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21-cm cosmology provides an exciting opportunity to probe new physics dynamics in the early
universe. In particular, a tiny sub-component of dark matter that interacts strongly with the visible
sector may cool the gas in the intergalactic medium and significantly alter the expected absorption
signal at Cosmic Dawn. However, the information about new physics in this observable is obscured
by astrophysical systematic uncertainties. In the absence of a microscopic framework describing the
astrophysical sources, these uncertainties can be encoded in a bottom up effective theory for the
21-cm observables in terms of unconstrained astrophysical fluxes. In this paper, we take a first step
towards a careful assessment of the degeneracies between new physics effects and the uncertainties
in these fluxes. We show that the latter can be constrained by combining measurements of the UV
luminosity function, the Planck measurement of the CMB optical depth to reionization, and an upper
bound on the unresolved X-ray flux. Leveraging those constraints, we demonstrate how new physics
signatures can be disentangled from astrophysical effects. Focusing on the case of millicharged dark
matter, we find sharp predictions, with small uncertainties within the viable parameter space.a

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmological observables such as the Cosmic Mi-
crowave Background (CMB) and the galaxy power spec-
trum provide invaluable evidence for the existence of dark
matter (DM), pointing to a pressureless fluid that feebly
interacts with the Standard Model. Furthermore, analy-
sis of the same cosmological data gives detailed informa-
tion regarding possible non-trivial dynamics of a so-called
dark sector in which DM could reside [1–11]. Within
this wealth of information from the early universe, 21-cm
cosmology is tracking the behavior of the neutral hydro-
gen in the inter-galactic medium (IGM) at different red-
shifts [12]. At z ≲ 6, 21-cm intensity mapping provides
a new tracer of cosmic structure [13] which can comple-
ment optical surveys of Large Scale Structure [14]. For
z ≳ 6 these measurements provide a unique opportunity
to probe the (rather dark) Universe since recombination
and until the Epoch of Reionization – a period that re-
mains poorly understood and challenging to investigate
through alternative observables. Nevertheless, such mea-
surements do not unfold without their inherent difficul-
ties (see for example Ref. [12, 15, 16] for reviews on the
subject).

A measurement far from the EoR, at z ≳ 30, is accom-
panied by severe experimental challenges which may be
addressed by the futuristic program of lunar interferom-
etry [16]. Conversely, in order to understand measure-
ments at 6 ≲ z ≲ 30, during the so-called Cosmic Dawn,
non-linear structure formation and stellar evolution must
be understood and hence predictions suffer from signif-
icant systematic uncertainties, even assuming standard

a This paper is a contribution to the proceeding of the Nobel Sym-
posium on Dark Matter.

cosmology [12, 15]. As a consequence, utilizing 21-cm
measurements to detect or constrain any non-standard
dark sector dynamics requires a detailed estimation of
these uncertainties. This is the goal of this letter.

The interest in the Cosmic Dawn epoch has been
reinvigorated by the EDGES observational result in
2018 which suggested a strong absorption signal in the
global 21-cm spectrum [17]. The signal was signifi-
cantly stronger than the maximal absorption signal pos-
sible within standard cosmology, hinting towards non-
standard dynamics. The EDGES result has since been
disputed by the SARAS3 collaboration [18] and many
subtleties in the estimation of its significance might be
hiding in the assessment of the systematic uncertainties
which are plaguing the global 21-cm spectrum measure-
ments [19–22]. More information is expected to come
from high-redshift 21-cm interferometry that should be
able to shed light on the global signal results [23].

Irrespective of the unsettled experimental status, it is
natural to ask: ’What kind of non-standard dynamics
could leave detectable imprints in 21-cm observables at
Cosmic Dawn?’ In particular, exploring the potential
for detecting imprints of a dark sector is intriguing. To
date, broadly speaking, five dark sector effects have been
identified:

• Dark coolingmodels in which the dark sector acts
to cool the gas in the IGM through DM elastic col-
lisions [24–31].

• Dark heating, where the dark sector is heating up
the gas through DM annihilations or decays [32–
40].

• Modification of the Raileygh-Jeans tail via a
resonant conversion of dark sector particles to CMB
photons [41–44].
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• Dark sector effects on the power spectrum.
Such changes may delay or enhance radiation which
heats up or ionizes the gas (see e.g. [45]) and there-
fore affects the 21-cm signal.

• Dark sector effects on star formation. In par-
ticular, suppressed stellar production [46] or varia-
tion in their evolution may impact the 21-cm sig-
nal [47].

