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Primordial black holes (PBHs) formed in the early Universe can accret dark matter particles due
to gravity and form ultracompact minihalos (UCMHs). The theoretical researches and simulations
have shown that the density profile of dark matter in UCMHs is in the form of ρ(r) ∼ r−2.25.
Compared with the popular dark matter halo model, e.g. NFW model, dark matter annihilation
rate is larger in UCMHs. Considering dark matter annihilation, there is a maximum core density
ρmax in UCMHs which has been treated independent on redshift. While in this work, we point out
that ρmax depends on redshift and dark matter annihilation rate in UCMHs also changes with time.
We re-investigate the γ-ray flux from UCMHs due to dark matter annihilation and focus on their
contributions to the extragalactic gamma-ray background (EGB). Utilizing the EGB data of Fermi,
the constraints on the abundance of PBHs are derived, ΩPBH,EGB

<
∼ 2 × 10−8. Motivated by the

recent observations of global 21cm signals by the EDGES experiment, we investigate the influences
of dark matter annihilation in UCMHs on global 21cm signals and derive the constraints on the
abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,21cm

<
∼ 2 × 10−10. The derived constraints are valid for mass range of

10−6M⊙
<
∼ MPBH

<
∼ 103M⊙.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11859v2
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I. INTRODUCTION

Primordial black holes (PBHs), formed through the collapse of large density perturbations in the early Universe
can accrete dark matter particles by gravity and gradually develop ultracompact minihalos (UCMHs), dressed PBHs.
The density profile of dark matter in UCMHs is in the form of ρ(r) ∼ r−2.25, which have been proved by theoretical
researches and simulations [1–6]. Dark matter particles can annihilate into standard model particles shown by Weakly
Interacting Massive Particles model [7, 8], a popular researched dark matter model. It is expected that the annihilation
rate of dark matter particles in UCMHs is larger than that of the classical dark matter halo model, e.g. NFW model.
Therefore, UCMHs should have significant influences on the astrophysical observations and we will focus on the global
21cm signals and the extragalactic gamma-ray background (EGB).
Dark matter annihilation in UCMHs contributes to the EGB, which has been investigated by e.g. Refs. [4, 5], and

the constraints on the abundance of PBHs are obtained. The basic idea of these works is that the contributions of
dark matter annihilation in UCMHs to the EGB are similar to the case of dark matter decay. Therefore, using the
relevant results of dark matter decay from the EGB data one can easily get the constraints on the abundance of PBHs.
However, dark matter annihilation rate in UCMHs depends on the maximum core density (ρmax) and corresponding
radius (rcut). In Refs. [4, 5], the authors treated ρmax and rcut independent on redshift. In this work, we stress that
ρmax and rcut evolve with time. Therefore, it should not be analogous to the dark matter decay case directly. Using
the complete expression of ρmax(z)and rcut(z), we reinvestigate the contributions of γ-ray flux from UCMHs due to
dark matter annihilation to the extragalactic gamma-ray background. Utilizing the EGB data of Fermi, we derive
the constraints on the abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,EGB

<
∼ 2× 10−8.

Recently, the EDGES experiment has found the observational results of the global 21cm signals at the redshift of
z ∼ 17 [9]. The amplitude of absorption trough in the spectrum is about T21 = −500 mK, which is nearly twice the
standard value. Many works have appeared for explaining the large absorption trough, e.g. Refs [10–12]. Based on the
results of the EDGES experiment, the basic qualities of dark matter can be constrained, by requiring the absorption
trough in global 21cm signals not erased by extra-sources [12–18]. In this work, we will investigate the influences of
dark matter annihilation in UCMHs on global 21cm signals. By requiring the bright temperature T21

<
∼ −100 mK,

we derive the constraints on the abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,21cm
<
∼ 2× 10−10.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, the basic properties of UCMHs is discussed. In Sec. III, the
contributions of dark matter annihilation in UCMHs on global 21cm signals and the EGB is investigated and then
the constraints on the abundance of PBHs are derived, utilizing the EGB data by Fermi experiment and 21cm data
by the EDGES experiment, we derive the constraints on the abundance of PBHs. The conclusions and discussions
are given in Sec. IV.

