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We propose the HI 21-cm power spectrum from the post-reionization epoch as a probe of a
cosmological model with decaying dark matter particles. The unstable particles are assumed to
undergo a 2-body decay into a massless and massive daughter. We assume, that a fraction f of the
total dark matter budget to be, unstable and quantify the decay using the life-time Γ−1 and the
relative mass splitting ϵ between the parent and the massive daughter. The redshift space anisotropic
power spectrum of the post-reionization 21-cm signal brightness temperature, as a tracer of the
dark matter clustering, imprints the decaying dark matter model through its effect on background
evolution and the suppression of power on small scales. We find that with an idealized futuristic
intensity mapping experiment with a SKA-I Mid like radio-array, ϵ and Γ can be measured at 3.1%
and 4.64% around their fiducial values of ϵ = 0.01 and Γ = 0.074Gyr−1 respectively.

INTRODUCTION

Dark matter (DM) comprises roughly ∼ 25% of the
total energy density of the universe and plays the most
crucial role in cosmological structure formation. Its ex-
istence is supported by a diverse range of observations,
including galactic rotation curves [1–3], large-scale struc-
ture surveys [4–6], strong and weak gravitational lens-
ing [7–25], and anisotropies in the cosmic microwave
background (CMB)[26–33]. In the standard cosmolog-
ical framework, the ΛCDM model proposes that dark
matter is cold, collisionless, and stable, offering a ro-
bust framework for understanding the expansion history
of the universe and structure formation. Despite its re-
markable success, the ΛCDM model faces observational
challenges [34, 35]. Notable amongst these issues is the
Hubble tension [36, 37], indicating a discrepancy between
the Hubble constant (H0) measured from distance ladder
estimates using Cepheid variables [38–43] and CMBR
observations [44–48]. There is also the consistent mild
tension ∼ 2 − 3σ in the clustering amplitude quantified
through S8 = σ8(Ωm/0.3)0.5 measured CMB and weak
lensing surveys, with the latter consistently reporting
lower values of S8 [49–56]. These cosmological tensions
seem to have no resolution within the standard ΛCDM
paradigm, and attempts have been made to modify both
the dark energy [34, 57–73] and dark matter sectors [74–
91]. Any modification of the pre-recombination physics
aims to decrease the sound horizon at recombination to
alleviate the Hubble tension. However, this has the pos-
sibility of spoiling the bounds on other parameters and
may even aggravate the S8 tension. To resolve the S8

tension, it is typically required to reduce the amplitude
of matter fluctuations on small scales. Such suppression
can be achieved through modifications of the dark matter
properties at low redshifts [92–101]. Unstable dark mat-
ter with a massless relativistic daughter can potentially
cause such a suppression owing to the erasure of power
on small scales [102–108]

There is no strong argument from fundamental physics
[109–113] or observations [114–117] to believe that dark

matter is entirely stable. Decaying Dark Matter (DDM)
models, which permit dark matter to decay into lighter
particles such as dark radiation and warm dark mat-
ter, represent a natural extension of the standard model.
Such decays alter the evolving energy density of the uni-
verse, consequently affecting its expansion history and
inhibiting structure formation on small scales. These ef-
fects make DDM particularly important for addressing
the persistent cosmological tensions that challenge the
ΛCDM model. Through the redistribution of energy be-
tween radiation and matter, DDM possesses the capacity
to mitigate these tensions while adhering to current cos-
mological data. Moreover, DDM scenarios may also re-
solve issues with small-scale structures, including ”cuspy
core” [118] and ”missing satellite” problem [119], by re-
ducing the clustering on small scales.

The dynamics of DDM is defined by two principal pa-
rameters: the decay rate (Γ), which determines the life-
time of the particle, and the fraction of rest mass energy
(ϵ) allocated to the decay products[120–126]. These pa-
rameters imprint on the background evolution, and devel-
opment of cosmological perturbations, thereby influenc-
ing observables like the matter power spectrum. Given
our interest in late time cosmology, we are interested in
the tomographic study of the post-reionization universe
using the redshifted HI 21-cm signal.

