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Abstract. Dark matter is believed to account for a significant portion of the mass in the
universe, exerting a critical influence on the formation and evolution of cosmic structures.
This research delves into the processes of annihilation and decay of dark matter particles,
which generate observable signals that deepen our comprehension of their characteristics and
behaviors. Furthermore, the study explores the potential role of primordial black holes, with
a focus on the emissions of Hawking radiation that could offer valuable insights into their
distribution and size range. A key aspect of this investigation revolves around the 21 cm
signal, a vital tool for scrutinizing the effects of dark matter particles and primordial black
hole phenomena on the intergalactic medium. The upcoming Hongmeng mission, featuring a
lunar orbital interferometer array, is poised to revolutionize our ability to observe the 21 cm
signal. By conducting measurements devoid of atmospheric disturbances, the mission will sig-
nificantly boost sensitivity to subtle signals associated with dark matter particle annihilation,
decay, and primordial black hole emissions. This study assesses the expected performance
of the Hongmeng mission in detecting these telltale signs and aims to unveil fresh insights
into the nature and interactions of dark matter particles and primordial black hole emissions
through a meticulous analysis of the global 21 cm spectrum. The mission holds immense
promise for reshaping our understanding of the universe’s concealed components.
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1 Introduction

The concept of dark matter (DM) is postulated to account for a significant portion of the
universe’s mass, as evidenced by observations of galactic rotations, galaxy cluster dynam-
ics, gravitational lensing, the anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background (CMB), and
other phenomena, with recent reviews in Refs. [1–9] and references therein. Despite being
invisible, the gravitational influence of DM plays a crucial role in the formation and evolution
of cosmic structures. As a result, a variety of candidate models for DM have been proposed
in the scientific literature, with reviews available in Refs. [6, 7, 10] and references therein.
These candidate models can generally be classified into three categories: particles, macro-
scopic objects, and modifications to gravity, each encompassing a diverse array of theoretical
frameworks. In this study, our focus is primarily on the former two categories.

The annihilation and decay of DM particles are pivotal processes within the domain of
DM research (see reviews in Refs. [11–19] and references therein). On the one hand, DM
annihilation occurs when two DM particles collide, resulting in the conversion into other
particles and the potential generation of detectable signals such as gamma rays or cosmic
rays. These signals offer valuable insights into the interactions among DM particles. On
the other hand, DM decay involves the spontaneous conversion of a DM particle into lighter
particles, providing essential information regarding the stability and lifetime of DM particles.
Investigations into these processes are crucial for advancing our understanding of DM and
present unique opportunities to probe the nature of DM through astronomical observations.

Should primordial black holes (PBHs) constitute a significant portion of DM, the obser-
vation and analysis of their Hawking radiation emissions hold promise for shedding light on
their fundamental characteristics, e.g., their abundance as a function of their masses. The
theoretical framework of Hawking radiation, as proposed by Stephen Hawking [20], posits
that black holes can emit radiation and particles such as gamma rays, cosmic rays or neu-
trinos, due to quantum effects near the event horizon. Through the meticulous study of this
radiation, we can not only deepen our understanding of PBHs as viable DM candidates, but
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also find potential implications for the nature of quantum gravity. Relevant constraints on
the PBH mass function are shown in Refs. [21–25] and references therein.

The 21 cm signal plays a pivotal role as an essential tool in the study of DM. Processes
involving DM particle annihilation and decay, as well as PBH Hawking radiation emissions,
can introduce exotic energy into the intergalactic medium (IGM) [26–28], leading to signifi-
cant alterations in the thermal and ionization histories of the universe. These modifications
impact the spin temperature of neutral hydrogen, thereby influencing the 21 cm brightness
temperature, which is closely tied to this spin temperature. The importance of the 21 cm
signal in unraveling the mysteries of DM is underscored by these connections. Notably, com-
pared to other cosmological probes such as the CMB [13, 29–31] and Lyman-α forest [32],
the 21 cm absorption lines demonstrate heightened sensitivity to phenomena occurring dur-
ing the era of cosmic dawn with redshifts z ∼ 10 − 20. In particular, the Experiment To
Detect The Global EoR Signature (EDGES) reported an absorption feature of 21 cm global
signal at z ≃ 17 [33]. Analyzing this signal, researchers placed upper limits on parameters
characterizing the DM particle annihilation and decay [28] as well as the PBH mass function
[34, 35]. However, such a signal was recently rejected by the Spectrograph For The arecibo
Radar And Radiation Astronomy (SARAS 3) at 95.3% confidence level [36].

