account.
Macquart et al. [51] also provided the median values of eµ and σhost around 68 pc cm−3 and 0.88, respectively, using
localized FRBs while treating Ωbh and F as free parameters. Similarly, the observation-based case assumes a Gaussian
distribution pµ(e

µ) on eµ with a standard deviation 45 pc cm−3 [51]. We fix the values of σhost in two cases. Then Eq.
(8) becomes

p(DM′|z,H0) =

∫ 80 pc cm−3

30 pc cm−3

phalo(DMMW,halo)

∫ eµmax

eµmin

pµ(e
µ)

∫ DM′−DMMW,halo

0

phost(DMhost|z, eµ)

pcosmic(DM′ −DMMW,halo −DMhost|z,H0) dDMhost de
µ dDMMW,halo, (9)
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where eµmax = 18(1 + z)0.84 pc cm−3 and eµmin = 48(1 + z)0.84 pc cm−3 in the simulation-based case [85] and eµmax =
23pc cm−3 and eµmin = 113 pc cm−3 in the observation-based case [51]. This likelihood is normalized to all possible
DM realizations. We again note that Eq. (9) used in this paper is an approximation of Eq. (8) and we just use it in
order to facilitate the calculations.

B. Bayesian framework

We present an overview of the Bayesian framework to estimate H0 using unlocalized FRBs. By using Bayes’
theorem, the posterior of H0 given the FRB data from a single detection, dFRB, should be

p(H0|dFRB) ∝ p(dFRB|H0)p(H0), (10)

where p(dFRB|H0) is the FRB likelihood, and p(H0) is the prior on H0. We use the DM likelihood, Eq. (9), as a proxy
of the FRB likelihood. By marginalizing over redshift and sky location Ω, the FRB likelihood can be calculated by

p(dFRB|H0) ∝
∫∫

p(DM′|z,H0)p(z,Ω) dΩ dz

β(H0)
, (11)

where β(H0) is a normalization term, and the probability p(z,Ω) represents an FRB occurring at redshift z and sky
location Ω. From the galaxy catalog data, we can select the galaxies within the angular localization errors of each
FRB. The photometric redshift errors of the galaxy data are about 0.01+0.015z. But we ignore the errors and expect
the final DESI data could provide precise spectroscopic redshift measurements. Then, the p(z,Ω) term can be written
as the sum of the Dirac delta functions,

p(z,Ω) =

Ngal∑
i

wi
R(z)

1 + z
δ(z − zi)δ(Ω− Ωi), (12)

where Ngal is the number of host galaxy candidates, (zi,Ωi) represent the redshift and sky location of the i-th host
galaxy candidate, and wi is the probability that the i-th galaxy hosts a FRB source. We consider two scenarios for
this weight. The first one, called the “equal weight” scenario, assumes equal probability for each galaxy to host an
FRB source, wi = 1/Ngal, and the second one, called the “luminosity weight” scenario, assumes that this probability
is proportional to the luminosity of this galaxy, wi ∝ Li, meanwhile ensuring that the weights are normalized. The
R(z) term represents the intrinsic redshift evolution of the FRB rate, but we assume that it is redshift-independent,
R(z) = constant. This term may also be a function of the FRB luminosity function [90, 91], because the FRB
luminosity could determine how far it can be detected and then affect the redshift distribution of the FRB rate. The
factor 1/(1 + z) converts the FRB rate from the source frame to the detector frame. Inserting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11),
we have

p(dFRB|H0) ∝
∑Ngal

i=1 wip(DM′|zi, H0)R(zi)/(1 + zi)

β(H0)
. (13)

The normalization term β(H0) accounts for selection effects to make sure the results are unbiased. Because we
have followed the “gold-standard sample” criterion of FRBs [51] and then selected a part of the FRB data which
are enough bright to avoid the selection effect induced by detection threshold, this procedure may discard the FRBs
from higher redshift, which are more likely with higher DME value. So the used FRB data are below a cut-off value
DMcutoff (in this paper DMcutoff = 570 pc cm−3 ). Integrating over all possible FRB realizations below DMcutoff leads
to

β(H0) ∝
∫ ∫ DMcutoff

0

p(DME|z,H0)p(z) dDME dz

∝
Ngal∑
i=1

∫ DMcutoff

0

p(DME|zi, H0)wi
R(zi)

