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In this paper, we propose a novel method to recover the 21cm global signal from the 21cm power
spectrum using artificial neural networks (ANNs). The 21cm global signal is crucial for under-
standing cosmic evolution from the Dark Ages through the Epoch of Reionization (EoR). While
interferometers like LOFAR, MWA, HERA, and SKA focus on detecting the 21cm power spectrum,
single-dish experiments such as EDGES target the global signal. Our method utilizes ANNs to es-
tablish a connection between these two observables, providing a means to cross-validate independent
21cm line observations. This capability is significant as it allows different observational approaches
to verify each other’s results, ensuring greater reliability in 21cm cosmology. We demonstrate that
our ANN-based approach can accurately recover the 21cm global signal across a wide redshift range
(z = 7.5–35) from simulated data, even when realistic thermal noise levels, such as those expected
from SKA-1, are considered. This cross-validation process strengthens the robustness of 21cm signal
analysis, offering a more comprehensive understanding of the early universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

Following the cosmic “dark ages,” during which no lu-
minous objects existed, the universe witnessed the for-
mation of the first stars and galaxies in a period known
as the ”cosmic dawn”[e.g. 1]. The X-ray and ultraviolet
(UV) photons emitted by these early luminous objects
heated and ionized the neutral hydrogen atoms in the
intergalactic medium(IGM) [e.g. 2], leading to the epoch
of reionization (EoR), which persisted until the IGM was
fully ionized.

The redshifted 21cm line signal from neutral hydro-
gen is a promising probe for studying the history of the
universe from the Dark Ages through the EoR. This sig-
nal arises from the hyperfine transition of neutral hy-
drogen atoms and can provide direct tomographic im-
ages of the spatial distribution of HI gas in the IGM
[e.g. 2, 3, 4, 5]. Creating three-dimensional maps of this
distribution requires high sensitivity and spatial resolu-
tion. As an alternative, current radio interferometer ar-
rays, such as LOFAR (Low Frequency Array) [e.g. 6],
the Murchison Widefield Array (MWA) [e.g. 7], and the
Hydrogen Epoch of Reionization Array (HERA) [e.g. 8],
aim to statistically detect the 21cm line signal by mea-
suring its power spectrum. These arrays have already set
upper limits on the 21cm line power spectrum [e.g., see
Fig. 19 of 9], and future experiments, such as the Square
Kilometre Array (SKA) [10, 11], promise to achieve even
higher sensitivity.

Single-dish radio telescopes, such as the Experiment
to Detect the Global Epoch of Reionization Signature
(EDGES) [12], the Large-aperture Experiment to Detect
the Dark Ages (LEDA) [13], the Probing Radio Intensity
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at High-Z from Marion (PRIZM)[14], and the Shaped
Antenna measurement of the background RAdio Spec-
trum (SARAS)[15, 16], focus on measuring the global
21cm signal, which is the sky-averaged 21cm line signal.

Different from ground-based telescopes, which are af-
fected by Earth’s radio frequency interference and at-
mospheric absorption, lunar-based or lunar-orbiting tele-
scopes offer significant advantages for detecting the faint
21cm global signal. The farside of the Moon pro-
vides a radio-quiet environment, free from Earth’s ra-
dio frequency interference, making it an ideal location
for such sensitive observations. Additionally, the lack
of an atmosphere eliminates signal absorption and scat-
tering, allowing for more precise measurements. Cur-
rently, several projects for lunar-based or lunar-orbiting
telescopes have been proposed, including FarView[17],
LuSEE-night[18], PRATUSH[19], Discovering the Sky at
the Longest Wavelength (DSL)[20] and Large-scale Array
for Radio Astronomy on the Farside(LARAF)[21].

Unlike the power spectrum, this global signal is a spa-
tially invariant measurement. The EDGES team has re-
ported a detection of a 21cm absorption trough at cos-
mic dawn (z ∼ 17) [12]. However, the depth of this
absorption trough is challenging to reconcile with stan-
dard cosmological and astrophysical models, prompting
suggestions of non-standard scenarios, such as interac-
tions with dark matter or an excess radio background[e.g.
22, 23]. The SARAS3 experiment independently con-
tested the EDGES results, ruling them out with a 95.3%

Traditionally, the global 21cm signal has been mea-
sured using single-dish radio telescopes rather than ra-
dio interferometers. Single-dish experiments are well-
suited for this purpose because they can capture the sky-
averaged signal over a broad field of view, providing a di-
rect measurement of the global 21cm signal. In contrast,
radio interferometers, which consist of multiple antennas
working together, measure the differences in the signals
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received by pairs of antennas. This configuration makes
interferometers highly sensitive to spatial variations in
the signal but not to the spatially invariant global signal.