Looking ahead, the Hongmeng mission [37] offers a vast of advantages for conducting
observations of the 21 cm signal. With ten satellites to weave a lunar orbital interferometer
array, it is capable of fulfilling the full-sky detection in the frequency bands from 0.1 MHz
to 120 MHz. It also benefits from a vantage point that is free from the atmospheric interfer-
ence and light pollution that can hinder ground-based observations. This allows for clearer
and more precise measurements of cosmic phenomena, providing valuable insights into the
properties of the IGM. The stability and controlled environment of lunar orbit also enable
the Hongmeng mission to conduct long-term observations with enhanced consistency and
accuracy, facilitating the detection of subtle signals and anomalies in the 21 cm signal. In
addition, the lunar orbital satellite array can leverage the Moon’s gravitational influence to
optimize its trajectory and positioning, maximizing the efficiency and coverage of its obser-
vations. By capitalizing on these advantages, the Hongmeng mission is expected to make
significant contributions to understanding the nature of exotic energy sources such as DM
particles and PBHs in principle.

In this work, we study the prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission to detect
the annihilation and decay of DM particles, as well as the Hawking radiation emissions of
PBHs. By leveraging the advanced capabilities of the Hongmeng lunar orbital satellite array,
we aim to probe the interactions of DM particles and the potential signatures of PBHs within
the cosmic landscape. The unique positioning of the Hongmeng mission in lunar orbit offers
unparalleled advantages for observing subtle signals associated with DM annihilation, decay
processes, and PBH emissions, providing a new perspective on these elusive cosmic entities.
Through detailed analyses of the 21 cm global spectrum collected by the Hongmeng mission,
we seek to uncover clues about the nature, properties, and interactions of DM particles
and PBHs, shedding light on fundamental questions in astrophysics and cosmology. This
innovative approach holds the potential to revolutionize our understanding of the universe’s
hidden sector.

The subsequent sections of this paper are structured as follows. Section 2 presents the
scenarios of exotic energy injection considered in this study, with a summary of their effects
on the IGM and 21 cm global signal outlined in Section 3. Section 4 elaborates on the Fisher
information matrix and parameter settings employed, while Section 5 showcases the primary
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findings. Finally, Section 6 offers a concise discussion and summary of the study’s outcomes.
In our present study, we adhere to the cosmological parameters outlined in the Planck 2018
results [38], specifically utilizing (Ωm,Ωb,ΩΛ, h, σ8, ns) = (0.31, 0.049, 0.69, 0.68, 0.81, 0.97).
Here, the first three parameters represent the present-day energy-density fractions of non-
relativistic matter, baryons, and dark energy, while the latter three correspond to the di-
mensionless Hubble constant, the amplitude of matter fluctuations, and the spectral index
of primordial curvature perturbations. Throughout this work, the speed of light is denoted
as c, and the Boltzmann constant is kB.

2 Scenarios of exotic energy

In this section, we briefly summarize the formulas for scenarios of exotic energy considered
in our present work. The present-day energy density of DM is represented as ρDM = ρcΩDM,
where we have ΩDM = Ωm−Ωb, and ρc is a critical energy density of the present-day cosmos.

2.1 Annihilation and decay of DM particles

The annihilation and decay of DM particles can give rise to particles of the standard model,
including primary and secondary products. Three classes of primary particles are considered:
photons, electron-positron pairs, and bottom-anti-bottom quark pairs. Secondary particles,
such as photons, electrons, protons, neutrinos, and others, are generated from primary par-
ticles through processes such as annihilation, decay, and hadronization [39]. To model these
processes, we employ the PPPC4DMID [40] and pythia [41] simulations. In the following sec-
tion, we focus solely on photons, electrons, and positrons as they are effective in depositing
energy into the IGM [42, 43].

We consider an s-wave annihilation channel of DM particles, regardless of the primary
products. The exotic energy injected into the IGM gas per unit volume per unit time is given
by [44] (

dE

dV dt

)
inj,ann

= ρ2DMB(z)(1 + z)6c2
⟨σv⟩
mχ

, (2.1)

where B(z) stands for a booster factor due to clumping of DM, as comprehensively investi-
gated in Ref. [45], z is cosmological redshift, ⟨σv⟩ denotes the thermally-averaged annihilation
cross-section of DM particles, and mχ is the mass of DM particles. Here, we assume the frac-
tion of DM particles which can annihilate to be unity, i.e., fann = 1. Otherwise, we should
multiply a factor of f2

ann at the right hand side of the above formula.
For a decay channel of DM particles, regardless of primary products, we get the exotic

energy injected into IGM gas per unit volume per unit time of the form [44](
dE

dV dt

)
inj,dec

= ρDM(1 + z)3c2
1

τ
, (2.2)

where τ stands for a lifetime of DM particles. Here, we assume the fraction of DM particles
which can decay to be unity, i.e., fdec = 1. Otherwise, we should multiply a factor of fdec at
the right hand side of the above formula.