Each of the above categories requires detailed analyses
to ensure that phenomenologically viable models exist.
More importantly, new physics effects may be degenerate
with the inherent astrophysical uncertainties, a prevail-
ing challenge during the Cosmic Dawn era. Within the
above categories, certain scenarios exhibit complete de-
generacy. For example, fuzzy or warm DM models lead
to a suppressed matter power spectrum at small scales,
resulting in a reduced density of Pop-III stars. As this
stellar population remains observationally elusive, it is
currently impossible to distinctly separate the primary
effects of such dark sectors using 21-cm cosmology. The
situation, however, is often more optimistic and in this
letter we aim to take an initial stride in quantifying the
degeneracies, concentrating specifically on the dark cool-
ing category outlined above.

The theoretical challenges of realizing a viable dark
cooling model have been addressed in the specific ex-
ample of Ref. [30, 31], where a tiny fraction of the DM
energy density (below the current CMB bound [48, 49])
is millicharged. If the millicharged component interacts
with the rest of the cold DM through a long range inter-
action, the heat capacity of the cooling bath is enhanced
at low redshift, thereby enhancing the signal at Cosmic
Dawn. One therefore concludes that 21-cm observables
have the opportunity to probe a genuinely unexplored
region of the millicharge DM parameter space which lies
below the current accelerator constraints [30, 50–55], but
couples too strongly to be probed in regular terrestrial
direct detection experiments [30, 56].

Given this well defined theoretical setup, we focus on
the challenge of identifying the underlying degeneracies
between the dark cooling signal and astrophysical un-
certainties. In particular, the dark cooling acts to en-
hance the absorption signal at Cosmic Dawn well be-
yond the one predicted within standard cosmology. We
would therefore like to ask in which region of the pa-
rameter space a measurable enhancement could occur
independently of the astrophysical uncertainties. The
detailed exploration of our analysis, including improved
constraints on the astrophysical parameters, is presented
in Ref. [57] where the different possible stellar formation
models and the independent code developed to evaluate
their implications on the global 21-cm spectrum are de-
scribed.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we give a
brief introduction to the 21-cm global signal, discussing
both standard cosmology as well as dark cooling. In
Sec. III we identify the important astrophysical functions,

which constitute an effective theory for 21-cm cosmology,
and review the relations between them and the simpli-
fied astrophysical models. In the process we determine
the corresponding astrophysical uncertainties and discuss
existing and upcoming constraints. In Sec. IV we sum-
marize some of our results. Further details and results
are presented in [57].

II. 21-CM WITH DARK COOLING

In this section we introduce the basics of 21-cm cos-
mology in Sec. II A, focusing on the sky-averaged 21-cm
brightness and its behavior at Cosmic Dawn. Then, we
illustrate the evolution of the IGM temperature in the
presence of dark cooling in Sec. II B.

A. 21-cm Basics

The CMB photons measured today have propagated
the universe since redshift of order 1100, traversing cold
neutral hydrogen clouds before reaching us. During this
time, photons with a wavelnegth of 21-cm were repeat-
edly absorbed and emitted through the hyperfine transi-
tions of ground state hydrogen. The resulting deviation
in the tail of the CMB spectrum as measured today is
usually parametrized by the differential 21-cm brightness
temperature [58–62]

T21(z) =
(Ts(z)− Tγ(z))

1 + z

(
1− e−τ21(z)

)
(1)

≃ 27xHI

[
1− Tγ

Ts

][
1 + z

10

0.15

Ωmh2

]1/2[
Ωbh

2

0.023

]
mK ,

where Tγ is the CMB temperature and Ts is the effective
spin temperature, quantifying the relative occupation of
the two hyperfine levels of the hydrogen ground state.
The second equality is obtained by assuming that the op-
tical depth of 21-cm photons remains small, i.e. τ21 ≪ 1.
In the absence of new physics, this condition is satisfied
until the end of reionization, where the neutral fraction of
hydrogen, xHI(z) ≡ nHI(z)/nH(z)1 drops significantly.
The dynamics of Ts is set by spin flipping processes:

i) Resonant absorption and emission of 21-cm CMB pho-
tons. This process is controlled by the induced emission
and absorption rates B10 = B01/3. ii) Hydrogen scatter-
ings with helium, the residual ionized fraction and other
hydrogen atoms. We express the collisional de-excitation