The global 21cm signal is a sky-averaged measure, rep-
resenting the mean temperature of the neutral hydrogen
across the entire sky at a given redshift. To directly mea-
sure this signal using an interferometer, one would need
to achieve a baseline length of zero (u = v = 0 in the
uv-plane), which is equivalent to having the antennas at
the same location. This is practically impossible because
interferometers are designed to have antennas spread out
over distances to achieve high spatial resolution.

Instead, interferometers excel at mapping the 3D struc-
ture of the 21cm signal, capturing fluctuations in the
hydrogen distribution with high sensitivity and spatial
resolution. These fluctuations are encoded in the 21cm
power spectrum, which describes the intensity of varia-
tions at different scales[e.g. 24]. Several methods have
been proposed to measure the global signal with interfer-
ometers indirectly. These methods often involve sophis-
ticated techniques to extract the global signal from in-
terferometric data. Still, they face challenges due to the
inherent differences in what interferometers and single-
dish experiments measure[25, 26, 27, 28]. In summary,
while single-dish experiments provide a more straightfor-
ward approach to measuring the global 21cm signal, radio
interferometers offer complementary capabilities through
their ability to map spatial fluctuations in hydrogen dis-
tribution. Combining insights from both types of obser-
vations can enhance our understanding of the 21cm signal
and its implications for the early universe.

The 21cm power spectrum and the global signal are
independent observables, each providing unique insights
into the universe’s evolution during the cosmic dawn
and the Epoch of Reionization (EoR). The 21cm power
spectrum captures the spatial fluctuations in the bright-
ness temperature of neutral hydrogen, offering a detailed
map of the structure of the IGM at different scales. In
contrast, the global signal represents the sky-averaged
brightness temperature, providing a broad overview of
the thermal and ionization history of the IGM. The syn-
ergy between these two observables is crucial for cross-
validation and a comprehensive understanding of 21cm
measurements.

Recent studies, such as those by Cohen et al. [29] and
Fialkov et al. [30], have highlighted the potential synergy
between these two observables. Cohen et al. [29] explored
a wide range of astrophysical parameters that affect the
21cm power spectrum, demonstrating that features in
the power spectrum can infer global signal characteris-
tics and significant cosmic events. The slope of the power
spectrum, which exhibits a more universal redshift evolu-
tion, can trace high-redshift astrophysics more easily and
provide consistency checks against the global signal. Fi-
alkov et al. [30] proposed a technique that constructs the
global signal from the ratio of 21cm fluctuations to the
fluctuations in the number of galaxies, which trace the
underlying matter density at the same locations. This

multi-tracer approach allows us to cross-correlate differ-
ent datasets, thereby reducing the impact of noise and
systematics that might affect a single type of measure-
ment. By tracing both the 21cm fluctuations and the
corresponding matter density fluctuations, the method
can provide a more accurate reconstruction of the global
signal.
Recently, machine learning techniques, particularly ar-

tificial neural networks (ANNs), have been applied to
study the 21cm signal from the Dark Ages to cosmic
reionization. ANNs have been used for parameter es-
timation [e.g. 31, 32, 33], emulator construction [e.g.
34, 35, 36, 37], generating 21cm line maps from galaxy
distributions[38], and separating EoR signals from fore-
ground noise[39]. Additionally, ANNs have the potential
to recover ionized bubble size distributions from the 21cm
power spectrum[40]. In conjunction with these machine
learning techniques, simulation-based inference (SBI) has
emerged as a powerful approach for studying the 21cm
signal. SBI leverages simulations to model complex pro-
cesses underlying the 21cm signal, enabling accurate in-
ference of astrophysical parameters[e.g. 41, 42]. For ex-
ample, Zhao et al. [41] used density-estimation likelihood-
free inference (DELFI) with 3D convolutional neural net-
works (3D CNNs) to infer reionization parameters with
posterior from 21cm images.
In this paper, we propose a novel method to recover

the 21cm global signal from the 21cm power spectrum
using an artificial neural network (ANN). Our approach
trains the ANN to map the relationship between the
power spectrum and the global signal. This method is
robust against observational noise and can validate re-
sults from single-dish experiments like EDGES by pro-
viding independent measurements. This cross-validation
enhances the reliability of 21cm cosmology studies and
deepens our understanding of the early universe.