II. THE BASIC PROPERTIES OF DRESSED PBHS

In this section, we briefly review the basic properties of UCMHs (dressed PBHs) and one can refer to e.g. Refs. [2–6]
for more detailed discussions.
After formation of PBHs, dark matter particles can be accreted onto PBHs forming UCMHs. The evolution of the

mass and radius of UCMHs is in the form as [2–6]

MUCMH = 3

(

1000

1 + z

)

MPBH (1)

RUCMH = 0.019 pc

(

MUCMH

M⊙

)
1

3
(

1000

1 + z

)

(2)

According to the theory and simulation, the density profile of dark matter within UCMHs is in the form of ρ(r) ∼
r−2.25 [1–6]. In this work, we adopt the form as [4, 6]

ρ(r) = 9.5× 10−23

(

r

pc

)−
9

4
(

MPBH

M⊙

)
3

4

g cm−3. (3)

As shown in Eq. (3), ρ(r) → ∞ for r → 0. Considering dark matter annihilation, there is a maximum core density
ρmax within UCMHs which can be written as [19–21]

ρmax =
mχ

〈σv〉 (t− ti)
, (4)
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FIG. 1. The evolution of ρmax(z) and rcut(z) (red dashed line). For comparison, we also show the values of ρmax and rcut at the
redshift of z = 0 (green solid line). We have set the parameters of dark matter as mχ = 100 GeV and 〈σv〉 = 3× 10−26cm3s−1.
Here the mass of PBH is set as MPBH = 1M⊙.

where mχ is the mass of dark matter particle, 〈σv〉 is a thermally averaged cross section. t is the age of the Universe
and ti is the formation time of UCMHs. For matter dominated epoch of the Universe, as a good approximation, the
age of the Universe can be written as [21]

t(z) =
2

3
(1 + z)−3/2Ω

−1/2
m,0 H−1

0 . (5)

Since we consider the effects of UCMHs in low redshift of z <
∼ 1000, therefore, t(z) ≫ ti and ρmax can be rewritten as

ρmax(z) =
mχ

〈σv〉 t(z)
, (6)

In previous works, the authors of e.g. [4, 5] have used t(z = 0) for their calculations and for this case ρmax is
independent on redshift. Due to the presence of ρmax, there is a cut of the radius rcut and it can be determined by
ρmax = ρ(rcut),

rcut = 1.6× 10−10pc

(

mχ

〈σv〉

)−
4

9
(

MPBH

M⊙

)
1

3

t(z)
4

9 (7)

Therefore, rcut also depends on redshift. The evolution of ρmax(z) and rcut(z) is shown in Fig. 1 (red dashed line).
For comparison, we also show the values of ρmax and rcut at the redshift of z = 0 (green solid line), which have been
used in e.g. Refs. [4, 5].
Therefore, considering dark matter annihilation, the density profile of dark matter in UCMHs can be written as

ρ(r) =

{

ρmax, r ≤ rcut
ρ(r), rcut < r ≤ RUCMH

(8)
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III. CONSTRAINTS ON PBHS FROM THE EGB AND GLOBAL 21CM SIGNALS

A. Constraints on PBHs from the EGB data

As mentioned above, the dark matter annihilation within UCMHs can contribute to the EGB. The corresponding
γ-ray flux from UCMHs can be written as [22–24]

dφγ

dE
=

c

8π

ΩPBHρc,0
MPBH

〈σv〉

m2
χ

∫

dz
e−τ(E,z)

H(z)

dNγ

dE
(E, z)×

[

∫ rcut(z)

0

ρ2max(z) +

∫ RUCMH(z)

rcut(z)

ρ2(r)