2.2 Hawking radiation of PBHs

The Hawking radiation of PBHs can emit particles of the standard model [20]. We adopt the
BlackHawk [46] to obtain the particle spectra, denoted as d2N/(dEdt). When considering
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PBHs in a mass range of MPBH ∼ 1015 − 1018 g, we focus on photons and electron-positron
pairs as emission products. Therefore, the exotic energy injected into IGM gas per unit
volume per unit time is given by [34, 39, 44, 47](

dE

dV dt

)
inj,PBH

=

∫ 5GeV

0

d2N

dEdt

∣∣∣
γ
nPBHEdE +

∫ 5GeV

mec2

d2N

dEdt

∣∣∣
e±
nPBH(E −mec

2)dE , (2.3)

where the first and second terms at the right hand side stand for contributions from photons
and electron-positron pairs, respectively. Here, me is the mass of electrons. nPBH denotes
the comoving number density of PBHs, represented as [48, 49]

nPBH =
fPBHρDM

MPBH
, (2.4)

where fPBH is the abundance of PBHs as DM. In this work, we assume a monochromatic
mass function of PBHs for the sake of illustration. Nevertheless, our research can be straight-
forwardly extended to study other mass functions of PBHs if necessary.

3 Influence of exotic energy on the 21 cm global signal

Considering the exotic energy injection and deposition efficiency, we study influence of the
exotic energy on the thermal and ionization histories of the IGM gas. Eventually, we demon-
strate changes of the 21 cm global spectrum at cosmic dawn.

The differential 21 cm brightness temperature for the 21 cm global signal is defined as
[50, 51]

T21(z) = 23xHI(z)

(
0.15

Ωm

) 1
2
(
Ωbh

2

0.02

)(
1 + z

10

) 1
2
[
1− TCMB(z)

TS(z)

]
mK , (3.1)

where xHI stands for the neutral fraction of hydrogen, TCMB is a temperature of CMB radi-
ation at z, and TS denotes a spin temperature of hydrogen at z. Defined as a ratio between
the populations of triplets and singlet of neutral hydrogen, the spin temperature is [51]

T−1
S =

T−1
CMB + xαT

−1
α + xcT

−1
k

1 + xα + xc
, (3.2)

where Tα stands for a color temperature of the Lyman-α photons, xα is a Lyman-α coupling
coefficient due to resonant scattering, i.e., the Wouthuysen-Field effect [47, 50], Tk denotes a
kinetic temperature of the IGM gas, and xc is a coupling coefficient due to collisions between
two hydrogen atoms, hydrogen atoms and electrons, as well as hydrogen atoms and protons
[50, 51]. Due to frequent scattering, the color temperature is tightly coupled to the kinetic
temperature, i.e., Tα ≃ Tk. The exotic energy injection can change the evolution histories of
xHI, Tk, and xα, leading to changes of the 21 cm global signal.

Firstly, the evolution of xe (i.e., the ionization fraction xe = 1− xHI) and Tk is ruled by
the following system of equations [47, 48, 50, 51]

dxe
dz

=
dt

dz
(Λexo

ion + ΛX
ion + αACx2enH) , (3.3)

dTk

dz
=

2

3kB(1 + xe)

dt

dz
(ϵexoheat + ϵXheat + ϵICheat) +

2Tk

3nb

dnb

dz
− Tk

1 + xe

dxe
dz

. (3.4)
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Here, we introduce dt/dz = 1/[H(z)(1 + z)] with t and H(z), respectively, being the cosmic
time and Hubble parameter at z. αA stands for the case-A recombination coefficient. C is
the clumping factor. nH and nb, respectively, denotes the number densities of hydrogen and
baryons. The ionizing rate per baryon due to astrophysical X rays is denoted as ΛX

ion. The
heating rates per baryon due to astrophysical X rays and inverse-Compton scattering are
denoted as ϵXheat and ϵICheat, respectively. The above astrophysical processes can be simulated
with 21cmFAST [52], and the above equations can also be solved with the same package.

