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Abstract. Recently, the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) has found early galaxies
producing photons from more efficient ionization than previously assumed. This may suggest
a reionization process with a larger reionization optical depth, τreio, in some mild disagreement
with that inferred from measurements of cosmic microwave background (CMB). Intriguingly,
the CMB would prefer larger values of τreio, more consistent with the recent JWST hint, if
the large-scale measurements (i.e. ℓ < 30) of E-mode polarization are removed. In addition,
τreio has an indirect correlation with today’s Hubble constant H0 in ΛCDM. Motivated by
these interesting observations, we investigate and reveal the underlying mechanism for this
correlation, using the CMB dataset without the low-ℓ polarization data as a proxy for a
potential cosmology with a larger τreio. We further explore how this correlation may impact
the Hubble tension between early and late universe measurements of H0, in ΛCDM as well
as two proposals to alleviate the Hubble tension: the dark radiation (DR) and early dark
energy (EDE) models. We find that the Hubble tension gets further reduced mildly for
almost all cases due to the larger τreio and its positive correlation with H0, with either the
Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) data before those from the Dark Energy Spectroscopic
Instrument (DESI) or the DESI data.
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1 Introduction

A detailed understanding of the epoch of reionization and the “cosmic dawn” is the focus
of ongoing and future pursuits, especially the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) [1, 2].
This time period in the expansion history of the universe marks the ending of the “dark
ages,” when the universe was filled with a mostly neutral gas, and the beginning of star
and galaxy formation with the reionization of baryonic matter. Astrophysical observatories
such as JWST can study this epoch by observing the earliest stars and galaxies, providing
insight into the timing and duration of the reionization of the universe. In addition, the
cosmic microwave background (CMB), the remnant light from the hot ionized plasma in the
early universe and the most precise cosmological probe, provides a test of reionization via
the measurement of τreio, the optical depth of the reionized universe through which the CMB
travels to our observatories.

The direct effects of τreio on the CMB observables are quite straightforward. Long after
the CMB is released during the epoch of recombination, the universe undergoes reionization
beginning at a redshift z < 30 (even as late as z < 10, see [3]); CMB photons can be
(Thomson) scattered in this reionized universe, slightly scrambling the power spectrum that
was encoded at the surface of last scattering. This shows up as an overall suppression of the
CMB multipole spectra by a factor of e−2τreio primarily for multipoles ℓ ≳ 100. This effect
is almost degenerate with a shift in the overall amplitude of the primordial power spectrum
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As: the effective amplitude measured in the CMB anisotropies is Ase
−2τreio , and thus an

increase in either As or τreio can be compensated with an increase in the other. However,
the large-scale modes outside the horizon at reionization are less suppressed by τreio. Modes
that cross the horizon during reionization and later (ℓ ≲ 100) are subject to less Thomson
scattering and thus the power spectrum is less suppressed at these scales. In addition, the
Thomson scattering in the late universe has an additional effect on the polarization of the
CMB photons, enhancing the E-mode spectra on the largest scales (ℓ ≲ 10). These effects
break the degeneracy between As and τreio and can serve as an anchor to help determine τreio
more precisely.

The astrophysical approach, on the other hand, serves as an indirect yet independent
way of measuring τreio [4, 5]. The photon rescattering effect is not directly observed in this
case, in contrast to the CMB measurement. Instead, the overall τreio is inferred from the
distributions of luminous galaxies, the production rate of ionizing photons in these galaxies,
and the chance of their escaping their host galaxies.

The availability of independent means of studying reionization presents an opportunity
for confirming our understanding of this epoch or conversely gaining new insight should
independent means of measurement disagree. In contrast to the measurement of τreio =
0.0544±0.0073 from the Planck satellite’s observations of the CMB [3], recent work suggests
a higher τreio based on JWST data, which could be as high as τreio ≳ 0.07 (see [6] for
various approaches resulting in values of τreio in this regime). In particular, the increase of
τreio is mainly driven by a higher ionizing efficiency inferred from JWST observations [7, 8],
associated with a higher photon production rate at early times. More observed star-forming
galaxies at high z also have a subdominant effect in increasing τreio [9, 10]. Furthermore,
several recent surveys in the low-z region [11] indicate a higher escape fraction and imply an
even higher τreio ∼ 0.096 when the result is extrapolated to a higher z.

The studies based on JWST data could be subject to substantial uncertainties from
observational bias in galaxy surveys, parameter extrapolation, and baryon physics modeling.
See also later discussions [12–15]. On the other hand, the precise determination of τreio from
CMB relies on the large-scale polarization data, which has the largest uncertainties among
CMB measurements. Interestingly, Ref. [16] showed that excluding the large-scale CMB data
generically predicts a larger value of τreio. This is more consistent with the value inferred
from JWST observations reviewed above.

As these new observations stand to challenge our current picture of reionization, it is
important to understand how these measurements may impact other aspects of the standard
ΛCDM model of cosmology. In particular, as we will discuss in Section 3.1, the present
expansion rate of the universe H0 has an observed correlation with the value of τreio when
inferred using CMB observations. Given the long-standing tension in the determination of H0

from CMB observations versus more direct observations of distance ladder methods [17–24],
the precise value of τreio may be of interest. The correlation of these two parameters suggests
that an increase in the inferred value of τreio may alleviate the “Hubble tension.”

In this work, we aim to explore the correlation of τreio and H0 and to assess the degree to
which this correlation may impact the tension in different measurements of H0. In Section 2,
we discuss the models that we will study in this work and outline the datasets we consider.
Then, in Section 3 we discuss our results. Section 3.1 first covers the physical mechanisms
leading to the correlation between H0 and τreio when inferred from CMB observations. Then,
Section 3.2 gives a detailed discussion of inferred parameters when fitting various models with
and without large-scale polarization data from the CMB in order to assess how shifts in τreio
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can impact shifts in H0. Finally, in Section 4, we provide a concluding discussion.

2 Cosmological Models and Methods

2.1 Cosmological Models

Throughout this work, we will focus on the following cosmological models.

ΛCDM

The ΛCDM model describes the universe as being composed of radiation, ordinary
(baryonic) matter, and cold dark matter (CDM). Additionally, it includes a dark energy
component, parameterized by the cosmological constant Λ, which drives the observed accel-
erated expansion of the universe. In this work we take the universe to be spatially flat.

We parametrize this framework with six major parameters: the Hubble rate of expan-
sion today (Hubble constant) H0 = 100h km/s/Mpc, the baryon density ωb = Ωbh

2 (where
Ωi ≡ ρi/ρc is the abundance for the ith species, ρi its density, and ρc the critical energy
density for a flat universe today), the cold dark matter density ωcdm = Ωcdmh

2, the scalar
spectral index ns, the amplitude of primordial scalar fluctuations As, and the reionization
optical depth τreio. Additionally, in our work, we model the Standard Model (SM) neutrinos
as a combination of one massive species with a mass of 0.06 eV and two massless species.

Dark Radiation

We also consider models of dark radiation (DR), additional light degrees of freedom
which remain ultra-relativistic until after the epoch of recombination (for a review, see [25]).
Thus, in addition to photons and SM neutrinos, the DR component contributes to the ra-
diation density ρr. The total relativistic degrees of freedom can be accounted for by the
parameter Neff , related to ρr as

ρr =

[
1 +

7

8

(
4

11

)4/3

Neff

]
ργ , (2.1)

where ργ is the energy density of photons fixed by the CMB temperature. The expression
above is defined such that for a single fully thermalized neutrino species, Neff = 1. However,
when finite-temperature effects on photons and the non-instantaneous nature of neutrino
decoupling are taken into account, the SM predicts Neff = 3.044 [26, 27]. Thus, in the DR
model, the contribution of additional relativistic species is parameterized using ∆Neff, defined
as:

∆Neff ≡ 8

7

(
11

4

)4/3 ρDR

ργ
, (2.2)

where ρDR is the energy density of DR.
DR models can help resolve the Hubble tension by leading to a higher H0 value inferred

from CMB data. This is due to the DR’s contribution to ρr which reduces the size of the
sound horizon and thus requires a higher H0 to preserve its angular size (see e.g. [28, 29]).