]

r2dr (9)

where ΩPBH = ρPBH/ρc,0, H(z) = H0

√

Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ. τ(E, z) is the optical depth and we use the results in
Refs. [24–26]. dNγ/dE is the energy spectrum of dark matter annihilation, which can be obtained using the public
code, e.g. DarkSUSY 1.
According to the simulation, the density profile of dark matter in UCMHs is independent on redshift [2–6]. There-

fore, in previous works, using the values of ρmax(z = 0) and rcut(z = 0), the integrated result of the second line in
Eq. (9) is independent on redshift, and in this case the authors of e.g. [4, 5] treat UCMHs to be analogous to the dark
matter decay case. However, as mentioned in previous section, both of ρmax and rcut depend on redshift. Therefore,
the integrated result of the second line in Eq. (9) also depends on redshift. In fact, with simple algebraic calculation,
one can find that

[

∫ rcut(z)

0

ρ2max(z) +

∫ RUCMH(z)

rcut(z)

ρ2(r)

]

r2dr ∝ MPBH(1 + z) (10)

From Eq. (10), it can be infered easily that for EGB the analog of UCMHs to dark matter decay is incomplete.
Moreover, the energy spectrum dNγ/dE in Eq. (10) is also different between the cases of dark matter annihilation
and decay [27, 28]. The extragalactic gamma-ray background has been observed by Fermi experiment [29, 30]. The
EGB has been used to constrain the properties of dark matter particle. In this work, we use the method in Ref. [31]
to derive the conservative limits on PBHs. The basic formula is

φγ
i ≤ Mi + n× Σi, (11)

where φγ
i is the integrated flux in ith energy bin, which can be obtained using Eq. (9). Mi and Σi is the measured

flux and error of ith energy bin, respectively. n = 1.64 corresponds to the 95% confidence level. Using Eqs. (9) and
(11), one can get the constraints on PBHs. In this work, we set the basic parameters of dark matter particle as
mχ = 100 GeV and 〈σv〉 = 3 × 10−26 cm3 s−1. We use bb̄ annihilation channel for our calculations. The process of
calculations can be applied easily to other parameters and channels. Using Fermi data given in Ref. [30], we derive
the constraints on the abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,EGB

<
∼ 2 × 10−8. From Eqs. (9) and (11), it can be found that

the constrains on PBHs from the EGB data are independent on the masses of PBHs. In fact, as discussed in e.g.
Refs. [4, 5], there should be valid mass range for these constraints and relevant discussions will be given in Sec. IV.

B. Constraints on PBHs from the global 21cm data

Recently, the observational results of the EDGES experiment show an absorption feature in global 21cm signals at
the redshift of z ∼ 17. The amplitude of absorption trough is about twice the expected one. Utilizing the results of
the EDGES experiment, the properties of dark matter particles can be constrained. The abundance of PBHs can also
be constrained using 21cm data by considering Hawking radiation from PBHs, see e.g. Ref. [13]. Be different from
previous works, we consider the influences of dark matter annihilation within dressed PBHs on global 21cm signals.
The basic ideas of this section is to consider the interactions between the particles emitted from the dressed PBHs

due to dark matter annihilation and existed in the Universe, which can affect the evolution of intergalactic medium
(IGM). The main influences on IGM are ionization, heating and excitation [20, 32–37], having influences on global
21cm signals. The bright temperature of global 21cm signals can be written as [12, 34, 38, 39]

1 https://darksusy.hepforge.org/
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δT21 = 26(1− xe)

(

Ωbh

0.02

)[

1 + z

10

0.3

Ωm

]
1

2

×

(

1−
TCMB

Ts

)

mK. (12)

where xe is the degree of the ionization of IGM. Ts is the spin temperature, which is defined as

n1

n0
= 3exp

(

−
0.068K

Ts

)

, (13)

where n0 and n1 are the number densities of hydrogen atoms in triplet and singlet states. The spin temperature Ts

is effected mainly by (i) the background photons; (ii) the collisions between the particles; (iii) the resonant scattering
of Lyα photons. Including these effects, Ts can be written as [20, 34, 40, 41]