1 Throughout this work we use the standard notation to distin-
guish between the different baryonic components. In this nota-
tion: HI, HeI stand for neutral hydrogen and helium atoms, HII
and HeII represent singly ionized hydrogen and helium atoms,
and finally HeIII are doubly ionized helium atoms. When writ-
ing H or He it is to be understood as as the total hydrogen and
helium populations, including all levels of ionization.
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rate as C10 =
∑

i=HI,e,p nik
i
10, where ni are the number

densities of the different species and the ki10 factors de-
pend on the kinetic temperature of hydrogen, Tk, and
are tabulated in Ref. [61, 63–65]. iii) Absorption of Ly-
α photons followed by a de-excitation to the opposite
spin state (also known as the Wouthuysen Field (WF)
effect [58, 66]). Since Ly-α photons are emitted by stars,
the corresponding de-excitation rate, parameterized by
P10, will depend on detailed astrophysics.
Throughout the evolution of Ts, the dominant spin-

flipping rate is always much grater than the Hubble ex-
pansion rate, driving the system into a steady state given
by

T−1
s =

T−1
γ + x̄αT

−1
α + x̄kT

−1
k

1 + x̄α + x̄k
, (2)

where the collisional and Ly-α coupling coefficients are
defined as x̄k = C10/B10 and x̄α = P10/B10, and the
Ly-α temperature, Tα, is an effective color temperature
defined through the equilibrium relation of the WF spin

flip interactions, i.e. P01/P10 = 3e−
E21
Tα .

For completeness we also write the WF spin flipping
rate in its common parametrization [67]

P10 = 4π

∫
σ10(E)Jα(E)dE ≡ 6πλ2

αγαS̃αJ̄α , (3)

where σ10 = 3
2λ

2
αγαϕ10(E) is the WF de-excitation cross

section, λα is the wavelength of Ly-α photons, γα =
0.74αemE

3
αa

2
0 ≃ 4.3 × 10−7 eV is the line half-width at

half-maximum, and ϕ(E) is the corresponding line pro-
file. Jα is the specific number intensity (number of pho-
tons per time, energy, area and steradian) around the
Ly-α energy, resulting from the emission of UV photons
by early luminous sources.

The spectrum around the Ly-α line center is modi-
fied by energy transfer between Ly-α photons and hy-
drogen atoms as a result of recoil and spin exchange in
WF interactions [67, 68]. This modification, together
with the details of the line profile are encapsulated in
S̃α =

∫
ϕ10(E)Jα/J̄α, where J̄α is defined as the inten-

sity at the red edge of the line and hence unaffected by
the WF scatterings. In our 21-cm code, we calculate S̃α

and Tα following Ref. [67]2, while the intensity J̄α de-
pends on astrophysics and will be discussed in Sec. III B.

At the end of the Dark Ages (z ∼ 30), Ts is coupled
to Tγ , resulting in T21 = 0. However, at the onset of the
Cosmic Dawn, star formation results in Ly-α fluxes which
quickly become the dominant spin flipping rate, coupling
Ts to Tα. Prior to heating from astrophysical sources, one
has Tk < Tα < Tγ and thus the 21-cm signal is found in
absorption. This absorption signal of Cosmic Dawn is the
focus of this study. Crucially, the amplitude and width

2 Ref. [67] assumed Tα ≫ E21 in deriving S̃α. Under this assump-
tion P01 = 3P10, and their definition is equivalent to ours.
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FIG. 1. The 2cDM dark sector [30] is comprised of two
DM components. The majority of DM, assumed to be cold
DM (CDM), does not engage in tree-level interactions with
SM particles, while the remaining small fraction, fm, is as-
sumed to posses an electric charge. In addition, the two
DM components interact with one another through a new
long range dark force. The evolution of the 2cDM model
is as follows: i) prior to hydrogen recombination, mDM is
strongly coupled to baryons, evading CMB constraints as long
as fm ≤ 4× 10−3 [48, 49]. During this period the long range
interactions between CDM and mDM are suppressed due to
the large relative velocity. ii) As the latter dissipates, mDM
begins to cool through its interactions with CDM, eventually
decoupling from the baryons. Acting as a large heat bath,
CDM absorbs any excess heat from the mDM, always keeping
it colder than the baryons which continuously deposit heat to
the mDM fluid through elastic scatterings, mediated by SM
photons. iii) In some regions of the 2cDM parameter space,
mDM eventually couples to CDM.

of this absorption signal in standard cosmology depends
on the astrophysical fluxes controlling Tα, Tk and xHI

in Eq. (1). The goal of this study is to disentangle this
dependence from new dark sector dynamics affecting Tk,
whose time evolution we describe below.