II. COSMOLOGICAL 21CM SIGNAL

The fundamental observable for the 21cm signal is the
brightness temperature, which can be expressed as:[e.g.
10]

δTb(ν) =
TS − Tγ

1 + z
(1− e−τν0 )

∼ 27xH(1 + δm)

(
H

dvr/dr +H

)(
1− Tγ

TS

)
×
(
1 + z

10

0.15

Ωmh2

)1/2 (
Ωbh

2

0.023

)(
Ωbh

0.031

)
[mK].

(1)

where TS and Tγ represent the spin temperature of the
IGM and CMB temperature, respectively. The optical
depth in 21cm rest frame at frequency ν0 = 1.4GHz is
denoted by τν0

. The neutral fraction of hydrogen atom
is given by xH and δm(x, z) ≡ ρ/ρ̄− 1 represents matter
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density fluctuations. The velocity gradient of the IGM
along the line of sight is represented by dvr/dr, and H is
the Hubble parameter. All parameters are evaluated at
redshift z = ν0/ν − 1. Other parameters include cosmo-
logical parameters.

For practical purposes, it’s often more convenient to
analyze 21cm fluctuations in Fourier space. The 21cm
fluctuations are typically evaluated using the 21cm line
power spectrum, defined as: [e.g. 2]

⟨δTb(k)δTb(k
′)⟩ = (2π)3δ(k+ k′)P21(k). (2)

where the dimensionless 21cm line power spectrum is
expressed as k3P21(k)/2π

2. In the study, we employ a
semi-numerical simulation approach, similar to that used
in Cohen et al. [29, 43] to calculate the 21cm line power
spectrum. For more detailed modeling please refer to
these foundation studies.

III. ARTIFICIAL NEURAL NETWORKS

In this section, we introduce artificial neural networks
(ANNs), a class of machine learning methods inspired by
the neural networks in the human brain. ANNs are pri-
marily designed to construct approximate functions that
map input data to output data, which requires training
using training data.” A simple ANN architecture consists
of three layers: the input layer, the hidden layer, and the
output layer, each containing a number of neurons. In
more complex cases, the number of hidden layers and
neurons in each layer can be varied.

In our study, we use a dataset where the input is the
21cm power spectrum (PS) and the output is the global
signal. Specifically, we use the 21cm PS as a function of
redshift at a fixed wavenumber k. The redshift range for
both the 21cm line power spectrum and the global signal
is z = 7.5 − 35, divided into 95 bins. Accordingly, we
assign 95 neurons to both the input and output layers,
corresponding to these redshift bins. The 21cm PS is con-
sidered at fixed wavenumber k = 0.1, 0.5, and 1.0Mpc−1,
meaning there are equal numbers of 21cm power spectra
and global signals. We use 5 hidden layers, each with 95
neurons.

The architecture of our ANN is briefly described as
follows. The input data xj is fed to the j-th neuron
in the input layer. Each input neuron is connected to

the i-th neuron in the hidden layer with a weight w
(1)
ij

associated with each connection. The i-th neuron in the
hidden layer, si, is expressed as a linear combination of

all input neurons with their respective weights w
(1)
ij :

si =

n∑
j=1

w
(1)
ij xj , (3)

where n is the number of input data points. In the
hidden layer, the i-th neuron is activated by an activation

function ϕ, producing the output ti = ϕ(si). We use
the ReLU function as the activation function, defined as
follows:

ϕ(x) = max(0, x) =

{
x (x ≥ 0)

0 (x < 0)
(4)

In the output layer, the output vector is obtained by
computing linear combinations of the activated neurons

in the hidden layer with wights w
(L)
ij (where L denotes

the total number of layers):

yi =

k∑
j=1

w
(L)
ij tj , (5)

where k is the number of neurons in the hidden layer.
Note that the output values are not activated. The goal
of training the ANN is to find a set of weights that ensures
the output vectors produced by the ANN for a set of in-
put vectors are close to the desired output vectors. Once
the weights are adjusted to minimize the difference using
a training sample, the ANN can predict output vectors
for new input vectors outside the training sample, such
as new observational data. To quantify the accuracy of
the ANN’s output relative to the desired output for the
training data, we define the total cost function as:

E =

Ntrain∑
n=1

En =

Ntrain∑
n=1

[
1

2

m∑
i=1

(yi,n − di,n)
2

]
, (6)

where Ntrain is the number of training datasets, and m
is the number of neurons in the output layer. y and d rep-
resent the outputs of the ANN and the desired training
output data, respectively. Our objective is to minimize
the cost function by finding the optimal set of weights.
This is achieved by computing the partial derivatives of

E concerning the individual weights w
(l)
ij and finding the

local minimum of E using gradient descent. We employ
the “backpropagation algorithm” to compute the trained
weights [44]. For readers in the details of the backprop-
agation algorithm, please refer to [31].

