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ABSTRACT
The Sunyaev-Zeldovich effect towards clusters of galaxies has become a standard probe of cosmology. It is caused by the
scattering of photons from the cosmic microwave background (CMB) by the hot cluster electron gas. In a similar manner, other
photon backgrounds can be scattered when passing through the cluster medium. This problem has been recently considered for
the radio and the cosmic infrared background. Here we revisit the discussion of the cosmic infrared background (CIB) including
several additional effects that were omitted before. We discuss the intracluster scattering of the CIB and the role of relativistic
temperature corrections to the individual cluster and all-sky averaged signals. We show that the all-sky CIB distortion introduced
by the scattering of the photon field was underestimated by a factor of ' 1.5 due to neglecting the intracluster scattering
contribution. The CIB photons can scatter with the thermal electrons of both the parent halo or another halo, meaning that
there are two ways to gain energy. Therefore, energy is essentially transferred twice from the thermal electrons to the CIB. We
carefully clarify the origin of various effects in the calculation of the average CIB and also scattered signals. The single-cluster
CIB scattering signal also exhibits a clear redshift dependence, which can be used in cosmological analyses, as we describe both
analytically and numerically. This may open a new way for cosmological studies with future CMB experiments.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In recent times, the Sunyaev-Zeldovich (SZ) effect has proven to
be extremely important tool for cosmology and astrophysics in the
context of Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation. Ener-
getic electrons residing inside galaxy clusters boost the CMB pho-
tons , giving rise to the thermal SZ (tSZ) effect (Zeldovich & Sun-
yaev 1969). Similarly, moving electrons can impart energy to CMB
photons via doppler shift which is referred to as kinetic SZ (kSZ) ef-
fect (Sunyaev & Zeldovich 1980). Electrons and photons exchange
energy via tSZ effect which imprints a characteristic distortion on
the CMB spectrum while Doppler shifts via kSZ do not change the
spectral shape of CMB which is a blackbody. The temperature dis-
tortion on CMB due to tSZ effect is ∆T

T

∣∣∣
tSZ
' −2 kBTe

mec2 τ at low fre-
quencies, while for the kSZ effect one has ∆T

T

∣∣∣
kSZ
' 3

cτ, where τ is
the optical depth for photon passing through the electrons inside the
structures and 3

c is the line of sight velocity component. For galaxy
clusters, Te ' 107 − 108 K while 3/c ' 10−3. This makes tSZ the
dominant effect by an order of magnitude compared to kSZ. For a
review on SZ effects, the readers are referred to Birkinshaw (1999)
and Mroczkowski et al. (2019).

The tSZ effect due to its unique spectral shape has become a rou-
tine probe to detect biggest structures in Universe (Planck Collabo-
ration et al. 2016; Bleem et al. 2015; Hilton et al. 2021). These anal-
ysis assume that Compton scattering between the hot electrons and
the CMB photons is non-relativistic, in which case, one can solve for
the distortion shape analytically (Zeldovich & Sunyaev 1969), yield-
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ing the so-called y-distortion. The electrons boost the CMB photons
from low to high frequency, therefore, there is a deficit of photons
at low frequencies with minima at 150 GHz (which is the frequency
at which CMB spectrum peaks) and a surplus of photons at higher
frequencies with a null point at ' 217 GHz.

Since the electrons inside the galaxy clusters have temperatures of
few keV, several works (Challinor & Lasenby 1998; Sazonov & Sun-
yaev 1998; Itoh et al. 1998; Chluba et al. 2012) have pointed out the
importance of relativistic corrections of Compton scattering, which
shifts the null point to higher frequency as more energetic electrons
can boost the CMB photons to higher energy. Extracting the rela-
tivistic corrections is important next step to accurately quantifying
the energy content of electrons inside the galaxy clusters (e.g., Erler
et al. 2018; Remazeilles & Chluba 2020), which can have important
cosmological implications (Remazeilles et al. 2019).

Almost all works in literature deal with the tSZ effect on CMB
photons only. However, the same physics should apply for any cos-
mological radiation background passing through clusters. The kine-
matics of Compton scattering and, therefore, the spectral distor-
tion shape depends on the spectrum of the incoming radiation. Re-
cently, the scattering of photon from the radio background (Holder
& Chluba 2021; Lee et al. 2022) and the infrared background (Sabyr
et al. 2022) were considered.

Qualitatively, the calculations have multiple similarities with the
tSZ from the CMB, but there are important differences as well.
While CMB is truly an isotropic background radiation, the same
can not be said about radio and cosmic infrared backgrounds. While
there are several works discussing the possibility of radio back-
grounds and their relation to the radio excess within the frequency
band of 0.1−10 GHz (Fixsen et al. 2011; Dowell & Taylor 2018) and
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21cm absorption feature at z ' 20 (Bowman et al. 2018), concrete
evidence for the excess background is yet to be established. In this
case, the radio SZ effect in combination with the tSZ effect may al-
low us to extract valuable new information about the properties of
this background (Holder & Chluba 2021; Lee et al. 2022).

In contrast, Planck Collaboration (2014); Melin et al. (2018) has
shown the existence of the cosmic infrared background (CIB) with
theoretical works (Shang et al. 2012; McCarthy & Madhavacheril
2021) using the halo model (Seljak 2000) description to explain the
radiation that we see today. Within this model, the radiation origi-
nates from galaxies residing inside the dark matter halos which only
form at z . 6. As more structures begin to form, the radiation from
individual halos starts to build up and become homogeneous. There-
fore, the CIB is not really a (primordial) background radiation but
evolves over redshifts. This results in important difference between
tSZ from CMB and CIB. It is well known that the y-distortion shape
for a galaxy cluster with redshift-independent electron distribution is
unique and independent of the redshift at which the CMB distortion
was created. This is because redshifting of the SZ spectrum does not
affects its shape. However, the same cannot be said about CIB, as
the radiation field is itself evolving as structures form. Therefore,
one has to compute the tSZ signal from CIB scattering (henceforth
referred to as comptonized-CIB or cCIB) from individual objects
on a case-by-case basis. This complicates the calculations but also
opens an interesting avenue to do tomography using the cCIB effect.

The authors in Sabyr et al. (2022) have computed the correspond-
ing CIB distortion signature using the halo model description with
evolving CIB. They assumed that halos with mass M > 1010 M� can
host radiation emitting galaxies which are already in place at z ≈ 6.
The radiation at such early epochs escapes the parent halo and has
the highest probability to scatter with electrons inside the biggest
halos which only form around z . 1. In this work, we show the
importance of ”intracluster” scattering of infrared radiation, i.e., the
scattering of photons within their parent halo. The contribution to
the CIB distortion from intracluster scattering is at least as impor-
tant as ”intercluster” contribution with different spectral signature.
We emphasize that our calculations are very general and the physics
should apply for other evolving radiation backgrounds such as the
radio background. We also consider the relativistic temperature cor-
rections to the distortion signal, showing that it can become impor-
tant for individual clusters.

The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2, we describe our
halo model calculations to compute the CIB background. Addition-
ally, we provide analytic approximations to compute the CIB back-
ground. We compute the CIB spectral distortion we are expected to
see from individual objects as well as average sky signal from all
sources in Sec . 3. We compute the spectral distortion shapes using
the exact Compton scattering kernel and provide fits to null points as
a function of CIB spectrum parameters. In Sec. 4, we compute the
intracluster contribution to sky average CIB taking into account the
distribution of galaxies inside the dark matter halos. We finish with
some discussions and plan for future work in Sec. 5.

2 INFRARED BACKGROUND WITH HALO MODEL

We use the halo model (Seljak 2000) description of Shang et al.
(2012); McCarthy & Madhavacheril (2021), which was used to ob-
tain the CIB radiation in Sabyr et al. (2022). We assume that the
emission of photons from galaxies inside the dark matter halos gives
rise to the CIB. The number of galaxies inside a dark matter halo is
a function of mass of dark matter halo itself. The emitted photons

from galaxies then travel through the expanding universe and show
up as the CIB radiation today.