Regarding contributions of the exotic energy injection, the ionizing and heating rates
per baryons, respectively, can be represented as [47, 48]

Λexo
ion = FHI(z)

1

nb

nH

nb

1

EHI
ion

(
dE

dV dt

)
inj,L

+ FHe(z)
1

nb

nHe

nb

1

EHe
ion

(
dE

dV dt

)
inj,L

, (3.5)

ϵexoheat = Fheat(z)
1

nb

(
dE

dV dt

)
inj,L

. (3.6)

Here, a subscript L stands for annihilation, decay, and Hawking radiation, respectively. nHe is
the number density of helium. EHI

ion and EHe
ion denote the ionization energies of hydrogen and

helium, respectively. In addition, FHI, FHe, and Fheat stand for the energy deposition efficien-
cies through processes of hydrogen ionization, helium ionization, and heating, respectively.
They can be calculated with DarkHistory [44].

Secondly, the Lyman-α coupling coefficient depends on the total flux of Lyman-α pho-
tons, i.e., [47]

xα =
1.7× 1011

1 + z
Sα(J

exo
α + JX

α + J⋆
α) , (3.7)

where Sα is a quantum mechanical correction [50], JX
α and J⋆

α, respectively, stand for the
fluxes of Lyman-α photons from astrophysical X rays and stellar emissions, with detailed
calculations with 21cmFAST [52]. Here, a contribution from the exotic energy injection is
given by [48]

Jexo
α = Fexc(z)

1

nb

cnb

4π

1

Eα

1

H(z)να

(
dE

dV dt

)
inj,L

, (3.8)

where Fexc stands for the energy deposition efficiency through process of hydrogen excitation,
with detailed calculations with DarkHistory [44], Eα denotes the Lyman-α energy, and να
is the Lyman-α frequency.

4 Fisher-matrix forecasting

To study the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission to search for DM particles and PBHs, we
adopt the Fisher information matrix, which is particularly useful for theoretical analysis.

Let us to begin with the to-some-extent general form of Fisher information matrix [53]

Fij =
1

2
Tr
[
C−1C,iC

−1C,j + C−1(µ,iµ
T
,j + µ,jµ

T
,i )
]
, (4.1)

where C stands for a covariance matrix of data, C,i denotes a derivative to the i-th parameter,
denoted as pi, and µ is the expectation value of an observable. The observable for 21 cm
global experiments is the antenna temperature Tsky in a frequency band ν, represented as
[47, 54, 55]

Tsky(ν) = Tfg(ν) + T21(ν) , (4.2)
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where Tfg and T21, respectively, stand for the foreground temperature and differential 21
cm brightness temperature. Practically, we use a power-law to characterize the foreground
temperature, i.e., [37, 56]

Tfg(ν) = 16.3× 106K
( ν

2MHz

)−2.53
. (4.3)

The covariance is diagonal, since the detection in different frequency bands, labeled as m and
n, is expected to be uncorrelated. It takes the form as [54]

Cmn = δmnσ
2
n . (4.4)

Here, the measurement error σn is comprised of foreground residuals and thermal noise of
instruments in the n-th frequency band. It can be represented as

σ2
n = T 2

sky(νn)

(
ϵ20θ

2
fg

4πfsky
+

1

tintB

)
, (4.5)

in which the first term at the right hand side stands for the foreground residuals while the
second term denotes the thermal noise of instruments.

Substituting eqs. (4.2) to (4.5) into eq. (4.1), we obtain a specific form of Fisher infor-
mation matrix for the Hongmeng mission, i.e., [53–55]

Fij =

Nch∑
n=1

2 +( ϵ20θ
2
fg

4πfsky
+

1

tintB

)−1
 d log Tsky(νn)

dpi

d log Tsky(νn)

dpj
. (4.6)

Here, ϵ0 represents the fraction of foreground residuals in the foreground, and θfg is the
angular resolution of the foreground model, which is fixed as 5◦ [55]. The parameter fsky
denotes the sky-coverage fraction, which is fixed as 0.8. In addition, tint and B, respectively,
represent the integration time and bandwidth. The signal is divided into Nch frequency
bands, with each corresponding to a redshift bin. The information of frequency bands is
listed in Table 2 of Ref. [47]. We consider several integration durations ranging from 600
seconds to 1000 hours, and the bandwidth is taken to be 1 MHz. In Fig. 1, we show the
measurement errors of the Hongmeng mission for three integration durations.