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present the global signal recovered
from the 21cm line power spectrum as a function of red-
shift using the ANN. We performed the backpropagation
algorithm with 20,000 iterations for 400 training datasets
and then applied the trained network to 100 test datasets.
Before discussing the main results, we evaluate whether
the training of the ANN architecture is adequate. To do
this, we calculated the mean square error (MSE) of the
training dataset, defined as
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FIG. 1: The mean square error (MSE) between obtained and
target values in the training dataset. The MSE converges
after 20’000 iterations.

MSE =
1

Ntrain

Ntrain∑
i=1

En (7)

In Fig. 1, we show the MSE as a function of the num-
ber of iterations. we show the MSE as a function of the
number of iterations. We found that the MSE converged
after 20,000 iterations. Therefore, we used 20,000 itera-
tions for the backpropagation in subsequent calculations.

A. Recovered 21cm global signal

We recover 21cm global signal at z = 7.5− 35 redshift
from the 21cm PS as a function of redshift. We use the
21cm PS at a fixed wavenumber k = 0.1Mpc−1. In Fig.2,
We compare the true global signal with the one recovered
using the ANN from the 21cm power spectrum over this
redshift range. As seen in Fig.2, the ANN successfully
reconstructs the global signal from cosmic dawn to EoR.

Previous studies, such as [30], have demonstrated that
multi-tracer methods can extract the global signal using
both 21cm and matter density fluctuations. However,
our method, which is based on an ANN, requires only
the 21cm fluctuations. The ANN efficiently learns a non-
linear mapping between the 21cm power spectrum and
the global signal, effectively functioning as a non-linear
regression tool that eliminates the need for additional
tracers. By training on simulated datasets, the ANN ap-
proximates the complex relationship between the 21cm
PS input and the global signal, allowing for accurate re-
covery.

To assess the ANN’s performance across all test data,
we compare the recovered and true global signals at the
trough of the 21cm global signal for all test cases. In
Fig.3, we examine the depth of the trough in the recov-
ered global signal across all test datasets, with the Y = X

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
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FIG. 2: True 21cm global signal(red solid) and recovered 21cm
global signal from 21cm line power spectrum from EoR to
cosmic dawn(z=7.5-35)(black dashed).
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FIG. 3: Comparison of depth of trough between obtained and
true global signal values for all test datasets. The solid black
line (Y=X) represents perfect prediction.

line representing perfect recovery. As shown in the figure,
the ANN successfully recovers the depth of the global sig-
nal at the trough from the 21cm power spectrum, closely
matching the true values. This demonstrates that the
model generalizes well across test datasets.
To quantitatively assess the accuracy of the recovered

global 21cm signal across all test datasets, we introduce
the correlation coefficient (CC), defined as:

CC =

∑Nz

i=1(ytrue,i − ytrue)(yANN,i − yANN)√∑Nz

i=1(ytrue,i − ytrue)
2

√∑Nz

i=1(yANN,i − yANN)
2

(8)
where ytrue,i and yANN,i represent the true and recovered
values of the global signal at redshift zi, respectively, and
Nz is the number of redshift bins. The overbars denote
mean values averaged over all redshifts. The CC mea-
sures the linear correlation between the true and recov-
ered signals for each test dataset; a CC close to 1 indi-
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FIG. 4: Distribution of the correlation coefficient (CC) for
all test datasets where the global signal is recovered from the
21cm PS at k = 0.1Mpc−1. The mean value is 0.95, and the
variance is 0.05.

cates a strong positive correlation, while a CC close to −1
indicates a strong negative correlation. A higher absolute
value of CC signifies a stronger correlation between the
datasets.