Ts =
TCMB + (yα + yc)Tk

1 + yα + yc
, (14)

where yα corresponds to the resonant scattering of Lyα photons [34, 35, 40]. yc corresponds to the collisions between
the particles [20, 40, 41]. TCMB and Tk are the temperature of CMB and IGM.
As mentioned above, due to the radiation from UCMHs the evolution of xe and Tk is changed. The equations

governing the evolution of xe and Tk can be written as [20, 32–37]

(1 + z)
dxe

dz
=

1

H(z)
[Rs(z)− Is(z)− IPBH(z)] , (15)

(1 + z)
dTk

dz
=
8σTaRT

4
CMB

3mecH(z)

xe

1 + fHe + xe
(Tk − TCMB) (16)

−
2

3kBH(z)

KPBH

1 + fHe + xe
+ Tk,

where Rs(z) and Is(z) are the recombination rate and standard ionization rate, respectively. IPBH and KPBH are the
ionization and heating rate caused by dark matter annihilation from dressed PBHs. IPBH and KPBH are governed by
the energy injection rate per unit volume dE dV−1 dt−1, and they can be written as

IPBH = f(z)
1

nb

1

E0
×

dE

dV dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

PBH

(17)

KPBH = f(z)
1

nb
×

dE

dV dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

PBH

(18)

where f(z) is the energy fraction injecting into IGM for inoization, excitation and heating. f(z) is a function of
redshift and annihilation channel. For much detailed discussions about f(z) one can refer to e.g. Refs. [36, 37, 42].
For dressed PBHs, the energy injection rate per unit volume due to dark matter annihilation can be written as

dE

dV dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

PBH

= nPBH ×mχ ×
〈σv〉

m2
χ

∫

ρ2(r)r2dr ∝

(

〈σv〉

mχ

)
1

3

ΩPBH(1 + z)4, (19)

where nPBH = ρPBH/MPBH, ΩPBH = ρPBH/ρc,0. The factor (1 + z)4 comes from the fact that the number density
of PBHs is proportional to (1 + z)3, and the integrated result in Eq. (19) is proportional to (1 + z) (also shown in
Eq. (10)). The evolution of energy injection rate is shown in Fig. 2. For comparison, we have shown energy injection
rate for ρmax(z = 0), which is proportional to (1+z)3. In this work, we have modified the public code ExoCLASS [43],
which is the branch of the CLASS code 2, to include the effects of dressed PBHs for getting the evolution of xe and
Tk. For the parameters of dark matter particle, we have set mχ = 100 GeV and 〈σv〉 = 3 × 10−26 cm3 s−1. We use
bb̄ annihilation channel for our calculations. Following previous works, by requiring the bight temperature of global
21cm signals δT21

<
∼ −100 mK, we obtain the constraints on the abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,21cm

<
∼ 2 × 10−10. Be

similar to the limits from the EGB data, the constraints on PBHs from 21cm data are also independent on the masses
of PBHs.

2 https://www.class-code.net
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FIG. 2. The evolution of energy injection rate per unit volume (red dashed line). For comparison, we also show the case of
using ρmax(z = 0) for calculations (green solid line). In this case, the energy injection rate per unit volume is proportional
to (1 + z)3. In this figure, we have set the parameters of dark matter as mχ = 100 GeV, 〈σv〉 = 3 × 10−26cm3s−1 and the
abundance of PBHs as ΩPBH = 10−8.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the contributions of dark matter annihilation within dressed PBHs to the extragalatic gamma-
ray background and global 21cm signals. Many previous works have focused on the similar ultracompact minihalos,
which would be formed directly through the collapse of large density perturbations existed in the early Universe.
Shown by simulations, UCMHs can be formed through the accretion of dark matter particles onto PBHs [4, 44],
instead of formation direct from the collapse of large density perturbations [19–22, 45–52], which can be used to limit
the abundance of PBHs.

