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Abstract

21-cm radio signal has emerged as an important probe in investigating the dark age of the

Universe (recombination to reionization). In the current analysis, we explore the combined

effects of primordial black holes (PBH), cooling off of the baryonic matter due to dark matter

(DM) - baryon collisions and interaction of dark matter - dark energy (DE) fluid on the

21-cm brightness temperature. The variation of brightness temperature shows remarkable

dependence on DM mass (mχ) and the dark matter - baryon scattering cross-section (σ0).

Bounds in mχ - σ0 parameter space are obtained for different possible PBH masses and for

different interacting dark energy (IDE) models. These bounds are estimated based on the

observed excess (−500+200
−500 mK) of 21-cm brightness temperature by EDGES experiment.

Eventually, bounds on PBH mass is also obtained for different values of dark matter mass

and for different IDE model coupling parameters. The compatibility of the constraints of

the IDE models, in the estimated bounds are also addressed.

Keywords: cosmology: dark ages, reionization, first stars; cosmology: dark energy; cosmology: dark

matter; black hole physics

I. INTRODUCTION

The 21-cm cosmology is turning out to be a promising tool in understanding the dynamics

of the early Universe. The redshifted signature of the 21-cm neutral hydrogen spectrum opens

up a new window to understand the process of reionization and the factors in the early Universe
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influencing the same. Thus, study of the 21-cm line in reionization era helps in understanding

several cosmological and astrophysical processes that might have contributed to the physics of the

early Universe.

The 21-cm (∼ 1.42 GHz) hyperfine spectrum is originated due to the transition between two

spin states (s = 0 and 1) of the neutral H atoms. The hydrogen occupies around 75% of the entire

baryonic mass of the Universe. The corresponding spin temperature indicates the population of

hydrogen atoms with different energy states. The “Experiment to Detect the Global Epoch of

Reionization Signature” (EDGES) [1] reported 21-cm absorption spectra at the cosmic dawn era

(14 < z < 20) and predicted the 21-cm brightness temperature to be −500+200
−500 mK with 99%

confidence level (C.L.). This measured brightness temperature is lower than the expected value.

The 21-cm brightness temperature T21 is related to the temperature difference Ts − Tγ , where

Ts is the spin temperature and the Tγ is the background temperature (CMB temperature). The

observed additional cooling of T21 by EDGES experiment can be realized by either enhancing

the background temperature Tγ or by lowering the matter temperature which is equal to Ts at

that epoch. Dark matter (DM) interactions such as the scattering of dark matter off baryons,

dark matter annihilation or decay can inject energy into the background resulting in the rise in

background temperature. There can be other processes such as possible dark matter - dark energy

interaction, which can induce the larger than expected difference of Ts and Tγ . In this work, both

these possibilities are explored. In addition, the possibility that the evaporation of Primordial

Black Holes (PBHs) injecting more energy into the system is also addressed in this work.

PBHs [2–5] are believed to be formed during the radiation dominated era. PBHs forms due

to the collapse of an overdensity region characterized by the size of the region which should be

greater than the Jeans length Rj , where Rj =

√
1

3Gρ
. Also the condition of the PBH formation

is δmin ≤ δ ≤ δmax, where δ is the density contrast. The maximum and minimum density contrast

δmax and δmin respectively are governed by the value of δρ, where the density ρ = ρc + δρ, ρc being

the critical density for collapse and δmin is the threshold of PBH formation. Moreover, there are

several mechanisms describing the formation of PBHs [6–18]. In the work of [19], the masses of

the PBHs ≥ 1015 g are adopted. But in the present work, we investigate the 21-cm signal with the

PBH masses 1013 ≤MBH ≤ 1014 g. This range of PBH mass is also considered in [20].

As mentioned earlier in this work, we address the possible influences of the factors namely DM -

baryon scattering, possible DM - DE interaction [21–26] and the evaporation of PBH [19, 20, 27–31]

simultaneously on 21-cm EDGES signal in the epoch of ignition of first star. The heating effect

by the PBHs are assumed to be contributed by Hawking Radiation from PBH only. For the DM -
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DE interaction three interacting dark energy (IDE) models given in [32] are chosen. The influence

of DM - DE interaction on 21-cm signal has been discussed earlier in [32, 33]. Moreover, DM-

DE interaction is discussed in several context such as in addressing the cosmological coincidence

problem [34], Hubble tension [35], Large Scale Structure formation [36] etc.

