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Abstract. A well-known route to form primordial black holes in the early universe relies on
the existence of unusually large primordial curvature fluctuations, confined to a narrow range
of wavelengths that would be too small to be constrained by Cosmic Microwave Background
(CMB) anisotropies. This scenario would however boost the generation of µ-type spectral
distortions in the CMB due to an enhanced dissipation of acoustic waves. Previous studies of
µ-distortion bounds on the primordial spectrum were based on the assumptions of Gaussian
primordial fluctuations. In this work, we push the calculation of µ-distortions to one higher
order in photon anisotropies. We discuss how to derive bounds on primordial spectrum peaks
obeying non-Gaussian statistics under the assumption of local (perturbative or not) non-
Gaussianity. We find that, depending on the value of the peak scale, the bounds may either
remain stable or get tighter by several orders of magnitude, but only when the departure
from Gaussian statistics is very strong. Our results are translated in terms of bounds on
primordial supermassive black hole mass in a companion paper.ar
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1 Introduction

Formulated in the late 70s, the theory of cosmic inflation beautifully predicts the origin of
the fluctuations that provided the seeds for all cosmological structures, on top of answering
the limitations of the standard Big Bang model [1, 2, 2–4]. In its elementary form, inflation
predicts adiabatic and Gaussian primordial perturbations with a nearly scale-invariant scalar
power spectrum. These predictions have been confirmed to high accuracy by the space
missions COBE [5], WMAP [6], and PLANCK [7–9]. Within the range of scales probed by
CMB maps, which spans about three orders of magnitude in wavenumber space, primordial
curvature perturbations are thus established to be nearly Gaussian, with a small power
spectrum amplitude of the order of O(10−9). However, the amplitude of fluctuations on
smaller scales is yet poorly constrained from observations and will remain so even with next-
generation anisotropy measurements from e.g. CMB-S4 [10, 11] or LiteBIRD [12, 13].

It is well known that special features in the inflationary evolution could enhance the
small scales in the power spectrum, thereby potentially resulting in the formation of Primor-
dial Black Holes (PBHs) upon the gravitational collapse of these scales after horizon re-entry
[14–17]. PBHs have been studied extensively since the groundbreaking discovery of gravi-
tational waves by LIGO-VIRGO collaborations as one of the viable dark matter candidates
[18–20]. Any observation allowing constraints on the primordial spectrum on scales smaller
than those probed by CMB anisotropy maps would bring invaluable information on these
scenarios.

A promising direction to get such information is related to another side of the CMB: its
Spectral Distortions (SDs), first discussed in the pioneering works by Zeldovich and Sunyaev
[21–24]. CMB photons are expected to behave as a nearly perfect blackbody with a Planckian
spectral energy distribution. This was verified more than three decades ago by the FIRAS
instrument on the COBE satellite, which measured the frequency spectrum of the CMB
[25–27]. On the other hand, tiny deviations from a perfect blackbody can be produced
in the CMB by either introducing some extra energy in the photon bath or altering the
number density of the CMB photons. Some of the processes that could serve this purpose
are the dissipation of acoustic waves, the diabatic cooling of electrons, some possible energy
injection from PBHs via Hawking evaporation and accretion in the early universe, and the
Sunyaev–Zeldovich effect coming from clusters of galaxies in the late universe [28–31]. The
efficiency of different processes contributing to the thermalization of photons and baryons
before and after recombination depends on time. Therefore, the impact of energy injection
should have been redshift-dependent. This results in an epoch-based classification of spectral
distortions, with y-type distortions generated mainly at z ≲ 5× 104 and µ-type at 5× 104 ≲
z ≲ 2× 106.

Owing to the quantum origin of the density fluctuations, one would expect them to
be Gaussian. This would, of course, not be true for very large density perturbations at
small scales, causing the modes to interact and behave away from Gaussianity. At the scales
probed by the CMB, there are stringent bounds on non-Gaussianity from PLANCK [32, 33],
however, there are no restrictions as such for the PBH scales.

An enhancement of the primordial power spectrum on small scales – of the type required
to generate PBHs – would enhance the CMB spectral distortions created by the dissipation
of acoustic waves. This mechanism has been studied and used to derive FIRAS bounds on
the scale and amplitude of a peak in the primordial spectrum, and thus, on the density of
PBHs of a given mass.
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Recently, a lot of studies have focused on PBH formation including non-Gaussian ef-
fects, implemented either as a perturbative expansion parameterised by f̃NL, g̃NL, etc [34–
42].However, to the best of our knowledge, the impact on sky-averaged spectral distortions
on the type of non-Gaussianity typically assumed in these works has never been quantified
yet.

Since non-Gaussianity can take virtually any form, it is important to be precise about
which assumptions are made before comparing different works. For instance, a form of non-
Gaussianity commonly assumed in the literature is local non-Gaussianity, parameterised in
real space as R = RG + fNL(R2

G − ⟨R2
G⟩), where R is the primordial curvature field and RG

an underlying Gaussian field. This restricts primordial fluctuation models up to the choice
of a primordial curvature power spectrum PR(k) and a value of fNL. However, when writing
the relation between R and RG in Fourier space, model builders often allow fNL to be a
function of wavenumbers, in order to cover a wider class of models with scale-dependent non-
Gaussianity. The mechanisms creating primordial curvature perturbations may lead to widely
different assumptions for PR(k) and fNL(k) and vastly different observable consequences.

Many non-Gaussian models imply some level of mode-mode coupling between the large
scales that contribute the most to the CMB anisotropies observed e.g. by the Planck satellite,
which range typically from O(1)Mpc to O(103)Mpc, and the small scales that contribute
the most to the production of µ-distortions through the dissipation of acoustic waves, which
span from O(10−4)Mpc to O(1)Mpc. Therefore, it is possible to derive interesting bounds
on fNL(k) from the combination of CMB temperature, polarisation and µ-anisotropy maps.
Theoretical predictions for the cross-correlation spectra are usually derived assuming the
power-law curvature spectrum of the standard cosmological model, PR(k) = A2

s(k/k0)
ns−4,

with parameters (As, ns) and pivot scale k0 suggested by Planck observations, in combination
with a power-law non-Gaussianity function fNL(k) = fNL(k/k0)

nfNL [43–52].1 For this model,
the most recent analysis of Planck data provides an upper bound |fNL(kµ)| < 6800 on the
scales contributing the most to µ-type distortions [56] (see also [57]).

It was however pointed out in [58–60] that any significant mode-mode coupling be-
tween the large scales observed in CMB maps and the small scales potentially responsible
for PBH formation is excluded by Planck unless the fraction of PBHs in dark matter is very
small. Indeed, such a coupling would be effectively interpreted as very large CDM isocurva-
ture perturbations on CMB scales, and would ruin the agreement with the observed CMB
temperature and polarisation spectrum.

Thus, if our Universe features PBHs resulting from a peak in the small-scale power spec-
trum that obeys non-Gaussian statistics, it is appropriate to assume that non-Gaussianity
is confined to small scales only. The underlying model should lead to mode-mode coupling
between small scales, but not between those scales and CMB anisotropy scales. Since these
two ranges of scales are distinct, this assumption is not implausible. In such case, there are
no correlations between large and small scales, or in other words, no highly squeezed configu-
rations in the bispectrum. Thus, bounds from correlations between temperature/polarisation
and µ-distortion do not apply.

A simple way to fulfil this requirement is to view primordial curvature perturbations
as the sum of two uncorrelated components: small Gaussian perturbations with a spectrum
covering a wide range of scale (with PR(k) = A2

s(k/k0)
ns−4 at least over CMB anisotropy

scales), plus very large and non-Gaussian perturbations covering a narrow range of scales

1Some authors also studied the correlation between temperature/polarisation and µ-distortion in models
with a power spectrum and bispectrum motivated by inflation with an ultra-slow roll phase [53–55].
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around a peak value k∗. Both components should produce µ distortions but, for large peaks
in the range of interest, the distortions will be dominated by the latter component. In order
to derive FIRAS bounds on that component, it is sufficient to consider it alone, setting the
former component to zero for simplicity.

The effect on sky-averaged spectral distortions of such non-Gaussianity confined to small
scales has never been studied quantitatively (apart from a crude estimate in the appendix of
[61]). This calculation is the main purpose of the present work. In a companion paper [62],
we extend this discussion to show the impact of such non-Gaussianity on bounds on the PBH
fraction fPBH, and we generalise existing constraints on the mass and abundance of PBHs
coming from µ-distortions.

In Section 2, we recall how to express the spectral distortions generated by the dissipa-
tion of acoustic waves as a function of photon temperature (and to a lesser extent, polari-
sation) anisotropies. For the first time, we perform this calculation at next-to-leading order
in photon anisotropies, that is, at the level of the three-point correlation function. In 3, we
explain how to perform this calculation accurately at leading order in the Gaussian case. We
perform advanced calculations with the Einstein-Boltzmann solve CLASS to re-check the accu-
racy of several approximation schemes previously discussed in the literature. In Section 4, we
present a preliminary discussion of the possible impact of primordial local non-Gaussianity
on this calculation. We then perform a detailed estimate of spectral distortions in the limit
of perturbative non-Gaussianity in Section 5 and non-perturbative non-Gaussianity in Sec-
tion 6. We summarize our findings in Section 7. In Appendix A, we provide details on the
averaging of the contribution to spectral distortions, and Appendix B we establish the gauge
invariance of the heating rate sourcing spectral distortions. In Appendix C, we recall how to
expand the photon two-point correlation function in multipoles. In Appendix D, we present
a calculation of the bispectrum of photon temperature multipoles which, to the extent of our
knowledge, is new. Finally, Appendix E provides details on the numerical calculation of the
contribution to the heating rate arising from the photon three-point correlation function.

2 Distortions induced by dissipation of acoustic waves

The theoretical basis for spectral distortions induced by the dissipation of acoustic waves was
introduced by Sunyaev and Zeldovich [24] and pushed to high precision level in references
[63–66]. Here, we will push the formalism to one more order in the temperature anisotropy
field. In order to root this calculation on solid ground, it is necessary to provide a summary
of the derivation of spectral distortions induced by acoustic wave dissipation and to insist on
a few non-trivial points relevant for higher-order calculations.

2.1 Definition of the heating rate

We are interested in spectral distortions that form at the approach of recombination, even
in standard cosmology. Since the photon fluid features temperature anisotropies, when the
Thomson mean free path increases at the approach of recombination, the photon distribution
in each point can be described as a sum of blackbodies with slightly different temperatures,
which is no longer a locally isotropic blackbody distribution (as illustrated e.g. in Figure
19 of [67]). Any deviation from a local isotropic blackbody distribution is processed by
photon interactions to create actual spectral distortions. The most relevant interactions
are Compton Scattering (CS), Double Compton scattering (DC) and Bremsstrahlung (BS).
Depending on the efficiency of each of these reactions at a given time, the reprocessing
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of the energy contained in such deviations will end up creating either µ-distortions (when
thermalisation by CS is still efficient, but number-changing processes like DC and BS are
not) or y-distortions (when CS is still active, but not at the point of maintaining perfect
thermal equilibrium).

From the fluid rather than particle point of view, the fact that the Thomson mean free
path increases corresponds to the dissipation of acoustic waves (that is, the gradual damping
of photon fluctuations on small scales). This dissipation is caused, firstly, by heat conduction,
that is, the fact that photons and baryons have a growing velocity difference (v⃗γ − v⃗b), and
secondly, viscosity, that is, a growing anisotropic pressure, encoded into the quadrupole and
higher-order multipoles of the local temperature anisotropy field Θ = δT/T̄ .

Thus, the cause of the spectral distortions we are interested in is twofold: on the one
hand, heat conduction and viscosity are responsible for the superposition of different black-
bodies in each point, and on the other hand, CS is responsible for the reprocessing of the
local excess of energy (beyond that of a locally isotropic blackbody) into spectral distortions.

Let us denote as s the dimensionless parameter describing each type of spectral distor-
tion, spatially averaged over the whole universe at a given time t. More specifically, s may
stand for either µ or y if we neglect higher-order distortions, which are even smaller. Sun-
yaev and Zeldovich showed that each s is sourced in each point by the fraction of the photon
energy that is stored in local deviations from an isotropic blackbody, ρex|b(η, x⃗)/ργ |b(η, x⃗),
where η is conformal time, ργ is the total photon energy, ρex the energy density in excess of
a locally isotropic blackbody density (with ‘ex’ for ‘excess’), and the subscript b indicates
that a quantity is measured in the baryon rest frame. The growth rate of the average s is
thus proportional to the time derivative of the spatial average of this ratio,

ṡ ∝ d

dη

〈
ρex|b
ργ |b

〉
ρ(x⃗)

, (2.1)

where a dot stands for a derivative with respect to conformal time and ⟨...⟩ρ(x⃗) denotes spatial
averaging over the volume V of the observable Universe weighted by the local photon density
ργ |b. Indeed, a distortion created in a given point contributes more to the average one in
places where photons are denser (see Appendix A). Thus,

ṡ ∝ d

dη

∫
V d

3x⃗ ργ |b ρex|b
ργ |b∫

V d
3x⃗ ργ |b

 =
d

dη

⟨ρex|b⟩x⃗
ρ̄γ

, (2.2)

with ⟨...⟩x⃗ = 1
V

∫
V d

3x (...) and ρ̄γ ≡ ⟨ργ |b⟩x⃗. The proportionality factor depends on time and
accounts for the fact that, depending on the efficiency of the CS, DC or BS interactions, the
excess energy tends to be reprocessed dominantly into µ- or y-distortions. Thus, it plays the
role of a time-dependent branching ratio. The authors of [68] performed a highly accurate
calculation of such branching ratios for µ and y-distortions (and even higher-order distortions
that we neglect in this work), denoted as Is(η), such that

ṡ = Is(η)
d

dη

⟨ρex|b⟩x⃗
ρ̄γ

. (2.3)

It is important to evaluate ρex in the baryon rest frame. As a matter of fact, the property
of “having an isotropic blackbody distribution” is not by construction frame-invariant: if
photons had a perfectly isotropic blackbody distribution in a given point in a reference frame,
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an observer with a peculiar motion with respect to this frame would no longer see an isotropic
blackbody due to the Doppler effect – and, after averaging the photon distribution over all
directions, would actually interpret their measurement as a y-distortion. This is however
irrelevant for the reprocessing of the photon distribution into actual spectral distortions due
to CS. Such a reprocessing happens in the frame in which CS occurs, that is, the baryon rest
frame. The velocity of photons is relevant for this process only when it contributes to heat
conduction, that is, when there is a bulk velocity of photons relative to baryons, (v⃗γ − v⃗b).
Note that seminal papers like [24, 63, 64] do not mention explicitly that Eq. (2.3) must be
evaluated in the baryon rest frame, but this assumption always appears implicitly at a later
stage in their derivation. The fact that the ratio in Eq. (2.3) is to be evaluated in this
frame makes the definition of ṡ explicitly frame-invariant (or, in the language of perturbation
theory, gauge-invariant), as justified in details in Appendix B.