The model considered in our present work is determined by a set of independent pa-
rameters, i.e.,

p = {t⋆, a⋆, aesc, log10f⋆, log10fesc, log10LX , ⟨σv⟩ or τ−1 or fPBH} . (4.7)

The former six parameters correspond to the astrophysical parameters, for which we follow
the conventions of 21cmFAST [52]. In specific terms, the parameters in question are defined
as follows: t⋆ represents a characteristic dimensionless star formation time scale, a⋆ signifies
the exponent of a power-law stellar-to-halo mass ratio function, aesc denotes the exponent
of a power-law escape fraction function of stellar-emitted UV photons, log10f⋆ denotes the
logarithmic coefficient of a power-law stellar-to-halo mass ratio function, log10fesc stands for
the logarithmic coefficient of the exponent of the power-law escape fraction function of stellar-
emitted UV photons, and log10LX represents the logarithmic X-ray luminosity per unit star
formation rate. The unit of LX is erg · yr · sec−1M−1

⊙ , where M⊙ stands for the solar mass.
The last set of parameters is associated with DM, where ⟨σv⟩ characterizes the annihilation
of DM particles, τ−1 represents the decay of DM particles, and fPBH signifies the abundance
of PBHs. For the fiducial model in Fig. 1, the astrophysical parameters are assumed to be
t⋆ = 0.5, a⋆ = 0.5, aesc = −0.5, log10f⋆ = −1.3, log10fesc = −1.0, and log10LX = 40.0, while
the other parameters, namely fPBH, ⟨σv⟩, and τ−1 vanished.
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Figure 1. Measurement errors of the Hongmeng mission for three integration durations, as demon-
strated by shaded regions. The fiducial model of the 21 cm global signal is shown as a black curve.

5 Hongmeng’s discovering potential

In this section, we demonstrate results of the prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission
to search for DM. We also compare the capability of the Hongmeng mission with those of
other experiments.

5.1 Results for DM particles

We show the results of Fisher-matrix analysis in Fig. 2 (annihilation) and Fig. 3 (decay).
In each figure, the left panels show triangle plots to show correlations and constraints im-
posed on the model parameters for three interaction channels by considering the mass of DM
particles mχ = 100MeV and mχ = 100GeV, and integration duration of 1000 hours. The
dark and light shaded regions, respectively, stand for two-dimensional contours at 1σ and 2σ
confidence levels, while the solid curves represent for one-dimensional marginalized posterior
probability distribution functions. Here, we let the fiducial model to be the same as that
of Fig. 1. For the same channels, the right panels show the prospective 1σ-confidence-level
sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission to search for the annihilation or decay of DM particles
in the mass range of 106 − 1012 eV by considering several different foreground residuals and
integration durations. For comparison, we further depict the existing upper limits at 2σ
confidence level from observations of the CMB distortions (Planck 2018 results, gray solid
curves) [57], gamma rays (Fermi-LAT, High Energy Stereoscopic System (H.E.S.S),Very En-
ergetic Radiation Imaging Telescope Array System (VERITAS), Major Atmospheric Gamma
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Imaging Cherenkov telescopes (MAGIC)) [14, 58–63], and electron-positron pairs (Voyager-1,
black curve) [64, 65].

The analysis of the left panels in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 reveals subtle correlations between
the annihilation or decay parameters of DM particles and the astrophysical parameters. This
suggests a limited degeneracy between the exotic energy injection from the annihilation and
decay of DM and the astrophysical processes affecting the 21 cm global signal. Consequently,
it is feasible to simultaneously determine the annihilation or decay parameters of DM particles
and the astrophysical parameters. In essence, this enables the extraction of characteristic
information about DM particles, such as their thermally-averaged annihilation cross-section
⟨σv⟩ and lifetime τ .

The analysis of right panels of Fig. 2 reveal that the Hongmeng mission demonstrates
greater sensitivity in detecting DM particles through the annihilation channel χχ → e+e−

compared to other channels like χχ → γγ and χχ → bb̄. Focusing on the optimal annihilation
channel χχ → e+e−, depicted in the upper right panel of Fig. 2, our results indicate that
enhancing sensitivity is achievable by reducing foreground residuals, as evidenced by the
comparison of the purple and blue solid curves. Additionally, extending integration durations,
as seen in the comparison of the blue solid, dashed, and dot-dashed curves, also leads to a
significant improvement in sensitivity for the Hongmeng mission. Ultimately, the sensitivity
of the Hongmeng mission can be notably enhanced through either minimizing foreground
residuals or prolonging integration durations.