The general form of the velocity dependent cross-section is given by σ̄ = σ0(v/c)
n, where the

index n depends on different physical dark matter processes and c is the velocity of light in space (in

natural unit σ̄ = σ0v
n). In the case of DM with magnetic and/or electric dipole moment n = +2,−2

are considered. n = 2, 1, 0,−1 are applicable for scattering in presence of Yukawa potential [37],

n = −4 is attributed for millicharged DM [38, 39]. In Ref. [40] the nature of the DM-baryon

cross-section is discussed for a wide mass range of dark matter. Similar investigations are also

carried out in Ref. [41–44]. In the present work, the dark matter - baryon interaction cross-section

(σ̄) is parameterized as σ̄ = σ0v
−4 [33, 45, 46]. The term σ0 is the dark matter scalar scattering

cross-section with baryons (of the type αqχ̄χq̄q for dark dark matter particle χ with coupling αq).

It may be mentioned in some earlier works [42, 43] millicharged dark matter is considered. But

here, we assume a particle dark matter candidate and adopt value of σ0 ∼ 10−41cm2 consistent

with the scalar cross-section bound obtained from ongoing direct dark matter search experiments

(extrapolating the allowed region for 0.1 GeV≤ mχ ≤ 3 GeV from recent experiments [47–49]) in

the mass range discussed in this work. Several recent investigations on EDGES 21-cm signal also

suggest the similar velocity dependence (n = −4) of the cross-section [45, 46, 50]. Moreover, n = −4

is chosen in many dark matter related cases namely hadronically interacting DM, millicharge DM,

the Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) signal etc.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we address the interaction between dark

matter and dark energy and its effect in cosmic evolution. Section III deals with the injection

by the PBHs in the form of Hawking radiation. In Section IV, the formalism of evolutions of

various temperatures such as Tχ, Tb (DM temperature, baryon temperature) along with the effect

of PBH evaporation are described. Section V describes the formalism for 21-cm absorption line.

Calculations and results are shown in Section VI. Finally in Section VII, some concluding remarks

are given.

II. DARK MATTER - DARK ENERGY INTERACTION

The DM - DE interaction may have a profound effect in the universal dynamics and hence on

the optical depth and spin temperature of the 21-cm transition. In standard cosmological model,
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TABLE I. Stability conditions of the model parameters for different IDE models

Model Q EOS of dark energy Constraints

I 3 λH(z)ρde ω < −1 λ < −2ωΩχ

II 3 λH(z)ρχ ω < −1 0 < λ < −ω/4

III 3 λH(z)(ρde + ρχ) ω < −1 0 < λ < −ω/4

the density parameters of dark matter (Ωχ) and dark energy (Ωde) are assumed to be evolved as

Ωχ,0(1 + z)3 and Ωde,0(1 + z)3(1+ω) where, Ωχ,0 and Ωde,0 are the respective density parameters at

z = 0 and ω is the equation of state (EOS) parameter of dark energy. However, if the interaction

between dark matter and dark energy is taken into account, the evolution of dark matter and dark

energy densities take the forms [32],

(1 + z)H(z)
dρχ
dz
− 3H(z)ρχ = −Q (1)

(1 + z)H(z)
dρde
dz
− 3H(z)(1 + ω)ρde = Q (2)

where Q denotes the energy transfer between dark matter and dark energy due to DM-DE inter-

action. In the present work, we consider three benchmark models in order to investigate the effect

of DM - DE interaction in the brightness temperature. The energy transfer expressions of those

benchmark models are described below [51–54].

Model-I Q = 3λH(z)ρde

Model-II Q = 3λH(z)ρχ

Model-III Q = 3λH(z)(ρde + ρχ)

Here, λ is the coupling parameter, which determine the strength of the dark matter - dark energy

interaction. The stability conditions for each of the models are described in Table I. Several

phenomenological studies have been carried out with observational data of PLANCK, Supernova

Ia (SNIa) Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) [53–60] yielding the constraints for different models

(in Table II). It is to be mentioned that, all the IDE models discussed in this section are independent

of the dark matter - baryon interaction.

III. EFFECT OF PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLE

The energy injection of PBHs in the form of Hawking radiation [61] can be a possible source

for heating up of the medium before the reionization. It has been shown by [19] that, in 21-cm

scenario, the Hawking radiation is equally significant as that of the DM decay.
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TABLE II. Constraints of the different IDE models

Model ω λ H0

3λHρde −1.088+0.0651
−0.0448 0.05219+0.0349

−0.0355 68.35+1.47
−1.46

3λHρχ −1.1041+0.0467
−0.0292 0.0007127+0.000256

−0.000633 68.91+0.875
−0.997

3λH(ρde + ρχ) −1.105+0.0468
−0.0288 0.000735+0.000254

−0.000679 68.88+0.854
−0.97

The mass evaporation rate due to Hawking radiation can be expressed as

dMBH

dt
≈ −5.34× 1025

(∑
i

Fi

)(
MBH

g

)−2
g/sec (3)

where, MBH is the mass of black hole and
∑

iFi is the sum over all fraction of evaporation, defined

as [61], ∑
i

Fi = 1.569 + 0.569 exp

(
−0.0234

TBH

)
+ 3.414 exp

(
−0.066

TBH

)
+1.707 exp

(
−0.11

TBH

)
+ 0.569 exp

(
−0.394

TBH

)
+1.707 exp

(
−0.413

TBH

)
+ 1.707 exp

(
−1.17

TBH

)
+1.707 exp

(
− 22

TBH

)
+ 0.963 exp

(
− 0.1

TBH

)
(4)