The post-reionization IGM for z < 6 is predominantly
ionized. While this is true for the diffuse low density gas,
a small fraction of neutral hydrogen survives in confined
over-dense regions and is self-shielded from the back-
ground ionizing radiation. These clumped, dense self-
shielded, damped Lyman-α systems (DLAs) [127] are lo-
cated in regions of highly non-linear matter over density
peaks [128–130], and are believed to store bulk (∼ 80%)
of the HI at z < 4 [131] with HI column density greater
than 2 × 1020atoms/cm2 [132–134]. These DLA clouds,
source the 21-cm radiation emission in the post reioniza-
tion epoch. The post-reionization HI 21-cm signal has
been extensively studied [135–143] and is a powerful cos-
mological probe [143–147].

The first detection of intensity mapping of 21-cm signal
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in the redshift range z ∼ 0.53− 1.12 was achieved using
radio observations with the Green Bank Telescope (GBT)
[148] indicating that the 21-cm intensity field traces the
distribution of galaxies at z ≈ 1 [149]. The 21-cm sig-
nal was further detected in cross-correlation between the
21-cm signal and galaxies in the WiggleZ Dark Energy
Survey [150] at z ≈ 0.8. An observational upper limit on
the 21 cm auto-power spectrum has also been reported
[151]. The 21-cm power spectrum in auto-correlation has
yet to be discovered. This is a primary science goal of
several presently operational as well as new or upgraded
radio interferometric arrays. Some of these telescopes
which aim to detect the cosmological 21cm signal are:
the Giant Metrewave Radio Telescope (GMRT)[152], the
Ooty Wide Field Array (OWFA)[153], The Canadian
Hydrogen Intensity Mapping Experiment (CHIME)[154],
the Meer-Karoo Array Telescope (MeerKAT)[155], the
Square Kilometer Array (SKA)[156].

The parameters of a model involving decaying dark
matter shall affect the cosmological background evolu-
tion and matter clustering. In this paper we study the
post-reionization HI 21-cm anisotropic power spectrum
in redshift space in a cosmology with decaying dark mat-
ter and make error projections of model parameters using
a futuristic intensity mapping experiment with a SKA 1-
Mid like radio interferometer.

COSMOLOGY WITH DECAYING DARK
MATTER (DDM)

In the simplest case, an unstable dark matter parti-
cle decays into a single relativistic component known as
dark radiation. Such models are very well constrained
from CMBR observations [157–159]. We shall consider a
2-body decay scenario [105, 158, 160–163] where a frac-
tion f of the dark matter component consists of unsta-
ble particles (denoted by the subscript ”0”) decays into
a massless dark photon (denoted by the subscript ”1”)
[164, 165] and massive daughter particles (as is denoted
by the subscript ”2”) with mass m2. The parent unsta-
ble particle of mass m0 assumed to be at rest, decays
exponentially with a lifetime τ = 1/Γ. If ϵ denote the
fraction of energy of the parent particle transferred to
the massless daughter, then from conservation of energy
and momentum,

ϵ =
1

2

(
1− m2

0

m2
2

)
& β2 =

v2
c

=
ϵ

1− ϵ
(1)

where, v2 is the magnitude of the ”kick” velocity of the
massive daughter. In the non-relativistic limit, v2 = ϵc.
Thus, the dark-matter sector now comprises four species
of particles: Stable cold dark matter (CDM), parent un-
stable decaying dark matter (DDM), massive daughter,
and massless dark photon. The evolution of the densi-
ties (ρcdm, ρ0, ρ1, ρ2) of these particles in an expanding

universe is governed by [122–126, 166]

dρcdm
dt

+ 3
ȧ

a
ρcdm = 0 (2)

dρ0
dt

+ 3
ȧ

a
ρ0 = −Γρ0 (3)

dρ1
dt

+ 4
ȧ

a
ρ1 = ϵΓρ0 (4)

dρ2
dt

+ 3 (1 + w2(a))
ȧ

a
ρ2 = (1− ϵ)Γρ0 (5)

where, w2(a) is the equation of state for the massive
daughter particle. The first two equations are not cou-
pled and can be solved with suitable initial conditions,
as

ρcdm(a) = (1− f)
Ωmo

a3
& ρ0(a) = Ae−Γt(a)

a3
, (6)

where A is a normalization set by the initial condition on
ρ0(a). Assuming that dark matter does not decay prior
to recombination (zrec ∼ 1090), this normalization is ob-
tained by the condition ρ(arec) = fρcritΩmo(1 + zrec)

3,
where ρcrit = 3H2

0/8πG and, Ωmo is the total dark mat-
ter density parameter at the present epoch.