Analyzing the upper right panel of Fig. 2, we can further evaluate the potential sen-
sitivity of the Hongmeng mission by comparing it with the aforementioned upper limits on
⟨σv⟩. With a foreground residual of approximately ϵ ∼ 10−4 and an integration duration of
1000 hours, as indicated by the red curve, the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission appears
to be in line with the most stringent constraints represented by the gray solid curves. This
suggests that the Hongmeng mission is poised to test existing results in the near future.
Referring to eq. (4.5), we find that for the red curve, a foreground residual of ϵ0 = 10−4

and thermal noise over an integration duration of 16.7 hours contribute equally to the mea-
surement error of the Hongmeng mission. Consequently, the dominant factor affecting the
measurement error for the red curve is the foreground residual rather than thermal noise. By
reducing the foreground residuals, the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission can be further
improved. This improvement is illustrated by the blue dot-dashed curve, which showcases a
negligible foreground residual with an equivalent integration duration to the red curve. Addi-
tionally, it is anticipated that the Hongmeng mission, compared to existing experiments, can
explore the annihilation of lighter DM particles, particularly in the sub-GeV mass regimes.

Based on the right panels in Fig. 3, we find that the Hongmeng mission is more sensitive
to search for DM particles through the decay channel χ → e+e− than other annihilation
channels χ → γγ and χ → bb̄. For the sake of illustration, we focus on analysis of the
optimal decay channel, i.e., χ → e+e−, for which our results are shown in the right upper
panel in Fig. 3. We find the influence of foreground residuals and integration durations on
the prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission to search for the decay of DM particles.
On the one hand, suppressing the foreground residuals, we can significantly enhance the
sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission for an integration duration of 600 seconds. This result
can be demonstrated by the purple, red, and blue solid curves, which correspond to ϵ0 =
10−1, 10−3, and 0, respectively. Therefore, for upcoming observations and data analysis,
it is important to develop efficient methods of foreground subtractions. On the other hand,
increasing the integration durations, we can also significantly suppress the thermal noise of the
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Figure 2. Prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission for searching the annihilation of DM
particles. Left panels: Triangle plots of the model parameters are depicted. Dark and light shaded
regions correspond to contours at 1σ and 2σ confidence levels, respectively. Solid curves represent
the marginalized posteriors of the model parameters. Fiducial model used is consistent with that
shown in Fig. 1. For demonstration, masses of DM particles are assumed to be mχ = 100MeV and
mχ = 100GeV, with an integration duration of 1000 hours. Right panels: Right panels illustrate the
1σ-confidence-level sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission (purple, red, and blue curves) to measure the
thermally-averaged annihilation cross-section of DM particles within the mass range of 106− 1012 eV.
Additionally, existing upper limits at 2σ confidence level from observations of CMB distortion (Planck
2018 results, gray solid curve) [57], gamma-ray observations (H.E.S.S, VERITAS, MAGIC, and Fermi
Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT), gray dashed and dot-dashed curves) [14, 58–63], and electron-
positron pairs (Voyager-1, black curve) [66, 67] are included for comparison.
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Figure 3. Prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission for searching the decay of DM particles.
Left panels: Triangle plots of model parameters show contours at 1σ and 2σ confidence levels, with
solid curves indicating marginalized posteriors. The assumed DM particle mass aremχ = 100MeV and
mχ = 100GeV, integrated over 1000 hours, consistent with the fiducial model in Fig. 1. Right panels:
Right panels demonstrate the 1σ-confidence-level sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission (purple, red,
and blue curves) in measuring the annihilation cross-section of DM particles within the mass range of
106−1012 eV. Existing upper limits at 2σ confidence level from observations of CMB distortion (Planck
2018 results, black curve) [38, 39, 68], extragalactic photons (Ice-Cube, INTEGRAL, COMPTEL,
EGRET, Fermi-LAT, gray dashed and dot-dashed curves) [58, 66, 69–74], and electron-positron pairs
(Voyager-1, gray solid curve) [66, 66, 67] are included for comparison.
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Hongmeng instrument and thereby enhance its sensitivity. This result can be demonstrated
by the blue solid, dashed, and dot-dashed curves, which correspond to tint = 600 seconds,
10 hours, and 1000 hours, respectively. Therefore, in order to effectively search for the decay
of DM particles, it is also important to get a longer observation duration. In summary, the
sensitivity can be significantly enhanced via either suppressing the foreground residuals or
increasing the integration durations.