In the above expression, TBH represents the temperature of the black hole given by, TBH = 1.05753×(
MBH/1013g

)−1
. In the case of massive black holes, only the contributions of photon and electron

channels are significant. However, in the present work, the mass range of the PBHs are considered

to be ∼ 1014–1015 g. The temperature of such PBHs are substantially high to radiate in the form

of pions, muons, quarks and gluons [20, 62, 63]. As a consequence, besides the γ and electron

channels, other channel also contribute remarkably to the IGM heating by producing photons,

electrons and positrons via subsequent cascade decay [62, 64, 65]. The energy injection rate per

unit volume due to PBHs is given by [20],

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

= −dMBH

dt
nBH(z) (5)

where, nBH(z) is the number density of black hole at redshift z. which can be expressed as a

function of cosmological redshift (z) and initial mass fraction of primordial black holes (βBH), as,

nBH(z) = βBH

(
1 + z

1 + zeq

)3 ρc,eq
MBH

(
MH,eq

MH

)1/2( gi?
geq?

)1/12

≈ 1.46× 10−4βBH (1 + z)3
(
MBH

g

)−3/2
cm−3. (6)
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IV. TEMPERATURE EVOLUTION

In this Section, the formalism of evolution of baryon temperature (Tb) and the dark matter

temperature (Tχ) with redshift z is discussed. As mentioned earlier, we have considered three effects

namely DM - baryon scattering, DM - DE interaction and evaporation of PBH in temperature

evolution of baryon and dark matter and finally compute the 21-cm brightness temperature (T21).

The effect of dark matter - baryon scattering has earlier been addressed in the context of 21-cm

signal by [45]. More recently the effect of DM - DE interaction is also included along with DM -

baryon scattering by [33]. In the present work, in addition, the effects of PBH evaporation are also

included along with DM - baryon scattering and DM - DE interaction in the evolution equations

of Tχ and Tb. With all these, the temperature evolution of χ and baryon b can be written as

(1 + z)
dTχ
dz

= 2Tχ −
2Q̇χ

3H(z)
− 1

nχ

2Q
3H(z)

, (7)

(1 + z)
dTb
dz

= 2Tb +
Γc
H(z)

(Tb − Tγ)− 2Q̇b
3H(z)

− JBH. (8)

where, the last term of Eq. 7 indicates the effects of dark matter - dark energy interaction (see

Section II) and the last term of Eq. 8 represents the contribution of PBHs in the form of Hawking

radiation [20] given by,

JBH =
2

3kBH(z)

KBH

1 + fHe + xe
. (9)

In Eq. 8, Tγ (Tγ = 2.725(1+z) K) is the CMB temperature and Γc (Γc =
8σT arT

4
γxe

3(1+fHe+xe)mec
) describes

the Compton interaction rate (σT and ar are the Thomson scattering cross-section and radiation

constant respectively). The quantities fHe and xe are the fractional abundance of He and ionization

fraction respectively. The heating rates Q̇b and Q̇χ are estimated as described in [45] (b and χ

represent baryon and DM respectively) which depends on the drag term Vχb.

The ionization fraction xe (= ne/nH , where ne and nH are the number density of free electron

and hydrogen respectively) is an important quantity in estimating thermal evolution. It also

influences Tb and Tγ simultaneously. This evolution is given by,

dxe
dz

=
1

(1 + z)H(z)
[IRe(z)− IIon(z)− IBH(z)] , (10)

where IRe(z) and IIon(z) are the standard recombination rate and standard ionization rate respec-

tively. The combined effect of these two coefficients is described as,

IRe(z)− IIon(z) = CP

(
nHαBx

2
e − 4(1− xe)βBe

− 3E0
4kBTγ

)
. (11)
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In Eq. 11, CP is the Peebles C factor [66, 67], E0 = 13.6 eV, αB and βB are the case B recombination

and ionization coefficients respectively.