Figure 1. A schematic representation of the 4-momentum
pµ = (E,p) in a two-body decay with a massive parent par-
ticle decaying into a massless and massive daughter

Using the solution ρ0(a) from Eq. 6 we have

d
(
ρ1a

4
)
= ϵAΓe−Γtadt (7)

On integration this gives us

ρ1(a) =
ϵA
a4

(∫ a

arec

e−Γt(a′)da′
− ae−Γt(a) + arece

−Γt(arec)

)
(8)

The evolution of the massive daughter is complicated
since its equation of state w2(a) is dynamic. There is
a possibility for this particle to be relativistic initially,
and slow down later. If this transition from a relativistic
to non-relativistic regime occurs at aD for a given parti-
cle, then one has to consider the sum of contributions to
ρ2(a) from different particles. Thus we have [166]

ρ2(a) =
AΓ

√
1− 2ϵ

a3

∫ a

a∗

K (a, aD) daD (9)
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where

K (a, aD) ≡ e−Γt(aD)

aDHD

√
β2
2

1− β2
2

(aD
a

)2

+ 1 (10)

We note that to evaluate ρ0, ρ1, ρ2 ,we require t(a) and
H(a) which are interdependent on each other, whileH(a)
itself depends on ρ0, ρ1, ρ2. Thus, these equations are
solved iteratively to obtain H(a).

    

Figure 2. The Hubble parameter H(z) for different (τ̄ =
Γ−1

1Gyr
, ϵ) shows the expected match with ΛCDM model at high

redshifts and departure at low redshifts. The inset shows the
evolution of the parent DDM and daughter particles. Here, we
have assumed f = 1. The observational results at z = 0.38,
0.51, and 0.61 are from galaxy clustering data of BOSS SDSS
III [167]. We have also shown some high redshift data from
Lyman-α forest at z = 2.3 [168] and z = 2.4 [169].

H2(a) =
H2

0

ρcrit

∑
ρi(a) (11)

where we have CDM, baryonic matter, radiation and
Λ contributing to the sum other than the contributions
from DDM and its daughter particles.

Fig. 2, shows the expansion history for different DDM
parameters. The decay of DDM starts at z = 1090.
Thus, for sufficiently small ϵ and large τ , the Hubble pa-
rameter follows the ΛCDM behaviour at high redshifts.
Only at low redshifts and much after the epoch of recom-
bination does the DDM density falls, while the daughter
particles are produced as seen in the inset of Fig. 2. The
lifetime Γ−1, thus controls the redshift when the expan-
sion history deviates from ΛCDM whereas ϵ determines
the fraction of DDM density that goes into the daughters.
At low redshifts, the Hubble rate falls below ΛCDM, due
to the excess of radiation. It must be noted that we have
kept the dark energy sector fixed, i .e. ΩΛ = 0.69 is held
fixed. However, if we impose an additional constraint at
very high redshift that the angular diameter distance to

the epoch of recombination is strongly constrained from
observations, then it would require ΩΛ to be strongly
correlated with ϵ and Γ, whereby the necessary increase
in ΩΛ will actually make H(z) larger than the ΛCDM
expectation in the dark energy dominated era.
A crucial cosmological impact of two-body decaying

dark-matter scenarios is that small-scale structures are
wiped out. This leads to a suppression of the linear mat-
ter power spectrum at scales smaller than a ’cut off scale’
k > kf . The two parameters of the DDM model (ϵ,Γ)
has two distinct roles to play in this suppression. The pa-
rameter ϵ which measures the fraction of the mass of the
DDM particle that transformed into kinetic energy, fixes
the value of kf . The higher the energy, the smaller the
cutoff kf since kf ∝ 1√

v
. If the lifetime of DDM τ = Γ−1

is small, the abundance of the free-streaming decay prod-
ucts, shall be large. Thus, Γ determines the amount of
small-scale power suppression. In addition, the effects
of decay become more pronounced at low redshifts for a
given Γ, due to the greater abundance of the daughter
particles at low redshifts. Thus, the power suppression is
more at lower redshifts. All these effects are incorporated
into the transfer function of the matter power spectrum
at z < 2.35 [170, 171].