B. The Kinetic Temperature of Hydrogen and
Dark Cooling

Including both SM and BSM contributions, the kinetic
temperature of baryons evolves as

dTk

d log a
= −2TK +

2

3H

(
Q̇Compton + Q̇X

+Q̇Lyα + Q̇CMB + Q̇BSM

)
, (4)

where a is the scale factor, H(z) =
√
ΩmH0(1 + z)3/2

is the Hubble rate controlling the adiabatic cooling, and
the Q̇is represent the heat transfer rates per baryon as
a result of different SM and BSM processes which we
briefly discuss.
At high redshifts, hydrogen is mostly ionized, CMB

photons continuously Compton scatter with the residual
electron fraction, coupling Tk to Tγ through Q̇Compton.



4

SFRD (�̇�⋆)
UV 

Non - ion
UV 

Ionizing

X-rays
Unresolved 

Cosmic 
 X-ray Background

Optical Depth 
 to Reionization 

+ 
Quasar Spectra 

UV Luminosity 
Functions

ObservablesSimulations & 
Population Synthesis

Halo 
Mass 

Function

X-ray Binary Spectra 
+ 

ISM Attenuation

21-cm Effective Theory
𝐽𝑋 𝑥𝐻𝐼𝐽𝛼

ISM Attenuation 
of Ionizing UV 

Photons

Simplified Models

Stellar Spectra

·ρ⋆ × FX , αX , Emin

·ρ⋆ × Nion ·ρ⋆ × Nion × Fesc , αesc

F⋆, , α⋆ , Mcut

FIG. 2. An illustration depicting the constraining procedure of the 21-cm effective theory described by three astrophysical
functions: i) Jα (light blue) - the specific intensity at the Ly-α line, ii) JX (green) - the specific intensity at X-ray energies,
and iii) xHI (purple) - the neutral fraction of hydrogen. These functions may be characterized using simplified astrophysical
models represented as triangles with corresponding colors. All three models rely on yet another simplified model of star
formation (central light grey triangle). The parameters of each simplified model are listed beneath its title. On the left
side we list the data extracted from simulations and population synthesis models, which are integrated into the construction
of the simplified models. On the right side, the measured observables used to constrain each simplified model are outlined,
maintaining the same color coding.

However, eventually hydrogen recombines and adiabatic
cooling prevails. The era of adiabatic cooling (Dark
Ages) only terminates once first stars form, emitting X-
ray and UV radiation. The former propagates to the
IGM, heating it through photoionization, while the lat-
ter redshifts or cascades to the Ly-α energy where the
photons exchange heat with the hydrogen atoms as a re-
sult of WF scatterings. Additionally, scatterings of 21-cm
CMB photons and hydrogen atoms result in spin flipping
interactions affecting the hydrogen kinetic temperature
which is encoded in Q̇CMB.

The heat transfer rates Q̇X, and Q̇Lyα strongly depend
on the details of the astrophysical processes, including
the formation of stellar objects and their emission prop-
erties. This dependence is encapsulated in specific num-
ber intensities for X-rays, JX, and for Ly-α photons, J̄α.
The modeling these intensities is described in Sec. III,
but generically we have Q̇X ≫ Q̇Lyα.

The expressions for the Compton and X-ray heating
rates are common in the 21-cm literature and can be
found in Refs. [61, 69]. On the other hand, being sig-
nificantly smaller, the Ly-α and CMB terms are often
neglected. However, these rates are enhanced at low Tk,
and may therefore play a role in situations with extreme
dark cooling and suppressed X-ray flux. We therefore in-
corporate these rates in our 21-cm code. For calculating
Q̇Lyα we follow Ref. [68], but accounting for the full Ly-

α line profile derived in Ref. [67]. For Q̇CMB we follow

Ref. [70], which corrects the original result of Ref. [71].

Finally, Q̇BSM in Eq. (4) accounts for the dark sector
contribution to the TK evolution. Here we focus on the
effect of dark cooling through DM-SM elastic scatterings.
Specifically, we take as a benchmark dark cooling model
the two coupled DM (2cDM) sector, first proposed in
Ref. [30] whose mechanism is reviewed in Fig. 1. In this
work we will assume a benchmark 2cDM model where
the amount of dark cooling is maximized: the millihcrage
fraction is set at the CMB bound fm = 4×10−3 [48, 49],
the cold DM mass is fixed at the BBN bound mC =
10MeV [72] and the mDM-CDM cross section is fixed to
the maximal value allowed by CMB constraints as dis-
cussed in Ref. [30]. This leaves only two free parameters
in the dark sector, the mDM mass, mm, and charge, Q,
whose viable parameter space is shown in Fig. 4. We
leave a more comprehensive study of the 2cDM parame-
ter space to Ref. [57].