The expression for αB (in m3s−1) as a function of temperature, can be obtained by data fitting as

obtained in the work of [68]. The fitted expression of αB with parameters a = 4.309, b = −0.6166,

c = 0.6703, d = 0.5300, F = 1.14 is given by [29, 68],

αB = 10−19F

(
atb

1 + ctd

)
, (12)

where, t represents the temperature in 104K [68–70]. The expression for photoionization coefficient

(βB) (in term of αB) [29, 70] is,

βB = αB

(
2πµekBTγ

h2

)3/2

exp

(
− hν2s
kBTγ

)
, (13)

where, µe is the reduced mass of electron-proton system and ν2s denotes the frequency for 2s→ 1s

transition. The Peebles C factor reads as [67],

CP =
3
4RLyα + 1

4Λ2s1s

βB + 3
4RLyα + 1

4Λ2s,1s
. (14)

In the above, RLyα represents the rate of escape of Lyman-α (Lyα) photons

RLyα = 8πH/
(
3nH(1− xe)λ3Lyα

)
and Λ2s,1s ≈ 8.22s−1 [67].

In Eqs. 9 and 10, the parameters KBH and IBH are described as,

KBH = χhf(z)
1

nb
× dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

. (15)

IBH = χif(z)
1

nb

1

E0
× dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

, (16)

where χi = (1 − xe)/3 and χh = (1 + 2xe)/3 are the fraction of the energy deposited in the form

of ionization and heating respectively [20, 28, 64, 71, 72]. The factor f(z) is the total fraction of

the injected energy deposited into the IGM at redshift z [73–77].

The evolution of relative velocity between the baryonic matter and dark matter (Vχb ≡ Vχ−Vb)

with redshift, as discussed in [45] play an important role in this formalism. This is related to the

drag term D(Vχb), between χ and b, as

dVχb
dz

=
Vχb

1 + z
+

D(Vχb)

(1 + z)H(z)
, (17)
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with initial condition Vχb = 29 km/s. In the above equation, the drag term D(Vχb) is defined as,

D(Vχb) =
d(Vχb)

dt
=

ρmσ0
mb +mχ

1

V 2
χb

F (r) (18)

In Eq. 18, F (r) = erf
(
r/
√

2
)
−
√

2/πre−r
2/2, where r is defined as r = Vχb/uth and uth =√

Tb/mb + Tχ/mχ is the variance of the thermal relative motion of dark matter - baryon fluid and

σ0 is the dark matter - baryon scattering cross-section while σ41 is the same in units of 10−41cm2.

V. 21-CM COSMOLOGY

As mentioned earlier, the 21-cm line is originated due to the transition of electrons between the

triplet and singlet states of the hydrogen atom (spin 0 and spin 1). The intensity of the 21-cm line

is represented by the brightness temperature (T21) which depends on optical depth (τ) and hence

the Hubble parameter (H(z)). The variation of brightness temperature of the 21-cm hydrogen

spectrum with redshift (z) is given by,

T21 =
Ts − Tγ
1 + z

(
1− e−τ

)
u
Ts − Tγ
1 + z

τ, (19)

where, Ts and Tγ are spin temperature and CMB temperature respectively at redshift z. As the

numerical values of τ for different z are very small, we use the approximation in the above equation

(Eq. 19). The optical depth (τ) is given by,

τ =
3

32π

T?
Ts
nHIλ

3
21

A10

H(z) + (1 + z)δrvr
(20)

where, λ21 (≈ 21 cm) is the 21-cm wavelength, T? (= hc/kBλ21 = 0.068 K) is the 21-cm tem-

perature, A10 (= 2.85× 10−15 s−1) is the Einstein coefficient [78] and δrvr represents the peculiar

velocity gradient.

The spin temperature Ts describes the ratio n1/n0, where n1 and n0 are excited state and

ground state neutral hydrogen number densities respectively, given by n1/n0 = 3 exp−T?/Ts. In

equilibrium Ts is given by

Ts =
Tγ + ycTb + yLyαTLyα

1 + yc + yLyα
, (21)

where, yLyα represents the Wouthuysen-Field effect in Ts. The quantities yc, and TLyα are the

collisional coupling parameters and the Lyman-α background temperature respectively [19] whereas

yc and yLyα are defined as yc = C10T?
A10Tb

and yLyα = P10T?
A10TLyα

e
0.3×(1+z)1/2T−2/3

b

(
1+ 0.4

Tb

)−1

[20, 79–81].

C10 is the collision deexcitation rate of the hyperfine level and P10 ≈ 1.3× 10−21SαJ−21 s−1 is the
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deexcitation rate due to Lyman-α, where Sα and J−21 are the spectral distraction factor [82] and

the Lyman-α background intensity respectively. The background intensity J−21 is estimated as

described in [83].