THE POST-REIONIZATION 21-CM SIGNAL

The IGM is mostly ionized at redshifts z ≤ 6. In
this epoch, neutral hydrogen predominantly resides in
the self-shielded DLAs, which source the 21-cm radiation.
The signal from the individual DLA clouds is extremely
weak (< 10µJy). In an intensity mapping experiment,
one is typically interested in the low-resolution large-field
image. Thus, the discrete nature of DLA sources is not
considered. The corresponding Poisson noise owing to
this discrete sampling is neglected, assuming that the
number density of the DLA emitters is very large [142].
The diffuse collective signal is expected to be detected in
radio-interferometric observations. The modeling of the
post-reionization HI 21-cm signal is simplified by several
assumptions, which are based on observations or derived
from numerical simulations.
At low redshifts, the Wouthuysen field effect enhances

the population of the triplet state of HI, causing the ratio
of the spin temperature and the CMB temperature Ts/Tγ

to be much larger than unity. As a result, the 21-cm ra-
diation appears as an emission signal against the back-
ground of the CMB [4, 172, 173]. Extensive literature on
Lyman-α absorption lines in quasar spectra reveals that,
in the post-reionization epoch the mean neutral fraction
x̄HI = Ωgas/Ωb ∼ 2.45 × 10−2, which does not evolve in
the entire redshift range z ≤ 6 [131].
Galaxies are located at the peaks of the dark matter

density field and are known to be biased tracers of the
dark matter distribution [174–176]. The dark matter dis-
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tribution is also believed to be generated by a Gaussian
random process, and non-Gaussianity, if any, is believed
to be small (ignored in this work). The statistical prop-
erties of such a random field are thus quantified using the
2-point function/ power spectrum. The HI in the post-
reionization epoch is housed predominantly (∼ 80%) in
DLAs which are believed to be galaxies. It is therefore
expected that HI distribution shall trace the underlying
dark matter density field with a bias bT (k, z) defined as

bT (k, z) =
[
PHI(k,z)
P (k,z)

]1/2
where PHI(k, z) and P (k, z) de-

note the HI and dark matter power spectra, respectively.

On large scales, the bias is known to be scale-
independent, but on small scales it is k−dependent. The
post-reionization HI bias has been extensively studied
using N-body simulations [177–180]. It is seen that the

large scale linear bias grows monotonically with redshift
for 1 < z < 4 [181]. This feature is shared by galaxy bias
as well [175, 182, 183]. There is a steep rise in the 21-cm
bias on small scales. This is due to the absence of small
mass halos as is expected from the CDM power spec-
trum and, consequently the HI being distributed only in
larger halos. We have adopted the fitting formula for the
bias bT (k, z) as a function of both redshift z and scale
k obtained from numerical simulations [179] of the post-
reionization signal.

bT (k, z) =

4∑
m=0

2∑
n=0

c(m,n)kmzn (12)

Adopting all the assumptions discussed above, the power
spectrum of post-reionization HI 21-cm brightness tem-
perature fluctuations from redshift z is given by [146, 173]

PHI(k, z, µ) =
1

α∥α
2
⊥
C2(z)

[
1 + fgµ̃

2/bT
]2

G
FoG

(k∥)P
(
k̃, z

)
; where

C(z)
4.0mK

= bT (k, z)x̄HI(1 + z)2
(
Ωb0h

2

0.02

)(
0.7

h

)
H0

H(z)

α∥ =
Hf

Hr
, α⊥ =

Dr
A(z)

Df
A(z)

, µ =
k∥

k
, µ̃2 =

µ2

F 2 + µ2(1− F 2)
, k̃ =

k

α⊥

√
1 + µ2(F−2 − 1) and F =

α∥

α⊥
(13)

where µ = k̂ · n̂, βT (k, z) = fg(k, z)/bT (k, z). The
term fg(z, k)µ

2 has its origin in the HI peculiar ve-
locities [137, 173] which, as we mentioned, is sourced
by the dark matter fluctuations. On the large cosmo-
logical scales of interest, HI peculiar velocities are as-
sumed to be determined by the dark matter distribu-
tion. Thus, peculiar velocity manifests itself as a redshift
space distortion anisotropy (RSD) in the 21-cm power
spectrum [184, 185]). Other than this usual anisotropy
of the power spectrum due to redshift space distortion,
we have also incorporated the nonlinear effect of pe-
culiar velocity dispersion - Finger of God effect [186]
and the Alcock-Paczynski (AP) effect [187, 188]. The
Finger of God anisotropy is taken to be of the form

G
FoG

(
k∥, σp

)
=

(
1 + 1

2k
2
∥σ

2
p

)−2

, where σp is the pair

velocity dispersion. The AP effect manifests as geomet-
ric distortion of cosmological structures and arises due to
departures of cosmological distances as predicted in the
fiducial cosmology from their actual values along the line
of sight and in the transverse direction.