Phenomenologically, the ∆Neff parameterization effectively encompasses a broad spec-
trum of particle physics models. However, the specific microphysical properties of DR can
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imprint distinct signatures on cosmological observables. In this work, we investigate two
different DR scenarios:

1. Free-Streaming Dark Radiation (FSDR):
In this model, the relativistic species that make up the DR component either do not
interact at all with themselves or other species, or have feeble interactions characterized
by an interaction rate Γ ≪ H. As a result, these species decouple from the primordial
plasma early in the Universe’s history, propagating freely similar to SM neutrinos. The
free-streaming property of DR is well motivated by many particle physics models.1

2. Self-Interacting Dark Radiation (SIDR):
Here, the DR species exhibit strong self-interactions such that their interaction rate
Γ ≫ H. This also captures the scenario where Γ is large until after recombination.
These interactions inhibit free-streaming, resulting in a suppression of anisotropic stress
and viscosity. In this limit, DR behaves as a perfect relativistic fluid, characterized by
an equation of state w = 1/3. Such self-interaction may stem from various microscopic
models such as non-abelian gauge bosons, an interacting light dark sector, or non-
standard neutrino interactions with the dark sector (see further discussions in [30–36]).

Early Dark Energy

Another model of interest is the Early Dark Energy (EDE) model [37, 38], which intro-
duces a new component that behaves as dark energy in the early universe and subsequently
decays around the time of recombination, effectively injecting energy into the universe at this
epoch. This model is typically parameterized by a scalar field, ϕ, with a potential given by
V (θ) = m2f2[1 − cos(θ)]n, where m is the mass of the scalar field, f is its decay constant,
θ ≡ ϕ/f and n ≥ 1 is an integer. Initially, the scalar field is held at a fixed value, θi, and
behaves as a perfect fluid with an equation of state w = −1, keeping its background energy
density nearly constant. When the Hubble parameter drops to about H2 ∼ ∂2

θV (θ)/f2,
the field starts oscillating around the minimum of the potential. Once the oscillations be-
gin around redshift zc, the EDE component behaves as a fluid with an equation of state
wn = (n− 1)/(n+1). These oscillations cause the energy density of the field to dilute faster
than that of radiation for n > 2.

At the background level around recombination, the EDE model is analogous to the DR
models: they both inject energy and increase the Hubble expansion parameter, H(z), at that
time. The resulting reduction in the sound horizon, rs, is compensated by decreasing DA,
leading to a higher inferred value of H0. The rapid dilution of EDE ensures that its effects
are confined to the epoch around recombination, leaving the physics of the late-time universe
unaffected.

We parameterize this model using the critical scale factor ac = 1/(zc + 1) and the
fraction contributed by EDE to the total energy density fEDE(zc) at the critical redshift zc.
For our analysis, we fix n = 3 and θi = 2.72, which are chosen based on the preference of the
combined dataset CMB+SH0ES+BAO in [39].

1As there are many scenarios resulting in dark, light, non-interacting degrees of freedom, we direct the
reader to reviews such as [28] for a comprehensive list of candidates.
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2.2 Data Analysis Methods

We use CLASS [40, 41] to solve for the cosmological evolution in ΛCDM and DR scenarios,
and AxiCLASS [42, 43] in the EDE case. We employ Cobaya [44, 45] to perform a Bayesian
analysis by generating Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) samples. Posteriors and plots
are obtained using GetDist [46].

To better discuss the impact on τreio from various data, we consider several combinations
of datasets. First, we consider the following to be our “baseline” dataset, against which we
make most comparisons:

• B: CMB data from the Planck satellite, including the public release 3 (PR3) likelihoods
for the TT and EE power spectra at ℓ < 30 [47], and the CamSpec likelihood [48] based
on the 2020 Planck PR4 data release [49] by [50] for ℓ > 30 TT, TE, EE data. For
CMB lensing, we use the Atacama Cosmology Telescope Data Release 6 (ACT DR6)
lensing likelihood [51, 52] combined with the Planck PR4 lensing likelihood [53]. We
also add the Pantheon+ Type Ia supernovae catalog [54].

As briefly mentioned in the introduction, the CMB constraints on τreio largely come from the
EE spectrum at the largest scales. Thus, to isolate the impact from the low-ℓ EE spectrum,
we introduce the modified baseline dataset:

• BEE: The same as B but with the EE likelihood for ℓ < 30 removed.

In addition to CMB and Type Ia supernovae data, we also include measurements of Baryon
Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) as an important probe of the cosmological history. In the
baseline dataset B, the BAO data is not specified as the field is under active progress. The
differences between BAO datasets are not yet fully understood. In order to ensure our
discussion on τreio is not vulnerable to BAO details, different BAO datasets will be combined
with the baseline datasets. We consider the previously accepted set of BAO measurements:

• BAO: BAO measurements from the 6dF Galaxy Survey (6dFGS) at z = 0.106 [55],
the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Data Release 7 (DR7) for the main galaxy sample
(MGS) at z = 0.15 [56], and the CMASS and LOWZ samples of the SDSS BOSS DR12
at redshifts z = 0.38, 0.51, and 0.61 [57].

Alternatively, we will consider the more recent BAO measurements from the Dark Energy
Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI). In particular, the measurements from DESI have shown
some preference for larger H0 and some important impact on resolutions to the Hubble
tension (see e.g. [58–66]).

• BAODESI: BAO measurements from DESI 2024 for effective redshifts z = 0.3, 0.51,
0.71, 0.93, 1.32, 1.49, 2.33 [58].

In the following sections, we will explore the impact of these choices of data on the inferences
of τreio and H0.

3 Results

The results of our analysis are discussed below. We begin first by exploring in detail the
correlation of τreio and H0 in the ΛCDM model. Following that, we present detailed statistics
from our analyses of each model discussed, fitting to several datasets. We will make comments
on the inferences of τreio and H0, and its impact on the Hubble tension.
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Figure 1: The one- and two-dimensional posterior distributions of H0 and τreio in a series
of fits to the BEE+BAO dataset. In the purple contour, only three parameters, H0, τreio,
and As, are allowed to vary. Other cosmological parameters are fixed to Planck PR3 best
fit values [3] (ωcdm = 0.12011, ωb = 0.022383, ns = 0.96605). In this case, H0 is tightly
bounded by the θs observable. The fit is followed by the 4-, 5-, and 6-parameter fits by
adding ωcdm, ωb, and ns as free parameters, respectively. The positive correlation between
H0 and τreio increases after the inclusion of each parameter, indicating that their correlations
are introduced via other cosmological parameters.

3.1 τreio–H0 Correlation Within ΛCDM

In contrast to the direct effects of τreio on the CMB spectra, the relationship between τreio
and other parameters is not as straightforward. In particular, we are interested in under-
standing the correlation between the Hubble constant H0 and τreio. These two parameters
are indirectly correlated, relying on other parameters in ΛCDM. In Figure 1, we show a set
of two-dimensional posterior distributions for H0 and τreio in the ΛCDM model, fit to the
BEE+BAO dataset as defined in Section 2.2, to visualize the correlations.