We first compute the CC for the case where the 21cm
global signal is recovered from the 21cm power spectrum
(PS) at k = 0.1Mpc−1. As shown in Fig.4, most of the
CC values are distributed between 0.8 and 1.0, with a
mean of 0.95 and a variance of 0.05. This quantitatively
demonstrates that our artificial neural network (ANN)
can successfully recover the 21cm global signal from the
21cm PS at k = 0.1Mpc−1 for most of the models we
consider. However, for some models, the CC values are
less than 0.6, indicating that the recovery does not per-
form as well for these cases compared to others. This
can be attributed to the following reasons. In certain
models, the 21cm power spectrum at specific scales (i.e.
k = 0.1Mpc−1 does not contain enough information to
accurately recover the global signal. This is particularly
evident when the power spectrum exhibits anomalies,
such as missing the typical three peaks or showing signif-
icant shifts in peak positions. Such irregularities hinder
the ANN’s ability to effectively learn the relationship be-
tween the power spectrum and the global signal.

Next, we investigate how the scale of the 21cm line
power spectrum used for the ANN affects recovering the
21cm global signal. In Fig.5, we present the recovered
global signal and the corresponding 21cm PS as func-
tions of redshift for fixed wavenumbers k = 0.1, 0.5, and
1.0Mpc−1. The top panel illustrates that the recovery of
the global signal deteriorates when using the 21cm PS at
k = 1.0Mpc−1. The bottom panel shows that while the
21cm PS at k = 0.1 and 0.5Mpc−1 exhibit three peaks as
functions of redshift, the PS at k = 1.0Mpc−1 displays
only two peaks. Additionally, the redshift of the middle
peak (z ∼ 17) differs between the k = 1.0Mpc−1 case
and the lower k cases.
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ANN,k=1/Mpc
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m

K
2 ]
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k=1.0/Mpc

FIG. 5: (Top) The global 21cm signal recovered using the
21cm PS at fixed wavenumbers k = 0.1, 0.5, and 1.0Mpc−1.
(Bottom) The corresponding 21cm PS as functions of redshift
at the same fixed wavenumbers. Note that the recovery de-
teriorates at k = 1.0Mpc−1, where the PS exhibits only two
peaks instead of three.

These differences suggest that the reduced accuracy
in recovering the global signal from the 21cm PS at
k = 1.0Mpc−1 is due to the loss of critical information
about the global signal at smaller scales. Since the global
signal represents the sky-averaged 21cm emission, it in-
herently contains large-scale information, and small-scale
fluctuations average out in the process. Therefore, using
the 21cm PS at smaller scales (higher k) may not cap-
ture the necessary information to accurately recover the
global signal.

To further evaluate the impact of the PS scale on the
recovery accuracy, we compute the CC for the cases using
the 21cm PS at k = 0.1, 0.5, and 1.0Mpc−1, as shown in
Fig. 6. For k = 0.1 and 0.5Mpc−1, the majority of CC
values are greater than 0.75, indicating a strong corre-
lation between the true and recovered global signals. In
contrast, for k = 1.0Mpc−1, the CC values are widely
distributed between 0 and 1, with a mean of 0.18 and a
variance of 0.27. This result reinforces the notion that
the recovery of the global signal is less effective when
relying solely on smaller scales of the 21cm PS.



6

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
correlation coefficient

0

10

20

no
rm

al
ise

d 
co

un
ts k=0.1Mpc 1

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
correlation coefficient

0

10

no
rm

al
ise

d 
co

un
ts k=0.5Mpc 1

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
correlation coefficient

0

1

2

no
rm

al
ise

d 
co

un
ts k=1.0Mpc 1

FIG. 6: Distribution of the correlation coefficient (CC) for
all test datasets where the global signal is recovered from the
21cm PS at different fixed wavenumbers k = 0.1, 0.5, and
1.0Mpc−1. The mean CC values are 0.95, 0.88, and 0.18,
respectively, with variances of 0.05, 0.18, and 0.27. The re-
covery accuracy decreases significantly at k = 1.0Mpc−1.

Returning to Fig.4, we note that some CC values are
less than 0.6 even when using the 21cm PS at k =
0.1Mpc−1. In these particular models, the 21cm PS as a
function of redshift at k = 0.1Mpc−1 exhibits only two
peaks instead of the typical three. This reduction in the
number of peaks suggests a loss of information content
in the PS, which hinders the ANN’s ability to recover
the global signal accurately. Therefore, the insufficient
extraction of information from the PS in these models
leads to a lower CC and poorer recovery performance.