1 + zi
dDME, (14)

where p(z) is identical to Eq. (12).
For multiple FRB events {dFRB,j}, we assume that they are independent of each other and rewrite Eq. (10) as

p(H0|{dFRB,j}) ∝ p(H0)
∏
j

p(dFRB,j |H0). (15)
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We take the prior on H0 to be uniform over the range [20, 140] km s−1 Mpc−1. We use the Markov chain Monte Carlo
method to sample the posterior and estimate constraints, which is implemented by the emcee package [92] with 32
walkers of 20000 samples after discarding 200 burn-in steps.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The core of the analysis is the probability p(zi|DM′) ∝
p(DM′|zi)p(zi) calculated at the redshift of the i-th po-
tential host, zi. As an example, the discrete probabil-
ity p(zi|DM′) in the “equal weight” scenario is shown in
Fig. 2, with the assumption DMMW,halo = 50pc cm−3 ,
H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, eµ = 50pc cm−3 , and σhost = 1.
It demonstrates that the galaxies above the maximum
redshift of the galaxy catalog (z > 1) could almost con-
tribute little to the total likelihood.

In Fig. 3, we show the constraints on H0 assum-
ing different host galaxy parameters from 12 unlocal-
ized ASKAP FRBs in the “equal weight” scenario.
The maximum a posteriori (MAP) values with the
minimal 68.3% credible intervals are H0 = 58.7+19.8

−15.2

km s−1 Mpc−1 in the simulation-based case and H0 =
62.3+19.8

−16.6 km s−1 Mpc−1 in the observation-based case.
Two estimates are basically consistent, and the differ-
ence can be regarded as a systematic error until we know
more about the host galaxy parameters. The results of
Planck and SH0ES are both within the 1σ credible in-
tervals of these two estimates. At current precision, our
measurement cannot help resolve the Hubble tension.

It should be noted that actually, above z ∼ 0.5, the
galaxy catalog is incomplete [71], thus some high-redshift
galaxies are absent in our analysis. This leads to the con-
straints lower compared to the reality (i.e., with a com-
plete galaxy catalog), because of the positive correlation
between z andH0 [Eq. (2)]. The “luminosity weight” sce-
nario is a reasonable way to reduce this effect. Because
the absent high-redshift galaxies are with low luminosity,
they would only contribute a little to the likelihood and
final results. We should admit that the incompleteness
of galaxy catalog needs a full analysis, which can refer to
the calculations in the dark siren method [68], but this
calculation is extremely time-consuming for FRBs due to
the multiple integral in the DM likelihood, Eq. (9).

Figure 4 is the same as Fig. 3 but in the “lumi-
nosity weight” scenario. We can clearly see that the
H0 constraints are obviously increased in this scenario.
The simulation-based and observation-based cases pro-
vide constraints, H0 = 80.4+24.1

−19.4 km s−1 Mpc−1 and

H0 = 81.9+23.4
−17.1 km s−1 Mpc−1, respectively. In Fig. 5, we

plot the posterior distributions of H0 for each FRB event
in the simulation-based case and the “luminosity weight”
scenario. We can see that although most of the single
events only provide very weak constraints, the combined
constraint can provide an informative constraint around
80 km s−1 Mpc−1.
We compare our H0 constraints with the ones in

the literature. The constraints, H0 = 62.3 ± 9.1
km s−1 Mpc−1 from 9 localized FRBs [52], H0 =

68.81+4.99
−4.33 km s−1 Mpc−1 from 18 localized FRBs [53],

H0 = 70.60 ± 2.11 km s−1 Mpc−1 from a cosmological-
model-independent method [54], H0 = 69.4 ± 4.7
km s−1 Mpc−1 from 23 well-localized FRBs [57], and
H0 = 65.5+6.4

−5.4 km s−1 Mpc−1 from Supernova Ia com-
bined with 18 localized FRBs [58] are all lower than
our results in the “luminosity weight” scenario, but still
consistent with our results at the 1σ credible level, due
to the current loose constraints. Another work set-
ting a flat prior on DMMW,halo provided H0 = 95.8+7.8

−9.2

km s−1 Mpc−1[59], which is obviously higher than the
estimates above but consistent with our results. The
other two works [55, 56] using both localized and un-
localized FRBs gave H0 = 73+12

−8 km s−1 Mpc−1 and

H0 = 85.3+9.4
−8.1 km s−1 Mpc−1, respectively, which are

closer to our MAP value, 80 km s−1 Mpc−1, of the “lumi-
nosity weight” constraint. Note that their analysis just
marginalized the likelihood over a broad redshift range
for unlocalized FRBs, but without the real galaxy infor-
mation.

We also compare the relative errors of our results with
the one using dark sirens in GW astronomy. 46 GW
events combined with the GLADE+ galaxy catalog data
could give about 19% precision constraint on H0 [93], yet
our method achieves about 27% precision constraint us-
ing 12 FRB events. By approximating a Gaussian distri-
bution and scaling our result as 1/

√
N behaviour, where

N is the number of FRB events, we see that our method
can provide similar constraint ability to the dark siren
method.