Figure 1 shows in purple that the inferred values of H0 and τreio are uncorrelated when
only these two parameters, and the amplitude As, are left free to vary. This is partially due
to the fact that H0 is nearly fixed by the angular size of the sound horizon at recombination
θs, which corresponds to the location of the first peak in the CMB power spectrum, when the
total matter density ωm = Ωmh2 is fixed (see below). Thus, if we allow the cold dark matter
density ωcdm to vary, H0 becomes more variable, and the correlation with τreio appears. This
is seen in Figure 1 in the red dashed contours. We can quantify the correlation by computing
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Figure 2: (Left) The relative shift of the CMB TT power spectrum between two benchmark
sets of parameters taken from the Monte Carlo sample shown in orange in Figure 1 fit to the
BEE+BAO dataset. These two sets of parameters are chosen to highlight the shift in H0,
and both have a nearly minimal effective χ2 and thus represent cosmologies that fit the data
reasonably well. The parameters are given in Table 1. In the legends, ↑ indicates parameters
increased with respect to the initial choice, while ↓ indicates a decrease.
(Right)Two-dimensional posterior distributions of {τreio, As, Ase

−2τreio} from the 6-
parameter fit to the BEE+BAO dataset depicted in Figure 1. The tight correlation of τreio
and As necessitates their simultaneous shift, while their anticorrelation with the effective
CMB amplitude Ase

−2τreio indicates that a simultaneous increase of As and τreio results in a
suppression of the CMB power spectrum, as in the red curve of the left panel.

the Pearson correlation coefficient R(H0, τreio) (the ratio of the parameters’ covariance to the
product of their standard deviations). For the case of the 4-parameter fit, R(H0, τreio) = 0.34.
Adding the baryon density ωb as a free parameter allows for an even greater variation of H0

without significantly enhancing the correlation with R(H0, τreio) = 0.38. Finally, adding the
final free parameter of ΛCDM, ns, also adds to the degree of correlation, giving the orange
filled contours in Figure 1 and R(H0, τreio) = 0.57. Note that the data that results in these
correlations excludes the low-ℓ EE CMB data, which allows for a greater range of τreio and
aids in understanding the correlation. In fact, as we will explore in the remainder of this
section, the effects driving this correlation can be understood via primarily the TT part of
the CMB power spectrum at ℓ > 30, and fitting to this data alone gives an even stronger
correlation of R(H0, τreio) = 0.75. In Section 3.2, we explore other effects of the datasets
further.

Let us now explore how the correlation between H0 and τreio comes about from the
variation of other parameters. First, in order to increase H0 while keeping the angular size
of the sound horizon θs the same, we must decrease ωm in the flat ΛCDM model. One can
compute this scale directly from the values of H0 = 100h km/s/Mpc and ωm = Ωmh2, given
by the ratio of the sound horizon at recombination rs and the angular diameter distance to
the surface of last scattering DA

θs =
rs
DA

=

´∞
zrec

cs dz/H(z)´ zrec
0 c dz/H(z)

, (3.1)

– 7 –



where cs is the speed of sound in the early universe (dependent on ωb), zrec is the redshift of
recombination, and H(z) is given by the Friedmann equation

H2(z) = (100 km/s/Mpc)2[ωr(1 + z)4 + ωm(1 + z)3 + h2 − ωm − ωr] . (3.2)

Note that the radiation abundance ωr = Ωrh
2 is relatively fixed in ΛCDM by the CMB

temperature and the number of neutrinos. An increase in H0 for fixed ωm keeps rs virtually
unchanged, while decreasing DA; thus, a decrease in ωm is needed to increase DA and leave
θs unchanged.

Increasing H0 and decreasing ωm both induce opposite phase shifts (by shifting the pri-
mary peak location corresponding to θs) in the CMB spectra, which nearly cancel. However,
some major deformations of the spectrum remain. First, there is a leftover enhancement of
the CMB spectrum in the vicinity of the first peak, around ℓ ∼ 200. This change can be seen
in the blue dashed curve in the left panel of Figure 2, depicting the residual change in the
multipole coefficients Cℓ of the TT power spectrum when increasing H0 and decreasing ωcdm

with respect to a reference choice of parameters (given in Table 1). With a decrease in ωm,
the time of matter-radiation equality is delayed, resulting in two reasons for an enhancement
of the primary peak: (i) there is less time during matter-domination prior to recombination
for modes crossing the horizon around that time to be damped; and (ii) the early integrated
Sachs-Wolfe (EISW) effect is enhanced because the metric potentials have less time to settle
to their constant values, further enhancing the peak (see [67] for more details). Another de-
formation to the spectrum caused by the shift in H0 and ωcdm is a residual phase shift due to
the relative heights of even and odd peaks in the power spectrum. This can be compensated
by shifting the baryon abundance ωb, as shown in the orange dot-dashed curve of the left
panel in Figure 2.

Parameters H0 [km/s/Mpc] ωcdm ωb ns As τreio
Unmodified 67.4 0.1193 0.02218 0.9632 2.21×10−9 0.083
Modified 68.1 0.1179 0.02234 0.9672 2.25×10−9 0.095

Table 1: The parameters before and after the modifications corresponding to the curves in
the left panel of Figure 2; the power spectrum difference from shifting all of these parameters
at once is given by the red curve.

With the phase of the peaks mostly restored, we are still left with an increase in the
CMB anisotropy power at ℓ < 500 at around the percent level. This could be somewhat
corrected by an increase in τreio which suppresses the power spectrum, explaining the very
mild correlation in the four- and five-parameter fits of Figure 1. However, since the largest
enhancement of power remains at smaller ℓ, this introduces an effective red tilt to the power
spectrum residuals (higher power at large scales/small ℓ); thus τreio, which suppresses power
nearly democratically at most scales, cannot compensate directly. Instead, one can increase
the spectral index ns, which controls precisely the tilt of the power spectrum, introducing a
relative blue tilt (shifting the already red tilt closer to scale invariance). This effect is shown
in the green dotted curve of the left panel in Figure 2, pushing down the TT residual for
the largest scales (smallest ℓ). Now, an increase in τreio is appropriate to suppress the power
spectrum. In practice, the fit to data prefers both an increase in τreio and As, corresponding
to the red curve in Figure 2 with residuals well below the percent level down to ℓ < 30. The
initial and final sets of parameters, resulting in the red residual curve, are given in Table 1.
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We want to comment more on the last step above in which the data prefer to raise
both τreio and As simultaneously, instead of shifting only one of these two nearly degenerate
parameters. Examining the contours in the right panel of Figure 2, from the same analysis
as in Figure 1, we observe the correlations between As, τreio, and the effective amplitude
measured in the CMB Ase

−2τreio . First, one notices the very tight correlation between τreio
and As. Since the effective amplitude of the CMB is measured relatively precisely, shifting
τreio necessitates shifting As to restore the measured value of Ase

−2τreio ; thus, both param-
eters must shift in unison. Then, after shifting H0, ωcdm, ωb, and ns, one is left with an
overall enhanced power spectrum with respect to the initial benchmark. Figure 2 shows that
achieving this suppression is possible with an increase in As and τreio, as evidenced by their
anticorrelation with the effective amplitude.

We can therefore appreciate that the correlation between H0 and τreio within the flat
ΛCDM model crucially involves the other parameters in the model. Having established the
mechanism for this correlation, we wish to understand the impact that an increase in τreio
could have on inferences of H0 and the Hubble tension, as explored in the remainder of this
work.