Comparing the red and blue solid curves in the upper right panel of Fig. 3, we can see
that the foreground residual with ϵ0 = 10−3 and the thermal noise for an integration duration
of 600 seconds contribute equally to the measurement error of the Hongmeng mission. When
ϵ0 ≫ 10−3, for example, ϵ0 = 10−2, the foreground residual becomes the dominant factor
affecting the measurement error. In such cases, increasing the integration duration would
not effectively improve the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission. On the other hand, if we
manage to reduce the foreground to ϵ0 ≲ 10−3, the thermal noise would then play a more
significant role in the measurement error. Therefore, extending the integration duration to
tint ≳ 600 seconds could substantially enhance the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission, as

the relationship σn ∝ t
−1/2
int from eq. (4.5) indicates.

As shown in the right upper panel in Fig. 3, we can compare the prospective sensitivity
of the Hongmeng mission with the aforementioned upper limits on τ . When considering a
foreground residual of ϵ0 ∼ 10−3 and integration duration of 600 seconds, we find that the
sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission can be comparable with the tightest ones, denoted as
the black curve and gray solid curve, indicating that the existing results can be tested by
the Hongmeng mission in the near future. When considering lower foreground residuals and
longer integration durations, we show that the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission can be
further enhanced, as mentioned above. This can be illustrated by the blue solid curve, which
corresponds to a vanishing foreground residual and the same integration duration as the red
curve. In addition, we expect that compared with the existing experiments, the Hongmeng
mission can search for the decay of less-massive DM particles, particularly in the sub-GeV
mass regimes.

5.2 Results for PBHs

We summarize the results of Fisher-matrix analysis in Fig. 4. In the left panel, we depict
the triangle plots to show correlations and constraints imposed on the model parameters by
considering the PBHs of mass 1016 g and integration duration of 1000 hours. To be specific,
the dark and light shaded regions, respectively, stand for two-dimensional contours at 1σ
and 2σ confidence levels, while the solid curves represent for one-dimensional marginalized
posterior probability distribution functions. Here, we let the fiducial model to be the same
as that of Fig. 1. In the right panel, we show the prospective 1σ-confidence-level sensitivity
of the Hongmeng mission to search for the Hawking radiation of PBHs in the mass range of
1015 − 1018 g by considering several different foreground residuals and integration durations.
For comparison, we further depict the existing upper limits at 2σ confidence level from
observations of the diffusion neutrino background (Super-Kamionkande, black curve) [75, 76],
CMB anisotropies (Planck 2018 results, gravy solid curve) [77–80], extra-galactic photons (a
combination of the High Energy Astrophysical Observatory (HEAO), the Imaging Compton
Telescope (COMPTEL), the Energetic Gamma-ray Experiment Telescope (EGRET), and the
Fermi Large Area Telescope (Fermi-LAT), gray dashed curve) [77, 81], and electron-positron
pairs (Voyager-1, green curve) [66, 67].
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Figure 4. Prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission for searching the Hawking radiation of
PBHs. Left panel: Triangle plots of the model parameters. The dark and light shaded regions, respec-
tively, represent contours at 1σ and 2σ confidence levels, while the solid curves stand for marginalized
posteriors of model parameters. The fiducial model is the same as that of Fig. 1. For illustration, we
consider the mass of PBHs of MPBH = 1016 g. We set the integration duration to be 1000 hours. Right
panel: The 1σ-confidence-level sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission (purple, red, and blue curves) to
measure the abundance of PBHs in the mass range of 1015 − 1018 g. For comparison, we show the
existing upper limits at 2σ confidence level from observations of the diffusion neutrino background
(Super-Kamionkande, black curve) [75, 76], CMB anisotropies (Planck 2018 results, gray solid curve)
[78–80], extra-galactic photons (HEAO, COMPTEL, EGRET, and Fermi-LAT, gray dashed curve)
[77, 81], and electron-positron pairs (Voyager-1, green curve) [66, 67].

Based on the left panel, we find that there are slight correlations between the parameter
fPBH and the astrophysical parameters. This result indicates little degeneracy between the
exotic energy injection due to the Hawking radiation of PBHs and the astrophysical processes
that influence the 21 cm global signal. Therefore, we can simultaneously measure fPBH and
the astrophysical parameters. In other words, we could extract the information of PBHs such
as their mass function in principle.

Based on the right panel, we find the influence of foreground residuals and integration
durations on the prospective sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission to search for PBHs. On the
one hand, suppressing the foreground residuals, we can significantly enhance the sensitivity
of the Hongmeng mission for an integration duration of 600 seconds. This result can be
demonstrated by the purple, red, and blue solid curves, which correspond to ϵ0 = 10−1, 10−3,
and 0, respectively. Therefore, for upcoming observations and data analysis, it is important
to develop efficient methods of foreground subtractions. On the other hand, increasing the
integration durations, we can also significantly suppress the thermal noise of the Hongmeng
instrument and thereby enhance its sensitivity. This result can be demonstrated by the blue
solid, dashed, and dot-dashed curves, which correspond to tint = 600 seconds, 10 hours, and
1000 hours, respectively. Therefore, in order to effecitvely search for PBHs and their Hawking
radiation, it is also important to get a longer observation duration.