It is to be noted that the effects of the Lyman-α photons from the first stars, play a significant

role for the shape of the spin temperature curve when z . 25. In the epoch of the cosmic dark

age, the CMB photons contribute to flip the spin state of hydrogen atoms. As a consequence, the

spin temperature (Ts) gets closer to the CMB temperature (over inverse of the redshift). However,

later (z . 25), the Lyman-α photons from the new-born stars lead to quick transition of the spin

temperature Ts = Tb. As a result, the spin temperature becomes almost equal to the baryon

temperature during the age of cosmic dawn [84, 85] (Fig. 1). This phenomenon is known as the

Wouthuysen-Field effect. The strength of the Wouthuysen-Field effect depends on the rate of

scattering of the Lyman-α photons in the IGM [86].

VI. CALCULATIONS AND RESULTS

In this work, we explore the 21-cm anomalous hydrogen absorption line in reionization era by

considering the possible simultaneous effects of Hawking radiation form PBHs along with the DM

- baryon interaction. In doing this, we numerically solve seven coupled equations, (Eqs. 1, 2, 3,

7, 8, 10 and 17) simultaneously. The evolutions is initiated at redshift z = 1010 as described

in the work of Muñoz [45], when the baryons are assumed to be tightly coupled with the CMB

photons (i.e. Tb u Tχ). At z = 1010, the initial relative velocity is considered to be ∼29 km/s

and the temperature of DM fluid is assumed to be Tχ = 0. It is to be mentioned that, even if

a slightly warm dark matter candidate is taken into account, the evolution remains almost the

same (it has also been discussed by Muñoz [45]). Since we consider two matter fluids (dark matter

fluid and baryon fluid) in this system, the cooler fluid (dark matter fluid) tends to heat up at the

expense of the temperature of the comparatively warmer fluid (baryon fluid) as an outcome of the

temperature exchange between them (even without IDE effect (Fig. 4)). Although this heating

rate is essentially proportional to (Tb − Tχ), the heating rate gets perturbed in presence of the

drag term (Vχb). A detailed analysis regarding this thermal effect has been addressed in [45]. In

Fig. 1, the evolution of baryon temperature (Tb), CMB temperature (Tγ) and the corresponding

spin temperature (Ts) are plotted as a function of redshift z. The solid red line in Fig. 1 describes

the baryon temperature (Tb). Spin temperature (Ts, red dashed line) variations in presence of

PBHs of mass MBH = 1014 g and dark matter mass mχ = 1 GeV, with the IDE Model I (model
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FIG. 1. The variation of baryon temperature Tb, background temperature Tγ , spin temperature Ts with

redshift z. The black solid line represents the variation of Tγ and the coloured solid lines and coloured

dashed lines correspond to the variations of Tb and Ts respectively with z, for different sets of dark matter

mass mχ and PBH mass MBH. Note that for Ts, the plots for all three sets almost coincide. For both Tb

and Ts, the computations are made with Model I (Table I and II) only.

parameters are chosen from Table. II) is also shown. The blue and green solid and dashed lines

are for the same with mχ = 2 GeV, MBH = 1.0 × 1014 g and mχ = 1 GeV, MBH = 2.0 × 1014 g

respectively. In all the cases however Model I for DM - DE interaction is used. It can also be seen

that, while the variation of Tb with z differ for different choices of mχ and MBH below z ∼ 100.

Such variations for Ts are barely observed except very mildly around z ∼ 20.

In Fig. 2 we demonstrate how the 21-cm brightness temperature T21 is affected for different

dark matter masses mχ and various dark matter - baryon scattering cross-sections (different values

of σ41). We plot in Fig. 2 the variations of T21 with z for different values of mχ for a fixed value

of σ41 = 1 (Fig. 2a) and for different values of σ41 for a fixed value of mχ = 1 GeV (Fig. 2b). For

both the cases, the PBH mass is fixed at MBH = 1.5× 1014 g. It is to be noted that, both Fig. 2a

and Fig. 2b show the variation of T21 at higher redshift era (' 50).

In presence of the DM - DE interaction, the dark matter and dark energy density parameters

evolve non-linearly with redshift z. As a consequence, remarkable variations in the evolution of

Hubble parameter H are obtained (see Fig. 3). In Fig. 3, the variation of Hubble parameter as
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(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Variations of brightness temperature (T21) with redshift (z) (a) for different values of mχ (0.1

GeV, 0.5 GeV, 1 GeV, 5 GeV and 10 GeV) in presence of PBH mass MBH = 1.5 × 1014 g and σ41 = 1.