A detailed derivation of the required radiative transfer solutions
given in Appendix A. The final solution for the ambient CIB at a
redshift z and frequency ν is

ICIB
ν (z) =

1
a3

∫ zmax

z

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄h(z′)

4π
Θν′ (z′), (1a)

a L̄h(z) =

∫
dM

dN(M, z)
dM

a Lh(M, z) (1b)

with ν′ = ν a/a′ and where we factored the frequency-dependence,
Θν′ (z′), of the halo luminosity, Lh

ν(M, z), as we describe below and
dN/dM is the halo mass function. For convenience, we also intro-
duced the mass-function-averaged luminosity L̄h

ν(z). We use zmax = 6
as the maximal emission redshift within the halo model, finding that
beyond that little is added. Comparing to Sabyr et al. (2022), here we
give the solution for the physical intensity at every redshift, which
gives rise to an extra factor of 1/a3 = (1 + z)3. To give the ambient
CIB at the location of the cluster, we now compute L̄h

ν(z) using the
halo model.

2.1 Halo model for CIB radiation

In the halo model, the galaxy luminosity of a halo with mass M
at redshift z is given by, Lgal

ν (M, z) = L0 Φ(z) Σ(M) Θν(z), with nor-
malization L0 = 6.4 × 10−8 Jy Mpc2 = 6.09 × 1011 W Hz−1,
Φ(z) = (1 + z)3.6, and

Σ(M) =
M/M�
√

2πσ2
e−

log2
10(M/Meff )

2σ2 , (2)

with Meff = 1012.6 M� and σ2 = 0.5. The spectral energy distribution
(SED), Θν(z), of the emitting galaxies as a function of rest frame
frequency ν and z is given by a modified blackbody spectrum

Θν(z) =


(
ν
ν0

)β Bν[Td(z)]
Bν0 [Td(z)] for ν 6 ν0(

ν
ν0

)−γ
for ν > ν0.

(3)

Here, Bν(Td) is the blackbody SED at temperature Td(z) = T0(1+z)α

with α = 0.36 and T0 = 24.4 K. The pivot frequency is given by

ν0(z) =
kBTd(z)

h

[
3 + β + γ + W0(λ)

]
(4)

with λ = −(3 + β + γ) e−(3+β+γ), where W0 is the Lambert function
with β = 1.75 and γ = 1.7.

The total galaxy luminosity of a halo has two main contributions.
The first is from the central galaxy,

Lc
ν(M, z) = Nc(M, z) Lgal

ν (M, z), (5)

where Nc is the number of central galaxies inside the dark matter
halo. In our model it is 1 for M > 1010 M� and zero otherwise.

The second contribution to the halo luminosity is from the satellite
galaxies, which is determined by

Ls
ν(M, z) =

∫ M

Mmin

dMs
dNs(M,Ms)

dMs
Lgal
ν (Ms, z), (6)

where dNs/dMs is the sub-halo mass function, i.e., the number of
sub-halos as a function of host halo mass. We use the expressions of
Tinker & Wetzel (2010) with lower mass limit Mmin = 1010 M�.

The total halo luminosity is then Lh
ν(M, z) = Lc

ν(M, z) + Ls
ν(M, z).

It is useful to introduce Lh(M, z) =
Lh
ν (M,z)
Θν(z) as

Lh(M, z) = L0 Φ(z)
[
Nc(M, z) Σ(M) +

∫ M

Mmin

dMs
dNs(M,Ms)

dMs
Σ(Ms)

]
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Figure 1. Illustration of S(z) = c a L̄h(z)/[4πH(z)] in Jy/Sr, which describes
the CIB photon source term as a function of redshift (see Appendix C for
fit). The solid line includes both sub-halo and central galaxy contributions,
while the dashed line only accounts for the central galaxy term. Most photons
originate from z ' 1, while at z & 6 very few photons are generated.

to cleanly separate frequency- and mass-dependent terms. We then
have the mass-function-averaged luminosity

L̄h(z) =

∫ Mmax

Mmin

dM
dN(M, z)

dM
Lh(M, z). (7)

For the halo mass function, we use the fits provided by Tinker et al.
(2008). The halo mass functions are defined as overdensity w.r.t ei-
ther the critical energy density or mass energy density. To convert the
mass definitions we use the concentration mass relations of Duffy
et al. (2008) and Hu & Kravtsov (2003). We choose Mmin = 1010 M�
and Mmax = 1016 M� in our computations.

2.2 Average CIB as a function of redshift

We now have all the ingredients to compute the average CIB spec-
trum. In Fig. 1, we illustrate the CIB photon source term defined as
S(z) = c a L̄h(z)/[4πH(z)], which directly appears in the integral of
Eq. (1). The precise redshift-scaling depends on the halo-model pa-
rameters and the cosmological model, however, we do not vary them
here. Most of the CIB photons are produced at z ' 1, where star-
formation is efficient. The fall-off towards higher redshifts means
that the ambient CIB becomes dimmer. We note that at all redshifts
the central galaxy contribution dominates.

In Fig. 2, we show the evolution of physical intensity of the CIB
and the CMB as a function of frequency for several redshifts. This
was computed numerically with Eq. (1) and can be thought of as the
ambient CIB light that an observer inside a cluster at the correspond-
ing redshift would receive. We use zmax = 6 in our computations. To-
wards higher redshifts the effective temperature of the CIB increases
as T ∝ (1 + z)0.36, resulting in a shift of the peak position towards
higher frequencies. This shift is smaller than for the CMB (see lower
panel in Fig. 2), for which the peak position scales as ∝ (1 + z).

At low frequency, the CIB and CMB intensity behave in opposite
ways. This is due to the fact that the CIB only slowly builds up as a
function of time, with most of the CIB being created at z ' 1. The
energy density of CMB keeps on decreasing with decreasing redshift
and the intensity is proportional to ' (1 + z). In addition, we can see
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Figure 2. Physical intensity of the ambient CIB (upper panel) as a function
of redshift. The expansion of the Universe and evolution of the CIB temper-
ature change the position and amplitude of the signal. For comparison we
also show the same result for the CMB (lower panel), which changes more
significantly with redshift due to the more strong evolution of the CMB tem-
perature [T ' (1 + z) instead of T ' (1 + z)0.36] and drop in the number of
CIB emitters towards high z.

that at low frequencies the brightness of the ambient CIB remains
nearly constant and then drops off at z & 1 while that of CMB in-
creases as ' (1 + z), as already mentioned. Knowing that scattering
of the ambient CMB as shown in Fig. 2 leads to a signal that, after
redshifting to z = 0, is independent of the scattering redshift, we can
anticipate that the scattered CIB signal for each cluster will depend
on the scattering redshift.

2.2.1 Analytic approximations for the average CIB

To obtain a more quantitative understanding of the average CIB
spectrum at different redshifts, we can use a moment-expansion ap-
proach (Chluba et al. 2017) to approximate its evolution. For this we
rewrite the fundamental SED in Eq. (3). Since according to Eq. (4),
the dimensionless pivot frequency,

x0 =
hν0

kBTd
= 3 + β + γ + W0(λ) ≈ 6.440, (8)

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)
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Figure 3. Redshift dependence of the integral W(z) = (1 + z)1.65J(z, 1 − α),
relevant to Eq. (11) for the low-frequency approximation of the CIB.

is independent of redshift, it is convenient to write

Θν(z) =


(

x(z)
x0

)β+3 ex0−1
ex(z)−1 for x(z) 6 x0(

x(z)
x0

)−γ
for x(z) > x0.

(9)

with x(z) = hν/kBTd(z). In Eq. (1), we have to evaluate the SED at
ν′ = νa/a′ and z′, implying x′(z′) = hν′/kBTd(z′) = x(z) (a′/a)α−1.
Since the main SED scales as Θν′ (z′) ∝ (a′/a)(α−1)(β+3), for the mo-
ment treatment it is useful to define the integrals

〈X〉 =

∫ zmax

z

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄h(z′)

4π

(
a′

a

)(α−1)(β+3)

X(z′). (10)

of a quantity X(z′). These averages can be quickly computed using
the fit in Appendix C. Since we will encounter multiple cases of the
form 〈(a′/a)p〉, we also introduce the function J(z, p) = 〈(a′/a)p〉.
At low-frequencies (i.e., x′(z′) � 1), with Eq. (1) we then find

ICIB
ν (z) ≈

1
a3

(
x(z)
x0

)β+2 〈
x(z)

x′(z′)

〉
=

1
a3

(
x(z)
x0

)β+2

J(z, 1 − α). (11)

Although (1 + z)3 x(z)β+2 ∝ (1 + z)3−α(β+2) ' (1 + z)1.65 increases with
redshift, the remaining integral in Eq. (11) weakens the rise, leading
to an overall drop of the intensity with redshift. In Fig 3, we illustrate
the redshift-dependence of this integral. From this, we expect a drop
of the CIB by a factor of ' 1.8 between z = 0 and z = 1 and a drop
by a factor of ' 40 between z = 0 and z = 5. This is consistent with
what is shown in Fig. 2 at ν . 100 GHz.