Considering dark matter annihilation, there is a maximum core density ρmax in UCMHs, which has been treated
independent on redshift in previous works. While in this work, we have made improvement and extension by showing
ρmax depending on redshift. Through considering the contributions of dark matter annihilation in dressed PBHs to
the extragalactic gamma-ray background, we have derived the constraints on PBHs using the Fermi data, ΩPBH,EGB

<
∼

2× 10−8. Dark matter annihilation in dressed PBHs can also affect the global 21cm signals. The recent observational
results of the EDGES experiment have been used widely to investigate the properties of dark matter particles. In
this work, by requiring the bright temperature of global 21cm signal δT21

<
∼ −100 mK, we have derived the limits on

the abundance of PBHs, ΩPBH,21cm
<
∼ 2× 10−10.

From discussions in Sec. III, it can be seen that the constraints on PBHs are independent on their masses, while
as shown in e.g. Ref. [4], not valid for mass of MPBH

<
∼ 10−6M⊙, where the thermal kinetic energies of dark matter

particles can not be ignored during the process of accretion. In our calculations, we have considered the distribution
of UCMHs is isotropic, ignoring UCMHs in large dark matter halos where the density profile of UCMHs could be
effected by tidal force. Considering the spatial resolution of Fermi, the maximum conservative mass of UCMH here
is about MPBH ∼ 103M⊙. Therefore, our limits are valid for the mass range of 10−6M⊙

<
∼ MPBH

<
∼ 103M⊙.



7

V. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank the anonymous referees for the very useful comments and suggestions. This work is supported in part
by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (under Grants No.11505005 and No.U1404114). Y. Yang is
supported partly by the Youth Innovations and Talents Project of Shandong Provincial Colleges and Universities
(Grant No. 201909118).

[1] E. Bertschinger, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 58, 39 (1985).
[2] M. Ricotti, Astrophys. J. 662, 53 (2007), arXiv:0706.0864 [astro-ph].
[3] M. Ricotti and A. Gould, Astrophys. J. 707, 979 (2009), arXiv:0908.0735 [astro-ph.CO].
[4] J. Adamek, C. T. Byrnes, M. Gosenca, and S. Hotchkiss, Phys. Rev. D100, 023506 (2019),

arXiv:1901.08528 [astro-ph.CO].
[5] S. M. Boucenna, F. Kuhnel, T. Ohlsson, and L. Visinelli, JCAP 1807, 003 (2018), arXiv:1712.06383 [hep-ph].
[6] Yu. N. Eroshenko, Astron. Lett. 42, 347 (2016), [Pisma Astron. Zh.42,no.6,359(2016)], arXiv:1607.00612 [astro-ph.HE].
[7] G. Jungman, M. Kamionkowski, and K. Griest, Phys. Rept. 267, 195 (1996), arXiv:hep-ph/9506380 [hep-ph].
[8] G. Bertone, D. Hooper, and J. Silk, Phys. Rept. 405, 279 (2005), arXiv:hep-ph/0404175 [hep-ph].
[9] J. D. Bowman, A. E. E. Rogers, R. A. Monsalve, T. J. Mozdzen, and N. Mahesh, Nature 555, 67 (2018),

arXiv:1810.05912 [astro-ph.CO].
[10] R. Barkana, Nature 555, 71 (2018), arXiv:1803.06698 [astro-ph.CO].
[11] C. Feng and G. Holder, Astrophys. J. 858, L17 (2018), arXiv:1802.07432 [astro-ph.CO].
[12] Y. Yang, Phys. Rev. D98, 103503 (2018), arXiv:1803.05803 [astro-ph.CO].
[13] S. Clark, B. Dutta, Y. Gao, Y.-Z. Ma, and L. E. Strigari, Phys. Rev. D98, 043006 (2018), arXiv:1803.09390 [astro-ph.HE].
[14] G. D’Amico, P. Panci, and A. Strumia, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 011103 (2018), arXiv:1803.03629 [astro-ph.CO].
[15] E. D. Kovetz, I. Cholis, and D. E. Kaplan, Phys. Rev. D99, 123511 (2019), arXiv:1809.01139 [astro-ph.CO].
[16] J. R. Bhatt, A. K. Mishra, and A. C. Nayak, Phys. Rev. D100, 063539 (2019), arXiv:1901.08451 [astro-ph.CO].
[17] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, G. Krnjaic, and S. D. McDermott, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 011102 (2018), arXiv:1803.02804 [hep-ph].
[18] R. Barkana, N. J. Outmezguine, D. Redigolo, and T. Volansky, Phys. Rev. D98, 103005 (2018),