Fig. 2(b) (right panel) describes the variations of T21 for different values of σ41 (σ41 =0.1, 1, 2, 5, 10) when

the PBH mass MBH = 1014 g and dark matter mass mχ = 1 GeV are chosen.

a dimensionless quantity H(z)/H0 (H0 is the current value of Hubble parameter) is shown with

redshift z. The left panel of Fig. 3 (Fig. 3a, 3c and 3e) shows the variation of Hubble parameter

with redshift z for different values of IDE coupling parameter λ, where the different values of λ are

represented by different colours (cyan to magenta, (see colour-bars)). On the other hand, Figs. 3b,

3d and 3f (right panel of Fig. 3) show the variations of H(z)/H0 with λ and the equation of state

parameter (ω) simultaneously. The plots Fig. 3a, 3c and 3e (left panel of Fig. 3) correspond to

Model I, II and III (Tables I, II) respectively of DM - DE interaction. In the right panel of Fig. 3,

the plots of Fig. 3b, 3d and 3f also correspond to Model I, II and III respectively. In all the three

plots of the left panel of Fig. 3 (for Models I, II and III), the values of the DE equation of state

parameter ω for the corresponding models are adopted from Table II. In each of the plots of Fig. 3,

the dashed black line represents the ΛCDM case (λ = 0). Analysing all the plots in Fig. 3, one can

conclude that, the evolution of Hubble parameter is almost identical in the case of Model II and

Model III where the variations mostly depend on λ (see Fig. 3d and 3e, the dependence on ω is

minimal) and the variation is almost linear in nature (see Fig. 3c and 3d). Nonetheless, very small

difference can be observed between Model II and Model III in Fig. 3d and 3e (also comparing Fig. 3c

and 3d). In contrast, in case of Model I, both the parameters, λ and ω, are equally significant

in the Hubble parameter evolution (see Fig. 3b). From Fig. 3a, it can be observed that, initially

H(z)/H0 decreases gradually with increasing coupling parameter λ. But later (for higher values
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 3. Evolution of Hubble parameter (H(z)) for different IDE models (Model I, Model II and Model III)

with different values of coupling parameters λ. The plots on the left panel (Fig. 3a, 3c and 3e) give the H(z)

evolution for different values of λ where the other parameters (ω and H0) are chosen from Table II. The

plots on right panel (Fig. 3b, Fig. 3d and Fig. 3f show the variation of H(z) with simultaneous variations

of the parameters λ and ω (keeping H0 fixed) at redshift z = 17.2. The black dashed line represents the

variations of H(z) for the ΛCDM case in each figure.

of λ) H(z)/H0 suffers rapid fall with increasing λ. Therefore, although the allowed range of λ for

Model I is λ < −2ωΩχ (see Table I), we limit this range to 0 < λ < 0.25 for the current work.

Incorporating the above mentioned modifications in the density parameters and hence the Hub-

ble parameter, the temperature evolution of the Universe is addressed in presence of the PBH and
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FIG. 4. Variation of dark matter temperature (Tχ) with redshift z for different IDE models. For all these

plots we consider λ = 0.05, MBH = 1014g, βBH = 10−29, mχ = 1 GeV, σ41 = 1, while ω is taken from

Table II for different IDE models.

FIG. 5. Brightness temperature (T21) vs redshift (z) graph for different values of DM mass (mχ), PBH

mass (MBH) and IDE coupling parameter λ for Model I.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 6. The allowed region of the 21-cm brightness temperature in mχ - σ41 space. The coloured shaded

region represents the allowed region for the case of ΛCDM model in both the cases. In this coloured region,

DM - DE interaction has not been considered. The coloured lines represent the similar bounds for different

values of PBH parameters in Fig. 6a, for the case of Model I whereas, in Fig. 6b, the estimated bounds are

shown for different IDE models (with MBH = 1014g, βBH = 10−30 and λ = 0.1)

the dark matter - baryon interaction (scattering). The effect of DM-DE interaction is manifested

in the evolution of dark matter temperature (Tχ). In Fig. 4, the variation of Tχ with z is shown

for different IDE models and compared with the same in absence of the interaction between two

dark sector components of the Universe (i.e. dark matter and dark energy). All the plots in Fig. 4

are computed for λ = 0.05, MBH = 1014g, βBH = 10−29, mχ = 1 GeV, σ41 = 1, the values of ω

for different IDE models are taken from Table II. From Fig. 4 it can be seen that, Tχ increases as

a outcomes of the interactions between dark matter and dark energy. This phenomenon indicates

that, a significant amount of energy transfers from dark energy to the dark matter, due to DM-DE

interaction. It is also noticed that the amount of energy transfer is remarkably high for the case

of IDE Model II and IDE model III in comparison to the Model I. In Fig. 5, we plot the 21-cm

brightness temperatures (T21) for different values of IDE coupling parameter (λ =0.07 and 0.10) for

dark matter masses mχ = 2 GeV and 1 GeV and PBH massesMBH = 0.6×1014 g and 0.6×1014 g

while keeping βBH and σ41 fixed at 10−29 and 3 respectively in the case of IDE Model I. From this

figure (Fig. 5), it can be noticed that, besides DM mass and PBH mass, IDE coupling parameter

λ also modifies the brightness temperature remarkably. A detail study for the variation due to σ41

has been carried out in Fig. 6.