Fig.3(a) shows the dimensionless anisotropic 21-cm
power spectrum k3PHI/2π

2 at the fiducial redshift
z = 2 in the (k∥, k⊥) space. We have taken the
fiducial values of the parameters (Ωm, ϵ,Γ, H0, f) =
(0.3, 0.01, 0.074Gyr−1, 67.76Km/s/Mpc, 0.5). We find
that owing to the RSD and AP effect, the power spec-
trum has significant departure from spherical symmetry
on small scales ≈ k ≥ 1Mpc−1.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The noise estimates for the 21-cm auto power spec-
trum is obtained by considering a radio-interferometric
observation. We adopt the visibility-visibility correla-
tion formalism [189] and assume that the visibility data
is suitably binned such that the correlation between
baselines owing to the primary beam of the telescope
can be ignored and the covariance matrix is diagonal.
Thus we have for redshift z corresponding to an obser-
vational frequency ν = 1420/(1 + z)MHz or wavelength
λ = 0.21(1 + z)m

δPHI(k, µ, z) =
PHI(k, µ, z) +NT (k, µ, z)√

Nc

(14)

where the first term corresponds to the cosmic variance
and the instrumental noise is given by

NT =
λ2T 2

sysr
2dr/dν

Aetk
(15)

Here r denotes the comoving distance to the source, Ae

is the effective area of the individual antenna dish, Tsys

is the system temperature assumed to be dominated by
the sky temperature and

tk = ToNant (Nant − 1)Aeρ/2λ
2 (16)

is the fraction of the total observation time To for a
given pointing spent on the given mode. We have con-
sidered a radio-array with Nant antennae spread out in



5

Figure 3. Figure (a) shows the dimensionless anisotropic 21-cm power spectrum k3PHI/2π
2 for a DDM cosmology at the fiducial

redhsift z = 2. The departure from spherical symmetry is seen on small scales. Figure (b) shows the signal to noise ratio
PHI(k∥, k⊥, z)/δPHI(k∥, k⊥, z).

a plane, such that the total number of visibility pairs
Nant(Nant − 1)/2 are distributed over different baselines
according to a normalized baseline distribution function
ρ(k⊥, ν). The noise is suppressed by a factor

√
Nc where

Nc is the number of modes in a given survey volume.
Thus we have

Nc = 2πk2∆k∆µr2(dr/dν)Bλ2/Ae(2π)
3 (17)

The noise estimates are based on a futuristic SKA1-Mid
like intensity mapping experiment. We consider an in-
terferometer with 250 dish antennae each of diameter
15m and antenna efficiency of 0.7. The baseline dis-
tribution function is obtained by assuming that the an-
tennae are distributed over 1km2 with a density falling
off as 1/r2 with radial distance from the centre. This
increases the noise on small scales due to poor visibil-
ity sampling. We consider about a 32MHz bandwidth
observation at the observing frequency of 470MHz cor-
responding to the probing redshift of z = 2. We also
consider a k− binning with ∆k = k/Nbin ln(kmax/kmin),
with Nbin = 40 and where kmax and kmin are set by
the largest baseline and the dish size, respectively. We
consider 400 hrs observations per pointing with multiple
pointings for a full sky survey. For the given observa-

Table I. Telescope parameters used in our analysis.

Nant Antennae efficiency Ddish To Tsys B

250 0.7 15 m 400 hrs 60K 32MHz

tional parameters, a possible range of scales to be probed
is 0.021Mpc−1 ≤ k < 1.5Mpc−1 at a fiducial redshift
z = 2, which corresponds to an observational frequency
of 473MHz. Fig.3 (b) shows the signal to noise ratio for
the 21-cm power spectrum. We find that a SNR > 7 can
be reached in the k-range 0.1Mpc−1 ≤ k ≤ 1.1Mpc−1.

Figure 4. Error projections at the 68% and 95% and 99%
confidence levels for the parameters (Ho, Γ, ϵ, f)

.

While poor visibility sampling is the cause of the cosmic
variance noise on large scales, it is the instrument noise
that dominates on small scales.