3.2 Data Impact on τreio and the H0 Tension

We will focus on constraints for {H0, τreio}, as our aim is to examine the role of inferences of
τreio in determining the value of H0 and consequently the Hubble tension. Since the removal
of large-scale polarization data results in an increase in the inferred value of τreio, we will
make a comparison between fitting to the B and the BEE datasets to assess the impact of
such an increase. In each case, we combine with either BAO or BAODESI.

We present the complete results of our analyses in Appendix A for all models and
dataset combinations discussed above. In addition to the analyzing B+BAO and BEE+BAO
datasets, we also extend our investigation to include the SH0ES measurement of H0 [17], see
Appendix A for more details. For each analysis, we provide posterior distributions and 68%
C.L. intervals for all six cosmological parameters {As, ns, τreio, H0, ωcdm, ωb}, along with
new physics parameters for both the DR and EDE models, in Appendix A. Furthermore, we
provide best-fit values of these parameters along with the corresponding χ2 values for the
different likelihoods used in our analyses in Appendix A.

3.2.1 ΛCDM

Figure 3 shows posteriors of {H0, τreio} in ΛCDM, and their allowed ranges at 68% C.L. are
listed in Table 2. As discussed in the previous sections, for modes within the horizon at
reionization, corresponding to ℓ ≳ 100, the power spectrum is suppressed by a factor e−2τreio

and the associated data only depends on the combination Ase
−2τreio . This degeneracy is

broken by the low-ℓ data, in particular, the polarization measurements. Thus, from Figure 3,
we can see that τreio is more constrained in the presence of low-ℓ EE CMB spectra data
(solid contours). Without the low-ℓ (ℓ < 30) EE CMB spectra, there could be more variation
in τreio with a larger mean value, as well as a stronger correlation between τreio and H0.
This correlation is indirect and arises through an involved interplay with other cosmological
parameters, as discussed in detail in Section 3.1. We also provide in Table 2 the Pearson
correlation coefficient between H0 and τreio denoted as R(H0, τreio).

Table 2 also lists the Gaussian tension when comparing the values of H0 in our runs
with the SH0ES measurement (H0)SH0ES = 74.03 km/s/Mpc with its standard deviation,
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Figure 3: Posterior distributions of H0 and τreio in ΛCDM. The results from the
BAO dataset are shown in the lower-left part of the plot as orange contours. In the upper-
right corner, results from the BAODESI dataset are shown in blue. Solid curves and filled
contours represent fits to the B dataset, while dashed curves/contours represent the outcome
from the BEE dataset. The BAODESI dataset tends to have higher H0 and τreio central
values than the BAO dataset, with their correlations similar in both cases. Removing the
low-ℓ EE data significantly shifts the central values of τreio and enlarges the corresponding
uncertainties. The central values and uncertainties of H0 also increase, though less signifi-
cantly.

σSH0ES = 1.04 km/s/Mpc [17]. The Gaussian tension for a given run is calculated as:

(∆H0)GT =
|H0 − (H0)SH0ES|√

σ2 + σ2
SH0ES

, (3.3)

where H0 is the mean value and σ the standard deviation from the MCMC analysis. One can
see that for a given BAO dataset, without the low-ℓ polarization data, the Hubble tension is
mildly alleviated, thanks to the larger τreio and its positive correlation with H0.

It has already been shown that using the DESI BAO measurements tends to enhance
the value of H0 [58–66]. Here we also show our results for runs with B+BAODESI, observing
slightly higher preferred values for both τreio and H0. Furthermore, upon removing the low-ℓ
EE data, these parameters shift to even higher values, and the Hubble tension is reduced down
to 4.5σ when fit to BEE+BAODESI. Moreover, for both BAO and BAODESI runs, we find
that the correlation between τreio and H0 remains nearly the same, with R(H0, τreio) = 0.58
for BEE+BAO and R(H0, τreio) = 0.53 for BEE+BAODESI.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

τreio 0.0565+0.0066
−0.0074 0.080± 0.014 0.0596+0.0066

−0.0078 0.088± 0.013
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 67.18± 0.38 67.58± 0.44 67.60± 0.37 68.05± 0.40
R(H0, τreio) 0.34 0.58 0.34 0.53
H0 Tension 5.3σ 4.8σ 4.9σ 4.5σ

Table 2: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals from the ΛCDM
model, fitting to four different datasets. The Pearson correlation coefficient R(H0, τreio) is
given. All H0 tension values are obtained from the Gaussian approximation in Eq. (3.3).

3.2.2 Dark Radiation

An interesting feature of DR models is their potential to alleviate the H0 tension, as the
presence of DR results in a higher inferred value of H0 compared to ΛCDM. The contribution
of DR to ωr leads to an increase in the expansion rate H(z) through Eq. (3.2) at early times
before recombination. Consequently, this increase in H(z) reduces the sound horizon, rs,
at recombination. Thus, to maintain the angular size of the sound horizon, θs = rs/DA, a
higher value of H0, which decreases DA, is needed.

Posteriors for the key parameters {H0, τreio,∆Neff} for both the FSDR and SIDR models
are shown in Figure 4, with 68% C.L. constraints for {H0, τreio} and 95% C.L. upper bounds
for ∆Neff presented in Table 3. We provide the 95% C.L. upper bounds for any parameter
which does not generate a credible 68% C.L. interval away from zero. From Figure 4, we
can see the expected strong correlation between H0 and ∆Neff for all four runs based on
different combinations of datasets, due to the relatively fixed angular sound horizon scale θs.
For τreio, both DR models exhibit a behavior similar to that observed in the ΛCDM model
(see Section 3.2.1): τreio is less constrained and tends to favor a higher value in the absence
of low-ℓ EE CMB data. While H0 and τreio are still correlated after removing the low-ℓ EE
data (for similar reasons as discussed in Section 3.1), the strength of this correlation is now
reduced, compared to those in ΛCDM model (see Table 3). The reduction in correlations
can be understood as follows: the shift in H0, ∆Neff, ωcdm, ωb, and ns that is induced in this
scenario leaves the CMB power spectra overall suppressed, rather than mostly enhanced as
in the case of ΛCDM (see Section 3.1), with the strongest suppression at the lowest ℓ ≲ 100.
Thus, an increase in As is warranted to restore the power spectrum. A further increase in

FSDR SIDR
B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAO BEE+BAO

τreio 0.0566± 0.0071 0.078± 0.014 0.0570± 0.0071 0.081± 0.014

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.13+0.58
−0.92 68.45+0.60

−0.91 68.14+0.59
−0.94 68.69+0.69

−1.1

R(H0, τreio) 0.17 0.27 0.23 0.35
∆Neff (95% C.L.) < 0.376 < 0.370 < 0.340 < 0.380
H0 Tension 4.1σ 3.8σ 4.1σ 3.5σ

Table 3: The posterior mean values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for SIDR and
FSDR models for parameters {H0, τreio}, along with H0 tension values. For the new physics
parameter ∆Neff, the 95% C.L. upper limits are presented instead. The Pearson correlation
coefficient R(H0, τreio) is also given.
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Figure 4: Posterior distributions of H0, τreio and ∆Neff in DR models. The orange (blue)
contours represent the free-streaming (self-interacting) scenario. Solid curves and filled con-
tours represent fits to the B dataset, while dashed curves/contours represent the outcome
from BEE dataset. The gray shaded area shows the 2σ range of H0 from the SH0ES mea-
surement. Similar to Figure 3, removing the low-ℓ EE data makes the central values and
uncertainties of τreio and H0 larger. However, compared to the ΛCDM case, the correlation
between H0 and τreio is weakened in both DR models.

τreio can be combined with the enhancement from As so that the power is enhanced more at
ℓ ≲ 100 than above, which nearly restores the power spectrum at all ℓ.