arXiv:1803.03091 [hep-ph].
[19] T. Bringmann, P. Scott, and Y. Akrami, Phys. Rev. D 85, 125027 (2012).
[20] Y. Yang, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 131, 432 (2016), arXiv:1612.06559 [astro-ph.CO].
[21] D. Zhang, MNRAS 418, 1850 (2011), arXiv:1011.1935 [astro-ph.CO].
[22] Y. Yang, L. Feng, X. Huang, X. Chen, T. Lu, and H. Zong, Journal of Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2011, 020 (2011).
[23] P. Ullio, L. Bergstrom, J. Edsjo, and C. G. Lacey, Phys. Rev. D66, 123502 (2002), arXiv:astro-ph/0207125 [astro-ph].
[24] L. Bergstrom, J. Edsjo, and P. Ullio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 251301 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0105048 [astro-ph].
[25] J. R. Primack, R. S. Somerville, J. S. Bullock, and J. E. G. Devriendt, Proceedings, International Symposium

on High Energy Gamma-Ray Astronomy: Heidelberg, Germany, June 26-30, 2000, AIP Conf. Proc. 558, 463 (2001),
arXiv:astro-ph/0011475 [astro-ph].

[26] M. H. Salamon and F. W. Stecker, Astrophys. J. 493, 547 (1998), arXiv:astro-ph/9704166 [astro-ph].
[27] M. Cirelli, G. Corcella, A. Hektor, G. Hutsi, M. Kadastik, P. Panci, M. Raidal, F. Sala, and A. Strumia,

JCAP 1103, 051 (2011), [Erratum: JCAP1210,E01(2012)], arXiv:1012.4515 [hep-ph].
[28] M. Cirelli, M. Kadastik, M. Raidal, and A. Strumia, Nucl. Phys. B813, 1 (2009), [Addendum: Nucl.

Phys.B873,530(2013)], arXiv:0809.2409 [hep-ph].
[29] A. A., , et al. (Fermi-LAT), Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 101101 (2010), arXiv:1002.3603 [astro-ph.HE].
[30] M. Ackermann et al. (Fermi-LAT), Astrophys. J. 799, 86 (2015), arXiv:1410.3696 [astro-ph.HE].
[31] A. A. Abdo et al. (Fermi-LAT), JCAP 1004, 014 (2010), arXiv:1002.4415 [astro-ph.CO].
[32] X. Chen and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. D 70, 043502 (2004).
[33] L. Zhang, X. Chen, M. Kamionkowski, Z.-g. Si, and Z. Zheng, Phys. Rev. D 76, 061301 (2007).
[34] Q. Yuan, B. Yue, X.-J. Bi, X. Chen, and X. Zhang, JCAP 1010, 023 (2010), arXiv:0912.2504 [astro-ph.CO].
[35] Y. Yang, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 486, 4569 (2019), arXiv:1904.09104 [astro-ph.CO].
[36] M. S. Madhavacheril, N. Sehgal, and T. R. Slatyer, Phys. Rev. D89, 103508 (2014), arXiv:1310.3815 [astro-ph.CO].
[37] T. R. Slatyer, Phys. Rev. D93, 023521 (2016), arXiv:1506.03812 [astro-ph.CO].
[38] D. T. Cumberbatch, M. Lattanzi, J. Silk, M. Lattanzi, and J. Silk, Phys. Rev. D82, 103508 (2010),