The sensitivity of the 21-cm power spectrum to the
DDM parameters occurs due to the suppression of power
on small scales and also due to the change in the back-
ground expansion rate H(z) and the growth rate of per-
turbations that affect the normalization C(z) and the
anisotropy of the power spectrum. We choose qm =
(ϵ,Γ, Ho, f) as the parameters to be constrained from
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a 21-cm intensity mapping experiment described above.
The Fisher matrix

Fmn =
∑
k,µ

1

δPHI(k, µ, z)2
∂PHI(k, µ, z)

∂qm

∂PHI(k, µ, z)

∂qn

(18)
allows us to put errors from the Cramer-Rao bound

δqm =
√
F−1
mm ,assuming a Gaussian likelihood. If we

assume the fiducial cosmology to be the ΛCDM model,
then bounds on DDM model parameters can be obtained
using the Fisher matrix. We find that for the intensity
mapping experiment described above, the 1 − σ bounds
on the parameters are ϵ ≤ 0.07 and Γ ≤ 0.072Gyr−1.
These bounds are consistent with the literature [190]. We
choose fiducial parameter values which are motivated by
the bounds obtained on these parameters from our find-
ing and studies of other probes (like the BOSS Lyman-

alpha studies [190]). Fig. 4 shows the 68% and 95% and
99% error contours. The 1−σ errors are given in table 2.
We have marginalized over the well-constrained param-
eter Ωmo. The correlation between the parameters are
on expected lines with increase in ϵ and Γ imply greater
suppression of power and over greater range of scales re-
spectively. We find that for the given fiducial cosmology
and a futuristic SKA like observation we can measure ϵ
and Γ at 3.1% and 4.64% respectively.
We note here that the dark energy sector has been kept

entirely untouched in our analysis and we have assumed a
constant dark energy equation of state w = −1. Any dy-
namical dark energy equation of state would affect both
the background evolution and the structure formation.
The amplitude of the power spectrum C(z) is sensitive to
the IGM astrophysics and astrophysical parameters like
the neutral fraction, or the large-scale HIbias have strong
degeneracy with Ho and σ8. We, therefore focus only on
the parameters of the DDM model.

Parameters ϵ Γ (GYr−1) H0 (km/s/Mpc) f

1− σ error 0.010± 3.07× 10−4 0.074± 3.426× 10−3 67.76± 0.036 0.50± 0.01

Table II. Fiducial values and 1σ uncertainties for parameters.

While, 21-cm intensity mapping is a promising probe of
cosmology beyond the ΛCDM model, such experiments
are plagued with the problem of foregrounds originating
from sources like galactic Synchrotron radiation, free-free
emission, or extra-galactic radio point sources [191–193].
These foregrounds are ≈ 5 orders of magnitude larger
[189, 194] than the signal and present a formidable chal-
lenge towards detecting the 21-cm signal. While the issue
of foregrouds is less challenging for the post-reionization
signal as compared to the epoch of reionization, signifi-
cant foreground cleaning is required before the cosmolog-
ical signal can be explored. The difference of the spectral
properties of the foregrounds from that of the 21-cm sig-
nal is often exploited to remove the foregrounds from
observed visibility data or from the multifrequency an-
gular power spectrum[193, 195–201]. Foreground from
sources in and around the field of view can be removed
by avoiding the modes in the ”foreground wedge” while
estimating the 21-cm power spectrum [202–206]. Apart
from foregrounds, RFI’s pose a critical problem towards
detecting the signal. Further, bandpass calibration er-
rors introduce spurious spectral structure into the fore-
ground signal. This difficulty has led to many proposals
for precise bandpass calibration [207–215]. We conclude
by noting that these major observational issues would de-
grade the signal, and a more complete realistic analysis
invoking some of these issues is necessary.
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gari, M. Bilicki, J. T. A. de Jong, A. Dvornik, T. Er-
ben, F. Getman, B. Giblin, C. Heymans, A. Kannawadi,
C. A. Lin, and H. Y. Shan, Astronomy and Astrophysics
647, A124 (2021), arXiv:2007.15635 [astro-ph.CO].

[53] H. Aihara and e. Arimoto, Publications of the As-
tronomical Society of Japan 70, 10.1093/pasj/psx066
(2017).