At very high frequency (i.e., x′(z′) > x0 at all z′) it is also quite
easy to provide a simple approximation. Using the notation from
above we find

ICIB
ν (z) ≈

1
a3

(
x(z)
x0

)−γ
J(z, [1 − α][γ + 3 + β]). (12)

to work extremely well. However, what do we do about the interme-
diate regime? In particular, it turns out that this is where the CIB
maximum is located and estimates neglecting the high-frequency
CIB SED contributions do not give accurate results. To tackle the
problem, we realize that for a given frequency ν and observing red-

shift z, there is a critical redshift zc that allows us to write

ICIB
ν (z) =

1
a3

{∫ min(zc ,zmax)

z

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄h(z′)

4π

(
x′(z′)

x0

)β+3 ex0 − 1
ex′(z′) − 1

+

∫ zmax

max(z,zc)

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄h(z′)

4π

(
x′(z′)

x0

)−γ }
. (13)

The critical redshift is determined by the condition x′(z′) = x0:

1 + zc =

(
x0

x(z)

) 1
1−α

(1 + z) =

(
3274.2 GHz

νa

) 1
1−α

. (14)

Whenever zc > zmax, only the first integral contributes. Demanding
zc = zmax then determines the critical frequency

νc(z) = 3274.2 GHz
(1 + z)

(1 + zmax)1−α ≈ 942.4 GHz (1 + z) (15)

below which the second integral can be neglected. We can also de-
mand zc = z, from which we find νh(z) = 3274.2 GHz (1 + z)α above
which the high-frequency solution, Eq. (12), is applicable.

While ν 6 νc(z), we can focus on the first integral in Eq. (13). To
simplify matters, we first write x′(z′) = x(z) ξ with ξ = (a′/a)α−1. We
next expand the Planckian 1/(ex′(z′) − 1) around some average value
ξ∗, which we still need to determine:

1
ex′(z′) − 1

≈
1

ex∗ − 1

1 −G(x∗)
[
ξ

ξ∗
− 1

]
+

1
2

Y∗(x∗)
[
ξ

ξ∗
− 1

]2
 .

Here, x∗ = x ξ∗, and where we introduced the function G(x) = xex

(ex−1)

and Y∗(x) = G(x) x coth
(

x
2

)
. Introducing the normalization Ā = 〈1〉,

we then define the redshift moments

Mk = Ā−1
〈[
ξ

ξ∗
− 1

]k〉
. (16)

These can be quickly computed using the approximation Eq. (C1)
with Eq. (10). By demanding that the first moment vanishes we can
then determine the pivot value as

ξ∗(z) = J(z, α − 1)/Ā ≡ J(z, α − 1)/J(z, 0). (17)

A fit for this function is given in Appendix D. At ν 6 νc(z), we then
have the final approximation

ICIB
ν (z) ≈

Ā
a3

(
x
x0

)β+3 ex0 − 1
ex∗ − 1

[
1 +

1
2

Y∗(x∗) M2(z).
]
. (18)

Indeed we find that the second moment correction remains notice-
able close to νc(z) and at low z. We also confirmed that adding higher
order moment terms does not improve the match much.

If we now enter the regime νc(z) < ν 6 νh(z), we can equally
use Eq. (18); however, in the integral Eq. (10), we then have to use
the upper boundary zc instead of zmax. In addition we have to add
the high frequency solution, Eq. (12) but with the modified lower
boundary (i.e., z → zc) in the corresponding integral. Since in this
regime the integrals directly depend on the chosen frequency, one
can no longer pre-compute the solutions. Therefore, the approxima-
tion becomes moot and the full integral expression should be used.

In Fig. 4 we illustrate the performance of the approximation given
by Eq. (18). We chose z = 0 and z = 4 as examples. For these
redshifts we have (Ā, ξ∗,M2) ≈ (3.632 × 107 Jy/sr, 2.544, 0.0389)
and (Ā, ξ∗,M2) ≈ (9.074 × 104, 1.105, 0.00373), respectively. As ex-
pected, the approximation fails in the Wien tail of the CIB, while
below the respective critical frequencies, νc ≈ 942.4 GHz and νc ≈

4712 GHz, it works very well. At low z, we also find the second mo-
ment term to be noticeable, while it becomes small early on. We also
note that setting ξ∗ = 1 would not reproduce the CIB SED for z = 0.

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)
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Figure 4. CIB spectrum at z = 0 and z = 4. The solid lines show the exact
result, while the dashed and dotted lines respectively show the approximation
in Eq. (18) with and without the second moment term included.

3 SPECTRAL DISTORTION SHAPES FROM SCATTERING
OF CIB PHOTONS WITH THERMAL ELECTRONS

The free-streaming CIB photons encounter hot electrons inside the
dark matter halos while travelling towards us. As a result, the elec-
trons impart energy to the photons via inverse Compton scattering,
usually boosting them from lower to higher frequency. This results
in distortion in spectral shape of photon radiation field, which was
recently considered by Sabyr et al. (2022) using the Kompaneets
equation (Kompaneets 1956).

In this section, we briefly repeat the derivation of Sabyr et al.
(2022) and then extend it by considering the scattering process using
the exact Compton scattering kernel (Sarkar et al. 2019). This allows
us to include relativistic corrections to the scattering process, which
changes the CIB scattering distortion for each cluster.

3.1 Kompaneets treatment for single clusters

The authors of Sabyr et al. (2022) have calculated the spectral dis-
tortion shape by solving Kompaneets equation (Kompaneets 1956),
which assumes the scattering between the hot electrons and the pho-
tons to be non-relativistic. Since the typical energy of the back-
ground photons is low compared to the electron energy (hν � kBTe),
one can neglect stimulated scattering and electron recoil effects. The
scattering of the average radiation field by the thermal electrons
inside the cluster can then be described as (Zeldovich & Sunyaev
1969; Sazonov & Sunyaev 2000)

dnν
dysc

≈
1
ν2

∂

∂ν
ν4 ∂

∂ν
nν, (19)

where nν = Iν/[2hν3] is the photon occupation number and ysc is the
scattering y-parameter. We use the optically-thin limit, such that the
scattered radiation can be estimated as

∆ICIB
ν (zsc) ≈ yscν

∂

∂ν
ν4 ∂

∂ν

ICIB
ν (zsc)
ν3 (20)

after passing through the cluster at the scattering redshift zsc (or
scale-factor asc = 1/[1+zsc]). Using Eq. (1) to describe the incoming

CIB background, we then simply have

∆ICIB
ν (zsc) ≈

ysc

a3
sc

∫ zmax

zsc

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄h(z′)

4π

[
ν
∂

∂ν
ν4 ∂

∂ν

Θν′ (z′)
ν3

]
(21)

at the scattering redshift. The scattering operator acts only on Θν′ (z′),
where ν′ = ν asc/a′. Since we have the identity

∆Θsc(ν′, z′) = ν
∂

∂ν
ν4 ∂

∂ν

Θν′ (z′)
ν3 ≡ ν′

∂

∂ν′
ν′4

∂

∂ν′
Θν′ (z′)
ν′3

, (22)

Using Eq. (3), we find

∆Θsc(ν′, z′)
Θ(ν′, z′)

=

Y(x′) − 2βG(x′) + β(3 + β) for ν′ 6 ν0

γ(3 + γ) for ν′ > ν0,
(23)

with x′ = hν′/kBTd(z′). Here, Y(x) = G(x)
[
x coth

(
x
2

)
− 4

]
is simply

the y-type distortion caused on the blackbody part of the CIB spec-
trum and G(x) = x ex

ex−1 is the related blackbody temperature shift.
After the scattering occurred, the scattering signal simply evolves

according to Eq. (A6) without any new sources towards z = 0. This
includes redshifting the frequency from zsc to z = 0 by the replace-
ment ν → ν/asc, and renormalizing the total intensity by a factor of
a3

sc. At z = 0, we then have the scattered CIB contribution

∆ICIB
ν,0 ≈ ysc

∫ zmax

zsc

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄(z′)

4π
∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′) (24)

in the direction of the cluster located at zsc. This result is in agree-
ment with that given by Sabyr et al. (2022). We will use this result
for reference; however, for typical clusters seen by Planck relativis-
tic corrections become important as we discuss next.