The allowed ranges of the dark matter mass mχ and σ41, that satisfy the EDGES result for

T21 are also estimated. The allowed regions in mχ − σ41 parameter space are shown in Fig. 6 for
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different PBH masses (Fig. 6a) and also for three different IDE models (Fig. 6b). The contour

plots are generated for a fixed value of z = 17.2. In what follows the brightness temperature at

z = 17.2 is represented by ∆T21 unless otherwise mentioned. The EDGES limit of the brightness

temperature (T21) at z ∼ 17.2 lie within the range of −300 mK ≥ T21 ≥ −1000 mK. In the current

analysis, we estimate the limit for mχ and σ41 using the above mentioned constraint (−300 mK

≥ T21 ≥ −1000 mK). In Fig. 6a, the calculated allowed zones in the mχ - σ41 plane are plotted

for ΛCDM model using the colour code (coloured shaded region), where the individual colours

within the coloured shaded region indicate the different values of ∆T21 (colour code is described

in the corresponding colour-bar). This may be mentioned that the limits on mχ obtained from

these contour plots agree with a similar calculation given in [46] (i.e. mχ ≤ 3 GeV). In both the

plots (a) and (b) of Fig. 6, the coloured contour plots are generated by varying mχ and σ41 and

computing ∆T21. For the coloured shaded regions (not the line contours) in both Fig. 6a and

6b, only the dark matter - baryon interaction is considered and the relevant coupled differential

parameters are simultaneously solved numerically. The other contour plots generated using all

the effects considered here namely, the DM - baryon interaction, DM - DE interaction and PBH

evaporations are shown by line contour plots (allowed region enclosed by lines) in both Fig. 6a

and Fig. 6b. In these latter cases the allowed regions are bound by different pairs of lines in mχ

- σ41 plane. In Fig. 6a, three different line contours are for three different sets of values of PBH

masses and βBH when Model I (Table I and II) is used for DM - DE interaction in all the three line

contour plots. In Fig. 6b, the three allowed contours (area enclosed by different lines) in mχ − σ41

plane are generated with three IDE models (Model I, II and III, Table I, II) while the PBH mass

and βBH are kept fixed at values of 1014 g and 10−29 respectively. From Fig. 6a it can be seen

that the region enclosed by red dashed line corresponds to the mχ - σ41 allowed region when PBH

massMBH = 1014 g and βBH = 10−29 are chosen with Model I for DM - DE interaction. Similarly,

the region enclosed by the green dotted lines specifies the allowed region when MBH = 1015 g,

βBH = 10−30 are considered. From Fig. 6a this can be observed that as MBH decreases (Hawking

radiation increases) the allowed region shifts towards higher σ41 and lower mχ region. A similar

trend is also observed for the IDE Model I (Fig. 6b). On the other hand, in the case of IDE Model

II and III, the allowed region shifts toward higher values of mχ.

Finally, a detailed study has been carried out to explore similar bounds in the MBH - λ plane

for individual IDE models and its variation with mχ as well. We use three different values of dark

matter masses namely mχ = 0.5 GeV, 1.0 GeV and 1.5 GeV. In each of these cases, the value

of σ41 is set to 1.0. These are shown in Fig. 7. The first, second and third row correspond to
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

FIG. 7. Variation of ∆T21 with PBH mass and DE-DM coupling parameter λ for different DM masses and

IDE models (see text for details).

the IDE Model I, II and III respectively while the plots in each of the columns 1, 2 and 3 are for

three fixed dark masses, mχ = 0.5 GeV, 1 GeV, 1.5 GeV respectively. For example, Fig. 7a shows

the fluctuation of ∆T21 in MBH - λ space for mχ = 0.5 GeV and the IDE Model I, where the

value of ∆T21 at each point is described in the colour bar shown at the end of each row. In all

the plots of Fig. 7, the yellow dashed lines represent the bounds from EDGES result. Fig. 7b and

Fig. 7c describe the same for mχ =1.0 GeV and 1.5 GeV respectively for IDE Model I. From these

figures it can be seen that, as MBH increases, ∆T21 increases for a fixed value of λ (except a little

distortion at MBH = 1.7 × 1014g). It can also be noticed (from Fig. 7a, 7b and 7c) that as mχ

increases (from column 1 to column 3), ∆T21 also increases. As mentioned, results for Model II and

Model III are furnished in plots 7d, 7e, 7f and in plots 7g, 7h, 7i respectively. From these figures
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(all plots of Fig. 7), it can be noticed that, when mχ = 0.5 GeV, λ values for each of the three

IDE model constraints (see benchmark points described in Table II) satisfy the EDGES limits for

MBH / 1.5× 1014 g andMBH ' 1.8× 1014 g. Those constraints also agree with the EDGES limit

for MBH / 1.2 × 1014 g, when mχ = 1.0 is considered. But, for higher values of mχ (mχ = 1.5

GeV), the benchmark values of λ does not satisfy the EDGES limit of ∆T21 (see Fig. 6c, Fig. 6f

and Fig. 6i).