Our analysis indicates that the accuracy of recovering
the global 21cm signal using an ANN depends signifi-
cantly on the scales of the 21cm PS employed. Larger
scales (lower k) contain more relevant information about
the global signal, as they are less affected by small-scale
fluctuations that average out in the sky-averaged signal.
Consequently, using the 21cm PS at smaller scales alone
is insufficient for accurate recovery, and incorporating
larger scales improves the performance of the ANN in
reconstructing the global signal across various EoR mod-
els.

B. The recovery from the 21cm PS with thermal
noise

So far, we have assumed that the input 21cm line
power spectrum is the pure signal derived from simula-
tions. However, in practical observations, measurements
of the 21cm line power spectrum are contaminated by
random noise. For large radio interferometer arrays like
the Square Kilometre Array (SKA), thermal noise dom-
inates the noise budget, although cosmic variance also
contributes significantly at large scales. In this subsec-
tion, we incorporate both thermal noise and cosmic vari-

ance into our analysis to investigate their effects on the
reconstruction of the global signal.
The thermal noise power spectrum for a single mode

k is given by [45, 46, 47]:

Pth,1mode(k, µ) = d2Ay
Ω

t

T 2
sys

n̄(Lk⊥)Ae
, (9)

where dA(z) is the comoving angular diameter distance
at redshift z, and y(z) ≡ λ21(1 + z)2/H(z), with λ21 =
λ(z)/(1 + z) = 0.21m and H(z) being the Hubble pa-
rameter at z. The solid angle of the field of view is
Ω = λ2/Ae, where λ is the observing wavelength and
Ae is the effective area per station. The total integra-
tion time is t, and Tsys is the system temperature of
the antenna, which is the sum of the receiver temper-
ature (approximately 100K) and the sky temperature
Tsky = 60(ν/300,MHz)−2.55K. The term n̄(Lk⊥)Ae rep-
resents the number of redundant baselines with L corre-
sponding to k⊥ within a baseline area equal to Ae

The thermal noise for the mode k depends on its

projection onto the sky plane, k⊥ = k
√
1− µ2, where

µ = cos θ, and θ is the angle between the mode k and
the line of sight (LOS).
The thermal noise for the spherically averaged power

spectrum over a k-shell is given by [48]:

Pthermal(k) =

[∑
µ

Nc(k, µ)

P 2
th,1mode(k, µ)

]−1/2

, (10)

where Nc(k, µ) is the number of modes in the ring with
µ on the spherical k-shell with logarithmic step size
δk/k = ϵ. Specifically, Nc(k, µ) = ϵk3∆µ × vol/(4π2),
and vol is the survey volume of the sky. The summation
accounts for the noise reduction achieved by combining
independent modes. It runs over the upper half-shell
with positive µ, since the brightness temperature field is
real-valued, and only half of the Fourier modes are inde-
pendent.
The cosmic variance for the 21cm line power spectrum

is estimated by

Pcv(k) =
1√

Nmodes

P21(k), (11)

where Nmodes = ϵk3 × vol/(4π2) is the number of modes
in the upper half of the k-shell.
In this study, we consider an experiment similar to the

low-frequency array of SKA Phase 1 (SKA-1). Specifi-
cally, we assume a configuration where 224 stations are
compactly arranged within a core diameter of 1000 me-
ters, and the minimum baseline between stations is 60
meters. We adopt the following parameters: the field of
view of a single primary beam is FWHM ∼ 3.5◦ at z ∼ 8,
the effective area per station is Ae ≈ 421m2 at z ∼ 8, the
total integration time is 1000 hours, the bandwidth of a
redshift bin is 10MHz, and the logarithmic step size of a
k-bin is ϵ = δk/k = 0.1.
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FIG. 7: Recovered global signal from noisy 21cm line power
spectrum. The target global signal (red solid line), recov-
ered signal assuming SKA-1 thermal noise (green dotted line),
and recovered signal assuming thermal noise 1000 times larger
than SKA-1 (blue dot-dashed line).

Our noise computation results are consistent with pre-
vious studies [e.g., 11]. For SKA-1, the cosmic variance
is negligible, and the thermal noise is small compared to
the signal for k ≤ 1Mpc−1. Consequently, the 21cm sig-
nal dominates over the noise except at small scales. This
favorable signal-to-noise ratio allows for the effective re-
construction of the global signal even in the presence of
noise.