arXiv:0808.0881 [astro-ph].
[39] B. Ciardi and P. Madau, Astrophys. J. 596, 1 (2003), arXiv:astro-ph/0303249 [astro-ph].
[40] M. Kuhlen, P. Madau, and R. Montgomery, Astrophys. J. 637, L1 (2006), arXiv:astro-ph/0510814 [astro-ph].
[41] H. Liszt, Astron. Astrophys. 371, 698 (2001), arXiv:astro-ph/0103246 [astro-ph].
[42] S. Galli, T. R. Slatyer, M. Valdes, and F. Iocco, Phys. Rev. D 88, 063502 (2013).
[43] P. Stcker, M. Krmer, J. Lesgourgues, and V. Poulin, JCAP 1803, 018 (2018), arXiv:1801.01871 [astro-ph.CO].
[44] P. D. Serpico, V. Poulin, D. Inman, and K. Kohri, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 023204 (2020).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/191028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/516562
http://arxiv.org/abs/0706.0864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/707/2/979
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.0735
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.023506
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.06383
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063773716060013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.00612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(95)00058-5
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9506380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2004.08.031
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0404175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature25792
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.05912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature25791
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.06698
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aac0fe
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.103503
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.05803
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.043006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.011103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.123511
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.063539
http://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.011102
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.103005
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.03091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.125027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2016-16432-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.06559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19602.x
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2011/12/020
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.66.123502
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.87.251301
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0105048
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.1370813
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0011475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/305134
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9704166
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/E01, 10.1088/1475-7516/2011/03/051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.4515
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2013.05.002, 10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2008.11.031
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.101101
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.3603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/799/1/86
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/014
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.043502
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.76.061301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1475-7516/2010/10/023
http://arxiv.org/abs/0912.2504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1148
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.09104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.103508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.3815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.023521
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.03812
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.82.103508
http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.0881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/377634
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0303249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/500548
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0510814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20010395
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0103246
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.88.063502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/03/018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.01871
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023204


8

[45] H. A. Clark, G. F. Lewis, and P. Scott, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 456, 1402 (2016), [Erratum: Mon. Not. Roy. Astron.
Soc.464,no.1,955(2017)], arXiv:1509.02941 [astro-ph.CO].

[46] P. Scott and S. Sivertsson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 211301 (2009).
[47] Y.-L. Zheng, Y.-P. Yang, M.-Z. Li, and H.-S. Zong, Res. Astron. Astrophys. 14, 1215 (2014),

arXiv:1404.0433 [astro-ph.CO].
[48] Y. Yang, G. Yang, and H. Zong, Phys. Rev. D 87, 103525 (2013).
[49] Y. Yang, G. Yang, and H. Zong, EPL 101, 69001 (2013), arXiv:1210.1409 [astro-ph.CO].
[50] R.-G. Cai, X.-Y. Yang, and Y.-F. Zhou, (2020), arXiv:2007.11804 [astro-ph.CO].
[51] T. Nakama, T. Suyama, K. Kohri, and N. Hiroshima, Phys. Rev. D 97, 023539 (2018).
[52] B. Carr, K. Kohri, Y. Sendouda, and J. Yokoyama, (2020), arXiv:2002.12778 [astro-ph.CO].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2305, 10.1093/mnras/stv2529
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.02941
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.211301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1674-4527/14/10/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.0433
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.87.103525
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1209/0295-5075/101/69001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.1409
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.11804
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.023539
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.12778

	The abundance of primordial black holes from the global 21cm signal and extragalactic gamma-ray background
	Abstract
	I introduction
	II The basic properties of dressed PBHs
	III Constraints on PBHs from the EGB and global 21cm signals
	A Constraints on PBHs from the EGB data
	B Constraints on PBHs from the global 21cm data

	IV Conclusions
	V Acknowledgements
	 References