3.2 Compton scattering kernel treatment for single clusters

The derivations of Sect. 3.1 assumed that the scattered CIB signal
at the redshift zsc can be obtained used the Kompaneets operator.
However, the precise spectral distortion shape is determined by the
kinematics of the scattering process and therefore not only depends
on the SED of the ambient radiation field, but also the energy dis-
tribution of the electrons. Since the electrons inside galaxy clusters
have energy ' few keV, relativistic corrections become important,
which change the spectral distortion shapes (Wright 1979; Fabbri
1981; Rephaeli 1995; Challinor & Lasenby 1998; Sazonov & Sun-
yaev 1998; Itoh et al. 1998). One can capture these corrections by
performing a Taylor series expansion in θe = kBTe/mec2 (Challinor
& Lasenby 1998; Sazonov & Sunyaev 1998; Itoh et al. 1998). This
can in principle be quickly carried out using SZpack (Chluba et al.
2012). For an application of this method to scattering of radio pho-
tons by the hot electrons see Lee et al. (2022).

However, it is well-known that for the scattering of the CMB this
approach does not yield accurate results at high electron tempera-
tures or high observing frequencies (Itoh et al. 1998; Chluba et al.
2012). In this work, we therefore compute the spectral distortion
shape by solving Boltzmann equation using the exact Compton scat-
tering kernel, Pν→ν′ , which can be computed efficiently as a function
of the electron temperature using CSpack (Sarkar et al. 2019).

Ignoring stimulated scattering effects, the Boltzmann equation
can be schematically written as (see Acharya et al. 2021, for dis-
cussions of numerical methods),

dIνi

dτ
≈

∑
j


(
νi

ν j

)3

[Pν j→νi ∆ν] Iν j − [Pνi→ν j ∆ν] Iνi

 , (25)

where Pνi→ν j ∆ν is the probability of a photon being transferred from
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Figure 5. CIB (upper panel) and CMB (lower panel) distortion for a cluster
with ysc = 10−4 at z = 0 as a function of frequency and for different electron
temperatures. The positive and negative parts of the intensity are drawn as
solid and dotted lines, respectively. We also show the Kompaneets solution
in solid black for reference.

frequency bin i to j. The inverse scattering event is given by the de-
tailed balanced relation Pνi→ν j = (ν j/νi)2eh(νi−ν j)/kBTe Pν j→νi . The pho-
ton number is identically conserved, i.e.

∑
j Pνi→ν j ∆ν = 1. The opti-

cal depth is given by τ =
∫
σTNedl, where σT is Thomson scattering

cross-section, Ne is the electron number density and dl is the differ-
ential line segment through the cluster along the line of sight. We
assume that the electrons follow a relativistic Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution.

By inserting the ambient CIB spectrum, Eq. (1), evaluated at the
clusters redshift zsc into Eq. (25), we can directly evaluate the scat-
tered CIB radiation at zsc. Like in the previous section, we then sim-
ply replace ν → ν/asc and multiply the solution by a3

sc to obtain the
final scattering signal. With this two-step procedure, we can obtain
the scattered CIB contribution of single clusters residing at various
redshifts. Alternatively, we could compute the scattered signal of the
fundamental SED, Θ(ν′, z′), before carrying out the integrals over
the source redshifts and masses. However, computationally, this is
more expensive, since the scattered radiation has to be evaluated for
every frequency, redshift and electron temperature.
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Figure 6. High (top panel) and low (lower panel) frequency null point as a
function of the electron temperature and for varying values of β.

3.3 Spectral distortion with rSZ from individual object

In this section, we compute the CIB spectral distortion signature
for individual objects located at different redshifts and with varying
electron temperature. For the scattering of the CMB, the y-distortion
signature is independent of redshift, therefore, it is not possible to
determine the redshift of the cluster using the spectral shape of y-
distortion. But as has already been explained, the CIB keeps on
evolving till today. Therefore, we expect that the spectral distortion
signature imprinted at different redshifts will have different shapes.
In principle, this provides the possibility to measure cluster redshifts.

3.3.1 CIB scattering distortion at z = 0

In Figure 5, we illustrate the scattered CIB signal as a function of
frequency for a few different electron temperatures. We fixed the
total scattering y-parameter (y = θeτ) to ysc = 10−4. As opposed to
the standard y-distortion (Zeldovich & Sunyaev 1969), one finds two
nulls, where the intensity changes sign (Sabyr et al. 2022). For the
CIB parameters chosen above, the nulls are found at νlow ≈ 206 GHz
and νhigh ≈ 1630 GHz in the non-relativistic (Kompaneets) limit.
As the cluster temperature increases, the high-frequency null shifts

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)



CIB distortions 7

towards higher frequency, while the low-frequency null decreases
(see Fig. 6). For the chosen parameters, we find

νlow(Te) ≈ 206 GHz
[
1 − 3.2 × 10−2Te,5 + 1.7 × 10−3T 2

e,5

]
(26a)

νhigh(Te) ≈ 1630 GHz
[
1 + 2.4 × 10−2Te,5 − 6.4 × 10−4T 2

e,5

]
(26b)

with Te,5 = Te/[5 keV] to represent the positions of the nulls very
well. However, the positions of the nulls generally depends on β

(see Fig. 6 for illustration) and γ, as well as the other CIB model
parameters and details of the halo mass functions. The leading order
β-dependence can be capture by

ν′low(Te, β) ≈
[
β

1.75

]2.15

νlow(Te) (27a)

ν′high(Te, β) ≈
[
β

1.75

]0.38

νhigh(Te) (27b)

Since one can quickly compute the resultant distortion using SZpack
we do not provide a more detailed discussion here.

Why are two nulls present in the scattered CIB radiation, even
if the scattering on average leads to an increase of the photon en-
ergy? For the final scattered signal, both the net energy transfer as
well as the broadening of the radiation field matter. For parts of the
incoming radiation field that have a negative derivative (like in the
Wien tails of the CMB and CIB), the broadening only leads to an
additional increase of the net up-scattering signature. However, in
parts of the incoming radiation field with positive slope (like in the
low-frequency CMB and CIB domains), the balance between energy
transfer and line-broadening becomes more delicate.

For flat photon spectra (like in the Rayleigh-Jeans tail of the
CMB) the mean shift of the photon energy by ∆ν/ν ' 4ysc domi-
nates on average, leading to a decrement at ν . 217 GHz for the tSZ
effect. However, when the photon distribution becomes sufficiently
steep (like for the CIB spectrum at low frequencies), then also the
line-broadening, ∆ν/ν '

√
2ysc can become noticeable. This leads

to a net down-scattering of the incoming radiation, and hence an in-
crease of the CIB signal in the direction of the cluster.

For the chosen CIB parameters, we find β 6 1 to remove the CIB
null at low frequencies (see Fig. 7). This is well below the obser-
vational result of β ' 1.75 at z = 0, and thus is not expected to
be very relevant in applications. The position of the low frequency
null can be estimated by determining at which frequency ∆Θsc(ν′, z′)
vanishes. Assuming x′ � 1, a limit that become increasingly accu-
rate with decreasing β, one finds x′low ≈ (β2 + β − 2)/(1 + β), which
implies the critical value βcr = 1, as confirmed in Fig. 7.

3.3.2 CIB scattering distortion at varying redshift

As already mentioned, we expect the scattered CIB signal to depend
on the redshift of the cluster. In Fig. 8, we illustrate this point for an
individual object with ysc = 10−4 and temperature of the order of a
few keV. We can observe both a change in the overall amplitude of
the signal as well as a change in the frequency shape and position.
At a fixed scattering y-parameter, this effect is not present for the
tSZ effect (lower panel of Fig. 8). By combining tSZ and scattered
CIB measurements, one can thus in principle measure the redshift
of the cluster. This may open the path for tomographic studies using
the CIB spectral distortion signature from individual objects.