To express equation Eq. (2.3) in a different way, one may also define the heating rate

Q̇ ≡ ρ̄γ
d

dη

⟨ρex|b⟩x⃗
ρ̄γ

, (2.4)

such that

ṡ = Is(z)
Q̇

ρ̄γ
. (2.5)

Once this rate is known as a function of time or redshift, each type of distortion can be
evaluated as an integral over time or redshift. The well-known formula by Sunyaev and
Zeldovich, µ ≃ −1.4

∫
dηQ̇/ργ , comes from approximating the branching ratio Iµ(z) as a

constant factor Iµ = 1.4 within the redshift range of interest. Otherwise, the total µ-
distortion reads

µ =

∫
dz Iµ(z)

dQ/dz

ρ̄γ
= −

∫
dz Iµ(z)

Q̇

a0Hρ̄γ
= −

∫
dz Iµ(z)

dQ/dt

(1 + z)Hρ̄γ
, (2.6)

where t stands for proper (or cosmological) time.

2.2 Properties of the heating rate

Before proceeding with more detailed calculations, it is useful to discuss some general prop-
erties of Eq. (2.3), or equivalently of the heating rate definition Eq. (2.4). We describe the
blackbody component of photons at each time η, point x⃗ and direction n̂ with a temper-
ature field T (η, x⃗, n̂). We expand it in mean temperature T̄ (η) = ⟨T ⟩n̂,x⃗ and anisotropies
Θ(η, x⃗, n̂), such that T = T̄ (1 + Θ) with |Θ| ≪ 1. In this work, |Θ| will not always be as
small as O(10−5), since we are interested in peaks in the primordial power spectrum creating
significant inhomogeneities on scales smaller than CMB scales. Nevertheless, we will always
assume |Θ| ≪ 1 in order to remain compatible with constraints on the amplitude of spectral
distortions, as well as on the density of primordial black holes.

Spectral distortions should vanish asymptotically in two limits. Firstly, they should
remain negligible at early times when all photon interactions are very efficient and enforce
a perfect isotropic blackbody distribution in every point. Let us check that this is consis-
tent with Eq. (2.3). At high redshift, in the tight-coupling limit, the Boltzmann equation
forces Θ(η, x⃗, n̂) to reduce to a monopole component Θ(0) ≡ ⟨Θ⟩n̂ (accounting for local
over/underdensities) and a dipole component n̂ · v⃗γ (accounting for the local bulk velocity of
photons relative to the observer). The dipole could in principle contribute to an apparent
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mixture of blackbodies, but according to Eq. (2.3), it should be evaluated in the baryon rest
frame. However, the tight-coupling limit enforces v⃗γ = v⃗b, that is, v⃗γ = o⃗ in the frame co-
moving with baryons. One is only left with a pure monopole in each point, and thus, with an
isotropic blackbody distribution, such that ρex|b vanishes. Thus, as expected, spectral dis-
tortions cannot be sourced in this limit. Instead, at the approach of decoupling, the growth
of the dipole component in the baryon rest frame, n̂ · (v⃗γ − v⃗b), and of higher multipoles
– that is, heat conduction and viscosity – leads to an increasing value of ρex|b that sources
spectral distortions.

The second limit in which we expect that spectral distortions cannot be sourced is when
CS is totally inefficient, such that photons free stream. Along each geodesic, free-streaming
photons have a conserved phase-space distribution (up to a trivial rescaling of each momenta
due to global expansion and metric fluctuations, which do not change the shape of the dis-
tribution). A blackbody remains a blackbody, and so does any other shape. In the idealised
limit of instantaneous photon decoupling, an observer living today would measure in every
point a superposition of blackbodies with a different temperature in each direction. In princi-
ple, this observer could average the information received from all directions and interpret the
result as a spectrum with y-distortions, but this is not what we are after. What the observer
would actually claim is that they measure a perfect blackbody in each direction. A relevant
distortion means that the spectrum measured in each direction is no longer a blackbody. This
can only happen if, over the past photon history, some interactions reprocessed the energy
density ρex into actual distortions for the ensemble of photons travelling along each geodesic.
This property is actually encoded in Eq. (2.3), as long as we take into account the fact that,
when the time derivative is moved inside the averaging operator, it stands for a total deriva-
tive along each photon geodesic. Then, we can use the Boltzmann equation to compute the
evolution of the available energy in each point and along each direction. When Thomson
scattering becomes totally inefficient and photons free stream, the collisionless Boltzmann
equation just accounts for photon number conservation in phase space. We will see explicitly
in the next sections that, in turn, this implies that the average ⟨ρex|b/ρ̄γ⟩x⃗ remains constant
in time. Then, each spectral distortion s freezes out at the value acquired during the epoch
at which CS was still active.

2.3 Perturbative expansion

To proceed, one needs to compute how much of the energy stored in photons in each point x⃗
matches that of an isotropic blackbody distribution, and how much contributes to spectral
distortions. At each point x⃗, the photons have an energy and number density2

ργ(η, x⃗) = aR⟨T (η, x⃗, n̂)4⟩n̂ = aRT̄
4⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂ , (2.7)

nγ(η, x⃗) = bR⟨T (η, x⃗, n̂)3⟩n̂ = bRT̄
3⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩n̂ , (2.8)

with aR = π2

15 , bR = 2ξ(3)
π2 , and the angular average is defined as

⟨f(n̂)⟩n̂ =
1

4π

∫
dn̂f(n̂). (2.9)

2The expressions given in this section neglect corrections to the photon occupation number coming from
polarisation, which are described in [69]. These corrections are very small and only affect y-distortions at the
approach of recombination, while in this work we are mostly interested in µ-distortions sourced a few e-folds
before recombination.
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The local blackbody photon temperature is inferred from the number density, Tbb = (nγ/bR)
1/3,

and the corresponding blackbody energy reads ρbb = aRT
4
bb. Thus, the energy density stored

in photons and contributing respectively to blackbody radiation and to spectral distortions
reads

ρbb(η, x⃗) = aR

(
nγ(η, x⃗)

bR

)4/3

, (2.10)

ρex(η, x⃗) = ργ(η, x⃗)− aR

(
nγ(η, x⃗)

bR

)4/3

. (2.11)

In terms of anisotropies, the latter density reads (see e.g. [63])

ρex(η, x⃗) = aRT̄
4
[
⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂ − ⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩4/3n̂

]
. (2.12)

We can then use the fact that |Θ| ≪ 1 and perform a Taylor expansion. At order three in
Θ, one gets:

ρex(η, x⃗) = aRT̄
4

[
2⟨Θ2⟩n̂ − 2Θ2

(0) +
8

3
⟨Θ3⟩n̂ − 4Θ(0)⟨Θ2⟩n̂ +

4

3
Θ3

(0) +O(Θ4)

]
. (2.13)

The order-two terms account for the leading order, and the order-three terms for the next-
to-leading order. In this work, the latter terms will be potentially relevant when evaluating
corrections arising from non-Gaussian primordial perturbations.

Equation (2.13) confirms that for a temperature distribution that is isotropic in each
point, Θ = Θ(0), the energy contributing to spectral distortions vanishes as it should (since
there is no superposition of blackbodies with different temperatures). This is true order-
by-order in the previous expression, as can be checked by replacing each ⟨Θp⟩n̂ by Θp

(0).
However, as soon as anisotropies are present, Θ ̸= Θ(0), the monopole does contribute to
ρex. It does not contribute to the leading-order term, since the orthogonality of spherical
harmonics allows us to rewrite (⟨Θ2⟩n̂ − Θ2

(0)) as ⟨(Θ − Θ(0))
2⟩n̂, but it remains present in

the next-to-leading terms. The physical explanation of the role of the monopole is given in
Appendix B.3.

Next, we expand locally the ratio sourcing spectral distortions,

ρex(η, x⃗)|b
ρ̄γ(η)

=
aRT̄

4
[
⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂ − ⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩4/3n̂

]
b

aRT̄ 4

=

[〈
2Θ2 − 2Θ2

(0) +
8

3
Θ3 − 4Θ(0)Θ

2 +
4

3
Θ3

(0)

〉
n̂

+O(Θ4)

]
b

. (2.14)

Finally, the heating rate that enters into the calculation of spectral distortions is given by

Q̇ =ρ̄γ
d

dt

[〈
2Θ2 − 2Θ2

(0) +
8

3
Θ3 − 4Θ(0)Θ

2 +
4

3
Θ3

(0)

〉
n̂,x⃗

+O(Θ4)

]
b

=4ρ̄γ

[〈
ΘΘ̇−Θ(0)Θ̇(0) + 2Θ2Θ̇− Θ̇(0)Θ

2 − 2Θ(0)ΘΘ̇ + Θ2
(0)Θ̇(0)

〉
n̂,x⃗

+O(Θ4)

]
b

, (2.15)

where Θ̇ is assumed to be a total derivative along photon geodesics, and some averages are
now both on position and direction:

⟨f(x⃗, n̂)⟩n̂,x⃗ =
1

V

∫
V
d3x⃗

1

4π

∫
dn̂ f(x⃗, n̂). (2.16)
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We now use the second-order Boltzmann equation, which reads in the baryon rest frame
[70–76]:

Θ̇|b = τ̇
[
ΘC1 +ΘC2

]
b
, (2.17)

where τ̇ is the Thomson scattering rate (with respect to conformal time), while the first-order
and second-order collision terms read in the baryon rest frame

ΘC1|b = −Θ+Θ(0) −Π1
(2) ,

ΘC2|b = (Θ−Θ(0))
2 −Π2

(2) + δbΘ
C1|b , (2.18)

where δb stands for the baryon density fluctuations measured in this frame.3 Upper indices
refer to orders in the perturbative expansion, while lower indices between parenthesis refer
to the angular dependence (monopole, dipole, quadrupole, etc). The first-order and second-
order polarisation corrections have a pure quadrupole geometry, whose expression will be
specified later when relevant. Thus, importantly, in the baryon rest frame (and actually any
other frame), ΘC1 has no monopole component, that is, ⟨ΘC1⟩n̂ = 0. Thus, the angular
average of Eq. (2.17) gives Θ̇(0) = τ̇⟨ΘC2⟩n̂. Metric fluctuations do not appear explicitly in
Eq. (2.17) but are present implicitly in the total derivative on the left-hand side. Using this
equation, we can replace Θ̇ in eq. Eq. (2.15):

Q̇ = 4ρ̄γ τ̇
[〈
ΘΘC1 +ΘΘC2 −Θ(0)Θ

C2 + 2Θ2ΘC1 − 2Θ(0)ΘΘC1
〉
n̂,x⃗

+O(Θ4)
]
b
. (2.19)

After rearranging the terms and using the orthogonality of multipoles, ⟨Θ(0)Θ
C1⟩n̂ = 0, we

get an equivalent expression that shows explicitly that the monopole is absent from all terms
but one (which is consistent with the discussion in Appendix B.3):

Q̇ =4ρ̄γ τ̇
[〈
(Θ−Θ(0))Θ

C1 + (Θ−Θ(0))Θ
C2 + 2(Θ−Θ(0))

2ΘC1Θ(0)(Θ−Θ(0))Θ
C1
〉
n̂,x⃗

+O(Θ4)
]
b
. (2.20)

We can now relax the condition that this expression must be evaluated in the baryon rest
frame by noticing that a transformation to another frame shifts the photon monopole by
ȧ
a vb, the photon dipole by −n̂ · v⃗b, and leaves higher multipoles unaffected (see Appendix B).
Therefore, in an arbitrary frame,

Q̇ = 4ρ̄γ τ̇

[〈
ΘBΘC1 +ΘBΘC2 + 2(ΘB)2ΘC1 + 2(Θ(0) +

ȧ

a
vb)Θ

BΘC1

〉
n̂,x⃗

+O(Θ4)

]
,

(2.21)

where we defined

ΘB ≡ Θ−Θ(0) − n̂ · v⃗b = n̂ · (v⃗γ − v⃗b) + Θ(≥2) , (2.22)

in which Θ(≥2) stands for the photon anisotropies beyond the monopole and dipole contribu-
tions, that is, all multipoles with ℓ ≥ 2 in a spherical harmonic expansion. This definition is

3The exact second-order Boltzmann equation involves the electron number density fluctuations δne/ne

instead of δb, but we assume that at the redshift of interest Coulomb scattering is sufficient to enforce
δne
ne

= δnb
nb

= δρb
ρb

= δb.
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valid in any frame, but the letter ‘B’ for baryons hints that ΘB represents the photon tem-
perature anisotropies as seen by an observer comoving with baryons. Still, in an arbitrary
frame, the first- and second-order collision terms read

ΘC1 = −ΘB −Π1
(2) ,

ΘC2 = (ΘB)2 −Π2
(2) . (2.23)

A few checks are in order. First, this heating rate is gauge-invariant, since it only relies on
the two gauge-invariant terms n̂ · (v⃗γ − v⃗b) and (Θ(0) +

ȧ
avb), and on multipoles of order

two or higher, which are automatically gauge-invariant. Second, as expected, it vanishes in
the tight-coupling limit (τ̇ → ∞) where ΘB, Π1

(2) and Π2
(2) all tend towards zero. Third, it

vanishes in the free-streaming limit (τ̇ → 0). Thus, we recover all the properties expected
from the physical discussion of Sections 2.1 and 2.2.

We raise however a word of caution. The derivation of acoustic dissipation effects from
the average of the ratio ρex/ρ̄γ is presented in the specialised literature on spectral distortions
as a heuristic approach. A fully rigorous derivation of the leading-order (quadratic) terms
requires a careful study of the second-order Boltzmann equation [63]. For next-to-leading-
order (cubic) terms, one should use the third-order Boltzmann equation, which is beyond the
scope of this paper. It is worth stressing that, for leading-order terms, our simplified approach
is able to fully reproduce the results derived using the second-order Boltzmann equation –
mainly because we followed a path where we computed ρex/ρ̄γ first in the baryon frame, and
then performed a gauge transformation to an arbitrary frame. The excellent match between
the two derivations can be checked at the end of the next section, where the final expression
derived from the expansion of ⟨ΘBΘC1⟩, Eq. (3.7), matches exactly the full result presented
e.g. in [63, 64, 66]. However, there is no guarantee that this would also be the case at higher
order: the third-order Boltzmann equation could in principle reveal additional corrections to
Eq. (2.21). Since Section 5.2 shows that the contribution from next-to-leading-order terms
to spectral distortions is always negligible in the context of this work, we don’t believe that
our conclusions would be altered in case we missed small corrections to it.