Both DR models yield similar constraints with the full CMB dataset. Yet the SIDR
model exhibits a preference for slightly larger values of both τreio and H0 in the absence of
the low-ℓ CMB EE data compared to the FSDR model. Moreover, as expected, even with the
low-ℓ EE measurements included, both models already favor slightly higher values of H0 due
to extra energy injection from additional relativistic species, i.e. ∆Neff > 0. Removing the
low-ℓ EE polarization data further amplifies this preference, thereby providing a moderately
improved alleviation of the H0 tension. This is also reflected in the reduction in the Gaussian
tensions shown in the last line of Table 3, once the low-ℓ EE data is removed.

The results for the DR models with BAODESI runs are reported in Appendix A.2.
Similar to the ΛCDM results, we see slightly higher preferred values for both H0 and τreio.
As shown previously in the literature [59], SIDR has the potential to resolve the Hubble
tension if the DESI results are confirmed in future releases, and thus this scenario is of
interest. See Appendix A.2 for more details.
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Figure 5: Posterior distributions of H0, τreio and fEDE in EDE models. The orange (blue)
contours represent fits to the BAO (BAODESI) dataset. Solid curves and filled contours
represent fits to the B dataset, while dashed curves/contours represent the outcome from
BEE dataset. The gray shaded area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ (light gray) range of
H0 from the SH0ES measurement. Similar to Figure 3, removing the low-ℓ EE data makes
the central value and uncertainties of τreio larger, while not for H0. However, compared to
the ΛCDM case, the correlation between H0 and τreio is significantly weakened.

3.2.3 Early Dark Energy

Here, posteriors of the parameters {H0, τreio, fEDE} are shown in Figure 5, with their 68%
C.L. constraints presented in Table 4 for both the B and BEE datasets combined with both
BAO and BAODESI. We provide the 95% C.L. upper bounds for any parameter which does
not generate a credible 68% C.L. interval away from zero. First, we see a strong correlation
between fEDE andH0 as expected. Since the EDE model is known to alleviate theH0 tension,
we observe a significant relaxation in the H0 tension both with and without the low-ℓ EE
polarization data. In particular, with the DESI BAO data, the H0 tension is relaxed further
compared to the results with earlier BAO data. For each choice of the BAO data, excluding
the low-ℓ polarization data does not vary the level of Hubble tension significantly.

As observed in previous models, we find that τreio is less constrained, with higher values
preferred when low-ℓ EE CMB spectral data are excluded. However, unlike previous models,
we observe that even without the low-ℓ EE polarization data, the positive correlation between
τreio and H0 remains quite insignificant (see Table 4). This is likely due to the fact that the
increase in H0 in the EDE model is mainly driven by fEDE. Thus, an increase in τreio could
not help further increase H0, which is consistent with the roughly constant Gaussian tension
for a given BAO dataset, as reported in Table 4.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

τreio 0.0566± 0.0073 0.079± 0.014 0.0594+0.0069
−0.0077 0.087± 0.014

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.52+0.77
−1.2 68.78+0.74

−1.2 69.32+0.92
−1.3 69.43+0.80

−1.2

R(H0, τreio) 0.11 0.22 0.10 0.18

fEDE < 0.0977 < 0.0924 0.056+0.028
−0.041 0.048+0.016

−0.045

H0 Tension 3.5σ 3.3σ 2.7σ 2.8σ

Table 4: The posterior mean values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the EDE
model for parameters {H0, τreio, fEDE} along with its H0 tension values. For fEDE, the 95%
C.L. upper bounds are provided only when a credible 68% interval away from zero is not
obtained. The Pearson correlation coefficient R(H0, τreio) is also given.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we have explored the correlation between the cosmological parameters τreio and
H0 in the context of ΛCDM cosmology and beyond. We have drawn on three motivations to
guide this endeavor:

(1) Since its launch, JWST has been providing an unprecedented sensitivity to directly
probe the properties of the first galaxies. Early observations reveal that faint, early galax-
ies were efficient producers of ionizing photons, with likely non-negligible escape fractions,
suggesting an excess in the ionizing-photon budget during the epoch of reionization. These
observations hint at a larger value of τreio than that inferred from the CMB.

(2) The CMB constraints on τreio mainly come from E-mode polarization data at large
scales, i.e., ℓ ≲ 30, by breaking the measurement degeneracy between As and τreio. Previously,
[16] showed that the CMB tends to prefer larger values of τreio when large-scale measurements
are excluded.

(3) There is an indirect correlation in the CMB data between inferences of τreio and H0.
Therefore, since a shift in τreio arising from either motivation (1) or (2) above could impact
the inferred value of H0 according to (3), we have investigated the nature of this correlation
and have analyzed to what extent it can be informative for the Hubble Tension.

First, as expected, the absence of low-ℓ E-mode polarization data allows for greater
variations in τreio across all three models we have studied. We observe a shift of approximately
1.4−2σ in each case. In the ΛCDMmodel, this increased variation in τreio allows for a stronger
positive correlation between τreio and H0. This correlation still exists but is weaker in the DR
models compared to ΛCDM. In the EDE model, however, the correlation almost disappears.

For ΛCDM, as a result of the preference for larger values of τreio without large scale
E-mode polarization data, we find that the Hubble tension gets reduced by a slight shift from
5.3σ to 4.8σ when combined with the BAO dataset and 4.5σ with the BAODESI dataset.
While the DR and EDE models already mitigate the Hubble tension when the low-ℓ E-mode
polarization data is included, we find that the tension is further reduced when excluding this
dataset for almost all cases (except for the EDE model fit with the DESI BAO data).

To further contextualize our findings, a few concluding comments are in order:

• As emphasized in [16], the EE signal constraining the precise value of τreio is at the
scales where the limit on the precision is set by cosmic variance, thus making results
highly sensitive to even small unknown systematics. However, we do not claim to have
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any evidence against the low-ℓ EE dataset. Rather, we use the CMB dataset without
the low-ℓ EE data as a proxy to study a potential cosmology with a larger τreio.

• There are some other potential concerns on the large-scale polarization data [16]. Galac-
tic foregrounds impact polarization anisotropies and can introduce potential errors if
poorly understood. In addition, anomalies persist in temperature and polarization
anisotropies at large scales including features in the TT and TE spectra at low multi-
poles (ℓ ≲ 10).

• Since the CMB EE and TE spectra at low multipoles could be significantly influenced
by τreio, precise measurements of these spectra can provide a clearer picture on τreio
and reionization physics. Future CMB missions such as LiteBIRD [68], ECHO [69, 70]
and PICO [71] will be able to measure polarization across large scales, providing even
tighter constraints on τreio. In addition, ground-based experiments such as Simons
Observatory (SO) [72], POLARBEAR [73], and BICEP3-Keck array [74] will provide
complementary observations at smaller scales leading to a more complete picture of the
CMB. Moreover, Large Scale Structure (LSS) surveys by missions such as Euclid [75]
can also break As and τreio degeneracy by providing a more precise constraint on As.

• The precise astrophysical determination of τreio is still under development, relying on
multiple surveys across a range of z. The validity of the conclusion also depends on
extrapolations of known results. With further observations from JWST, the preferred
range of τreio may change. Moreover, parallel approaches such as Lyman-α forest [76–
79] and 21-cm tomography [80, 81] could reveal the history of reionization, further
examining the consistency of cosmology.