Comparing the red and blue solid curves in the right panel, we find that the foreground
residual with ϵ0 = 10−3 and the thermal noise for the integration duration 600 seconds can
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contribute equally to the measurement error of the Hongmeng mission. When considering
ϵ0 ≫ 10−3, e.g., ϵ0 = 10−2, the foreground residual would dominate the measurement error.
In this case, increasing the integration duration would ineffectively improve the sensitivity of
the Hongmeng mission. In contrast, if we could effectively subtract the foreground such that
ϵ0 ≲ 10−3, the thermal noise would dominate the measurement error. Therefore, increasing
the integration duration, i.e., tint ≳ 600 seconds, can significantly enhance the sensitivity of

the Hongmeng mission, since we now have approximately a relation of σn ∝ t
−1/2
int according

to eq. (4.5).

We can compare our results with the existing upper limits from astronomical obser-
vations, as shown in Fig. 4. When considering a foreground residual of ϵ0 ∼ 10−2 and
integration duration of 600 seconds, we find that the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission can
be comparable with the tightest ones, denoted as the green curve and gray dashed curve,
indicating that the existing results can be tested by the Hongmeng mission in the near future.
When considering lower foreground residuals and longer integration durations, we show that
the sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission can be further enhanced, as mentioned above. For
example, the Hongmeng mission can be sensitive to fPBH ≃ 10−9 for PBHs of mass 1015 g
and an integration duration of 10 hours and a vanishing foreground residual. In addition,
we expect that compared the existing experiments, the Hongmeng mission can search for
more-massive PBHs, particularly in the mass range around 1017 g that otherwise can not be
explored.

6 Summary

This study has explored the potential sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission in detecting the
annihilation, decay of DM particles, and the Hawking radiation from PBHs by observing the
21 cm global spectrum. It is anticipated that these processes would introduce exotic energy
into the IGM, leading to changes in the 21 cm global signal during cosmic dawn. By employing
Fisher-matrix analysis, we have evaluated the expected sensitivity of the Hongmeng mission
to the relevant model parameters, offering valuable insights for future experimental planning
and data analysis. Our findings indicate that the Hongmeng mission is well-positioned to
detect DM particles and PBHs in the near future.

The Hongmeng mission has the potential to detect the annihilation of DM particles,
specifically focusing on the channel that produces positron-electron pairs, which offers the
highest sensitivity for detection. However, in order for the Hongmeng mission to reach
sensitivity levels comparable to current astronomical observational constraints, it would need
to address challenges such as foreground residuals of around 10−4 and integration times of
approximately 103 hours. Failure to meet these requirements could impede the mission’s
ability to achieve its objectives. Therefore, significant technical challenges must be overcome
in the future to ensure successful detection in this regard.

The Hongmeng mission is capable of observing the decay of DM particles, particu-
larly focusing on the decay channel that results in positron-electron pairs, offering superior
detection sensitivity. To achieve sensitivity levels comparable to current astronomical obser-
vational limits, the mission would need to address challenges such as foreground residuals
of approximately 10−3 and an integration duration of 600 seconds. Enhancing sensitivity
practically could be achieved by extending the integration duration. Therefore, through the
examination of the 21 cm global signal, the Hongmeng mission shows potential for detecting
the decay of DM particles within the sub-GeV mass range, surpassing current observational
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limits in detection sensitivity. However, the implementation of effective foreground subtrac-
tion methods remains crucial for the success of these detection efforts.

On the other hand, the search for Hawking radiation from PBHs is relatively more
straightforward for the Hongmeng mission. To achieve sensitivity levels comparable to cur-
rent astronomical observational limits, the mission would need to address challenges such as
foreground residuals of around 10−2 and an integration duration of 600 seconds. Practical
enhancements in sensitivity could be achieved by extending the integration duration. In
comparison to existing astronomical experiments, the Hongmeng mission has the ability to
detect more massive PBHs, a feat that proves challenging for other experiments.

Given the stringent requirements for foreground subtraction in DM detection, it is cru-
cial to emphasize the importance and urgent need for the development of effective foreground
subtraction methods, such as artificial intelligence [82]. However, the specifics of this research
will be left for future consideration.
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