3 Leading-order contribution to spectral distortions

3.1 Acoustic dissipation source function

At leading order, µ-distortions are given by Eqs. (2.6) and (2.21) where Q̇ features only
quadratic terms in Θ, that is,

Q̇ = 4τ̇ ρ̄γ⟨ΘBΘC1⟩n̂,x⃗ . (3.1)

A standard calculation, detailed in Appendix C, allows to express the two-point correlation
function ⟨ΘBΘC1⟩n̂,x⃗ as an integral over the transfer function of the Legendre multipoles
ΘB

ℓ (k), Θ
C1
ℓ (k) and over the primordial curvature power spectrum PR(k), which is defined as

⟨R(k⃗)R∗(k⃗′)⟩ = PR(k) δ
(3)(k⃗ − k⃗′) . (3.2)

In what follows, we will also frequently use the dimensionless curvature power spectrum
PR(k) ≡ k3

2π2PR(k). Then, the two-point correlation function reads

⟨ΘBΘC1⟩n̂,x⃗ =

∫
dk k2

(2π)3

∑
ℓ

4π(2ℓ+ 1)ΘB
ℓ (k)Θ

C1
ℓ (k)PR(k) . (3.3)
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The Legendre multipoles of ΘB and ΘC1 relate to those of temperature anisotropies Θ as
ΘB

ℓ = −ΘC1
ℓ = Θℓ, excepted for the monopole (ΘB

0 = ΘC1
0 = 0), for the dipole,

ΘB
1 = −ΘC1

1 = Θ1 −
k

3
vb =

k

3
(vγ − vb) , (3.4)

and for the quadrupole,

ΘB
2 = Θ2 , ΘC1

2 = −Θ2 +
1

10

(
Θ2 +ΘP

0 +ΘP
2

)
, (3.5)

where ΘP
ℓ are the Legendre momenta of polarisation anisotropies. Finally, this gives

Q̇ = −4ρ̄γ τ̇

∫
dk k2

2π2
PR(k)Sac(k, η) = −4ργ τ̇

∫
dk

k
PR(k)Sac(k, η) , (3.6)

where we introduced the acoustic dissipation source function

Sac(k, η) ≡ −
∑
ℓ

(2ℓ+ 1)ΘB
ℓ (k)Θ

C1
ℓ (k)

=
k2(vγ − vb)

2

3
+
∑
l≥2

(2ℓ+ 1)Θ2
ℓ −

1

2
Θ2(Θ2 +ΘP

0 +ΘP
2 )

=
k2(vγ − vb)

2

3
+

9

2
Θ2

2 −
1

2
Θ2(Θ

P
0 +ΘP

2 ) +
∑
l≥3

(2ℓ+ 1)Θ2
ℓ . (3.7)

This result was obtained for the first time in [63].

3.2 Properties of the source function

Different levels of approximation can be used to evaluate Sac(k, η) with a Boltzmann code or
a simpler analytical method.

Since the dissipation of acoustic waves takes place before recombination, we can use
results from the tight-coupling limit in which, for ℓ > 2, each higher multipole is suppressed
by one more power of k

2τ̇ (see e.g. [77]), which is larger than one excepted for very small
wavelengths that have already been dissipated. Cutting the sum over multipoles at ℓ = 3
gives a very accurate approximation that we call (A1),

S(A1)
ac (k, η) =

(θγ − θb)
2

3k2︸ ︷︷ ︸
dipole

+
9

2

(σγ
2

)2
− 1

8

(σγ
2

)
(Gγ0 +Gγ2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

quadrupole

+7

(
Fγ3

4

)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
octopole

. (3.8)

Here we switched to the notations of Ma & Bertschinger [78] for perturbations. These are also
the notations used internally by CLASS [77, 79]. The temperature multipoles are denoted as
Fγℓ = 4Θℓ, the polarisation mutipoles as Gγℓ = 4ΘP

ℓ , the photon shear as σγ = 1
2Fγ2 = 2Θ2,

and the velocity divergences as θγ = 3k
4 Fγ1 = k2vγ = 3kΘ1 for photons and θb = k2vb for

baryons.
To understand in which range of scales and times (or redshifts) it is important to get

an accurate approximation for Sac(k, η), we cast the calculation of s = µ, y in the form

s =

∫
d lnz

∫
d lnk Ks(k, z) PR(k) , (3.9)
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Figure 1: Dimensionless integration kernel for y-distortions (left) and µ-distortions (right) in
(ln k, ln z) space. For a scale-invariant power spectrum, each pixel in this space would contribute
proportionally to its color level. The various lines correspond to sound horizon crossing (krs = 2π),
diffusion horizon crossing (krD = 2π), the Thomson mean-free-path scale (k = 2π τ̇), and recombi-
nation time. All quantities were extracted from CLASS (assuming a ΛCDM cosmology with Planck
best-fit parameters [7]).

with

Ks(k, z) ≡ −Is(z)
4τ̇ z

H
Sac(k, z) , (3.10)

and we plot the integration kernels Kµ(z, k) and Ky(z, k) as a function of the logarithm of k
and z in Fig. 1.

The dark (magenta or blue) areas show the region in (k, z) space that would contribute
the most to the final distortion in the case of a nearly scale-invariant curvature spectrum. If
instead the curvature spectrum is very peaked near one scale k∗, these dark regions show at
which redshift z(k∗) most of the distortions are generated. In particular, we see that, in order
to compute the distortions generated by peaks at wavenumbers up to k∗ = 104 hMpc−1, we
need to compute the source function up to z = 106.5.

The baryon-to-photon ratio R, sound speed cs and comoving sound horizon rs are defined
as

R =
3ρ̄b
4ρ̄γ

, c2s =
1

3(1 +R)
, rs =

∫ η

0
cs(η̃)dη̃ . (3.11)

As discussed by Hu and Sugiyama [80], the comoving diffusion horizon can be approximated
as

rD =
2π

kD
=

[∫
dz

c2s
2τ̇H

(
R2

1 +R
+

16

15

)]1/2
. (3.12)

Figure 1 shows the sound horizon crossing line, krs = 2π, the diffusion horizon crossing line,
krD = 2π, the Thomson mean-free-path scale, k/(2π) = 1/τ̇ , and the time of recombination.
The regions contributing to the distortions are located between the sound and diffusion
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horizon crossing lines, that is, when the modes are well inside the Hubble radius but have
not yet experienced full dissipation. As expected, the µ-distortions are seeded roughly at
redshifts in the range 104.5 < z < 106.2, when DC and BS are no longer efficient but CS
maintains thermal equilibrium, while y-distortions get contributions from 102.9 < z < 104.8,
when CS also becomes gradually inefficient. Since the modes contributing to the distortions
fulfil k/τ̇ ≫ 2π, that is, have a wavelength much larger than the Thomson mean-free-path,

it is legitimate to assume k
2τ̇ ≪ 1 and neglect high multipoles in the expression of S

(A1)
ac .

We plot S
(A1)
ac (k, η) as returned by CLASS as a function of k at four different times (or

redshifts) in Fig. 2 (thick solid cyan lines). The figure also shows the contribution to the
source function coming from dipole, quadrupole and octopole terms. Most of the distortions
are seeded by quadrupole terms; the octopole term is always subdominant, and the dipole
term only dominates the large-k tail of the source function.
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Figure 2: Individual contribution of the dipole (dotted green), quadrupole (dotted red) and octopole

(dotted blue) terms to the source function S
(A1)
ac (k, z) of Eq. (3.8) (solid cyan) at four different

redshifts. Obtained with CLASS.

These results can be understood analytically using the tight-coupling approximation
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(TCA), which corresponds to the limit where τ̇ ≫ aH and τ̇ ≫ k [77, 78]. In the TCA
limit, one expects the photon and baryon fluid to track each other, while the photon shear
is suppressed by efficient Thomson scattering. Both (θγ − θb) and σγ are then very small, of
order one in the Thomson interaction time 1/τ̇ . However, the solution of the TCA equations
gives (θγ − θb)/k ∼ R√

1+R
σγ , such that the dipole contribution to the source function is

subdominant compared to the quadrupole one before decoupling [63]. The octopole is also
sub-dominant because, in the TCA limit, Fγ3 ≃ 6

7
k
τ̇ σγ . Finally, the polarization terms bring a

significant contribution to the total quadrupole contribution, since Gγ0 = 1
5Gγ2 =

σγ

2 , which
implies

Sac(k, η) ≃
9

2

(σγ
2

)2
− 1

8

(σγ
2

)
(Gγ0 +Gγ2) ≃

15

4

(σγ
2

)2
. (3.13)

However, this approximation does not account for the large-k asymptotic behaviour of the
source function, not captured by the TCA. An analytic study of diffusion damping shows that
once the effective photon temperature perturbation (Θ+ψ) has been driven to zero, residual
photon perturbations of the order of Rψ (where ψ is the Newtonian potential) persist due to
baryonic infall [80, 81]. In this limit, the dipole term dominates over the quadrupole, with

Sac(k, η) ≃
(θγ − θb)

2

3k2
≃ (k2Rψ/τ̇)2

3k2
. (3.14)

3.3 Approximation schemes

In the TCA limit, the photon velocity divergence in the Newtonian gauge, θNγ , and the photon

shear in any gauge, σγ , are related through σγ ≃ 16
45τ̇ θ

N
γ . Chluba et al. [63] propose to express

the source function in the range where the quadrupole term dominates and Eq. (3.13) applies
as

Sac(k, η) ≃
16

135τ̇2
(θNγ )2 . (3.15)

In order to get a convenient expression not requiring a Boltzmann solver, one can replace θγ
by analytical approximations. For wavelengths above the sound horizon, the transfer function
of the photon velocity divergence grows and approaches the oscillatory regime according to
the leading-order WKB solution [81]

θNγ = AWKB
kcs

(1 +R)1/4
sin(krs) , krs ≪ 2π . (3.16)

The normalisation factor A depends on initial conditions. Given that we normalise all transfer
functions to the growing mode of adiabatic perturbations with unit curvature perturbation
R = 1, this factor is given by [78]

AWKB ≃
(
1 +

4

15
fν

)−1

, (3.17)

with fν = ρ̄ν/(ρ̄γ + ρ̄ν). Around horizon crossing, the oscillation amplitude gets boosted
by a factor of three due to the decay of metric fluctuations.4 On sub-horizon scales, the
leading-order WKB solution becomes [81]

θNγ = AWKB
3kcs

(1 +R)1/4
sin(krs)e

−(k/kD)2 krs ≫ 2π , (3.18)

4The “gravity boost” effect experienced by the velocity divergence is very well approximated (up to the
one percent level) by a factor of three in the oscillation amplitude. It also produces a small phase shift that
we neglect here. We get a direct confirmation of the accuracy of this analytic approximation in Fig. 3.
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where the last factor accounts for diffusion damping. With such an expression for θNγ , the
k-integral over the source function could be very cumbersome to evaluate numerically due
to the quickly oscillating term sin2(krs): at z ∼ 106, the sound horizon is of the order of
rs ∼ 10Mpc−1, such that integrating up to k ∼ 5 × 104Mpc−1 would require to resolve
O(103) oscillations. Fortunately, as noticed e.g. in references [63, 66], these oscillations are
not playing any role in concrete problems, because any realistic power spectrum should be
much smoother than this oscillating term. Thus, the oscillations always get averaged out,
and one can safely replace sin2(krs) by its average over one period, ⟨sin2(krs)⟩ = 1

2 .
5 One can

then substitute Eq. (3.18) inside Eq. (3.15) and average the result, getting an approximation
that we call (A2):

S(A2)
ac (k, η) ≃

8A2
WKBk

2

45τ̇2(1 +R)3/2
e−2(k/kD)2 , krs(η) ≫ 2π . (3.19)

As a final approximation, Chluba et al. [66] take the limit R ≪ 1 and c2s ≃ 1
3 , valid deep

inside radiation domination. They notice that, in this limit, the time derivative ∂ηr
2
D,R=0

is equal to 8
45τ̇ . With all these simplifications, the source function reduces to a compact

expression that we call (A3),

S(A3)
ac (k, η) =

A2
WKBk

2

τ̇
(∂ηr

2
D,R=0) exp

−2(k/kD)2 , (3.20)

with AWKB given by Eq. (3.17) and rD,R=0 by the R→ 0 limit of Eq. (3.12).6

In Fig. 2, S
(A1)
ac (k, η) was computed with a fine k-grid that is prohibitively expensive

computationally. To get an efficient computation, one needs to use a coarser grid, but
then one cannot resolve each oscillation of sin2(krs) at large k. However, there is a wide
range of scales on which the envelope of the oscillations is accurately given by the analytic

approximation of S
(A2)
ac (k, η) up to a factor two, as shown in Fig. 3. In this range, we get a

confirmation that the use of (A2) is accurate up to the level of a few percent for z > 103.

Figure 3 also shows that S
(A3)
ac (k, η) coincides with S

(A2)
ac (k, η) at z > 105, but does not

provide a good approximation at z < 105, when R starts to be significant.

We compare various approximation schemes for the source function in Fig. 4. The curve
corresponding to (A1) can be considered as the nearly exact result. The approximation
(A2) provides a very good oscillation-averaged version of (A1), as already proved in Fig. 3,
excepted in the asymptotic high-k and low-k limits. At large k, (A2) neglects the residual
dipole contribution mentioned at the end of the previous subsection. The comparison of the
black and red curves in Fig. 4 shows that Eq. (3.14) provides a very good approximation to
the high-k asymptote. At low k, the asymptote reflects the behaviour sin(krs) ≃ krs, while
(A2) would replace the sine function with 1/

√
2. Finally, between these two asymptotic

regimes, the numerical calculation based on the oscillation-averaged version of (A2) should

5Even in the purely academic case of a primordial spectrum consisting in a Dirac delta-function, Q̇(z) is
an oscillatory function of z, but these oscillations are averaged over when integrating over z to get the final
spectral distortion amplitude, giving the same result as if the substitution ⟨sin2(krs)⟩ = 1

2
had been performed

from the beginning.
6The public version of CLASS (since version v2.10.6) assumes (A3), but with rD evaluated using the actual

function R(z). This has no actual justification and we will replace it soon by (A2). This makes anyway no
difference for µ-distortions and only a tiny difference for y-distortions, given that R ≪ 1 deep inside the
radiation-dominated regime.
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Figure 3: Comparison of the oscillatory source function S
(A1)
ac (k, z) (solid cyan) with two oscillation-

averaged approximations, S
(A2)
ac (k, z) (dashed green) and S

(A3)
ac (k, z) (dotted green), multiplied by

a factor two. At all redhsift, 2 × S
(A2)
ac (k, z) is a very good approximation for the enveloppe of

S
(A1)
ac (k, z), which proves that S

(A2)
ac (k, z) accurately describes the average of S

(A1)
ac (k, z) over one

period of oscillation. Obtained with CLASS.

actually be more accurate and robust than the full (A1) calculation, especially when the
k-grid over which the source function is tabulated is too coarse.