The 12 FRB events account for about a half of the to-
tal FRB events observed by ASKAP FE mode, because
the catalog footprint covers about a half of the total sky.
Applying this proportion to the total current FRB data,
we would have about 400 events to perform this analysis.
Again scaling our result as 1/

√
N behaviour, the con-

straint onH0 is able to reach 8% precision using those 400
unlocalized FRBs. However, at that point, the impacts
of the host galaxy parameters, the choice of priors and
cosmological models, and other systematic errors would
become more important and should be carefully treated.
We will study the systematic errors of this method in the
next paper.

We expect that this method can be further developed
to measure other cosmological parameters and FRB pa-
rameters [94], benefiting by the high detection rates of
FRBs. Actually, even for some of the well-localized FRBs
(such as being localized to arcsecond), it is still possible
more than one single obvious host galaxy in the FRB
localization region. Therefore, cosmological parameter
estimations still have to be marginalized over multiple
potential hosts for these FRBs.
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FIG. 2. The discrete probabilities p({zi}|DM′) calculated at the redshifts of potential hosts, {zi}, for each FRB event in the
“equal weight” scenario. The DM′ value of FRB events (from low to high) are indicated by the colors of lines (from purple
to yellow). Note that we assume DMMW,halo = 50pc cm−3 , H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, eµ = 50pc cm−3 , and σhost = 1 as an
example.
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FIG. 3. The posteriors for H0 from 12 unlocalized ASKAP FRBs in the “equal weight” scenario. The constraints for the
simulation-based case and the observation-based case are shown in blue and red solid lines, respectively, and their 1σ credible
intervals are shown in vertical dotted lines. The constraints from Planck [1] and SH0ES [2] are also shown in orange and grey
regions, respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we use the statistical galaxy catalog
method similar to the dark siren method in GW cosmol-
ogy and obtain the measurement of the Hubble constant
H0 using twelve unlocalized ASKAP FRB data as an ex-
ample. We find all potential host galaxies in the FRB

localization region and then marginalize the FRB likeli-
hood over them. For the weights on the probability for
a galaxy to host an FRB source, two different scenarios
are considered, i.e. the “equal weight” scenario and the
“luminosity weight” scenario. We also use the results
from the IllustrisTNG simulation and the constraints
from the localized FRBs as two priors of the DMhost



8

20 40 60 80 100 120 140

H0 [km s−1 Mpc−1]

P

the simulation-based case

the observation-based case

FIG. 4. The posteriors for H0 from 12 unlocalized ASKAP FRBs in the “luminosity weight” scenario. The constraints for the
simulation-based case and the observation-based case are shown in blue and red solid lines, respectively, and their 1σ credible
intervals are shown in vertical dotted lines. The constraints from Planck [1] and SH0ES [2] are also shown in orange and grey
regions, respectively.

FIG. 5. The posteriors for H0 from each unlocalized ASKAP FRB. The constraints for individual FRB are shown in dotted
lines, and the combined constraint is shown in solid line.

model, denoted by the simulation-based and observation-
based cases, respectively. In the “equal weight” scenario,
the constraints are H0 = 58.7+19.8

−15.2 km s−1 Mpc−1 in the

simulation-based case and H0 = 62.3+19.8
−16.6 km s−1 Mpc−1

in the observation-based case, combined with the BBN
result on Ωbh

2. To reduce the effect of the galaxy catalog

incompleteness, we obtain the constraints in the “lumi-
nosity weight” scenario, H0 = 80.4+24.1

−19.4 km s−1 Mpc−1

and H0 = 81.9+23.4
−17.1 km s−1 Mpc−1 , in the simulation-

based and observation-based cases, respectively. These
results are very rough estimates, but serve to demon-
strate the feasibility of this method.
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We should point out one disadvantage of this work that
we used the priors for the host galaxy parameters, i.e. eµ

and σhost. In principle, they should be regarded as free
parameters. The results obtained by fixing these param-
eters may be biased [55]. Actually, this problem also
exists in early study of the dark siren method in GW
cosmology, in which the underlying source mass distri-
bution is fixed, and the systematic errors are studied by
a series following papers. Nonetheless, the deviation be-
tween the cases of different host galaxy parameters could
be regarded as a systematic error, until more accurate in-
formation about FRB hosts is known. It should be noted
that other emerging H0 measurements (such as standard
sirens [95–116]) also have different systematic errors, e.g.,
systematic errors of bright sirens from the viewing angle
of binary neutron stars [117], of dark sirens from the
assumed BBH mass distribution [93], of localized FRBs
from tentative host galaxy [51, 118]. So it is still im-

portant to develop new H0 measurements to provide a
cross-check for each other.
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