III. ASTROPHYSICAL UNCERTAINTIES

The behavior of the brightness temperature in Eq. (1)
depends on three astrophysical functions: i) the Ly-α flux
J̄α, ii) the X-ray flux JX , and iii) the ionized fraction xHI

which depends on the UV and X-ray fluxes together. If
left completely undetermined, a very strong X-ray flux,
a very inefficient Ly-α emission, or an early reionization
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FIG. 3. The evolution of the 21-cm global Cosmic Dawn signal
assuming only SM physics (red), and including dark cooling
(blue), as predicted over the viable astrophysics and 2cDM
parameter space. Each line corresponds to a specific combi-
nation of astrophysics and dark sector parameters. Here, we
assume the star formation model by Ref. [73] as discussed in
Sec. III A and constrain the astrophysical fluxes by imposing
current measurements of the UV luminosity function [73, 74]
(Sec. III B), the optical depth to reionization measured by
Planck [75] and the measured spectra of bright quasars [76]
(Sec. IIID), and the expected constraint on the unresolved
X-ray flux from Chandra [77, 78], discussed in Sec. (III C).
The dashed black line shows the expected boundary of
these models, once results from the future Athena experiment
become available [79]. For concreteness, we fix the mDM-
CDM cross section to its maximal value allowed by CMB
constraints, take the millicharged component relative density
to be fm = 4×10−3, and fix the mass of the CDM component
at mC = 10 MeV.

can in principle make the Cosmic Dawn absorption signal
arbitrarily flat for any scenario of dark cooling, making
any statement about the dark sector dynamics plagued
by astrophysical uncertainties.

In what follows we show that using a combination
of present and future observables and simulations one
can sufficiently bracket the three astrophysical functions
to make robust statements about the dark sector with
only few assumptions about the spectrum of astrophys-
ical fluxes. The full procedure we follow to achieve this
goal is illustrated in Fig. 2 and is detailed in the remain-
der of this section.

The final result of this analysis is summarized in Fig. 3
where the envelope of all possible 21-cm brightness tem-
perature evolutions is shown for standard cosmology
(red) and with the 2cDM dark cooling scenario (blue).
Crucially, current constraints on the UV luminosity func-
tion [73, 74] and the optical depth to reionization [73, 75]
imply that astrophysical scenarios with very inefficient
Ly-α emission or early reionization are excluded. We also
impose existing and expected constraints on the unre-
solved X-ray flux from Chandra [77, 78] and Athena [79]
respectively. The latter is expected to improve the cur-

rent constraint from Chandra by at least two orders of
magnitudes.

A. Models of star formation

A basic ingredient in modeling the global intensity of
astrophysical sources is the rate of their formation. We
focus specifically on the formation of stars, and define the
star formation rate density (SFRD) as the rate at which
mass is converted to stars per co-moving volume. The
SFRD can be expressed as an integral of the halo mass
function (HMF), dn/dMh

3:

ρ̇i⋆(t) =
d

dt

∫ ∞

0

mi
⋆(Mh)

dn

dMh
(Mh, t)dMh , (5)

where the mapping function, mi
⋆(Mh), relates the total

mass of a given halo, Mh, to its stellar mass. Motivated
by the extrapolation of high redshift UV luminosity func-
tions (UVLFs), the star formation efficiency in halos ex-
ceeding a threshold virial mass of Mcut can be modeled
as a powerlaw in Mh [73, 74]. Below Mcut – the precise
value of which depends on the baryonic composition of
the halo and on stellar feedback effects – star formation
is highly suppressed.
To be specific, we focus on the star formation model

described in Ref. [73] which considers a single star pop-
ulation (Pop-II stars) described by three parameters: i)
the normalization of the star formation efficiency F⋆, ii)
the power law index α⋆, and iii) the cut-off of star forma-
tion Mcut. More realistic star formation models, in par-
ticular including an extra population of Pop-III stars [80]
will be considered in [57].
To evaluate the SFRD in our scenario we use the

ΛCDM HMF with the prescription of [81] available in
the public python toolkit COLOSSUS [82]. The cosmo-
logical parameters other than τreion are fixed using the
ΛCDM fit to the Planck data [75], assuming they are
unaffected by the dark sector. While this assumption is
certainly valid for a fraction of mDM with fm < 4×10−3

it would be interesting to check if in the 2cDM model,
discussed in Sec. II B, the late time recoupling of CDM
to mDM can lead to a sizeable suppression of small scale
structures (see Ref. [45] for a related study).