Our results have explored the relationship between two important parameters of cosmol-
ogy, both studied actively by many collaborations. Future observations of the late universe
may lead to a clearer prediction of τreio. In concert, upcoming CMB polarization experiments
will provide the most precise inferences of τreio possible. As such, we have provided a road
map for understanding the impact of τreio on H0 and for interpreting any further shifts in
measurements of reionization or the Hubble constant from observations outside of the CMB.
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A Detailed Posterior Statistics

We provide the posterior distributions of all cosmological parameters for various models and
datasets discussed previously. Additionally, we present analyses including the local mea-
surement of H0, using Cepheid-calibrated supernova distances, by the SH0ES collaboration.
For this dataset, which we will denote H0, we use the implementation in Cobaya denoted
“pantheonplusshoes” which replaces the Pantheon+ dataset in B with a new Pantheon+
dataset calibrated using the intrinsic Type Ia supernova brightness Mb = −19.253 ± 0.027,
as reported by the SH0ES collaboration [17].

Appendix A.1 covers the ΛCDM model, with posterior distributions plotted in Fig-
ures 6 and 7 and marginalized statistics in Tables 5 and 6. In addition, we obtain best-fit
parameters for each analysis via likelihood maximization, utilizing once more the Cobaya

sampler. Tables 7 and 8 provide the best-fit parameter values while Tables 9 and 10 provide
the minimized effective χ2 for each likelihood. Shorthand notations for the likelihood names
in Cobaya are given in Table 29. Subsequently, Appendix A.2 covers the DR models, with
FSDR model depicted in Figures 8 and 9 and Tables 11 to 16, while SIDR results are shown
in Figures 10 and 11 and Tables 17 to 22. Finally, Appendix A.3 covers the EDE model via
Figures 12 and 13 and Tables 23 to 28.

Let us comment briefly on the impact of our analysis on the value of the matter clus-
tering parameter S8 = σ8

√
Ωm/0.3. There is a mild tension between measurements of this

parameter by weak lensing surveys and the inferred value from fitting ΛCDM to CMB data.
The status of this tension is unclear, since, for example, the combination of the KiDS-1000
and DES Y3 datasets yields a mild 1.7σ disagreement with CMB observations [82]. Yet, it is
important to assess this tension in scenarios with increasing τreio and increasing H0 as these
parameters are known to make the S8 tension worse.2 In our analysis, we observe that S8 is
slightly increased with the removal of low-ℓ EE data. However, the tension remains ≲ 2.5σ
in each analysis we presented for ΛCDM and the DR models. For EDE, which is known to
increase S8, the tension still remains below 3σ without the low-ℓ EE data.

2We thank David Spergel for pointing out the increase of S8 as a result of increasing τreio.
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A.1 ΛCDM

Figure 6: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the ΛCDM model. The
results from the BAO (BAODESI) dataset are shown in the lower-left (upper-right) part of
the plot as orange (blue) contours. Solid (dashed) contours represent the results obtained
from the B (BEE) dataset.

– 21 –



Figure 7: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the ΛCDM model. The
orange (blue) contours show the B+BAO (BEE+BAO) dataset. In dashed contours, the
H0 dataset is included, pulling the posteriors to the high H0 region.
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B+BAO BEE+ BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.049± 0.013 3.089± 0.024 3.054+0.012

−0.014 3.104± 0.023
ns 0.9631± 0.0036 0.9660± 0.0040 0.9655± 0.0036 0.9688± 0.0038

τreio 0.0565+0.0066
−0.0074 0.080± 0.014 0.0596+0.0066

−0.0078 0.088± 0.013
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 67.18± 0.38 67.58± 0.44 67.60± 0.37 68.05± 0.40
ωcdm 0.11983± 0.00085 0.11894± 0.00097 0.11888± 0.00082 0.11790± 0.00089
ωb 0.02216± 0.00013 0.02223± 0.00014 0.02223± 0.00013 0.02232± 0.00013

H0 Tension 5.3σ 4.8σ 4.9σ 4.5σ

Table 5: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmolog-
ical parameters in the ΛCDM model, along with theH0 tension values from Eq. (3.3). The re-
sults are presented for B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets,
as shown in Figure 6.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.059± 0.014 3.118± 0.023

ns 0.9677± 0.0035 0.9715± 0.0038

τreio 0.0626+0.0071
−0.0082 0.097± 0.013

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.04± 0.36 68.53± 0.38
ωcdm 0.11805± 0.00080 0.11695± 0.00086
ωb 0.02235± 0.00012 0.02243± 0.00012

H0 Tension 4.6σ 4.1σ

Table 6: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the ΛCDM model, along with the H0 tension values from Eq. (3.3).
The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with BAO+H0 dataset, as shown
in Figure 7.

B+BAO BEE+ BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.041 3.098 3.056 3.110

ns 0.9638 0.9643 0.9643 0.9684
τreio 0.0505 0.0851 0.0551 0.0938
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 67.31 67.57 67.82 68.07
ωcdm 0.11959 0.11905 0.11824 0.11800
ωb 0.02218 0.02225 0.02224 0.02236

Table 7: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the ΛCDM model. The re-
sults are presented for B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets.
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B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.061 3.115

ns 0.9693 0.9716
τreio 0.0576 0.0953
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.29 68.45
ωcdm 0.11754 0.11715
ωb 0.02235 0.02243

Table 8: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the ΛCDM model. The
results are presented for B and BEE in combination with BAO+H0 dataset.

B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

Planck lowl TT 23.2 24.7 23.3 24.2
Planck lowl EE 395.7 − 396.2 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10543.7 10541.6 10544.2 10542.4
ACT/Planck Lensing 22.9 22.0 22.7 21.9
BAO 6dF 0.07 0.03 − −
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 1.0 1.2 − −
BAO SDSS DR12 5.2 4.4 − −
SN Pantheon+ 1403.8 1404.2 1404.8 1405.2
BAO DESI − − 15.8 14.8

χ2
total 12395.7 11998.2 12407.1 12008.7

Table 9: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the ΛCDM
model to B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. Shorthand
notations for the likelihoods are given in Table 29.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

Planck lowl TT 22.4 23.6
Planck lowl EE 396.6 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10547.3 10544.5
ACT/Planck Lensing 22.6 22.1
BAO 6dF 0.01 0.02
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 2.0 2.2
BAO SDSS DR12 3.4 3.4
SN Pantheon+SH0ES 1486.7 1485.4

χ2
total 12481.1 12081.2

Table 10: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the ΛCDM
model to B and BEE in combination with the H0 dataset. Shorthand notations for the
likelihoods are given in Table 29.
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A.2 Dark Radiation

A.2.1 FSDR

Figure 8: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the FSDR model along
with its new physics parameter, ∆Neff. The results from the BAO (BAODESI) dataset
are shown in the lower-left (upper-right) part of the plot as orange (blue) contours. Solid
(dashed) contours represent the results obtained from the B (BEE) dataset. The gray shaded
area shows the 2σ range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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Figure 9: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the FSDR model
along with its new physics parameter, ∆Neff. The orange (blue) contours show the
B+BAO (BEE+BAO) dataset. In dashed contours, the H0 dataset is included, pulling
the posteriors to the high H0 region. The gray shaded area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ
(light gray) range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.055± 0.014 3.092± 0.024 3.061+0.013