We model the measured 21cm line power spectrum as

P (k) = P21(k) +N(k), (12)

where P21(k) is the true 21cm line power spectrum sig-
nal, and N(k) is a random draw from a Gaussian distri-
bution with zero mean and variance equal to the total
noise power spectrum P 2

N (k) = P 2
thermal(k) + P 2

cv(k).
In Fig.7, We present the global signal recovered from a

noisy 21cm line power spectrum assuming SKA-1 exper-
iment specifications. For comparison, we also show the
recovered global signal from a 21cm PS with a thermal
noise power spectrum that is 1000 times larger than that
of SKA-1, which is roughly comparable to the noise levels
of MWA or LOFAR [49]. Remarkably, we observe that
the 21cm global signal can be adequately recovered from
the 21cm PS even when the thermal noise is 1000 times
higher than that of SKA-1. This indicates the robust-
ness of our ANN-based recovery method against thermal
noise. This result highlights the ANN’s ability to ef-
fectively mitigate the impact of thermal noise, enabling
reliable recovery of the global signal even under challeng-
ing observational scenarios. The robustness against such
noise levels emphasizes the applicability of this method
not only for SKA-1 but also for less sensitive instruments
like MWA and LOFAR.

In Fig.8, We display the distribution of the correla-
tion coefficient (CC) for the recovery from the 21cm PS
including SKA-1 level thermal noise. Even with ther-
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FIG. 8: Distribution of the correlation coefficient (CC) for
the recovery from the 21cm PS with thermal noise. The mean
value and variance of the CC are 0.83 and 0.15, respectively.

mal noise considered, most of the CC values exceed 0.8,
closely resembling the distribution obtained when recov-
ering the global signal from the 21cm PS without thermal
noise. This result demonstrates that our ANN maintains
high accuracy in reconstructing the global signal despite
the presence of thermal noise.

The mean CC value of 0.83 and its variance of 0.15
quantitatively illustrate the resilience of the ANN-based
recovery method to observational noise. Such robustness
is particularly significant for practical applications, where
thermal noise is unavoidable in real observational scenar-
ios. The ability to achieve high recovery accuracy under
these conditions emphasizes the suitability of ANN-based
approaches for analyzing 21cm data from experiments
like SKA-1. Furthermore, this capability supports the
potential for cross-validation of recovered signals between
interferometric and single-dish observations, enhancing
the reliability of 21cm cosmological studies.

These results also underline the ANN’s potential to
handle complex observational noise environments with-
out significant loss of accuracy. The method’s consis-
tent performance across varying noise levels reinforces
its role as a robust tool for bridging different observa-
tional strategies and extracting meaningful cosmological
information from noisy datasets.

To further assess the robustness of our method, we in-
vestigate whether the global signal from the cosmic dawn
to the EoR can be reconstructed using only the 21cm
PS at redshifts corresponding to the EoR. Specifically,
we use the 21cm PS (without thermal noise) at redshifts
z = 7.5−−15, corresponding to the EoR, and at multiple
wavenumbers (k = 0.1–1.0Mpc−1, divided into 30 bins).
In this scenario, the input to the ANN consists of the
21cm PS limited to z = 7.5–15, while the output layer
still covers the broader redshift range z = 7.5 − −35 for
the global signal. The total number of input neurons is
2310 (77 redshift bins × 30 wavenumber bins), adjusted
to match the reduced redshift range of the input PS.
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In Fig. 9, we present examples of the recovered global
signal using only the 21cm PS during the EoR. This fig-
ure evaluates whether the power spectrum at EoR red-
shifts contains sufficient information to reconstruct the
global signal over a broader redshift span. For one spe-
cific model, the ANN successfully reconstructs the global
signal across the redshift range, suggesting that certain
astrophysical processes during the EoR leave a strong
imprint on the power spectrum that correlates with the
evolution of the global signal. However, the ANN fails
to accurately reconstruct the global signal for another
model, indicating that the EoR PS alone does not always
encode sufficient information about earlier epochs.