However, as Fig. 8 also shows, since the shape of the scattered
CIB also depends on the cluster temperature, a modeling of the rel-
ativistic corrections will be required to achieve high precision. This
can be either done using theoretical temperature-mass relations (Lee
et al. 2020), X-ray proxies, or possibly through future rSZ measure-
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Figure 7. Scattered CIB intensity for varying β with ysc = 10−4 and at z = 0.
The position of the low-frequency and high-frequency null decreases with β.
For β = 1, the low-frequency null disappears.
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vidual galaxy clusters with ysc = 10−4, located at different redshifts and for
two temperatures, 5 keV (solid line) and 10 keV (dashed lines). The dotted
lines shows the negative part of intensity. For CMB, the scattered radiation is
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Figure 9. Redshift dependence of the high (upper panel) and low (lower
panel) frequency null. In each figure we show three different temperature
cases as annotated. The case with Te = 0.5 keV is very close to the Kompa-
neets solution (see Fig. 10).

ments. To disentangle tSZ and scatter CIB contributions it is clear
that high-frequency coverage will be very important.

In Fig. (9) we illustrate the redshift evolution of the low and high
frequency nulls. With increasing redshift both move towards lower
frequencies, with the high-frequency null changing more drastically.
For observations towards a single cluster, one may hope to use this
information in the future.

3.3.3 Analytic approximations for the low-frequency null

We have seen in Sect. 2.2.1 that Eq. (18) provides a very good ap-
proximation for the ambient CIB at different redshifts. If we neglect
the correction from the second moment, we can obtain a simple esti-
mate for the position of the null at the scattering redshift by solving

Y(x∗) − 2βG(x∗) + β(3 + β) ≈ 0. (28)

This expression follows directly from Eq. (22) after we apply the
scattering operator to the analytic approximation. It is easy to nu-
merically solve this expression. We find

x∗low(β) ≈ 0.957 + 1.964 ζ − 0.435 ζ2 + 0.324 ζ3 − 0.236 ζ4 (29)
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Figure 10. Redshift-dependence of the low-frequency null. The Kompaneets
result is shown in comparison with the analytic approximation, Eq. (31). At
low redshifts the second moment term is clearly visible.

with ζ = β/1.75 − 1 to be extremely accurate at 1.25 6 β 6 2.5.
Because this solution is for x∗low(β) = x(zsc) ξ∗(zsc), we then have

νlow(zsc, β) ≈
191.2 GHz
(1 + zsc)1−α

[ T0

24.4 K

] [
x∗low(β)
0.957

] [
ξ∗(zsc)
2.544

]−1

(30)

today. Using Eq. (D1), we can then also compute the null for higher
redshifts. This implies that the null decreases with redshift.

When we compare the result for the null with the one obtained
from the exact computation, we realize that the analytic expression
slightly underestimates the position of the low-frequency null. The
reason is that we neglected the second moment term in Eq. (18). Us-
ing the scattering operator D̂x∗ = x∗∂x∗ (x∗)4∂x∗ (x∗)−3, and applying
it to the analytic solution for the CIB, after some algebra we find the
modified condition

Y(x∗) − 2βG(x∗) + β(3 + β)

+

M2
2

[
(x∗)2∂2

x∗Y
∗(x∗) + 2

[
2 + β −G(x∗)

]
x∗∂x∗Y∗(x∗)

]
1 +

M2
2 Y∗(x∗)

≈ 0.

for the low-frequency null. Perturbing around the solution from
above and accounting for leading order corrections, we then find

x̃∗low(β,M2) ≈ x∗low(β) + 1.497 M2 (31)

For z = 0, one has M2 ≈ 0.039 and hence x̃∗low ≈ 1.015. Inserting this
into Eq. (30) instead of x∗low yield νlow(0, 1.75) ≈ 203.2 GHz. This is
already very close to the full numerical result. A direct comparison
is shown in Fig. 10.

3.4 Mean intensity of spectral distortion due to all objects

In this section, we stack the individual objects to obtain the globally-
averaged CIB distortion signal. The computation of mean distortion
signal from CIB photons is very similar to that of the average CMB
y-distortion (Hill et al. 2015). The distortion to the infrared back-
ground is proportional to the y-parameter of electrons inside the dark
matter halos. The average scattering y-parameter is given by (Hill
et al. 2015; Sabyr et al. 2022),

〈y〉 =

∫ zmax

0

dy
dz

dz with
dy
dz

=
cχ2

H(z)

∫ Mmax

Mmin

dM
dN
dM

y(M, z), (32)
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Figure 11. Intensity of spectral distortion signal from intercluster scattering
of CIB photons assuming non-relativistic scattering (black line) and includ-
ing relativistic effects (dashed red).

where the average halo y-parameter is (see Appendix B1 for addi-
tional clarifications)

y(M, z) =
σT

mec2

4πr3
∆
(z)

dA(z)2

∫
dx x2Pe(x), (33)

with x = r/r∆, r∆(z) =
[

3M
4π∆ρc(z)

]1/3
and Pe(x) is the electron pressure.

Here, χ(z) is the comoving distance to z and dA(z) = a χ(z) is the an-
gular diameter distance. We use the overdensity ∆ = 200 throughout
our calculations.

Using Eq. (24), the intensity of distorted signal is then given by,

∆ICIB
ν,0 ≈

∫ zmax

0
dzsc

dy
dzsc

∫ zmax

zsc

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄(z′)

4π
∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′) (34)

This expression relies on the fact that the spectral distortion shape is
independent of the gas temperature/mass of the halo. In the Kompa-
neets approach, this is indeed possible, as ∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′) in Eq. (24)
is mass-independent. One can then integrate over mass before com-
puting the intensity of the distorted signal at a given redshift.

However, we wish to take into account relativistic temperature
corrections, which are a function of the temperature (or mass) of
halo. In this case, Eq. (34) has to be modified to,

∆Iinter
ν,0 ≈

∫ zmax

0
dzsc

∫ Mmax

Mmin

dMsc
dy

dzscdMsc

×

∫ zmax

zsc

c dz′

H(z′)
a′L̄(z′)

4π
∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′,Msc), (35)

where,

dy
dzdM

=
cχ2

H(z)
dN
dM

y(M, z), (36)

and ∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′,Msc) is the spectral distortion shape computed us-
ing the kernel method described in Sec. 3.2.

In Fig. 11, we plot the globally-averaged CIB distortion signal to-
day ignoring and taking into account relativistic effects, respectively.
We use the M-T relations of (Lee et al. 2020) to include relativistic
corrections. The first aspect to notice is that the average cCIB has a
shape that is very similar to that for a single cluster. However, the
amplitude is suppressed by about two orders of magnitude. This is
consistent with the fact that the average y-parameter is 〈y〉 ' 10−6

(Hill et al. 2015) as opposed to ysc ' 10−4 used in the single cluster
illustrations (see Fig. 5 and 8).

The second point to note is that the positions of the nulls are a
little lower than for a single cluster scattering at z = 0. For the all-sky
average cCIB, we find νlow ≈ 199 GHz and νhigh ≈ 1480 GHz, which
is consistent with the result of Sabyr et al. (2022). The difference
relative to the single cluster is due to the overall redshift dependence
of the cCIB signal and the fact that most of the signal originates from
z ' 1, hence having lower crossover frequencies (see Fig 8).

Finally, the differences in the cumulative CIB scattering signal
from relativistic effects are not very large (see Fig. 11). we find
νlow ≈ 198 GHz and νhigh ≈ 1485 GHz This is because on aver-
age there are very few heavy halos (which have high temperatures)
due to steep decline of halo mass function for high overdensity. This
is consistent with the results of Hill et al. (2015) who obtained the
mean temperature of gas to be about 1.3 keV for which one does not
see much difference from non-relativistic solution (Kompaneets so-
lution in Fig. 5) except at the very high frequency tail. We conclude
that on average relativistic temperature corrections to the CIB signal
will be hard to extract, however, for studies on a cluster-by-cluster
basis they should be included.

4 SCATTERING WITHIN A HALO

Up to this point, we have assumed that the CIB photons escape their
parent halo un-scattered to give rise to CIB background that we see
today. They scatter predominantly with electrons inside massive halo
which form only at z . 1. We name this process ”intercluster” scat-
tering. However, in addition there will be an ”intracluster” contri-
bution, which is when the CIB photons scatter with the electrons
inside the parent halo. In this section, we compute the scattered CIB
contribution of each halo due to intracluster scattering.