−0.015 3.107± 0.023

ns 0.9676+0.0044
−0.0053 0.9701+0.0047

−0.0054 0.9712+0.0048
−0.0057 0.9738+0.0049

−0.0056

τreio 0.0566± 0.0071 0.078± 0.014 0.0591+0.0067
−0.0078 0.086± 0.013

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.13+0.58
−0.92 68.45+0.60

−0.91 68.80+0.69
−1.0 69.12+0.65

−1.0

ωcdm 0.1223+0.0014
−0.0023 0.1214+0.0015

−0.0024 0.1222+0.0018
−0.0026 0.1210+0.0018

−0.0028

ωb 0.02225± 0.00014 0.02231± 0.00014 0.02233± 0.00015 0.02241± 0.00015

∆Neff < 0.376 < 0.370 0.206+0.064
−0.19 < 0.436

H0 Tension 4.1σ 3.8σ 3.4σ 3.2σ

Table 11: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the FSDR model, along with its new physics parameter ∆Neff and H0

tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with
the BAO and the BAODESI datasets, as shown in Figure 8. For ∆Neff, the 95% C.L. upper
bounds are provided only when a credible 68% interval away from zero is not obtained.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.073± 0.014 3.117± 0.023

ns 0.9818± 0.0048 0.9836± 0.0049

τreio 0.0586+0.0067
−0.0077 0.085± 0.014

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.15± 0.79 71.26± 0.78

ωcdm 0.1287± 0.0026 0.1268+0.0024
−0.0027

ωb 0.02257± 0.00013 0.02262± 0.00013
∆Neff 0.61± 0.14 0.55± 0.14

H0 Tension 1.5σ 1.4σ

Table 12: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the FSDR model, along with its new physics parameter ∆Neff and H0

tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with
BAO+H0 dataset, as shown in Figure 9.

B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.057 3.103 3.046 3.114

ns 0.9673 0.9673 0.9673 0.9740
τreio 0.0540 0.0875 0.0504 0.0885
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.34 67.85 68.22 69.33
ωcdm 0.12208 0.11930 0.12080 0.12140
ωb 0.02223 0.02227 0.02223 0.02241
∆Neff 0.17 0.03 0.11 0.23

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −0.6 +0.0 +0.3 +0.3

Table 13: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the FSDR model, along with
its new physics parameter ∆Neff. The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with
the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. The χ

2 differences with respect to the corresponding
ΛCDM cases are also presented.

– 27 –



Parameter B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.077 3.115

ns 0.9804 0.9817
τreio 0.0566 0.0823
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.28 71.14
ωcdm 0.12873 0.12642
ωb 0.02256 0.02258
∆Neff 0.63 0.53

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −21.1 −18.8

Table 14: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the FSDR model, along with
its new physics parameter ∆Neff. The results are presented for B and BEE in combination
with BAO+H0 dataset. The χ2 differences with respect to the corresponding ΛCDM cases
are also presented.

B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

Planck lowl TT 23.0 24.2 22.7 23.2
Planck lowl EE 396.1 − 395.8 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10543.9 10542.2 10544.3 10543.9
ACT/Planck Lensing 22.1 21.9 23.2 22.1
BAO 6dF 0.03 0.01 − −
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 1.3 1.4 − −
BAO SDSS DR12 4.4 4.0 − −
SN Pantheon+ 1404.3 1404.5 1404.6 1405.9
BAO DESI − − 16.8 13.9

χ2
total 12395.1 11998.1 12407.4 12009.0

Table 15: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the FSDR
model to B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. Shorthand
notations for the likelihoods are given in Table 29.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

Planck lowl TT 21.6 22.2
Planck lowl EE 396.5 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10552.1 10548.7
ACT/Planck Lensing 22.2 22.0
BAO 6dF 0.01 0.04
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 2.1 2.4
BAO SDSS DR12 3.5 3.6
SN Pantheon+SH0ES 1461.8 1463.5

χ2
total 12460.0 12062.4

Table 16: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the FSDR
model to B and BEE in combination with the H0 dataset. Shorthand notations for the
likelihoods are given in Table 29.
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A.2.2 SIDR

Figure 10: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the SIDR model along
with its new physics parameter, ∆Neff. The results from the BAO (BAODESI) dataset
are shown in the lower-left (upper-right) part of the plot as orange (blue) contours. Solid
(dashed) contours represent the results obtained from the B (BEE) dataset. The gray shaded
area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ (light gray) range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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Figure 11: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the SIDR model
along with its new physics parameter, ∆Neff. The orange (blue) contours show the
B+BAO (BEE+BAO) dataset. In dashed contours, the H0 dataset is included, pulling
the posteriors to the high H0 region. The gray shaded area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ
(light gray) range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.047± 0.013 3.089± 0.024 3.051± 0.014 3.102± 0.023

ns 0.9640± 0.0038 0.9670± 0.0042 0.9665± 0.0037 0.9700± 0.0040

τreio 0.0570± 0.0071 0.081± 0.014 0.0599+0.0068
−0.0078 0.090± 0.013

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.14+0.59
−0.94 68.69+0.69

−1.1 68.95+0.74
−1.1 69.55+0.82

−1.2

ωcdm 0.1223+0.0014
−0.0023 0.1217+0.0016

−0.0025 0.1225+0.0019
−0.0028 0.1219+0.0021

−0.0029

ωb 0.02227+0.00014
−0.00016 0.02236± 0.00016 0.02238± 0.00016 0.02248± 0.00017

∆Neff < 0.340 < 0.380 0.206+0.078
−0.18 0.228+0.096

−0.18

H0 Tension 4.1σ 3.5σ 3.2σ 2.6σ

Table 17: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cos-
mological parameters in the SIDR model, along with its new physics parameter ∆Neff and
H0 tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination
with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets, as shown in Figure 10. For ∆Neff, the 95% C.L.
upper bounds are provided only when a credible 68% interval away from zero is not obtained.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.048+0.013

−0.015 3.102± 0.023
ns 0.9685± 0.0037 0.9719± 0.0040

τreio 0.0611+0.0069
−0.0080 0.093± 0.013

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.17± 0.77 71.57± 0.80

ωcdm 0.1281+0.0022
−0.0025 0.1268± 0.0024

ωb 0.02265± 0.00014 0.02273± 0.00014
∆Neff 0.53± 0.12 0.52± 0.12

H0 Tension 1.5σ 1.1σ

Table 18: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the SIDR model, along with its new physics parameter ∆Neff and H0

tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with
BAO+H0 dataset, as shown in Figure 11.

B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.055 3.093 3.043 3.101

ns 0.9639 0.9675 0.9670 0.9705
τreio 0.0577 0.0868 0.0476 0.0893
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 67.97 68.98 69.38 70.09
ωcdm 0.12222 0.12230 0.12222 0.12370
ωb 0.02222 0.02241 0.02242 0.02251
∆Neff 0.11 0.20 0.23 0.33

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −1.0 +0.1 −2.9 −1.8

Table 19: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the SIDR model, along with
its new physics parameter ∆Neff. The results are presented for B and BEE in combination with
the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. The χ

2 differences with respect to the corresponding
ΛCDM cases are also presented.
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B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.040 3.093

ns 0.9702 0.9701
τreio 0.0534 0.0861
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.75 71.83
ωcdm 0.12916 0.12841
ωb 0.02268 0.02275
∆Neff 0.61 0.59

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −24.1 −23.1

Table 20: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the SIDR model, along with
its new physics parameter ∆Neff. The results are presented for B and BEE in combination
with BAO+H0 dataset. The χ2 differences with respect to the corresponding ΛCDM cases
are also presented.