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, the effect of PBH evaporation on 21-cm EDGES signal is principally addressed

while taking into consideration other important effects arising out of dark matter scattering on

baryons and also dark matter-dark energy interactions that can possibly influence the observed

temperature of 21-cm signal during reionization epoch. The PBHs can inject energy into the system

through their evaporation through Hawking radiation. In addition the dark matter scattering off

baryons also transfers heat to or from the system depending on the mass of dark matter. Also,

the interactions between dark matter and dark energy can also influence the 21-cm brightness

temperature. To this end three such interacting dark energy (IDE) models are adopted where

non-minimal coupling of two dark sectors namely dark matter and dark energy is adopted and the

energy transfer due to the IDE and dark matter-baryon scattering are properly incorporated in the

relevant evolution equations for baryon temperature, dark matter temperature etc.

The energy injection rate for the PBH evaporations or in other words the contribution of PBHs

in the form of Hawking radiation is included in the present work for the computation of evolution

of baryon temperature. In fact a set of coupled differential equations involving evolutions of

baryon temperature, dark matter temperature, the background temperature, ionization fraction,

dark matter baryon relative velocity (leading to the drag term) etc. are solved computationally to

obtain the baryon temperature, spin temperature, the optical depth etc. to finally compute the

21-cm temperature T21. It is to be noted that in the present calculations for spin temperature Ts,

the effect of Lyman-α background is also included where Wouthuysen-Field effect is important.

The effect of PBH on the 21-cm brightness temperature is demonstrated in the present work for

different PBH masses (∼ 1014− 1015 gm) and initial PBH mass fraction βBH (related to black hole

number density nBH). For the reported 21-cm EDGES signal, the allowed regions in the parameter

space of dark matter mass and dark matter - baryon scattering cross-sections (mχ−σ) for different

IDE models (adopted in this work) are obtained for variuos PBH massesMBH and βBH. It is seen
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that heavier PBH masses appear to favour region of higher mχ and lower σ41.

It is also to be noted that when dark matter-dark energy interactions are considered, the dark

matter density ρχ and dark energy density ρDE do not evolve as ∼ (1 + z)3 and (1 + z)3(1+ω)

suggested by standard cosmology. Therefore the evolution of expansion rate of the Universe (H(z))

is modified due to dark matter-dark energy interactions which in turn affects the optical depth and

spin temperature of the 21-cm transition. The evolution of Hubble parameter is also computed in

detail in the present work for all the three IDE models adopted.

The dark matter-dark energy interaction parameter λ has been probed in this work along with

the effects of PBH. The upper and lower limits of the IDE parameter λ for three IDE models

(adopted in this work) have been investigated for different PBH masses (within the ball park of

1014 gm) for the range of T21 given by the EDGES experiment at reionization era. This appears that

the model constraints described in Table II satisfy the EDGES limit for relatively lower masses

of dark matter (≤ 1.0 GeV). It can be observed from Fig. 4 that, although the natures of the

evolution of dark matter temperature with z are similar for all the IDE Models I, II and III as

also for the case of no DM-DE interaction in the redshift region 1000 ≤ z / 30, the temperature

Tχ for IDE Models I and II always lie above the Tχ for Model I and for no DM-DE interaction

case. From Fig. 4 it can be seen that, in case of mχ ∼ GeV, the maximum fluctuation in Tχ is

∼ 5 K for different IDE models. Although a very tiny fluctuation appears in the temperature of

dark matter fluid due to DM-DE interaction, it may seed a significant contribution in the global

structure formation [87]. From Fig. 7, the limit of IDE coupling parameter λ for IDE Model I, II

and III can be observed. It can be seen that, although the limits of λ barely satisfy EDGES’s limit

for mχ = 0.5 GeV and 1.0 GeV for all three IDE models, they do not agree with the EDGES’s

limit for higher masses of dark matter particles (mχ = 1.5 GeV). Models II and III are very tightly

constrained by low-` CMB spectrum. The dark matter mass of mχ ∼ 0.5 GeV, 1 GeV are well

within the limit of structure formation. Future results related to 21-cm physics from early Universe

would throw more light to all these issues and the thermal evolution and dynamics of the early

Universe.
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