B. The Ly-α intensity

Ly-α photons are produced by non-ionizing UV pho-
tons either redshifting from below the Ly-β line or cas-
cading down through higher Lymann lines. J̄α of Eq. (3)
can then be written in terms of the UV emissivity, ϵUV,

3 Following the modeling of Ref. [73], instead of the time derivative
in Eq. 5, we divide the stellar mass by a characteristic timescale
H−1(t)t⋆, where t⋆ is a dimensionless parameter.
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which sums all the astrophysical sources weighted by
their probability to end the cascade with the production
of a Ly-α photon [67, 83]
During the Cosmic Dawn, stars are the primary source

of UV photons [83, 84], with the most massive stars mak-
ing the dominant contribution at the Lymann band ener-
gies [67]. Assuming that the lifetime of the stars is short
with respect to variations in the star formation rate im-
plies that the volume-averaged comoving number emis-
sivity of UV photons is proportional to the star formation
rate [83]

ϵUV(E, t) =
ρ̇⋆(t)

µb

〈
dN∗

dE

〉
, (6)

where ϵUV gives the number of UV photons from all
sources per unit time, energy and comoving volume, µb is
the average baryon mass and

〈
dN∗
dE

〉
is the average num-

ber of photons emitted by a single baryon per unit energy,
summed over all relevant stellar populations.

Since the Ly-α flux depends only on the spectra,〈
dN∗
dE

〉
, within a very small energy band, its exact shape is

irrelevant and can be set by its normalization, Nion. Con-
sequently, the emissivity in Eq. (6) is entirely defined by
Nionρ̇⋆. Since Nion is degenerate with the normalization
F⋆ of ρ̇⋆, we fix Nion = 5000.

Data collected by the Hubble Space Telescope (HST)
can be used to map the rest frame UV luminosity func-
tion (UVLF) at 4 ≲ z ≲ 10 [74]. These UVLFs can then
be used to constrain the parameters associated with stel-
lar formation simplified models (F⋆, α⋆, Mcut) once Nion

is fixed. The preliminary constraints we use in our analy-
sis were first derived in [73, 74]. The James Webb Space
Telescope is expected to improve on these constraints in
the near future.

C. The X-ray intensity

Soft X-ray photons (with energy E ≤ 2 keV) con-
tinuously interact with the IGM through photoioniza-
tions4. Their intensity can be derived by solving the
energy transfer equation in a homogeneously absorbing,
non-emitting medium [87]. The modeling of JX can then
be related to the global co-moving number emissivity,
ϵX, which depends on the characterization of the X-ray
sources.

Based on observations of nearby starburst galaxies [88–
92], it is believed that the dominant X-ray sources during
Cosmic Dawn are high-mass X-ray binaries (HMXBs).
Being short lived, the emissivity (and luminosity) of the
HMXBs population traces the star formation rate, and

4 X-rays with energy greater than approximately 2 keV have a
mean free path longer than the Hubble distance at z = 10 [85,
86]. As a consequence, only X-rays with energies below this value
play a role in heating and ionizing the IGM.

can therefore be written as in Eq. (6). In accordance
with local measurements [88–92] and high redshift simu-
lations [93, 94], the averaged photon spectrum that con-
tributes to the IGM heating can be modelled as a single
truncated power law in energy,

〈
dNX

dE

〉
=

1

E0

[
E

E0

]βX

Θ [E − Emin] Θ [Emax − E] , (7)

where Emax = 2 keV is the maximal energy and the ref-
erence energy E0 is typically related to the ratio of the
luminosity and star formation rate in the corresponding
energy band [61, 73, 95] which we rescale with a normal-
ization parameter FX. Emin is the minimal energy that
an X-ray photon must posses in order to escape its host
galaxy. Its precise value depends on the assumed local
density and metallicity of the galaxy [94]. In our scan
we take Emin ∈ (0.19, 0.85) keV, which corresponds to
the 2σ range in which the X-rays optical depth in the in-
terstellar medium as extracted from the hydrodynamical
simulations of Ref. [94] is exactly one. Finally, since the
variation of βX is less significant than the one of Emin [96]
we fix it to be βX = −2, in accordance to high-redshift
simulations [73, 93, 94].