4.1 Kinetic equation for scattering inside the cluster

To compute the intracluster scattering contribution, we start with
the radiative transfer equation for photon in the anisotropic cluster
medium. We shall assume that the cluster is spherically-symmetric
and that the single-scattering approximation can be made. For com-
puting the scattered radiation, the Hubble-expansion can be ne-
glected and only local physics need to be considered, as already used
above. We then have the transfer equation

∂Iν(r, γ̂)
∂τ

≈ C[Iν(r, γ̂)], (37)

where r is the distance with respect to the cluster center, γ̂ defines
the line of sight direction and τ is the corresponding optical depth
along the photon path.

To make progress, we have to evaluate the collision term. We as-
sume that is only is related to electron scattering and that the unscat-
tered radiation field can be locally computed just by integrating all
sources. The expression for C[Iν] to linear order in temperature is
given by (e.g., Chluba et al. 2014),

C[Iν] =
3

16π

∫
d2γ̂′(1 + µ2)[Iν(r, γ̂′) − Iν(r, γ̂)]

+
3θe

16π

∫
d2γ̂′[2 − 4µ − 6µ2 + 4µ3] Iν(r, γ̂′)] (38)

+
3θe

16π
ν
∂

∂ν
ν4 ∂

∂ν

∫
d2γ̂′(1 + µ2)(1 − µ)

Iν(r, γ̂′)
ν3 ,

where Iν(r, γ′) is the radiation at location r coming from direction γ̂′
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and µ = γ̂ · γ̂′ is the scattering angle. The first line is just the Thom-
son scattering term without energy exchange between electron and
photon, while the second term describes the correction to Thomson
scattering cross-section to first order in electron temperature. These
term do not alter the spectral shape of the incoming CIB signal, and
we therefore omit them here.1

The last term is the energy exchange term, which will give intra-
cluster contribution to CIB spectral distortions. The scattering opera-
tor is again the Kompaneets operator, however, the coupling extends
from monopole to octupole of the local radiation field (Chluba et al.
2014). We shall neglect relativistic corrections to the scattered sig-
nal, which can be included using the anisotropic scattering kernel
(e.g., Chluba & Dai 2014).

Our task is now to compute the scattering integrals. We can de-
compose the radiation at location r into multipoles as,

Iν(r, µ) =
∑
`

P`(µ) Iν,`(r), (39)

where P`(µ) are Legendre polynomials. Due to the symmetry of the
scattering process, no terms depending on m are needed. The expres-
sion for Iν,`(r) can be written as,

Iν,`(r) =
2` + 1

4π

∫
d2γ̂′ P`(µ) Iν(r, γ̂′). (40)

Plugging this into Eq. (38), and neglecting the Thomson terms, we
have (Chluba et al. 2014),

C[Iν] ≈ θeD̂ν

[
Iν,0(r) −

2
5

Iν,1(r) +
1
10

Iν,2(r) −
3
70

Iν,3(r)
]
. (41)

with the scattering operator D̂ν = ν∂νν
4∂ν ν

−3. We next need to spec-
ify the terms Iν,`(r), for which we need to model the intracluster CIB
luminosity. However, before, we treat the scattering of light from the
central galaxy first and then treat the scattering from the sub-halo
sources as a special case.

4.2 Scattering of light from the central galaxy

The effect of scattering on the light from the central galaxy can
be computed quite easily. For this we write the central luminos-
ity, Lc

ν(M, z) = Nc(M, z) Lgal
ν (M, z), as Lc

ν(M, z) = L̄c(M, z) Θν(z).
The source of photons is located at the center of the cluster, such
that the spectral intensity at a distance r from the center simply is
Ic
ν(r) = e−τc(r) Ic

ν(M, z), where Ic
ν(M, z) = Īc(M, z) Θν(z) is the corre-

sponding intensity of the source, which we determine below. Here
τc(r) is the total optical depth from the center to the location at dis-
tance r. The factor e−τc(r) takes into account the scattering of photons
out of the line of sight while they travel toward the scatterer at r.
Since we work in the optically-thin limit, we drop this factor in the
evaluation of the collision term.

Considering a line of sight through the cluster with impact pa-
rameter b from the center, and using s to denote the location along
the line of sight then we have r(b, s) =

√
s2 + b2 (with s = 0 when

r = b and s > 0 away from the observer). The angle with respect to
the line of sight is then given by µ(b, s) = s/r. We can then directly
carry out all the angular integrals, which results in

∂Iν(s, b)
∂s

≈
3
8

dy
ds

(1 + µ2)(1 − µ) D̂ν Ic
ν(M, z), (42)

1 If there is any effect from these terms, this will lead to a slight re-weighting
of the CIB flux from each halo. However, photon number conservation sug-
gests these terms to drop out once averaged over the parent halo.

where it is understood that µ = µ(s, b) and r = r(s, b). Here, the
differential dy/ds = θedτ/ds = θe Ne(r)σT defines the y-parameter
along the line of sight:

y(b, smin, smax) =

∫ smax

smin

θe Ne

(√
s2 + b2

)
σT ds. (43)

For convenience, we define the total y-parameter along the line of
sight with impact parameter b as y(b) = y(b,−R,R), where R deter-
mines the size of the system. Integrating over all lines of sight and
dividing by the projected area gives the volume average y-parameter.

From Eq. (42), we can in principle compute the scattered CIB
signal along each line of sight through the cluster. However, here we
a mainly interested in the average signal over the cluster. To compute
the result, we use cylindrical coordinates along the direction through
the cluster center. The averaged scattered CIB signal in the direction
of the cluster is then given by the integral

∆Īc
ν =

∫
ds bdb
πR2 dφ ∂sIν(s, b), (44)

which assumes that the size of the system is finite within the radius
R. To carry out the integral, we can think of the average as a volume
integral around the center of the cluster, ds bdb dφ → r2dr dµr dφ,
where µr is the direction cosine of the location of the electron at (s, b)
in the new system. Since in this situation we have the µ ≡ µr for the
scattering angle, all the integrals can be performed independently.
The integral over φ simply yields a factor of 2π. Carrying out the
integration over µr then yields

∆Īc
ν ≈

2
R2

(∫
r2dr θe Ne (r) σT

)
D̂ν Ic

ν(M, z)

=
yV

2
D̂ν Ic

ν(M, z), (45)

where yV =
∫
θe Ne (r) σT dV/[πR2] is the volume average of the y-

parameter. The cCIB contribution from the central galaxy thus has
an amplitude 1/2 of what an external radiation field with intensity
Ic
ν(M, z) would yield. Assuming a constant density scattering sphere

this makes perfect sense because the photons transverse only half
of the cluster. Since the contributions of the central galaxies to the
CIB dominate the total CIB, we therefore expect another contribu-
tion comparable to 1/2 of the intercluster scattering signal. How-
ever, due to the non-vanishing average distance between clusters of
a given mass M, for the contributions from the intracluster scattering
the signal is slightly enhanced by the lack of redshifting before the
scattering event. We will illustrate this point below.

4.3 Scattering of light from the sub-halo galaxies

To compute the contributions from the sub-halo galaxies, we in-
troduce the spherically-symmetric emission profile2, js

ν(r,M, z), of
isotropic emitters. To compute the intensity in a given direction γ̂′

we need to integrate along this direction from the location r(s, b) of
the scattering electron to infinity:

Is
ν(s, b, µ,M, z) =

∫ ∞

0
ds∗ js

ν(r
∗,M, z), (46)

with r =
√

s2 + b2 and r∗ =
√

r2 + 2µs∗ + (s∗)2, where s∗ parame-
terizes the integral along the direction γ̂′. One has r∗ = r at s∗ = 0,
which marks the starting point of the integration.

If we then compute the Legendre transforms of the corresponding

2 This has units Jy sr−1 Mpc−1 and will be determined below.
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cumulative radiation field around the location r, one can show that
(see arguments in Sect. 4 of Chluba et al. 2014, for the y-parameter)

Is
ν,`(s, b,M, z) = P`(s/r) Is,0

ν,` (s,M, z) (47a)

Is,0
ν,` (s,M, z) =

2` + 1
4π

∫
d2γ̂′ P`(µ) Is

ν(s, 0, µ,M, z). (47b)

Using the collision term, Eq. (41), we then have

∂Iν(s, b)
∂s

≈
dy
ds
D̂ν

[
Is
ν,0 −

2
5

Is
ν,1 +

1
10

Is
ν,2 −

3
70

Is
ν,3

]
, (48)

where all Is
ν,` = Is

ν,`(s, b,M, z). Although one can study the detailed
spatial structure of the scattered radiation field using Eq. (48), we are
again mainly interested in the cluster-averaged signal. For this we
convert the integral into a volume average. Adapting the arguments
of3 Chluba et al. (2014, Sect. 4.2), we can directly deduce

∆Īs
ν = yV D̂ν

〈
Is
ν(M, z)

〉
y (49a)

〈
Is
ν(M, z)

〉
y =

∫ ∫ jsν(r,M,z) Pe(r′)
4π|r−r′ |2 dV dV ′∫

Pe(r′) dV ′
, (49b)

where we now identified the y-parameter with the integrated electron
pressure. Together with Eq. (45) for the contribution from the central
galaxy, this allows us to give the average CIB intensity contribution
from each halo, as we explain next.