These considerations lead us to define the most accurate and efficient approximation
that can be used within CLASS for the source function, which we call (A4):

S(A4)
ac (k, η) ≡


2
9 sin2(krs)S

(A2)
ac (k, η) for krs <

π
4 ,

min
[
S
(A1)
ac , S

(A2)
ac

]
for π

4 ≤ krs < π ,

max
[
S
(A2)
ac , 13(kRψ/τ̇)

2
]

for krs ≥ π ,

(3.21)
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Figure 4: Comparison of the oscillatory source function S
(A1)
ac (k, z) (cyan) at four redshifts with: (i)

the oscillation-averaged approximation S
(A2)
ac (k, z) (green), which works very well in the central part,

(ii) the function 1
3 (kRψ/τ̇)

2 (black), which accounts for the large-k asymptote of S
(A1)
ac (k, z), and (iii)

the oscillation-averaged approximation S
(A4)
ac (k, z) (red), which correctly accounts for the small-k and

large-k asymptotes of S
(A1)
ac (k, z). Obtained with CLASS.

where the first line is justified by Eq. (3.16) and the third one by Eq. (3.14). The result is
shown as the red line in Fig. 4. It provides an excellent approximation to the oscillation-
averaged source function in all regimes. The approximation (A4) is more stable numerically
than the full expression (A1), as can be checked in Fig. 4 (where, for instance, one can see
glitches in (A1) at small k). It is also much more efficient since it only requires a coarse
grid of k values. In the next sections, we will check whether this more accurate expression
leads to differences with respect to the most common approximation usually performed in
the literature when computing µ-distortions.
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3.4 Redshift integral

We can perform the integral over z of Eq. (2.6) to express the final µ-distortion induced by
the dissipation of acoustic waves as

µ =

∫
dk

k2

2π2
PR(k)Wµ(k) =

∫
dk

k
PR(k)Wµ(k) , (3.22)

where we defined the window function

Wµ(k) ≡
∫
dlnz Kµ(k, z) = −

∫
dz Iµ(z)

4τ̇(z)Sac(k, z)

H(z)
. (3.23)

This window function is slightly cosmology-dependent, but if we just need an estimate of µ-
distortions assuming a standard cosmology, we can use a reference function Wµ(k) computed
for the ΛCDM model best fitting current data. Reference [66] performed a numerical fit –
that we will call (F1) – to the result of this integral and reports7

W (F1)
µ (k) = 2.8A2

WKB

[
exp

{
− (k̂/1360)2

1 + (k̂/260)0.3 + k̂/340

}
− exp

{
−(k̂/32)2

}]
, (3.24)

where k̂ = k/[1Mpc−1], still with AWKB given by Eq. (3.17). An even simpler approximation,

W (F2)
µ (k) = 2.8A2

WKB

[
exp

{
− k̂

5400

}
− exp

{
−(k̂/31.6)2

}]
, (3.25)

was used in e.g. [61, 83], which results in a slightly weaker µ-constraint than Eq. (3.24)

(with the difference typically of order 10%). Finally, we produced our own fit W
(F3)
µ (k),

using Eq. (3.21) and Eq. (3.23) while assuming the Planck best-fit values of the cosmological
parameters8 and a PCA decomposition of spectral distortions at order two based on the
FIRAS frequency range:9

W (F3)
µ (k) = exp

[
6∑

n=0

wn ln

(
k

1Mpc−1

)]
, (3.26)

with coefficients zn provided in Table 1. These approximations will be compared in the next
section.

3.5 Distortions induced by a peaked primordial spectrum

We conclude this section by showing how the different approximations discussed in Sec-
tions 3.3 and 3.4 compare at the level of µ-distortions. For simplicity, we assume that

7although [82] have a factor of 360 instead of 340 in the exponent, which makes a negligible difference
8We use as input to CLASS cosmological parameters ωb = 0.02229, ωcdm = 0.1189, h = 0.6781, close to the

mean values reported by [84] for Planck Release 4 in combination with Baryon Acoustic Oscillation data, Neff =
3.044, as suggested by standard neutrino decoupling [85], YHe = 0.24672, as suggested by Nucleosynthesis
combined with Planck [7], and Tcmb = 2.7255K, as suggested by FIRAS [86]. Other parameters are irrelevant.

9For the calculation of spectral distortions, we use the input CLASS parameters: ’sd branching -

approx’:’exact’, ’sd detector name’:’FIRAS’, ’sd detector file’:’FIRAS nu delta I.dat’, ’sd PCA -

size’:2, all described in [87].

– 18 –



n zn n zn
0 −2.78 4 −1.1864× 10−2

1 1.58 5 2.0739× 10−3

2 −1.33× 10−1 6 −1.0633× 10−4

3 1.477× 10−2

Table 1: Coefficients of the numerical fit to Wµ(k) of Eq. (3.26).

distortions are mainly generated by a sharp peak in the primordial spectrum, which we
approximate as a Dirac delta-function

PR(k) =
k3

2π2
PR(k) = Ak∗δ(k − k∗) . (3.27)

The factor A represents at the same time the amplitude of the curvature power spectrum in
Fourier space and the variance of curvature perturbations in real space, since〈

R2(x⃗)
〉
=

∫ ∞

0

dk

k
PR(k) = A . (3.28)

In this case, the µ-distortion is simply given by µ(k∗) = AWµ(k∗). We show in Fig. 5
(left panel) the bound on A implied by FIRAS for each value of k∗, which is given by
A ≤ µFIRAS/Wµ(k∗). We use the updated calculation of the FIRAS 95%CL upper bound on
µ from reference [57], µFIRAS = 4.7× 10−5, which is stronger than the original FIRAS bound
by a factor two [25]. Similarly, the y-distortion is given by y(k∗) = AWy(k∗). We also show
in the left panel of Fig. 5 the bound A ≤ yFIRAS/Wy(k∗) inferred from the original FIRAS
95%CL upper bound yFIRAS = 1.5× 10−5 [25].

The left panel of Fig. 5 compares the 95%CL FIRAS bounds on A as a function of k∗
obtained in the accurate case (A4), that is when integrating numerically the source function

S
(A4)
ac (k, z) within CLASS following Eq. (3.21) and Eq. (3.23) (solid blue curve), with those

derived from the fitted window functions W
(F1)
µ (k), W

(F2)
µ (k) and W

(F3)
µ (k) (respectively

dotted, dashed and solid green curves). The right panel also shows the ratio of these fits to
the accurate window function (A4). The fits (F1) and (F2) are very inaccurate in the small
k limit because, as explained in [82], they do not take accurately into account the branching
ratios between µ, y and other types of distortions based on the PCA approach. However, for

k > 100Mpc−1, they are 30% accurate. Instead, our fit W
(F3)
µ (k) reaches 10% accuracy in

the whole displayed range.

We don’t show the result based on S
(A2)
ac (k, z), which is indistinguishable from the one

based on S
(A4)
ac (k, z) in the range probed by the figure. This shows that, given the sensitivity

of FIRAS, our improved modelling of the source functions in the small-k and large-k limits is

irrelevant for µ-distortions. The difference between S
(A2)
ac (k, z) and S

(A4)
ac (k, z) only appears

in the small- and large-k tails of the source function, and is thus only potentially relevant for
very small or very large values of k∗ compared to the range k ∈ [0.5, 5 × 104]Mpc−1 where
µ-distortions matter. In other words, to perceive the difference between the asymptotes of

S
(A2)
ac and S

(A4)
ac , one would need to choose extreme values of k∗ such that µ would anyway be

negligible with respect to the FIRAS observational bound. With much more sensitive data
than FIRAS, it would in principle be possible to get bounds on A even when k∗ is very large
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Figure 5: (Left) FIRAS bounds on the amplitude A of a Dirac delta-function curvature spectrum
(or, equivalently, on the variance of R) as a function of the peak scale k∗, when the window functions
Wy, Wµ are given by an integral over the accurate source function (A4) (solid orange and blue), or
when Wµ is approximated by the fitted functions (F1), (F2) and (F3) (green curves). The (F3) fit
(solid green) is nearly indistinguishable by eye from the accurate prediction (solid blue). We use
µFIRAS = 4.7 × 10−5 [57] and yFIRAS = 1.5 × 10−5 [25]. The accurate window functions Wµ, Wy

are computed with the Planck reference cosmology. (Right) Ratio of the fitted window functions
(F1), (F2), (F3) over the accurate one (green curves), and relative variation of the accurate window
functionsWµ(k),Wy(k) when varying ωb (solid lines) or Neff (dotted lines) by about 5σ of the current
observational bounds.

(e.g. k∗ ∼ 106Mpc−1), and our point regarding the modelling of the large-k tail of the source
function may gain more relevance.

We also checked that the bounds displayed in the left panel of Fig. 5 are in excellent
(10% level) agreement with those in Figures 1 to 4 of [82].

Finally, we checked the dependence of our window functions on cosmological parameters.
The acoustic dissipation source function only needs to be integrated until some time soon
after photon decoupling. Therefore, in the ΛCDM model and simple extensions of it, the
window functions should depend at most on the parameters {ωb, ωm, h,Neff , YHe, Tcmb} that
play a role in the evolution of perturbations in the early universe. We checked the impact on
(Wµ,Wy) of shifting each of these parameters five standard deviations away from the Planck
best-fit cosmology, using confidence limits from Planck, BAO, primordial element abundances
and FIRAS.10 The largest variations are observed when shifting ωb and Neff , as shown in
the right panel of Fig. 5. However, even with such extreme parameter shifts, the window
functions only vary by 20% in the range k ∈ [0.5, 2 × 104]Mpc−1. Thus, for most current
purposes, it is reasonable to neglect the dependence of the µ- and y-bounds on cosmology.

4 Beyond Gaussian fluctuations

4.1 Local non-Gaussianity: perturbative and non-perturbative limits

Primordial non-Gaussianity of the local type, which arises when deviations from Gaussianity
are local in real space, can be characterised by a Taylor expansion of the comoving curvature

10For this exercise, we took σ(ωb) = 0.00012, σ(ωcdm) = 0.00090, σ(h) = 0.0038 from [84], σ(Neff) = 0.35,
σ(YHe) = 0.0006 from [7], and σ(Tcmb) = 0.00057 from [86].
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perturbation,

R(x⃗) = RG(x⃗) + f̃NL

(
RG(x⃗)

2 − ⟨RG(x⃗)
2⟩
)
+ g̃NLRG(x⃗)

3 + ... (4.1)

where f̃NL = 3fNL/5 and g̃NL = 9gNL/25 are the first two expansion coefficients and RG is a
Gaussian random field with |RG(x⃗)| ≪ O(1) and ⟨RG(x⃗)⟩ = 0. Thus, each new term in the
expansion is expected to be suppressed with respect to the previous one, unless its coefficient
is unusually large. In a majority of inflationary models, g̃NL cannot be unduly large relative
to f̃NL [88, 89], although exceptions could arise due to fine-tuning [90, 91]. Therefore, there
is enough motivation to disregard the g̃NL term in Eq. (4.1), keeping only the leading order
deviation from Gaussianity. In Fourier space,

R(k⃗) = fLRG(q⃗) + f̃NL

∫
d3q⃗

(2π)3/2
RG(q⃗)RG(k⃗ − q⃗) , (4.2)

where fL = 0 or 1 is just a switch introduced for the clarity of the discussion. The Gaussian
case corresponds to fL = 1 and f̃NL = 0. By perturbative non-Gaussianity we mean fL = 1
and |f̃NL|⟨R2

G⟩1/2 ≪ 1, such that the first term in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.1) dominates. By
non-perturbative non-Gaussianity we mean the contrary: fL = 1 and |f̃NL|⟨R2

G⟩1/2 ≫ 1,
such that the second term dominates. Pushing this limit to its extreme, we get the case of
a pure χ2 distribution. A simple way to express the fact that the first term is sub-dominant
is to define this limit as fL = 0. In this case, the parameter f̃NL is not interesting by itself
because it can be absorbed in the power spectrum of RG, but we will keep it anyway for
clarity.

As explained in the introduction, we are interested in models in which non-Gaussianity
applies only to the curvature fluctuations that generate PBHs. We assume that these fluc-
tuations are strongly enhanced around a scale associated to the wavenumber k∗, with a
sharp peak in the power spectrum and local non-Gaussian statistics. We further assume that
they are not correlated with those explaining CMB anisotropies, which have a nearly scale-
invariant power spectrum over a wide range of scales and remain very close to Gaussian. In
this set-up, there is no coupling between the modes probed by CMB maps and those poten-
tially giving rise to PBH formation. Thus, we can neglect the smooth Gaussian component
and consider only the peaked non-Gaussian one. Since the curvature fluctuations of interest
are significant only over a narrow range of wavenumbers, it is reasonable to assume that fNL

is constant over this range.

4.2 Leading contributions to spectral distortions

We assume that the root-mean-square of RG(x⃗) is of the order of A
1/2
G . Then, neglecting

numerical factors of order unity, we have

⟨R2(x⃗)⟩ ∼ fLAG + f̃2NLA
2
G , ⟨R3(x⃗)⟩ ∼ fLf̃NLA

2
G + f̃3NLA

3
G , (4.3)

where we used f2L = fL.
Spectral distortions are sourced by the heating rate Q̇ given in real space by Eq. (2.21).

The leading and next-to-leading order contributions to the source function are given schemat-
ically by a sum over the two-point and three-point correlation function of photon temperature
anisotropies Θ(x⃗, n̂, η).

The Fourier modes of photon temperature multipoles Θℓ(k⃗, η) and primordial curva-
ture perturbations R(k⃗) are related linearly at leading order, Θℓ(k⃗, η) = TΘℓ

(k, η)R(k⃗), with
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TΘℓ
(k, η) being a linear transfer function. The temperature anisotropy Θ(x⃗, n̂, η) can acquire

non-Gaussian statistics for two reasons: (i) Even if initial conditions are Gaussian, the small
degree of non-linearity in the evolution equation (Einstein and Boltzmann equations) will
generate some non-Gaussianity. This effect can be captured by expanding the relation be-
tween Θℓ(k⃗, η) and R(k⃗) beyond linear order, but it is known to be very small (see e.g. [92]).
(ii) The initial conditions created e.g. by inflation could predict some initial non-Gaussian
statistics for R(k⃗). In this work, we are interested exclusively in the latter type of non-
Gaussianity. The idea is that some non-Gaussian statistics is generated very early at the
level of curvature perturbations, and then propagates within radiation and matter pertur-
bations, without experiencing further distortions. Thus, we will stick to a linear relation
between the Fourier modes of Θℓ and of R.