In Fig.10, we show the distribution of the correlation
coefficient (CC) for all test datasets in this scenario. The
distribution reveals a mean CC value of 0.774 with a
variance of 0.0677, indicating moderate success overall.
However, the wide spread of CC values highlights sig-
nificant variability among individual models. For certain
models, high CC values (close to 1) suggest that the 21cm
power spectrum during the EoR contains sufficient infor-
mation to infer the global signal from cosmic dawn. This
is likely due to strong correlations between astrophysi-
cal processes during reionization, such as X-ray heating
or early star formation, and the thermal and ionization
history of the intergalactic medium (IGM) during cosmic
dawn. In these cases, large-scale features in the EoR PS,
such as ionization bubbles, act as effective proxies for
earlier cosmic conditions. Conversely, lower CC values
observed for some models indicate that the 21cm PS at
the EoR alone does not always encode the necessary in-
formation for accurate reconstruction. This discrepancy
can arise in scenarios where the processes governing the
21cm PS during reionization are weakly coupled to the
thermal evolution of the IGM at earlier epochs. For ex-
ample, rapid reionization or minimal X-ray heating may
reduce the imprint of cosmic dawn on the 21cm PS at
the EoR, resulting in less informative features.

V. SUMMARY & DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have introduced a novel method to
recover the global 21cm signal from the 21cm power spec-
trum using an artificial neural network (ANN). Our ap-
proach leverages the ANN’s ability to learn complex, non-
linear mappings between the power spectrum and the
global signal, offering a new pathway for analyzing the
21cm signal across a wide range of redshifts. This method
demonstrates robustness against thermal noise and vari-
ous astrophysical scenarios, making it a versatile tool for
cosmological studies.

Our results show that the ANN-based method can ac-
curately recover the 21cm global signal over a broad red-
shift range (z = 7.5–35). The recovered signals exhibit
a high correlation with the true signals, with correlation
coefficients (CC) typically above 0.8, even when realistic
thermal noise levels, such as those expected for SKA-1,
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FIG. 9: Examples of the recovered 21cm global signal using
the 21cm line power spectrum during the EoR at z = 7.5–15.
The red solid line represents the target global signal, while the
black dashed line shows the recovered signal from the EoR PS.
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21cm PS during the EoR. The mean CC is 0.774, and the
variance is 0.0677.
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are included. Specifically, as demonstrated in Figure 8,
the inclusion of thermal noise does not significantly de-
grade the recovery accuracy, indicating the robustness of
our method in practical observational scenarios.

One of the significant contributions of our method is its
potential to independently validate results from single-
dish experiments like EDGES. The deep 21cm absorption
feature reported by EDGES has led to substantial de-
bate. Our ANN-based method offers an independent way
to extract the global signal from interferometric data,
providing crucial cross-validation that could confirm or
refute such unexpected findings. This capability is sig-
nificant for resolving discrepancies between different ob-
servational techniques.

Furthermore, our analysis indicates that the recovery
accuracy depends on the scales of the 21cm power spec-
trum employed. Larger scales (lower k values) contain
more relevant information about the global signal, as
small-scale fluctuations average out in the sky-averaged
signal. We demonstrated that using the 21cm power
spectrum at smaller scales alone is insufficient for ac-
curate recovery, emphasizing the importance of incorpo-
rating larger scales to improve the ANN’s performance
across various Epoch of Reionization (EoR) models.

Our findings also reveal that the global signal can be
reconstructed using the 21cm power spectrum from a lim-
ited redshift range during the EoR. As shown in Figure 9,
the ANN successfully recovers the global signal across a
broader redshift span in some cases, suggesting that the
21cm power spectrum at EoR redshifts contains sufficient
information to infer the global signal from earlier epochs.
However, this is not universally applicable to all models;
the recovery’s effectiveness depends on the specific char-

acteristics of the astrophysical model.

However, our study also faces certain limitations. The
accuracy of the recovered 21cm global signal is contingent
upon the quality and diversity of the training data used
for the ANN. While our method has shown robustness
against various types of observational noise, systematic
errors inherent in real-world data could still pose signifi-
cant challenges. For instance, astrophysical foregrounds,
instrumental calibration errors, and ionospheric distor-
tions may introduce complexities not fully captured in
our simulations.Future research should focus on refining
the generalization capabilities of the ANN by exploring
a broader range of cosmological models and developing
strategies to mitigate these systematic effects.

In conclusion, our ANN-based method represents a sig-
nificant advancement in the field of 21cm cosmology. Of-
fering a novel approach to recover the global signal from
the power spectrum, not only facilitates cross-validation
of observational results but also opens up new avenues
for exploring the early Universe. The ability to recover
the global signal using interferometric data addresses a
critical challenge in 21cm cosmology, where different ob-
servational strategies can now be unified under a common
analytical framework.
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