4.4 Total intracluster scattering contribution

With the solutions Eq. (45) and (49), we can now write the total
intracluster scattering contribution to the average intensity in the di-
rection of the cluster. With this result, we will be able to generalize
the computation of the average cCIB including this contribution.

Adding Eq. (45) and (49), we obtain the total intercluster scatter-
ing contribution to the CIB signal as

∆Īh
ν ≈

yV

2
D̂ν Ic

ν(M, z) + yV D̂ν

〈
Is
ν(M, z)

〉
y .

How is this related to the observed average distortion for a cluster at
some redshift. From Eq. (A12) we know that the observed average
unscattered intensity of the cluster is related to a volume-average of
the emissivity. At cosmological distances this then is

Īh
ν =

1
4π χ2 a3

aLh
ν(M, z)
4π

=
1

4π χ2 a3

∫
j̃h
ν(r,M, z) dṼ

=
1

4π χ2 a2

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV =

1
4π d2

A

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV (50)

at the halo’s location at z. In the last step we related to physical
quantities of the local system. In the simplified cylindrical geometry
that we used, the equivalent of the averaged halo intensity is

Īh,cyl
ν (M, z) =

1
πR2

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV, (51)

which we have to replace in our solution. We therefore divide the
sub-halo term by this expression and then have

∆Īh
ν ≈

yV

2
D̂ν Ic

ν(M, z) + γE yV D̂ν Ī
s,cyl
ν (M, z) (52a)

γE =

〈
Is
ν(M, z)

〉
τ

Īs,cyl
ν (M, z)

≡
πR2

∫ ∫ jsν(r,M,z) Pe(r′)
4π|r−r′ |2 dV dV ′∫

js
ν(r,M, z) dV

∫
Pe(r′) dV ′

, (52b)

3 Here, Is
ν,`

plays the role of y` in Chluba et al. (2014) and therefore all
averages of Is

ν,`
over bdb ds will vanish unless ` = 0.

where we introduced the energy-exchange form factor, γE, for in-
tracluster scattering of the halo. It can be computed once the pres-
sure profile and emissivity profiles are defined. Note that frequency-
dependence drops out of γE per definition. Also, as defined γE is
expected to be of order unity and a weak functions of the mass and
redshift. In Appendix E we give some details about how to estimate
them. For our computations we shall use γE ≈ 1.3.

For the cosmological application one now has to replace Ic
ν(M, z)

and Īs,cyl
ν (M, z) with the related halo model luminosities. For the

scattering y-parameter one can make a similar argument (see Ap-
pendix B1). Overall this lead to

Ic
ν(M, z)→

1
4π χ2 a3

aLc
ν(M, z)
4π

(53a)

Īs,cyl
ν (M, z)→

1
4π χ2 a3

aLs
ν(M, z)
4π

(53b)

yV →
1

4π d2
A a3

σT

mec2

∫
Pe(r) dV =

y(M, z)
4π a3 . (53c)

where y(M, z) is given by Eq. (33). The total CIB contribution es-
caping from the halo then is

a3 Īh
ν ≈

1
4π χ2

aLh
ν(M, z)
4π

+
y(M, z)

4π

[
1
2
D̂ν

aLc
ν(M, z)
4π

+ γE D̂ν

aLs
ν(M, z)
4π

]
. (54)

The first term is the single-halo contribution to the unscattered aver-
age CIB, while the other two account for the distortion part caused
by intracluster scattering. For an individual halo, these two contribu-
tions are usually much smaller than the ambient CIB flux and asso-
ciated intercluster scattering of light from the other halos. However,
once added up over all halos, it contributes at a similar level.

Putting everything together, the total intracluster contribution to
the scattered CIB today is then

∆Iintra
ν,0 ≈

∫ ∞

z

c dz′

H′

∫
dM

dN(M, z′)
dM

y(M, z′) (55)

×

[
1
2

a′Lc(M, z′)
4π

+ γE
a′Ls(M, z′)

4π

] }
∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′)

after integrating over the halo mass function. Here it is noteworthy
that the y-parameter is evaluated at the same redshift as the emission.
This means, the scattered intracluster light will have a different SED
than the scattered intercluster light, which did suffer redshifting first.

Although our derivation neglected relativistic corrections, we can
again take them into account by computing ∆Θsc(ν/a′, z′) using the
scattering kernel method. The corrections will behave very similar
to those to the intercluster signal such that we do not give a more
detailed discussion here.

4.5 CIB distortion due to intracluster scattering

In Fig. 12, we plot the global averaged CIB distortions due to in-
tracluster scattering and compare it with CIB distortions from in-
tercluster scattering. As we have already stated in previous section,
the contribution from intracluster scattering is of the similar order
as that of intercluster scattering. As expected, the intracluster signal
depends upon the galaxy distribution inside an halo which in our cal-
culation is captured by the form factor γE . The intracluster signal has
null points at higher frequency compared to intercluster signal with
νlow ≈ 218 GHz and νhigh = 1800 GHz. Most of the CIB distortion
signals arise at z . 1, when heavier dark matter halos form. While
the rest frame radiation spectrum from galaxies has a peak at ≈ few
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Figure 12. Intensity of distortions from intercluster (black), only central
galaxies (red), treating all galaxies as central (blue) and treating central and
satellite galaxies separately with γE = 1.3 . The solid line is the positive part
and dashed line is the negative part of intensity.
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Figure 13. Intensity of global averaged intercluster, intracluster and total
distortions.

thousands (similar to z = 5 curve in upper panel of Fig. 2), irrespec-
tive of redshift, the background CIB signal has redshifted to lower
frequency (z = 1 curve of same figure). This shifts the null point
of intracluster contribution to higher frequency. The location of null
point is sensitive to distribution of satellite galaxies. For dark matter
halos with M . 1013 M�, which forms at earlier redshifts, central
galaxy gives the dominant contribution. Once heavier halos which
can host satellite galaxies form at z . 1, the contribution of satellite
galaxies become important. This increases the contribution of z . 1
part of signal compared to earlier redshifts. This fact makes the null
point shifts to higher frequency when we take satellite galaxies into
account (blue lines in Fig. 12) as compared to the case when we
ignore them (red lines). Even though we have divided the the total
signal to intercluster and intracluster type, we are only going to see
the total signal which we show in Fig. 13. The total signal has null
points at νlow ≈ 203 GHz and νhigh = 1570 GHz. The result will be
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Figure 14. Intercluster CIB distortion (including relativistic corrections) and
CIB radiation from a cluster with mass 5 × 1014 M� located at z = 0.1 as
seen today. The y-parameter for this cluster is ≈ 10−4 with temperature ≈
6 keV. We show the corresponding CMB distortion signal along with rSZ
corrections. The CIB background, as seen today, is shown for reference.
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Figure 15. CMB distortion (including rSZ corrections), CIB (intercluster)
distortion and the sum of two for a galaxy cluster with parameters as those
used in Fig. 14.

sensitive to the intracluster scattering form factor and details of the
halo profile, offering a possibility to directly measure this parameter.

In Fig. 14, we plot the distortion signal expected from a single
cluster located at z = 0.1 with M = 5 × 1014 M�. The y-parameter of
this cluster is ≈ 10−4. We show the CIB distortion observed today
from scattering of CIB background photons (i.e. intercluster sig-
nal) and direct CIB emission from the galaxies inside the cluster.
The intensity of direct CIB emission is given by Eq. (A12) with
D ≈ 390 Mpc. The intracluster scattering signal is expected to be
' 10−4 of direct CIB emission and thus is unimportant. The direct
CIB emission also seems unimportant for detecting the CIB distor-
tion from a single object (blue versus red lines).