To keep this preliminary discussion simple, let us further assume that the relevant
transfer functions are of order one,11 such that ⟨Θ2⟩ ∼ ⟨R2⟩ and ⟨Θ3⟩ ∼ ⟨R3⟩. In this case,
we have:

⟨Θ2⟩ ∼ fLAG + f̃2NLA
2
G , ⟨Θ3⟩ ∼ fLf̃NLA

2
G + f̃3NLA

3
G . (4.4)

Then, we can distinguish between the following sub-cases:

• Gaussian limit: when fL = 1 and f̃NL = 0, the statistics of temperature fluctuations
obeys ⟨Θ2⟩ ∼ AG, ⟨Θ3⟩ = 0. The fact that curvature perturbations always remain
small (to avoid an over-production of black holes) implies ⟨R2⟩ ∼ AG ≪ 1.

• Perturbative non-Gaussianity regime: when fL = 1 and |f̃NL|A1/2
G < 1, ⟨Θ2⟩ is domi-

nated by the Gaussian contribution proportional to AG, and AG ≪ 1 must still be true
to avoid exceedingly large curvature perturbations. The leading non-Gaussian correc-
tion to spectral distortions is given either by the contribution of f̃2NLA

2
G to ⟨Θ2⟩ or by

the contribution of f̃NLA
2
G to ⟨Θ3⟩. The latter dominates the source function only if

|f̃NL| < 1, in which case the non-Gaussian correction is expected to be very small. For
completeness, we will calculate the contribution of both terms to the µ-distortion.

• Non-perturbative non-Gaussian regime (with curvature obeying χ2 statistics): in the

limit |f̃NL|A1/2
G ≫ 1, we have ⟨Θ2⟩ ∼ f̃2NLA

2
G and ⟨Θ3⟩ ∼ f̃3NLA

3
G. The fact that

curvature perturbations remain small requires ⟨R(k⃗)2⟩ ∼ f̃2NLA
2
G ≪ 1, which in turn

implies ⟨Θ2⟩ ≫ ⟨Θ3⟩. The conditions on f̃NL are summarised as A
−1/2
G ≪ |f̃NL| ≪ A−1

G

and are compatible with each other as long as AG ≪ 1. For instance, one could have
AG ∼ 10−3 and f̃NL ∼ 102.

• Note that a technically equivalent (but somewhat simpler) way to describe the non-
perturbative non-Gaussian regime is to set fL to zero and absorb f̃2NL in the definition
of AG. We would then say that ⟨Θ2⟩ ∼ A2

G ≪ 1 while ⟨Θ3⟩ ∼ A3
G ≪ ⟨Θ2⟩.

In summary, we expect that in the perturbative non-Gaussian case, the µ and y-distortions
are mildly affected by corrections coming either from the two- or three-point correlation
function, depending on the value of |f̃NL|; while in the χ2 limit they should arise dominantly
from the two-point correlation function ⟨Θ2⟩. We will obtain the distortions in the limit
of perturbative non-Gaussianity in Section 5, and in the case of χ2 (non-perturbative) non-
Gaussianity in Section 6.

11We will come back to this assumption at the end of Section 5.2
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5 Distortions in the limit of local perturbative non-Gaussianity

We proceed with the calculations under the assumption of perturbative non-Gaussian of the
local type, as defined in Eq. (4.1), with g̃NL = 0:

R(x⃗) = RG(x⃗) + f̃NL

[
R2

G(x⃗)− ⟨R2
G⟩

]
. (5.1)

As already mentioned in Section 4.1, we always need to assume |f̃NLRG| ∼ |f̃NL|P1/2
RG

< 1 in
order to remain in the perturbative non-Gaussianity regime.

5.1 Next-to-leading contribution from two-point correlation function

As discussed in Section 4.2, as long as we further assume |f̃NL| > 1, the leading non-Gaussian
correction to spectral distortions arises from extra contributions to the two-point correlation
function ⟨Θ2⟩, rather than from the three-point correlation function ⟨Θ3⟩. Thus, to compute
these corrections, we only need to focus on the primordial power spectrum. As discussed in
[93], corrections to this power spectrum come from a single 1-loop diagram which results in

PR(k) = PRG
(k) + f̃2NLPR2

G
(k) = PRG

(k) + 2f̃2NL

∫
d3q

(2π)3
PRG

(q)PRG
(|⃗k − q⃗|) . (5.2)

We assume that the Gaussian field RG has a delta-peaked power spectrum of the form of
Eq. (3.27) at scale k∗ and with amplitude AG. We write q⃗ in spherical coordinates as (q, θ, ϕ),
assuming that k⃗ points in the z direction such that k⃗ · q⃗ = k q cos θ. Then, we can analytically
integrate Eq. (5.2) to find

PR2
G
(k) = 2× 2π2AGk

−2
∗ × (2π)

1

(2π)3

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ

∫ ∞

0
dqq2δ(q − k∗)PRG

(|⃗k − q⃗|)

= −AG

∫ π

0
d(cos θ) PRG

(|⃗k − k∗q̂|)

= 2π2A2
Gk

−2
∗

∫ 1

−1
dy δ(|⃗k − k∗q̂| − k∗) , (5.3)

using the notation q̂ = q⃗/q and the definition y ≡ cos θ, such that k̂ · q̂ = y. Then

PR2
G
(k) = 2π2A2

Gk
−2
∗

∫ 1

−1
dy δ(f(y)) with f(y) ≡

√
k2 − 2kk∗y + k2∗ − k∗ . (5.4)

When k > 2k∗, f(y) is always non-zero and PR2
G
(k) vanishes. When k ≤ 2k∗, f(y) has one

root y0 =
k

2k∗
with f ′(y0) = −k, such that

PR2
G
(k) = 2π2A2

Gk
−2
∗

∫ 1

−1
dy

δ(y − k
2k∗

)

|k|
= 2π2A2

Gk
−2
∗ k−1H(2k∗ − k) , (5.5)

where H is the Heaviside function. Finally, the dimensionless power spectrum reads

PR(k) ≡
k3

2π2
PR(k) = PRG

(k) + f̃2NLPR2
G
(k) , (5.6)

with

PR2
G
(k) = A2

G

k2

k2∗
H(2k∗ − k). (5.7)
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Due to the mode-mode coupling induced by non-Gaussianity, the spectrum of R2
G acquires

a width and actually peaks at a scale k = 2k∗ shifted with respect to the peak of PRG
(k).

The amplitude of the full curvature spectrum (which corresponds to the curvature variance
in real space) is given by

A ≡ ⟨R2(x⃗)⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

dk

k
PR(k) = AG + 2f̃2NLA

2
G . (5.8)

The s-distortion can then be computed using Eq. (3.22) with PR(k) substituted with Eq. (5.6).
The result can be put in the form

s = AGWs(k∗) + 2f̃2NLA
2
GW

(NG2)
s (k∗) , (5.9)

where NG2 refers to “Non-Gaussian window function for ⟨Θ2⟩ contribution” and

W (NG2)
s (k∗) ≡

1

2

∫ 2k∗

0

dk k

k2∗
Ws(k∗) = −1

2

∫ 2k∗

0

dk k

k2∗

∫
dz Is(z)

4τ̇(z)Sac(k∗, z)

(1 + z)H(z)
. (5.10)

Given the different k-dependence ofWs andW
(NG2)
s , we cannot write a linear relation between

s and the total curvature power spectrum amplitude A.
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Figure 6: FIRAS bounds on the amplitude of the curvature power spectrum PR(k) (or, equivalently,
on the variance ofR) in the Gaussian case (solid), in the case with |f̃NL|

√
AG = 0.1 (small perturbative

non-Gaussianity, dotted) or |f̃NL|
√
AG = 1 (maximal perturbative non-Gaussianity, dashed-dotted),

and finally in the non-perturbative non-Gaussian limit with χ2 statistics (dashed). Orange lines show
the constraints from y-distortions and blue lines from µ-distortions. Here, all window functions are
given by an integral over the accurate source function (A4).

In Fig. 6, we plot the FIRAS bound on the power spectrum amplitude A obtained in
two cases: when |f̃NL|

√
AG = 1 (maximum level of non-Gaussianity such that we remain
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in the perturbative non-Gaussianity regime), and when |f̃NL|
√
AG = 0.1 (arbitrarily chosen

intermediate case). In these two cases, the s-distortions are given by:

s =


A

1.02

[
Ws(k∗) + 0.02W

(NG2)
s (k∗)

]
if |f̃NL|

√
AG = 0.1 ,

A
3

[
Ws(k∗) + 2W

(NG2)
s (k∗)

]
if |f̃NL|

√
AG = 1 .

(5.11)

The figure compares these constraints with the Gaussian case already displayed in Fig. 5. The
difference between the two cases boils down to the shape of the curvature spectrum PR(k).
This spectrum has a primary delta-function peak in both cases and an additional saw-tooth
shaped peak in the non-Gaussian case, slightly offset with respect to the first peak. Thus, the
constraints are unsurprisingly identical in the region where Wµ,y(k∗) are nearly independent
of k∗. They become stronger at large k due to the k < k∗ tail of the non-Gaussian spectrum
PR2

G
(k), and also a bit stronger at small k due to the peak of PR2

G
(k) being shifted from k∗

to 2k∗.
We only show in Fig. 5 the constraints derived from the accurate (A4) approximation to

the acoustic dissipation source function Sac(k, z). Like in the Gaussian case, we checked that
employing the slightly cruder approximation (A2), which does not capture the full asymptotic
behaviour of the source function, makes no difference in practice in the range of scales relevant
for FIRAS bounds.

Finally, in Table 2, we provide the coefficients of a fit to W
(NG2)
µ (k) of the same form as

that of Eq. (3.26) (although of higher order). This fit is 10% accurate in the range displayed
in Fig. 6.

n zn n zn
0 −2.31 5 −7.6855× 10−3

1 1.41 6 2.70326× 10−3

2 −1.25× 10−1 7 −3.71457× 10−4

3 2.443× 10−2 8 2.31035× 10−5

4 −1.405× 10−3 9 −5.42652× 10−7

Table 2: Coefficients of a numerical fit to W
(NG2)
µ (k), of the same form as that of Eq. (3.26).

For consistency, we checked that the values of A saturating the FIRAS bounds in Fig. 6
correspond to values of |f̃NL| greater than one, as assumed throughout this section. In the
next section, we discuss the case |f̃NL| < 1.

5.2 Next-to-leading contribution from three-point correlation function

As explained in Section 4.2, in the limit |f̃NL| < 1, the leading non-Gaussian correction
to spectral distortions are expected to arise from terms in the heating rate of Eq. (2.21)
that are cubic in the temperature anisotropy Θ, rather than from a correction to quadratic
terms. The expression of the heating rate in Eq. (2.21) can be simplified by keeping only
the dominant multipoles Θ(ℓ). In the range of times and scales relevant for the calculation
of spectral distortions produced by the dissipation acoustic waves, the (gauge-invariant)
comoving monopole Θ̃(0) ≡ (Θ(0) +

ȧ
avb) dominates over the quadrupole Θ(2), see Fig. 7.12

12This can also be seen analytically. In Fourier space, the WKB approximation for the quadrupole on
sub-Hubble scale can be inferred from the one of the dipole, given by Eq. (3.18). That for the comoving
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We also know from previous sections that the quadrupole Θ(2) is of the same order as the
polarisation term Π1

(2) and dominates over the relative dipole (Θ(1) − n̂ · v⃗b) and all higher
multipoles Θ(ℓ>2). Thus, at next-to-leading order, the heating rate is given by
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Figure 7: Absolute value of transfer functions (normalised to R(k) = 1) for the photon comoving
monopole Θ̃0 ≡ (Θ0+

ȧ
avb) and quadrupole Θ2 at four different redshifts, as a function of wavenumbers.

At each redshift, in the regions where the functions are the largest, the monopole always dominates
over the quadrupole by a few orders of magnitude. Note that these functions are both gauge invariant.

Q̇ ≃ 4ρ̄γ τ̇
[
⟨ΘB

(2)Θ
C1
(2)⟩+ 2⟨Θ̃(0)Θ

B
(2)Θ

C1
(2)⟩

]
. (5.12)

In an expansion in Legendre multipoles, the term ΘB(x⃗, n̂, η) gives a quadrupole moment
ΘB

2 = −Θ2, while the term ΘC1(x⃗, n̂, η) gives in the tight-coupling approximation ΘC1
2 =

monopole reads

Θ̃0 =
AWKB

(1 +R)1/4

[
cos(krs) +

aH

k
cs sin(krs)

]
e−(k/kD)2 .