An upper limit on the X-ray flux can be derived by
assuming that early X-ray sources are responsible for
the totality of the unresolved cosmic X-ray background
(CXB) in the [0.5, 2] keV energy band, observed today
by Chandra [77, 78, 97]. Defining zunX as the maximal red-
shift above which none of the X-ray sources are resolved
by a given telescope, the following constraints from the
Chandra measurement can be derived

1

(1 + zunX )
3

∫ 2 keV

0.5 keV

EJX (E, zunX ) dE < 0.5
keV

cm2 sec sr
. (8)

Since star formation accelerates at lower redshifts,
sources at the lowest redshift dominate the CXB so that
a lower zunX results in a stronger bound on FX . Given
that Chandra reported resolved soft X-ray galaxies only
up to z ∼ 1, we conservatively take zunresX = 3. The upper
limit on the right hand side of Eq. (8) will be further im-
proved with the future Athena experiment [79] which is
expected to give a bound at least two order of magnitude
tighter. Since we also expect its resolution to improve,
we show the Athena expected limit taking zunresX = 4.

Estimating the impact of the constraints on the un-
resolved CXB on the X-ray spectrum in Eq. (7) in-
volves the modelling of the X-ray spectrum above Emax.
While Ref. [78] assumed a single power law, extrapolating
Eq. (7) up to 14 keV, here we assume a second power law
above 3.5 keV taking the softest choice consistent with
simulations of HMXBs (corresponding to βX ≈ −3.2),
and matching it to the soft X-ray spectrum in Eq. (7).
This procedure gives a conservative constraint on the
X-ray flux assuming HMXBs are the dominant X-ray
sources during the Cosmic Dawn.
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FIG. 4. The parameter space of millicharged dark matter in the charge Q vs mass mm plane, for the 2cDM model of Ref. [30]
(see summary in Fig. 1). The grey shaded regions are excluded by BBN measurements of ∆Neff [26, 28, 29, 98], accelerator
experiments [50–55], and direct detection searches collected in [30, 56]. CMB constraints on mDM-baryon and mDM-CDM
interactions are accounted for in the choice of the 2cDM parameters. Left: The predicted minimal brightness temperature,
T21, of the Cosmic Dawn absorption signal for the fiducial astrophysical model of Ref. [73] (see Sec. IV for the precise choice of
parameters). The minimal temperature is indicated in shades of Yellow while the dashed blue lines specify the redshift at
which the minimum is achieved. The solid black line on the color bar marks the minimal T21 allowed within the Standard
Model for all viable astrophysics models (see also Fig. 3), while the solid black contour on the main figure marks the Q, mm

values needed to reach this temperature assuming the fiducial astrophysics. Right: The astrophysics-independent prediction
for the expected exclusion assuming a null observation with a -100 mK sensitivity and under the assumptions of a power-law
SFR model fitted to UVLF data [73, 74]. In all of the shown millicharged DM parameter space, a brightness temperature as
low as −100 mK can be obtained with some choice of viable astrophysics model. Within the dark (light) purple region,
T21 < −100 mK is predicted for any viable astrophysics model that satisfies the constraints discussed in Sec. III, including
the X-ray constraint of Chandra [77, 78] (Athena [79]). The yellow line shows the predicted T21 = −100 mK for the fiducial
astrophysics scenario assumed in the left figure.

D. The neutral hydrogen fraction

During Cosmic Dawn, astrophysical objects emit X-ray
and UV photons, reionizing the universe by z ∼ 6 [76].
In our 21-cm code we model the X-ray and UV ionization
following Refs. [99, 100] 5, correcting for the total num-
ber of UV ionizing photons according to [73]. The latter
assumes that the fraction of ionizing photons which es-
cape the ionized regions surrounding the emitting source
is a power law in halo mass, as suggested by high redshift
simulations [107, 108].