[54] T. Hamana, M. Shirasaki, S. Miyazaki, C. Hik-
age, M. Oguri, S. More, R. Armstrong, A. Leau-
thaud, R. Mandelbaum, H. Miyatake, A. J. Nishizawa,
M. Simet, M. Takada, H. Aihara, J. Bosch,
Y. Komiyama, R. Lupton, H. Murayama, M. A. Strauss,

https://doi.org/10.1086/341110
https://doi.org/10.1086/341110
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0305089
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0305089
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06780.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06780.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06868.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.06868.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0408141
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09782.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09782.x
https://doi.org/10.1086/521621
https://doi.org/10.1086/521621
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.58.110707.171151
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.58.110707.171151
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.103.091304
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14504.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.14504.x
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3160886
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/02/002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/02/002
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081915-023433
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-081915-023433
https://doi.org/10.1086/148982
https://doi.org/10.1086/148982
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/180/2/330
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/180/2/330
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0411049
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3688
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3688
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.10363
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.10363
https://doi.org/10.1086/323253
https://doi.org/10.1086/323253
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201525814
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2022.101659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2022.101659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2022.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jheap.2022.04.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06142
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.06142
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac0e95
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac0e95
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15656
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abd253
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abd253
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.04536
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2023/11/050
https://doi.org/10.1086/508853
https://doi.org/10.1086/508853
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/832/2/210
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/832/2/210
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637x/826/1/56
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637x/826/1/56
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.083509
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.141302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.141302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.063001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039679
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/04/013
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/04/013
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834918
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834918
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.11265
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.11265
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038850
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038850
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01845
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.01845
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039018
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.15635
https://doi.org/10.1093/pasj/psx066


8

and M. Tanaka, Publications of the Astronomical So-
ciety of Japan 72, 16 (2020), arXiv:1906.06041 [astro-
ph.CO].

[55] The Dark Energy Survey Collaboration, arXiv e-prints
, astro-ph/0510346 (2005), arXiv:astro-ph/0510346
[astro-ph].

[56] A. Amon, D. Gruen, e. Troxel, and DES Col-
laboration, Physical Review D 105, 023514 (2022),
arXiv:2105.13543 [astro-ph.CO].

[57] K. Dutta, A. Roy, A. A. Ruchika, Sen, and M. M.
Sheikh-Jabbari, General Relativity and Gravitation 52,
15 (2020).

[58] L. Visinelli, S. Vagnozzi, and U. Danielsson, Symmetry
11, 1035 (2019), arXiv:1907.07953 [astro-ph.CO].

[59] R.-Y. Guo, J.-F. Zhang, and X. Zhang, Journal of
Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2019 (2), 054,
arXiv:1809.02340 [astro-ph.CO].

[60] S. Kumar, R. C. Nunes, and S. K. Yadav, European
Physical Journal C 79, 576 (2019), arXiv:1903.04865
[astro-ph.CO].

[61] V. Poulin, T. L. Smith, T. Karwal, and
M. Kamionkowski, Physical Review Letters 122,
221301 (2019), arXiv:1811.04083 [astro-ph.CO].

[62] F. Niedermann and M. S. Sloth, arXiv e-prints
, arXiv:1910.10739 (2019), arXiv:1910.10739 [astro-
ph.CO].

[63] J. Sakstein and M. Trodden, Physical Review Letters
124, 161301 (2020), arXiv:1911.11760 [astro-ph.CO].

[64] E. Di Valentino, E. V. Linder, and A. Melchiorri, Phys-
ical Review D 97, 043528 (2018), arXiv:1710.02153
[astro-ph.CO].

[65] A. Banihashemi, N. Khosravi, and A. H. Shirazi, Phys-
ical Review D 99, 083509 (2019), arXiv:1810.11007
[astro-ph.CO].

[66] A. Banihashemi, N. Khosravi, and A. H. Shirazi, Phys-
ical Review D 101, 123521 (2020), arXiv:1808.02472
[astro-ph.CO].

[67] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, O. Mena, and
S. Vagnozzi, Physics of the Dark Universe 30, 100666
(2020), arXiv:1908.04281 [astro-ph.CO].

[68] W. Yang, S. Pan, L. Xu, and D. F. Mota, Monthly
Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 482, 1858
(2019), arXiv:1804.08455 [astro-ph.CO].

[69] W. Yang, S. Pan, and A. Paliathanasis, Monthly Notices
of the Royal Astronomical Society 482, 1007 (2019),
arXiv:1804.08558 [gr-qc].

[70] W. Yang, S. Pan, E. Di Valentino, R. C. Nunes,
S. Vagnozzi, and D. F. Mota, Journal of Cosmology and
Astroparticle Physics 2018 (9), 019, arXiv:1805.08252
[astro-ph.CO].
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