Comparing the two expressions, one gets |Θ2| ∼ 8kcs
45τ̇

|Θ̃0|. Thus |Θ2| ≪ |Θ̃0| for relevant modes with k ≪ τ̇ .
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Θ2− 1
10(Θ2+ΘP

0 +ΘP
2 ) ≃ Θ2− 1

10(Θ2+
6
4Θ2) =

3
4Θ2. Thus, the heating rate is approximately

equal to

Q̇ ≃ −4ρ̄γ τ̇
3

4

[
⟨(Θ(2))

2⟩+ 2⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩
]
. (5.13)

The leading non-Gaussian contribution ⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩ is sourced by the three-point correlation

of primordial curvature,

⟨R(k⃗1)R(k⃗2)R(k⃗3)⟩ = f̃NL⟨RG(k⃗1)RG(k⃗2)R2
G(k⃗3)⟩+ permutations. (5.14)

Applying Wick’s theorem to the right-hand side of Eq. (5.14) and using the definition of the
power spectrum, one gets

⟨R(k⃗1)R(k⃗2)R(k⃗3)⟩ = f̃NL [PRG
(k1)PRG

(k2) + PRG
(k2)PRG

(k3) + PRG
(k3)PRG

(k1)]

δ(3)(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3) . (5.15)

We show in Appendix D that the relevant three-point correlation function can be expressed
as

⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩ = 15

√
2f̃NL

π7/2

∫ ∞

0
dr r2

[∫ ∞

0
dk1PRG

(k1)k
2
1Θ2(k1)j2(rk1)

]2 ∫ ∞

0
dk2k

2
2Θ̃0(k2)j0(rk2) ,

(5.16)
where jℓ(x) is the spherical Bessel function and the dependence of the multipoles Θ2(k1),
Θ̃0(k2) on time (or redshift) is implicit. This term sources corrections to spectral distortion
s = y, µ of the form

∆s =

∫
dz Is(z)

4τ̇(z)

a0H(z)

3

2
⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))

2⟩ , (5.17)

where ⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩ still depends on redshift z. Assuming like in previous sections that the

power spectrum of the Gaussian variable RG is a Dirac delta-function of amplitude AG, we
get a simplified expression for the correlator,

⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩ = 60

√
2πf̃NLA

2
G

∫ ∞

0
dr r2 [Θ2(k∗)j2(rk∗)]

2
∫ ∞

0
dk k2Θ̃0(k)j0(rk) . (5.18)

We can swap the integration order and integrate over r analytically using Eqs. (D.11)
and (D.12). We obtain

⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(2))
2⟩ = 15π

√
2π [Θ2(k∗)]

2

k2∗

∫ √
2k∗

0
dk k Θ̃0(k)P2

(
1− k2

2k2∗

)
. (5.19)

We can then express the total distortion (including the main Gaussian contribution and the
two next-to-leading-order corrections) as

s = AGWs(k∗) + 2f̃2NLA
2
GW

(NG2)
s (k∗) + f̃NLA

2
GW

(NG3)
s (k∗) , (5.20)

where NG3 refers to “Non-Gaussian window function for ⟨Θ3⟩ contribution”. This new
window function is defined as

W (NG3)
s (k∗) ≡

∫
dz Is(z)

4τ̇(z)

a0H(z)

45

2
π
√
2π [Θ2(k∗, z)]

2
∫ √

2k∗

0
d ln k

k2

k2∗
Θ̃0(k, z)P2

(
1− k2

2k2∗

)
,

(5.21)
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where we restored the explicit dependence on z in the arguments. Therefore, in order to

compute ∆s = f̃NLA
2
GW

(NG3)
s (k∗) with a Boltzmann code, one can proceed like in the stan-

dard Gaussian case, but with the source function Sac(k, z) ≃ 15
4 [Θ2(k, z)]

2 and primordial
spectrum PR(k) = AGk∗δ(k − k∗) replaced by

Sac(k, z) −→ 45

2
π
√
2π [Θ2(k∗, z)]

2 Θ̃0(k, z) ,

PR(k) −→ f̃NLA
2
G

k2

k2∗
P2

(
1− k2

2k2∗

)
H(

√
2k∗ − k) , (5.22)

where H(x) is the Heaviside function.

The numerical calculation of W
(NG3)
s (k∗) with CLASS is however more involved than

that of the Gaussian window function Ws(k) and of W
(NG2)
s (k∗). The latter functions only

involve the square of oscillatory functions, such that one can substitute sin2(x) by its average

1/2. Instead, W
(NG3)
s (k∗) involves odd powers of oscillatory functions centred around zero,

requiring a fine sampling of the integrands as a function of k. In the limit of a Dirac-delta
spectrum PRG

, after performing the integrals over k (and r) in Eq. (5.18) or in the reduced
form Eq. (5.19), one obtains a heating rate Q̇(z) which is again a quickly-oscillatory function
of z centred in zero, also requiring a fine sampling. We performed this calculation for a
log-normal peak in PRG

according to Eq. (5.16), and for a Dirac-delta peak using either
Eq. (5.18) or Eq. (5.19). We checked the numerical convergence of our results, as well as the
agreement between the two approaches for the Dirac-delta case (see Appendix E for more

details). Our result for W
(NG3)
s (k∗) in the Dirac-delta limit is reported and compared to

Ws(k∗) and of W
(NG2)
s (k∗) in Fig. 8. We note that W

(NG3)
y (k∗) and W

(NG3)
µ (k∗) are both

found to be negative such that, with f̃NL > 0, the cubic contribution would tend to slightly
suppress the y and µ distortions, and vice versa. We will see however that the effect is
negligible in practise.
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Figure 8: Comparison between the window function for y- and µ-distorsions in the Gaussian case,
Wy,µ(k), and in the case of a local non-Gaussian contribution sourced by a Dirac-delta spectrum
PRG

peaking at a scale k. In the latter case, W (NG2) refers to the window function associated to
the contribution of the two-point correlation function ⟨Θ2⟩, and W (NG3) to that from the three-point
correlation function ⟨Θ3⟩. We find that W (NG3) is suppressed with respect to the other window
functions by several orders of magnitude (excepted in the small-k limit).

Our preliminary discussion in section Section 4.2, which suggested that the contribution
of the three-point correlation function ⟨Θ3⟩ to the heating rate Q̇ could dominate over that
of the two-point correlation function ⟨Θ2⟩ when |f̃NL| < 1, was based on the simplifying
assumption that all transfer functions are of order one. In reality, the order of magnitude of
the transfer functions Θℓ(k, η) depends on the multipole ℓ. It is true that, for the monopole,
Θ̃0(k, η) peaks at values of order one, as confirmed by Fig. 7. Instead, for the quadrupole,
Θ̃2(k, η) peaks at much smaller values, as shown by Fig. 2. However, when comparing the
the NG2 and NG3 contributions to the heating rate Q̇, we find that the former is sourced
by 2f̃2NLA

2
G[Θ2]

2 and the later by f̃NLA
2
GΘ̃0[Θ2]

2. Since Θ̃0 is typically of order one, we
may really expect that the condition for NG3 to dominate is |f̃NL| < 1. This argument is
oversimplified. It neglects the fact that the transfer functions need to be integrated over k,
like in Eqs. (5.16), (5.18) and (5.19). The fact that Θ̃0 is a quickly oscillatory function of
kη, with oscillations centred around zero, reduces the NG3 contribution by several orders of
magnitude. Our explicit calculation of W (NG3)(k) in Fig. 8 shows this suppression explicitly,
since W (NG3)(k) ≪ W (NG2)(k) (excepted for the smallest values k, which are anyway irrele-
vant for FIRAS bounds). Thus, the NG3 term would actually dominate over the NG2 term
only for values |f̃NL| ≪ 1 such that non-Gaussian corrections are negligible as a whole. This
is immediately visible from Eq. (5.20), which can be cast as

s = AG

[
Ws(k∗) + 2f̃2NLAGW

(NG2)
s (k∗) + f̃NLAGW

(NG3)
s (k∗)

]
. (5.23)

To avoid an over-production of PBHs, we must have A≪ 1 and thus, according to Eq. (5.8),
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|f̃NLAG| ≪ 1. Since additionally |W (NG3)
s (k∗)| ≪ Ws(k∗), we see that for any possible value

of f̃NL and AG, the NG3 contribution is always suppressed by several orders of magnitude
compared to the Gaussian one.

Our calculations in this section prove that in the case of local non-Gaussianity, correc-
tions to spectral distortions arising from the three-point correlation function ⟨Θ3⟩ are always
negligible. The leading non-Gaussian corrections are always captured by the two-point cor-
relation function described in Section 5.1 in the limit |f̃NL|AG ≤ 1 and Section 6 in the limit
|f̃NL|AG ≫ 1.

6 Distortions in the limit of local non-perturbative non-Gaussianity

6.1 Chi-squared non-Gaussianity

In this section we focus on a pure chi-squared non-Gaussianity, meaning that

R(x⃗) = R2
G(x⃗)− ⟨R2

G⟩. (6.1)

We have seen in Section 4.2 that in the χ2 limit, spectral distortions s = µ, y are dominated
once more by the contribution of the two-point correlation function ⟨Θ2⟩ to the heating
rate Q̇. The primordial curvature spectrum PR(k) = PR2

G
(k) is given by Eq. (5.6). We have

already seen that, due to the mode-mode coupling induced by non-Gaussianity, the spectrum
of R acquires a width and actually peaks at a scale k = 2k∗ shifted with respect to the peak
of PRG (k). Its amplitude (which corresponds to the curvature variance in real space) is given
by

A ≡ ⟨R2(x⃗)⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

dk

k
PR(k) = 2A2

G . (6.2)

The s-distortion can then be computed using Eq. (3.22) with PR(k) substituted with Eq. (5.5).
The result can be put in the form

s = AW (NG2)
s (k∗) , (6.3)

with W
(NG2)
s (k∗) given by Eq. (5.10).
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Figure 9: Ratio of window functionsW
(NG2)
s (k∗)/Ws(k∗), for y-distortion (orange) and µ-distortions

(blue). These curves directly show how much stronger the FIRAS bounds on the variance A of
curvature perturbations are in the limit of non-Gaussianity with chi-squared statistics.

The constraints on A in this case, A < µFIRAS/W
(NG2)
µ (k∗) and A < yFIRAS/W

(NG2)
y (k∗),

are shown in Fig. 6. Formally, these constraints are equivalent to those obtained in the
previous section in the limit in which the non-Gaussian contribution dominates over the
Gaussian one, that is, when the primordial spectrum has a single peak with a see-tooth
shape and a maximum at k = 2k∗. Once more, the constraints are the same as in the
Gaussian case in the region where Wµ,y(k∗) are nearly independent of k∗, and become much
stronger at large k due to the k < k∗ tail of the non-Gaussian PR(k), or a bit stronger at
small k due to the peak of PR(k) being shifted from k∗ to 2k∗.

To show by how much the FIRAS bounds on A differ in the Gaussian and chi-squared

cases, we show in Fig. 9 the ratio W
(NG2)
s (k∗)/Ws(k∗). We see for instance that for k∗ =

4× 104Mpc−1 (resp. k∗ = 6× 104Mpc−1), the bounds from µ distortions are 20 (resp. 300)
times stronger in the non-Gaussian case.

6.2 Higher-order non-perturbative non-Gaussianity

In Eq. (2.21), we stopped the expansion of Q̇ at order three in the photon temperature
anisotropy field Θ(x⃗, n̂, η). Higher-order corrections would be of the type ⟨Θn⟩n̂,x⃗, or featuring
multiple angular averages within the spatial average: for instance, at order four, one would
get contributions from ⟨Θ4⟩n̂,x⃗ but also from

〈
⟨Θ2⟩n̂⟨Θ2⟩n̂

〉
x⃗
.

Writing only powers of Θ is a simplification. When deriving Eq. (2.21), we have seen
that the final result can involve the full anisotropy field Θ, but also other combinations of
temperature and polarisation multipoles or of the baryon dipole, like ΘB, ΘC1, ΘC2, or the
comoving monopole Θ̃(0).

We can actually make a more precise statement on the structure of each term of order
n. In the sum of all contributions of order n to Q̇, it must be possible to factorize at least
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one power of ΘB and exactly one power of (ΘC1 + ΘC2). The first statement comes from
the structure of ρex in Eq. (2.12). In the baryon rest frame, ρex must exactly vanish when
the anisotropy field reduces to a simple monopole, Θ = Θ(0). Physically, this follows from
the fact that in the absence of anisotropies there is no mixing of blackbodies with different
temperatures. Mathematically, this is guaranteed by the fact that in the Taylor expansion
of Q̇, one can factorise at least one power of (Θ−Θ(0)) in the contribution from each order.
It is easy to check that this is the case at order n = 2, 3 in Eq. (2.13), and we also checked
it explicitly at the next orders. After going from the baryon frame to an arbitrary frame,
(Θ − Θ(0)) becomes ΘB. The second statement comes from the fact that each contribution

to Q̇ features one power of Θ̇, which gives a factor (ΘC1 + ΘC2) after using the Boltzmann
equation.

Moreover, we know that ΘC2 remains small compared to ΘC1, such the leading contribu-
tion of order n is given by products like Θn−2ΘBΘC1. The first two fields are yet unspecified,
but we can further use the fact that in an expansion in multipoles, Θ is dominated by the
monopole while ΘB and ΘC1 are dominated by the quadrupole. Therefore, at order n, the
largest term always reads 〈

Θ̃n−2
(0) ΘB

(2)Θ
C1
(2)

〉
n̂,x⃗

. (6.4)

After expanding in Fourier space and Legendre multipoles, this correlation function can be
expressed as a multiple integral over n wavevectors involving at least

Θ̃0(k1)...Θ̃0(kn−2)Θ2(kn−1)Θ2(kn) ⟨R(k⃗1)...R(k⃗n)⟩ . (6.5)

In the previous sections, we have studied in detail the cases n = 2 and n = 3. We found
that for n = 3 the three-point correlation function is strongly suppressed with respect to the
two-point correlation function for a reason that is independent on assumptions concerning
the statistics of the primordial curvature field. The reason is that Θ̃(0) is a quickly oscillatory
function centred in zero, whose integral is thus very small. The conclusion would be the same
with any odd n. Instead, for even n’s, the integral over Θn−2

0 is not suppressed - like in the
case n = 2 where sin2(krs) can be replaced by one half.

We can compare schematically the contribution of each even term of order n = 2m by
writing it as

Θ2
2 ⟨R2⟩ , Θ̃2

0Θ
2
2 ⟨R4⟩ , Θ̃4

0Θ
2
2 ⟨R6⟩ , Θ̃2m−2

0 Θ2
2 ⟨R2m⟩ . (6.6)

Since Θ̃2
0 is of order one, it does not contribute to the suppression of higher-order terms. Θ2

2

is a few orders of magnitude smaller, but this is irrelevant in the comparison between the
different terms. The variance ⟨R2⟩ must remain substantially smaller than one to avoid an
overproduction of black holes. A term of order n = 2m could still be significant with respect
to the usual term of order n = 2 if ⟨R2m⟩ was at least as large as ⟨R2⟩. This condition is
hardly compatible with the requirement that ⟨R2⟩ ≪ 1. Usually, even strongly non-Gaussian
pdfs have ⟨R2m⟩ ∼ ⟨R2⟩m, such that higher powers are suppressed. One would need to invoke
some very specific probability distributions to enhance high-order contributions compared to
the usual n = 2 contribution.

6.3 Comparison with previous results

Since we present the first accurate attempt to compute spectral distortions in the presence
of primordial non-Gaussianity, we do not have previous results to compare with. To the
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best of our knowledge, the only exception is the appendix of reference [61], which presents
a simplified discussion of these potential effects. The authors of [61] acknowledge that their
calculation is not meant to be rigorous.

Reference [61] introduces a field θ accounting for the angle-averaged photon temperature
fluctuation, θ = δργ/ρ̄γ , and not for its anisotropies. In our notation, this would be the
monopole Θ(0). However, they express the µ distortions as an expansion over the same
θ, while the actual distortions depend mainly on the anisotropic part of the temperature
distribution, Θ(x⃗, n̂, η)−Θ(0)(x⃗, η), and in particular on its quadrupole moment. Then, they
expand µ-distortions in n-point correlation functions ⟨θn⟩. Next, they argue that in models
leading to PBH formation, θ can be quite large (nearly of order one), such that several n-
momenta could contribute to the total µ. Finally, they assume a parametric from for the
non-Gaussian statistics of θ, and present approximate results for µ-distortions. Their bounds
differ from standard prediction mainly due to the role of high-order momenta ⟨θn⟩.