B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

Planck lowl TT 23.4 23.9 22.4 23.2
Planck lowl EE 397.0 − 395.8 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10542.2 10541.8 10543.4 10542.0
ACT/Planck Lensing 22.1 22.3 22.8 22.2
BAO 6dF 0.05 0.00 − −
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 1.1 1.7 − −
BAO SDSS DR12 4.8 3.6 − −
SN Pantheon+ 1404.0 1405.0 1405.7 1406.3
BAO DESI − − 14.0 13.3

χ2
total 12394.7 11998.2 12404.1 12006.8

Table 21: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the SIDR
model to B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. Shorthand
notations for the likelihoods are given in Table 29.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

Planck lowl TT 21.9 23.0
Planck lowl EE 396.0 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10549.1 10545.2
ACT/Planck Lensing 23.6 22.7
BAO 6dF 0.05 0.08
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 2.4 2.6
BAO SDSS DR12 3.7 3.9
SN Pantheon+SH0ES 1460.4 1460.6

χ2
total 12457.0 12058.1

Table 22: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the SIDR
model to B and BEE in combination with the H0 dataset. Shorthand notations for the
likelihoods are given in Table 29.
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A.3 Early Dark Energy

Figure 12: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the EDE model, along
with its new physics parameters, {fEDE, ac}. The results from the BAO (BAODESI) dataset
are shown in the lower-left (upper-right) part of the plot as orange (blue) contours. Solid
(dashed) contours represent the results obtained from the B (BEE) dataset. The gray shaded
area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ (light gray) range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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Figure 13: Posterior distributions of the cosmological parameters in the EDE model,
along with its new physics parameters, {fEDE, ac}. The orange (blue) contours show the
B+BAO (BEE+BAO) dataset. In dashed contours, the H0 dataset is included, pulling the
posteriors to the high H0 region. The gray shaded area shows the 1σ (dark gray) and 2σ
(light gray) range of H0 from the SH0ES measurement.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.055± 0.014 3.093± 0.024 3.062± 0.014 3.108± 0.023

ns 0.9699+0.0054
−0.0074 0.9721+0.0054

−0.0072 0.9744+0.0059
−0.0079 0.9762+0.0056

−0.0077

H0 [km/s/Mpc] 68.52+0.77
−1.2 68.78+0.74

−1.2 69.32+0.92
−1.3 69.43+0.80

−1.2

τreio 0.0566± 0.0073 0.079± 0.014 0.0594+0.0069
−0.0077 0.087± 0.014

ωcdm 0.1240+0.0022
−0.0039 0.1228+0.0020

−0.0036 0.1244+0.0028
−0.0043 0.1224+0.0023

−0.0039

ωb 0.02229+0.00015
−0.00017 0.02236+0.00016

−0.00018 0.02238+0.00016
−0.00018 0.02246+0.00016

−0.00019

fEDE < 0.0977 < 0.0924 0.056+0.028
−0.041 0.048+0.016

−0.045

log10 ac −3.64+0.25
−0.11 −3.68+0.27

−0.15 −3.62+0.19
−0.081 −3.68+0.24

−0.13

H0 Tension 3.5σ 3.3σ 2.7σ 2.8σ

Table 23: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the EDE model, along with its new physics parameters {fEDE, ac} and
H0 tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination
with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets, as shown in Figure 12. For fEDE, the 95% C.L.
upper bounds are provided only when a credible 68% interval away from zero is not obtained.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.071± 0.013 3.111± 0.023

ns 0.9866± 0.0058 0.9882± 0.0058
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.64± 0.78 71.73± 0.79
τreio 0.0581± 0.0073 0.082± 0.014
ωcdm 0.1324± 0.0029 0.1304± 0.0031
ωb 0.02257± 0.00016 0.02264± 0.00017
fEDE 0.126± 0.021 0.118± 0.022

log10 ac −3.580± 0.046 −3.591+0.051
−0.042

H0 Tension 1.1σ 1.0σ

Table 24: The posterior central values and corresponding 68% C.L. intervals for the cosmo-
logical parameters in the EDE model, along with its new physics parameters {fEDE, ac} and
H0 tension values from Eq. (3.3). The results are presented for B and BEE in combination
with BAO+H0 dataset, as shown in Figure 13.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

log
(
1010As

)
3.062 3.086 3.062 3.126

ns 0.972 0.974 0.976 0.979
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 69.21 69.34 69.69 69.63
τreio 0.0550 0.0739 0.0559 0.0992
ωcdm 0.12453 0.12498 0.12441 0.12387
ωb 0.02232 0.02243 0.02233 0.02246
fEDE 0.056 0.060 0.061 0.059
log10 ac −3.57 −3.59 −3.52 −3.62

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −2.0 −2.0 −1.8 −2.5

Table 25: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the EDE model, along
with its new physics parameters {fEDE, ac}. The results are presented for B and BEE in
combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. The χ2 differences with respect to
the corresponding ΛCDM cases are also presented.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

log
(
1010As

)
3.072 3.126

ns 0.985 0.990
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 71.52 71.58
τreio 0.0555 0.0963
ωcdm 0.13196 0.12928
ωb 0.02252 0.02272
fEDE 0.123 0.110
log10 ac −3.574 −3.610

χ2 − χ2
ΛCDM −28.1 −27.0

Table 26: The best-fit values for the cosmological parameters in the EDE model, along
with its new physics parameters {fEDE, ac}. The results are presented for B and BEE in
combination with BAO+H0 dataset. The χ2 differences with respect to the corresponding
ΛCDM cases are also presented.
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B+BAO BEE+BAO B+BAODESI BEE+BAODESI

Planck lowl TT 22.5 23.0 22.0 23.1
Planck lowl EE 396.2 − 396.3 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10543.3 10541.9 10545.4 10541.9
ACT/Planck Lensing 21.6 21.3 21.5 21.2
BAO 6dF 0.01 0.01 − −
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 1.5 1.4 − −
BAO SDSS DR12 3.9 4.0 − −
SN Pantheon+ 1404.7 1404.7 1405.4 1405.4
BAO DESI − − 14.6 14.6

χ2
total 12393.7 11996.2 12405.2 12006.2

Table 27: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the EDE
model to B and BEE in combination with the BAO and the BAODESI datasets. Shorthand
notations for the likelihoods are given in Table 29.

B+BAO+H0 BEE+BAO+H0

Planck lowl TT 21.4 21.7
Planck lowl EE 396.3 −
Planck highl TTTEEE 10549.2 10545.3
ACT/Planck Lensing 21.1 20.8
BAO 6dF 0.00 0.02
BAO SDSS DR7 MGS 1.8 2.2
BAO SDSS DR12 3.5 3.5
SN Pantheon+SH0ES 1460.7 1460.7

χ2
total 12453.0 12054.2

Table 28: The contribution to the effective χ2 from each likelihood when fitting the EDE
model to B and BEE in combination with the H0 dataset. Shorthand notations for the
likelihoods are given in Table 29.

Likelihood Shorthand

planck 2018 lowl.TT Planck lowl TT
planck 2018 lowl.EE Planck lowl EE
planck NPIPE highl CamSpec.TTTEEE Planck highl TTTEEE
act dr6 lenslike.ACTDR6LensLike ACT/Planck Lensing
bao.sixdf 2011 bao BAO 6dF
bao.sdss dr7 mgs BAO SDSS DR7 MGS
bao.sdss dr12 consensus bao BAO SDSS DR12
bao.desi 2024 bao all BAO DESI
sn.pantheonplus SN Pantheon+
sn.pantheonplusshoes SN Pantheon+SH0ES

Table 29: Shorthand notation used in the above tables of χ2 values to denote specific
likelihoods as implemented in Cobaya.

– 37 –


	Introduction
	Cosmological Models and Methods
	Cosmological Models
	Data Analysis Methods

	Results
	reio–H0 Correlation Within CDM
	Data Impact on reio and the H0 Tension
	CDM
	Dark Radiation
	Early Dark Energy 


	Conclusion
	Detailed Posterior Statistics
	CDM
	Dark Radiation
	FSDR
	SIDR

	Early Dark Energy 