Planck measurements of large scale CMB anisotropies
measure the optical depth to reionization, τe, yielding
τe = 0.054± 0.0070 at 68% C.L. [75]. This measurement
can be mapped to a constraint on the ionized fraction
xe (or equivilantly the neutral fraction of hydrogen xHI)

5 A full inhomogeneous treatment would require the use of intri-
cate simulations (see [101–106] for examples of full numerical
simulations, and [62] for the semi-analytical simulation applied
in the public 21cmFAST code). However, despite its simplicity,
upon comparing our results with those obtained from the semi-
analytical code 21cmFAST [62], we observe a high level of accu-
racy in reproducing the global 21-cm signal for redshifts z ≳ 10
as well as the electron scattering optical depth to CMB.

according to the relation

τe = n0
HσT

∫ 50

0

dzxe(z)
(1 + z)2

H(z)
, (9)

where n0
HI is the number density of hydrogen atoms to-

day, σT is the Thompson cross section, and the upper
integration limit is chosen to be high enough to capture
the full contribution to τe. In addition, missing Ly-α and
Ly-β photons in bright quasars spectra can also be used
as a probe for reionization, setting a 1σ upper limit of
xHI < 0.06 + 0.05 at z = 5.9 [76].
Since reionization is generally led by UV photons, the

Planck measurement provides an upper bound on the UV
photons that escape their host galaxies.

IV. RESULTS

We are now prepared to explore the possibilities of
leveraging the 21-cm global signal as a tool to unravel
insights about the 2cDM dark sector. Specifically, we
focus on the DM implications for the minimal tempera-
ture at Cosmic Dawn alone, leaving the utilization of the
full spectral shape, which entails greater constraining and
discovery powers, for the upcoming publication [57].
Without delving into the complicated systematic un-

certainties which affect the 21-cm measurements, we en-
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tertain here as an illustration the possibility of a non-
detection of the Cosmic Dawn peak with sensitivity of
−100 mK. This assumption enables us to gauge the an-
ticipated sensitivity to new physics in the global 21-cm
spectrum, taking into account the astrophysical uncer-
tainties.

To gear our expectations we first adopt the fiducial
astrophysical model of Ref. [73] as our benchmark model
with F⋆ = 0.05, α⋆ = 0.5, Mcut = 5 × 108M⊙ fX = 1,
Emin = 0.5, fesc = 0.1, αesc = −0.5, t⋆ = 0.5. Within
this model we then evaluate the amplitude and redshift of
the Cosmic Dawn absorption signal in the mDM mass,
mm, and charge, Q plane. The results are shown on
the left of Fig. 4, where we see that most of the allowed
parameter space with mDM mass below 10 GeV predicts
an absoprtion dip which is deeper than the minimal one
in standard cosmology. Furthermore, with sensitivity of
−100 mK, most of the viable parameter space for the
above astrophysics scenario, could be excluded.

In order to asses the systematic uncertainties on these
conclusions, we perform a wide scan on the astrophysical
parameters (working within the power-law SFR frame-
work discussed in [73, 74]) together with the dark sector
parameters (mm, Q), systematically imposing the obser-
vational constraints discussed in Sec. III. We also evalu-
ate the impact of the expected constraints on the unre-
solved CXB from Athena [79]. The envelope of all pos-
sible brightness temperatures after imposing the existing
constraints is shown in Fig. 3.6

The possible variations of the signal, associated with
the astrophysical uncertainties, can now be mapped onto
the 2cDM parameter space, as shown on the right of
Fig. 4. While for any point in the mm-Q plane there
exists a viable astrophysics model for which the Cosmic
Dawn absorption feature is below −100 mK, in part of
the parameter space, such a minimum occurs for any vi-
able astrophysics model. The dark purple region in the
plot shows this part of the parameter space, scanning over
all astrophysical models which satisfy the constraints of
Sec. III, and taking into account only the existing Chan-
dra X-ray limits. Within this region, a null measurement
with an experimental sensitivity of −100 mK in the 21-
cm brightness temperature would result in a robust con-
straint on millicharged dark matter, independently of as-
trophysics. The lighter blue region shows the expected
improvement once the limits from Athena will become

available. For comparison, the yellow line corresponding
to the the contour of min (T21) = −100 mK in the astro-
physical benchmark of the left panel is also shown. Com-
paring the yellow line with the dark purple region shows
the importance of varying the astrophysical parameters
to account for degeneracies with dark sector physics. Fur-
thermore, we find that even under our very conservative
assumption, with future X-ray measurements one could
exclude this benchmark astrophysics model within stan-
dard cosmology, independently of any new physics sce-
nario.
We note that the expected sensitivity in Fig. 4 should

be complemented with data from 21-cm interferometry
which have the potential of further reducing the astro-
physical degeneracies (see Ref. [31] for preliminary work
in this direction). The study performed so far demon-
strates that 21-cm measurements can undoubtedly play
a crucial role in closing the gap in the millicharge DM
parameter space, in a complementary manner to fu-
ture accelerators searches [53, 109–113], low-threshold
direct detection experiments above ground [56] and ion
traps [114, 115].
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