In reality, we have seen that µ distortions are always sourced by at least two powers of
the quadrupole Θ(2), which remains very small compared to δργ/ρ̄γ in the range of time and
scales where µ-distortions are generated. We distinguished between the role of the monopole
and of the quadrupole in next-to-leading-order momenta. We were led to the unexpected
conclusion that high-order momenta tend to remain negligible, even in the limit of pure
chi-squared non-Gaussianity. We expect this conclusion to hold unless one invokes very
special probability distribution functions for the primordial curvature field, with high-order
momenta strongly enhanced compared to the variance. With this in mind, we concentrated
on the impact of non-Gaussianity on the distortions seeded, like in the Gaussian limit, by
the two-point correlation function of the photon quadrupole. At this level, there is still a
significant effect, because local non-Gaussianity induces mode-mode coupling and broadens
the shape of the peak in the primordial spectrum, such that µ-distortion constraints apply
to a wider range of peak scales.

7 Conclusions

Spectral Distortions of CMB photons have the potential of uncovering some of the mysteries
of the early universe. At very early times, µ-type distortions are sourced by the dissipation
of acoustic waves over a wide range of scales, including much smaller wavelengths than
those constrained by CMB temperature and polarisation anisotropies. This mechanism could
provide some important information about initial conditions from inflation. In the range of
scales constrained by CMB anisotropies, primordial fluctuations are known to be very small,
⟨R2⟩ ∼ O(10−9), and highly Gaussian. As already shown by several works [94–96], at smaller
scales, the primordial spectrum may feature some peaks that could be well over seven orders
of magnitude higher, causing the formation of PBHs and questioning the naturalness of
Gaussianity on such scales.

In this paper, we comprehensively analyse various schemes in the current literature
for computing the µ-distortions, and extend them to the case of primordial perturbations
featuring non-Gaussian statistics. For the first time, we demonstrate the impact of non-
Gaussian seeds from inflation on µ-distortions via a robust formalism.

Sticking first to the assumption of Gaussian perturbations, we confirm previous state-of-
the-art calculations of µ-distortions, based on a semi-analytic approximation for the acoustic
dissipation source function that is called (A2) in this work, see Eq. (3.19). Using the CLASS

code, we compute a more precise version of this source function, see Eq. (3.21), but we then
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prove that using (A2) is sufficient to derive accurate y- and µ-distortion bounds from FIRAS.
Instead, the most commonly used analytical fits to the source function, called here (F1) and
(F2), see Eqs. (3.24) and (3.25), are very crude. We provide a more accurate analytical fit
called (F3), see Eq. (3.26) and Table 2, which can be safely used to derive FIRAS bounds in
a very straightforward way for any given power spectrum, while achieving 10% accuracy.

To analyse the case of non-Gaussian primordial fluctuations, we push for the first time
the calculation of the heating rate that sources y- and µ-distortions to next-to-leading order,
that is, to the level of the three-point correlation function of temperature anisotropies, ⟨Θ3⟩,
using the second-order Boltzmann equation. At this order, the heating rate depends locally
on the value of the temperature monopole Θ0. This may come as a surprise since we focus here
on distortions generated by temperature anisotropies. Our result is nevertheless consistent
because Θ0 modulates the absolute amplitude of photon anisotropies that an observer would
measure at a given point at order two in perturbations, see Eq. (B.6). We also check that
our next-to-leading-order heating rate is gauge invariant.

We then express the heating rate and compute the resulting spectral distortions in the
particular case of local non-Gaussianity in the statistics of primordial curvature fluctuations
R, parameterised by f̃NL. For the sake of simplicity and concision, we further assume that
the Gaussian field RG that generates such fluctuations features itself a Dirac-delta function
peaked at some arbitrary scale k∗. Note that with our formalism, it is trivial to obtain more
general results in the case of broader peaks. Due to mode-mode-coupling, a sharp peak in
the spectrum of RG leads to a broader one in that of R, with a maximum amplitude at a
slightly different scale. It also leads to a non-zero bispectrum for R.

We then propagate this primordial non-Gaussianity to the level of the heating rate and
spectral distortions. According to a rough estimate, depending on the precise value of |f̃NL|,
the correction to the distortions caused by non-Gaussianity could be dominated either by
the modified contribution of the two-point correlation function ⟨Θ2⟩, or by that of the new
contribution of the three-point correlation function ⟨Θ3⟩. However, a detailed calculation of
the latter contribution in Section 5.2 shows that it is more suppressed than expected, due
to integrations over highly oscillatory functions centred around zero. As a result, we show
that for any value of f̃NL such that non-Gaussian corrections are not totally negligible, the
contribution from the two-point correlation function always dominates. Like in the Gaussian
case, we provide an analytical fit to the window function that allows to easily compute non-
Gaussian corrections to y- and µ-distortions for any delta-peaked spectrum in the underlying
Gaussian field RG and any parameter f̃NL, see Eq. (3.26) and Table 2.

We then compute the bounds on the primordial curvature spectrum amplitude A = ⟨R2⟩
that can be inferred from FIRAS for an arbitrary value of f̃NL. The difference with respect
to the Gaussian case is caused by the broadening of the primordial spectrum peak due to
mode-mode coupling. This effect does not change the bounds on A in the range of scale where
y- or µ-distortions are maximal. However, it becomes relevant at the edges of this range, for
which the bounds become stronger. Intuitively, when primordial fluctuations are generated
on a scale that would in principle slightly evade the bounds from spectral distortions in the
Gaussian limit, some power can propagate (through mode-mode coupling) to neighbouring
scales sourcing higher distortions, and the bounds straighten. This is particularly true for
µ-distortions in the range 104Mpc−1 ≤ k∗ ≤ 106Mpc−1.

Our final results can be summarised as follows. In the regime of perturbative non-
Gaussianity, f̃NL

√
A ≤ 1, corrections to the standard µ-distortion bounds start to be relevant

when f̃NL

√
A approaches the order of 0.1, see Fig. 6. They grow very quickly for larger
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values. However, when f̃NL

√
A ≫ 1, the effect saturates: this corresponds to the limit of

non-perturbative non-Gaussianity with a pure χ2-statistics for R. We also derive the FIRAS
bound on A as a function of k∗ in this limit, as shown in the same Fig. 6. For instance, in the
χ2 limit, the bound on A is stronger than in the Gaussian case by one order of magnitude at
k∗ ∼ 3.6 × 10−4Mpc−1, two orders of magnitude at k∗ ∼ 5.4 × 10−4Mpc−1, or three orders
of magnitude at k∗ ∼ 6.8× 10−4Mpc−1. These numbers can be reproduced by simply taking
the ratio of our fitting function in Tables 1 and 2, or directly by looking at Fig. 9.

In a companion paper [62], we compute the density of PBHs generated by a peak in
the primordial spectrum obeying local non-Gaussian statistics. We then use the results of
the present paper to derive FIRAS bounds on the density of PBHs generated by such a
mechanism.

We recall that, while our derivation of the heating rate at order three in photon
anisotropies is general, our subsequent calculation of the effect of non-Gaussianity on spec-
tral distortions is model-dependent. Specifically, our results only cover the case of local
non-Gaussianity. Even in this case, they do not include the special limit in which the f̃NL

contribution is suppressed compared to the next-order g̃NL contribution in the expansion
of Eq. (4.1). Nonetheless, our analysis provides a robust basis to start discussing in a
quantitative way how µ-distortion constraints on the abundance of PBHs are affected by
non-Gaussianity.
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A Averaging the local contribution to spectral distortion

To go from the local contribution to spectral distortions to the average contribution, one
performs the average of Eq. (2.1):

ṡ ∝ d

dη

〈
ρex|b
ργ |b

〉
ρ(x⃗)

. (A.1)

In principle, one could use either a simple average 1
V

∫
V d

3x(...) , an average weighted
by the number density 1

n̄γ

∫
V d

3xnγ(x⃗)(...), or an average weighted by the energy density
1
ρ̄γ

∫
V d

3x ργ(x⃗)(...). Since a distortion created in a given point contributes more to the av-
erage in locations with more photons, the average must be weighted by the photon density.
Weighting by the energy density is the most sensible prescription, given that this is equivalent
to averaging only over the extensive quantity ρex(x⃗), see Eq. (2.2). However, we also consid-
ered the possibility of averaging over number density. Here, we report the consequences of
this other prescription in case it would be useful for future work.

These averaging processes lead to the same expression for the heating rate Q̇ at leading
order, but to different factors at next-to-leading order. With an average weighted by the

– 35 –



local number density, one needs to integrate

nγ(η, x⃗)|b
n̄γ(η)

ρex(η, x⃗)|b
ργ(η, x⃗)|b

=
[
⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩n̂

]
b

[
⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂ − ⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩4/3n̂

]
b

[⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂]b
(A.2)

=

[〈
2Θ2 − 2Θ2

(0) +
8

3
Θ3 − 6Θ(0)Θ

2 +
10

3
Θ3

(0)

〉
n̂

+O(Θ4)

]
b

(A.3)

over volume. After some algebra, this gives the same heating rate as in Eq. (2.21), but with
a factor one (instead of two) in front of the term (Θ(0) +

ȧ
avb)Θ

BΘC1. Then, the window

function describing non-Gaussian corrections of order Θ3 is 1
2W

(NG3) instead of W (NG3).

If instead one performs a simple average, not weighted by number nor energy density,
one needs to integrate

ρex(η, x⃗)|b
ργ(η, x⃗)|b

=
aRT̄

4
[
⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂ − ⟨(1 + Θ)3⟩4/3n̂

]
b

aRT̄ 4 [⟨(1 + Θ)4⟩n̂]b
(A.4)

=

[〈
2Θ2 − 2Θ2

(0) +
8

3
Θ3 − 12Θ(0)Θ

2 +
28

3
Θ3

(0)

〉
n̂

+O(Θ4)

]
b

(A.5)

over volume. The heating rate then has a minus sign in front of the term 2(Θ(0)+
ȧ
avb)Θ

BΘC1,

and the window function providing non-Gaussian corrections of order three is −W (NG3)

instead of W (NG3).

As explained before, we expect that weighting the average by the energy density is the
physically correct choice, but we stress that other choices would not change our results, since
we show in Section 5.1 that non-Gaussian corrections of order three are always negligible in
the context of this work.

B Gauge invariance of the source of spectral distortions

Here we discuss the gauge invariance of our starting point for the calculation of spectral
distortions, Eq. (2.3).

B.1 Gauge transformations

The temperature anisotropy field Θ(x⃗, n̂, η) can be expanded in spherical harmonics. Here we
denote as Θ(ℓ) the sum of all contributions at a given multipole order ℓ, Θ(ℓ) =

∑
m almY

m
l ,

such that Θ =
∑

ℓΘ(ℓ). We write the subscript ℓ between parentheses to distinguish Θ(ℓ) from
the Legendre multipole of a function of a single angle. The monopole Θ(0) = ⟨Θ⟩n̂ accounts
for a local density inhomogeneity in the photon field. The dipole Θ(1) = n̂ · v⃗γ describes the
local bulk velocity of photons. Since we are only interested in an inhomogeneous universe
with scalar perturbations, the photon velocity is a pure gradient field, v⃗γ = ∇⃗vγ , with a
velocity potential vγ normalised by convention to ⟨vγ⟩x⃗ = 0. The same applies to the bulk

velocity of baryons, v⃗b = ∇⃗vb, with ⟨vb⟩x⃗ = 0.

An infinitesimal coordinate transformation xµ → xµ + ϵµ(x⃗) induces a gauge transfor-
mation that may change the monopole and the dipole while leaving higher-order multipoles
invariant. A purely spatial gauge transformation, xi → xi + ϵi(x⃗), acts on metric per-
turbations but is irrelevant for the temperature anisotropy field. A purely temporal one,
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x0 → x0 + ϵ0(x⃗), acts on the monopole and dipole as

Θ(0) 7−→ Θ(0) +
ȧ

a
ϵ0 ,

Θ(1) 7−→ Θ(1) − n̂ · ∇⃗ϵ0 , (B.1)

with the dot denoting a derivative with respect to x0. Then, using ρ̄γ = aRT̄
4 with ˙̄T/T̄ =

−ȧ/a, one finds that the photon density perturbation and bulk velocity transform as

δργ 7−→ δργ − ϵ0 ˙̄ργ ,

v⃗γ 7−→ v⃗γ − ∇⃗ϵ0 , (B.2)

or simply vγ 7−→ vγ − ϵ0. Similarly, the baryon density and velocity perturbations transform
as

δρb 7−→ δρb − ϵ0 ˙̄ρb ,

v⃗b 7−→ v⃗b − ∇⃗ϵ0 , (B.3)

or simply vb 7−→ vb − ϵ0. Note that, out of these perturbations, we can build at least two
gauge-invariant combinations:

v⃗γ − v⃗b and Θ(0) +
ȧ

a
vb . (B.4)

Up to a factor 4, the second quantity is the comoving density perturbation of photons (see
e.g. [97]).

B.2 Comoving baryon gauge

Starting from a general gauge where v⃗b ̸= o⃗ or vb ̸= 0, it is possible to go to one of the comov-
ing baryon gauges, that is, any gauge in which baryon velocities vanish everywhere, using a
temporal gauge transformation with ϵ0 = vb. The photon velocity potential, monopole and
dipole then transform as

vγ 7−→ vγ − vb ,

Θ(0) 7−→ Θ(0) +
ȧ

a
vb ,

Θ(1) 7−→ Θ(1) − n̂ · ∇⃗vb = n̂ · (v⃗γ − v⃗b) . (B.5)

The prescription ϵ0 = vb fixes uniquely the temporal part of the gauge transformation, but
the spatial part could still be arbitrary. Thus, there is an infinity of baryon comoving gauges.
However, the fact that ρex in Eq. (2.3) must be evaluated in a baryon comoving gauge is
sufficient to guarantee that ṡ or Q̇ are gauge-invariant. Indeed, these quantities can be
expressed entirely as a function of the temperature field Θ (and its time derivative). Thus,
ρex is only affected by temporal gauge transformations, and the above prescription fixes it
entirely.
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B.3 Role of the monopole

The fact that the monopole remains in the expression of the heating rate (see e.g. eq. Eq. (2.21))
may sound surprising at first sight. Since a pure monopole does not contribute to a super-
position of blackbodies, we may expect that it cannot source spectral distortions. However,
when the field Θ features simultaneously a monopole and some anisotropies, the monopole
becomes relevant. This comes from the fact that, for the purpose of studying perturbations in
the whole universe, we define temperature anisotropies relative to the global spatial-averaged
(and immeasurable) quantity T̄ , rather than to the local angular-averaged (and measurable)
quantity ⟨T ⟩n̂ = T̄ (1 + Θ(0)). Since in each point, we can write

T = T̄

1 + Θ(0) +
∑
l≥1

Θ(l)

 = T̄ (1 + Θ(0))

1 +
∑
l≥1

Θ(l)

1 + Θ(0)

 , (B.6)

we see that the anisotropies that are effectively measurable by a local observer read Θ(l)/(1+
Θ(0)) for any ℓ ≥ 1. Thus, the local value of Θ(0) modulates the local anisotropies that
enter into the calculation of the excess energy density ρex. This monopole correction does
not contribute to the leading-order expression of Q̇, but it does appear in higher-order con-
tributions. For instance, at next-to-leading order, there is a contribution from the term
⟨Θ(0)(Θ−Θ(0))

2⟩n̂,x⃗ in the expression of ⟨ρex|b⟩x⃗.
The presence of such monopole terms does not compromise the gauge invariance of the

heating rate, since the final expression only involves the gauge-invariant quantity (Θ(0)+
ȧ
avb)

that describes the local monopole measured in the baryon rest frame.

C Expansion of two-point correlation function in multipoles

In order to compute Q̇ with Eq. (3.1), we need to evaluate the two-point correlation function
⟨ΘBΘC1⟩n̂,x⃗. We expand ΘX with X = B,C1 in Fourier space:

ΘX(η, x⃗, n̂) =

∫
d3k⃗

(2π)3/2
e−ik⃗·x⃗ΘX(k⃗, n̂, t) . (C.1)

As long as the CMB temperature anisotropy Θ obeys to a linear equation of evolution for
scales entering the Hubble radius and smaller, we can write

ΘX(k⃗, n̂, t) = ΘX(k, µ, t)R(k⃗) , (C.2)

where the transfer function ΘX(k, µ, t) only depends on the wavenumber, the cosine µ of
the angle between k⃗ and n̂, and time t. R(k⃗) stands for the Fourier modes of the primor-
dial curvature perturbation. This result remains true even when the primordial curvature
R(k⃗) obeys non-Gaussian statistics. Then, we can expand this transfer function in Legendre
multipoles,

ΘX(k, µ, t) =
∑
ℓ

(−i)ℓ(2ℓ+ 1)ΘX
ℓ (k)Pℓ(µ) , (C.3)

such that

ΘX(η, x⃗, n̂) =

∫
d3k⃗

(2π)3/2
e−ik⃗·x⃗

∑
ℓ

(−i)ℓ(2ℓ+ 1)ΘX
ℓ (k)Pℓ(µ)R(k⃗) . (C.4)
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We could also take the complex conjugate of the right-hand side of Eq. (C.4), since the
left-hand side is a real function. Then, the function of ΘBΘC1 of (η, x⃗, n̂) can be expanded
as

ΘBΘC1 =

∫
d3k⃗d3k⃗′

(2π)3
e−i(k⃗−k⃗′)·x⃗

∑
ℓ,ℓ′

(−i)(ℓ−ℓ′)(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)ΘB
ℓ (k)Θ

C1
ℓ′ (k

′)Pℓ(µ)Pℓ′(µ
′)

×R(k⃗)R∗(k⃗′) . (C.5)

We want to evaluate the average of the left-hand side over n̂, x⃗. As usual in cosmology, we
make the assumption of ergodicity and replace this average with one over all the realisations
of the stochastic theory, which amounts to evaluating the left-hand side with ⟨ΘBΘC1⟩x⃗,n̂ and

the right-hand side with ⟨R(k⃗)R∗(k⃗′)⟩realisations. In what follows, we remove the subscript
denoting an average over realisations and we replace the curvature covariance by

⟨R(k⃗)R∗(k⃗′)⟩ = PR(k) δ
(3)(k⃗ − k⃗′) , (C.6)

which only assumes statistical homogeneity and isotropy in the universe and remains true
even for non-Gaussian primordial perturbations. We can then perform one integral and
obtain

⟨ΘBΘC1⟩ =
∫

d3k⃗

(2π)3

∑
ℓ,ℓ′

(−i)(ℓ−ℓ′)(2ℓ+ 1)(2ℓ′ + 1)ΘB
ℓ (k)Θ

C1
ℓ′ (k)Pℓ(µ)Pℓ′(µ)PR(k) . (C.7)

We expand the integral on the remaining wave-vector as d3k⃗ = k2dk dk̂, and perform the
integration over the angular part using∫

dk̂Pℓ(µ)Pℓ′(µ) =

∫ π

0
dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0
dϕPℓ(cos θ)Pℓ′(cos θ) (C.8)

= 2π

∫ 1

−1
dxPℓ(x)Pℓ′(x) = 2π

2

2ℓ+ 1
δℓℓ′ . (C.9)

We obtain the result shown in Eq. (3.3):

⟨ΘBΘC1⟩x⃗,n̂ =

∫
dk k2

(2π)3

∑
ℓ

4π(2ℓ+ 1)ΘB
ℓ (k)Θ

C1
ℓ (k)PR(k) . (C.10)

D Bispectrum of multipoles with local non-Gaussianity

Here, our goal is to expand and compute the three-point correlator

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 ≡ ⟨Θ(ℓ1)(x⃗, n̂, η)Θ(ℓ2)(x⃗, n̂, η)Θ(ℓ3)(x⃗, n̂, η)⟩x⃗,n̂ , (D.1)

which appears in Eq. (5.12). Following the same steps as in Section 3.1, we expand this
product as

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 =

〈∫
d3k⃗1d

3k⃗2d
3k⃗3

(2π)9/2
e−i(k⃗1+k⃗2+k⃗3)·x⃗(−i)ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3(2ℓ1 + 1)(2ℓ2 + 1)(2ℓ3 + 1)

×Θℓ1(k1)Θℓ2(k2)Θℓ3(k3)Pℓ1(k̂1 · n̂)Pℓ2(k̂2 · n̂)Pℓ3(k̂3 · n̂)R(k⃗1)R(k⃗2)R(k⃗3)
〉
.

(D.2)
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Assuming ergodicity, we replace the average over (x⃗, n̂) by an average over stochastic reali-
sations of the curvature perturbation at a fixed position x⃗ = o⃗ and direction n̂. Next, we use
the leading-order curvature bispectrum of Section 5.2 to express this as

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 = f̃NL

∫
d3k⃗1d

3k⃗2d
3k⃗3

(2π)9/2
(−i)ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3(2ℓ1 + 1)(2ℓ2 + 1)(2ℓ3 + 1)

×Θℓ1(k1)Θℓ2(k2)Θℓ3(k3)Pℓ1(k̂1 · n̂)Pℓ2(k̂2 · n̂)Pℓ3(k̂3 · n̂)
× [PR(k1)PR(k2) + PR(k2)PR(k3) + PR(k3)PR(k1)] δ

(3)(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3) .

(D.3)

We replace the Dirac delta-function in terms of spherical harmonics (in their complex rep-
resentation), Wigner 3j-symbols and spherical Bessel functions of the first kind (see e.g.
Eq. (6.30) in [98]),

δ3(k⃗1 + k⃗2 + k⃗3) = 8
∑
Li,Mi

iL1+L2+L3

√∏
i (2Li + 1)

4π

(
L1 L2 L3

0 0 0

)(
L1 L2 L3

M1 M2 M3

)
×YM1

L1
(k̂1)Y

M2
L2

(k̂2)Y
M3
L3

(k̂3)

∫
drr2jL1(rk1)jL2(rk2)jL3(rk3) .

(D.4)

Inserting this in Appendix D, we find that the three-point correlator reads

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 = 24f̃NL

∫
d3k⃗1d

3k⃗2d
3k⃗3

(2π)9/2
(−i)ℓ1+ℓ2+ℓ3(2ℓ1 + 1)(2ℓ2 + 1)(2ℓ3 + 1)

×Θℓ1(k1)Θℓ2(k2)Θℓ3(k3)Pℓ1(k̂1 · n̂)Pℓ2(k̂2 · n̂)Pℓ3(k̂3 · n̂)PR(k1)PR(k2)

×
∑
Li,Mi

iL1+L2+L3

√
(2L1 + 1) (2L2 + 1) (2L3 + 1)

4π

(
L1 L2 L3

0 0 0

)(
L1 L2 L3

M1 M2 M3

)
×YM1

L1
(k̂1)Y

M2
L2

(k̂2)Y
M3
L3

(k̂3)

∫
drr2jL1(rk1)jL2(rk2)jL3(rk3) , (D.5)

where we used the fact that the three permutations inside the bispectrum are equal. We then
expand each Legendre multipole in spherical harmonics, such that for each i = 1, 2, 3,∫

dk̂i Pℓi(k̂i · n̂)Y
Mi
Li

(k̂i) =

∫
dk̂i

 li∑
mi=−li

4π

(2ℓi + 1)
Y mi
ℓi

(n̂)Y mi∗
ℓi

(k̂i)

YMi
Li

(k̂i)

=

li∑
mi=−li

4π

(2ℓi + 1)
Y mi
ℓi

(n̂)δℓi,Li
δmi,Mi , (D.6)

where we have used the orthogonality of spherical harmonics. We are now left with

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 = 24f̃NL(4π)
3

∫
dk1dk2dk3

(2π)9/2
k21k

2
2k

2
3 Θℓ1(k1)Θℓ2(k2)Θℓ3(k3)PR(k1)PR(k2)

×
∑
mi

√
(2ℓ1 + 1) (2ℓ2 + 1) (2ℓ3 + 1)

4π

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3
0 0 0

)(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3
m1 m2 m3

)
×Y m1

ℓ1
(n̂)Y m2

ℓ2
(n̂)Y m3

ℓ3
(n̂)

∫
drr2jℓ1(rk1)jℓ2(rk2)jℓ3(rk3) . (D.7)
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Without loss of generality, we can assume that the unit vector n̂ points in the direction θ = 0,
such that Y mi

ℓi
(n̂) =

√
(2ℓi + 1)/4π δmi,0. Then we obtain a compact result, and

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 = 24f̃NL(4π)

∫
dk1dk2dk3

(2π)9/2
k21k

2
2k

2
3Θℓ1(k1)Θℓ2(k2)Θℓ3(k3)PR(k1)PR(k2)

× (2ℓ1 + 1) (2ℓ2 + 1) (2ℓ3 + 1)

(
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3
0 0 0

)2 ∫
drr2jℓ1(rk1)jℓ2(rk2)jℓ3(rk3) .

(D.8)

For a numerical evaluation, this quadruple integral can be conveniently reordered as

Bℓ1ℓ2ℓ3 =
48f̃NL

(2π)7/2

[∏
i

(2ℓi + 1)

](
ℓ1 ℓ2 ℓ3
0 0 0

)2 ∫
dr r2

[∫
dk1 k

2
1PR(k1)Θℓ1(k1)jℓ1(rk1)

]
×

[∫
dk2 k

2
2PR(k2)Θℓ2(k2)jℓ2(rk2)

] [∫
dk3 k

2
3Θℓ3(k3)jℓ3(rk3)

]
.

(D.9)

The integrals over k1 and k2 are identical. In practice, one can first evaluate the one-
dimensional integrals over k1 and k3 for each r, and then integrate over r.

The integral over r could also be performed analytically (see [99, 100]). However, the
analytical result can be quite cumbersome, unless one of the indices (ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3) vanishes and
the other two are identical. Fortunately, this applies to our case, since for our purposes we
are only interested in the correlator B022 = B202 = B220, which reads

B220 =
15

√
2f̃NL

π7/2

∫
dk1 k

2
1Θ2(k1)PR(k1)

∫
dk2 k

2
2Θ2(k2)PR(k2)

∫
dk3 k

2
3Θ0(k3)

×J220(k1, k2, k3) , (D.10)

with

J220(k1, k2, k3) ≡
∫
drr2j2(rk1)j2(rk2)j0(rk3) . (D.11)

Defining ∆ =
k21+k22−k23

2k1k2
, we have

J220(k1, k2, k3) =

{ π
4k1k2k3

P2(∆) if 0 ≤ ∆ ≤ 1,

0 otherwise.
(D.12)

E Numerical evaluation of the bispectrum of temperature multipoles

Since the calculation of the window functionW (NG3) within CLASS is numerically challenging,
we provide here a few details on this calculation. The difficult task is to compute the term
⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ(0))

2⟩, expressed as a multiple integrals over transfer functions, power spectra and
spherical Bessel functions in Eq. (5.16). When the power spectra are Dirac delta-functions, we
can perform all integrals but one analytically and reduce the computation to Eq. (5.19). Our
final result for W (NG3)(k∗) was obtained using the latter formula. However, as a consistency
check, we also integrated the full expression Eq. (5.16) for a log-normal power spectrum of
width ∆,

PRG
(k) =

1√
2π∆

exp

[
−1

2

(
ln(k/k∗)

∆

)2
]
, (E.1)
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using either ∆ = 1 or ∆ = 0.1. We checked that when ∆ decreases, the result from Eq. (5.16)
converges towards that from Eq. (5.19). We introduce shorthand notations for the integrands
in Eq. (5.16):

I1(k1, r, z) = PRG
(k1) k

2
1 Θ2(k1, z) j2(rk1) , (E.2)

I2(k2, r, z) = k22 Θ0(k2, z) j0(rk2) , (E.3)

I3(r, z) =
15

√
2f̃NL

π7/2
r2

(∫ ∞

0
dk1 I1(k1, r, z)

)2 (∫ ∞

0
dk2 I2(k2, r, z)

)
, (E.4)

Q̇(z) = −6ρ̄γ τ̇ ⟨Θ̃(0)(Θ̃(2))
2⟩ = −6ρ̄γ τ̇

∫ ∞

0
dr I3(r, z) . (E.5)

To illustrate the behaviour of these integrands, in Fig. 10, we show I1(k1, r, z) and I2(k2, r, z)
as a function of k1 or k2 for selected values of (r, z), and I3(r, z) as a function of r for many
values of z ranging from 0 to 5 × 106. These plots assume k∗ = 103Mpc−1 and ∆ = 1 (top
panels) or ∆ = 0.1 (lower panels). Since the spherical Bessel functions are highly oscillatory
and slowly decaying, it is important to choose some appropriate (logarithmic) step sizes and
upper bounds in the numerical evaluation of the integrals. Finally, we show in Fig. 11 the
behaviour of Q̇(z) for three values of k∗, computed in the limit of a delta-function spectrum
PRG

(k) using Eq. (5.19). We see that even the heating rate sourced by the bispectrum of
temperature multipoles is highly oscillatory.
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