In Fig. 15, we present the sum of the CMB and CIB (intercluster)
distortion. At ν & 103 GHz, the CIB distortion drastically changes
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Figure 16. Spectrum of IR radiation and its variation with temperature as-
suming it to be a modified blackbody spectrum. The parameters of the galaxy
cluster are the same as in Fig. 14. We illustrate the intracluster scattering dis-
tortion setting the nomalization of the spectrum to ysc = 1. Similarly, the
distortion due to temperature variance inside the cluster is illustrated for an
effective y-parameter, yvar = 1

2 (∆Td/Td)2 = 1, to showcase the spectral prop-
erties. For comparison, we also give the modified blackbody spectra for three
dust temperatures.

the total signal that is expected in the direction of a galaxy cluster
with respect to just the CMB distortion. We see that there are three
null frequencies due to the superposition of both CMB and CIB dis-
tortion. From low to high frequencies, this leads to a characteris-
tic sink-source-sink-source appearance of the cluster relative to the
background. At ν . 10 GHz (not shown here), due to the radio-SZ
effect we would expect the cluster to again become a source with
respect to the background. A combination of measurements in all
these regimes can thus in principle probe the evolution and origin of
the ambient cluster radiation field.

By performing differential measurements on- and off-cluster, the
sum of the direct CIB emission and intercluster cCIB will be impor-
tant. For comparison, in Fig. 14 we also show the tSZ signal and
separate rSZ correction for the same cluster. As we can see, the
intercluster scattering CIB signal is typically one order of magni-
tude lower than the rSZ signal. However, for high precision, espe-
cially in the Wien-tail, the cCIB signal should be modelled carefully
(Fig. 15). We leave a more detailed assessment to future work.

4.6 Distortion due to dust temperature fluctuations

Until now, we have assumed that individual galaxy clusters have a
well defined SED temperature Td(z). However, in addition to varia-
tion with redshift the CIB temperature can have fluctuations inside
individual cluster.4 The mixture of SEDs with different temperatures
will lead to a distortion on top of the average infrared spectrum,
an effect that can again be modelled using temperature moments
(Chluba et al. 2017). This signal has nothing to do with scattering
of photons with the electrons inside the cluster, but leads to a y-type
distortion with an effective y-parameter, yvar = 1

2 (∆Td/Td)2.

4 We thank Eiichiro Komatsu for inquiring about this.

For a CIB spectrum with occupation number nν, keeping terms up
to second order in ∆Td/Td, we can write,

〈nν(Td + ∆Td)〉cl = nν(Td) +
1
2

〈(
∆Td

Td

)2〉
cl

T 2
d
∂2nν
∂T 2

d

, (56)

where the linear term drops out after the average over the cluster
around the mean dust temperature, Td(z), is carried out. For the spec-
trum given by Eq. (3), one encounters a discontinuity in the second
temperature derivative at ν = ν0.5 To make the main points, we there-
fore assume the spectrum to be a given by the expression for ν 6 ν0

at all frequencies. This simplification should not affect our conclu-
sions once physical CIB spectra are used.

For a modified blackbody spectrum, Eq. (3), the temperature
derivative acts on the terms Θν ∝ (hν/kBTd)β+3/(ehν/kBTd − 1), since
hν0/kBTd = const according to Eq. (8). The second temperature
derivative of nν ∝ Θν/ν

3 can then be obtained as

T 2
d

nν

∂2nν
∂T 2

d

= Y(x) − 2(2 + β) G(x) + (3 + β)(4 + β) (57)

Comparing to the corresponding scattering distortion in Eq. (23) we
can see that the two spectra differ, and hence can in principle be
distinguished using multi-frequency observation. This point is illus-
trated in Fig. 16. The variance distortion amplitude is determined by
yvar = 1

2 〈(∆Td/Td)2〉cl, as already anticipated. Since we are mainly
interested in differences of the spectral shapes, in Fig. 16 we set
both the electron scattering and the effective variance y-parameters
to unity.

For an intracluster scattering signal with ysc ' 10−4, the signal
is already overwhelmed by temperature fluctuation with amplitude
∆Td/Td ≈ 0.01. However, by determining the scattering y-parameter
with the CMB SZ observable, one can in principle differentiate the
intracluster scattering signal and distortions due CIB temperature
fluctuations.

We note that part of the variance and scattering signals can be
fully absorbed by redefining the dust pivot temperature, since these
are spectrally degenerate with a simple change of Td. To understand
this, let us consider the total single cluster distortion,

∆Θν

Θν

= ysc
∆Θν

Θν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
sc

+ yvar
∆Θν

Θν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
var

≈ (ysc + yvar) Y(x) − 2
[
yscβ + yvar(2 + β)

]
G(x)

+
[
yscβ + yvar(4 + β)

]
(3 + β). (58)

The CIB temperature shift a first order in ∆Td/Td � 1 has the simple
spectrum ∆Θν

Θν
=

Td
nν

∂nν
∂Td

= G(x)−(3+β). Hence, by lowering the pivot
temperature to

T ′d = Td
{
1 − 2

[
yscβ + yvar(2 + β)

]}
(59)

we can fully absorb the term ∝ G(x). Once redefining the CIB tem-
perature to this value we find the total distortion

∆Θν

Θ′ν
≈ (ysc + yvar)

[
Y(x) − β(3 + β)

]
(60)

with respect to Θ′ν = Θν(T ′d). In reality, this expression fully de-
scribes the new information that is added by scattering and tempera-
ture variance effects, since all other terms in the signal spectra can be
modelled to high precision using the unscattered signal parameteri-
zation. The distortion then only has one null frequency at x ' 5.468.

5 Indeed when using the Kompaneets equation to compute the cCIB signal,
one also finds this, a conceptual problem that is avoided in our scattering
kernel treatment.
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However, when performing differential measurements with respect
to the background, the sink-source-sink-source structure will reap-
pear, as explained above. More details about the observational as-
pects are, however, left to a future publication.

5 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we showcase the importance of intracluster scattering
to the globally averaged CIB distortion signal which was recently
considered in Sabyr et al. (2022). Hot electrons inside dark matter
halos can boost the CIB photons just like the CMB photons which
distorts the CIB background. As opposed to CMB, which is truly
a background radiation, CIB background is formed via emission of
photons from galaxies inside the dark matter halos. These photons
can be scattered by the electrons inside the parent halo or another
halo after escaping from the parent halo. We term them as intraclus-
ter and intercluster distortions, respectively. The authors in Sabyr
et al. (2022) considered only the intercluster contribution. We com-
pute the intracluster contribution and show it to be equally important
for the sky-averaged CIB distortion signal.

The intercluster signal is sensitive to total luminosity of CIB pho-
tons from an individual halo while the intracluster signal is sensitive
to the distribution of galaxies inside the halo too. To model this de-
pendence, we have introduce a halo form factor which captures the
information of satellite galaxy distribution inside a halo. The satel-
lite galaxies have the effect of shifting the null points of total CIB
distortion signal to higher frequency. Therefore, the measurement of
CIB distortion signal can be used to infer the galaxy distribution in-
side the halo. Given that there is large uncertainty in the value of the
form factor, further studies based on hydro simulations are needed.
The findings could then potentially be confirmed with future CMB
and far-infrared measurements. However, the CIB is expected to be
lumpy which can make a detection difficult for individual cluster.
The lumpy structure gives rise to CIB anisotropy which at cluster
scale can be of the order of 10−2 − 10−3Jy2/sr (see Fig. 8 of Sabyr
et al. 2022). Other emission signals such as CO lines (Madau &
Dickinson 2014) may further contaminate signal at . 200 GHz.

We go beyond the assumption of non-relativistic Compton scatter-
ing between the hot electrons and the CIB photons which the authors
in Sabyr et al. (2022) use. We take into account the relativistic cor-
rections as the electrons inside the heaviest halos have temperature
& 1 keV. These corrections are not important for sky-averaged dis-
tortions but are important for signal from an individual cluster which
can have temperature & 5 keV. This has the effect of shifting the null
points of CIB distortion signal just as in case of CMB. As the CIB
background is formed once structures form, it has a complicated red-
shift dependence as opposed to the CMB. This makes the shape of
CIB distortion from an individual object redshift dependent, an ef-
fect that is not present for the tSZ. Therefore, one can in principle
obtain a measure of the cluster gas temperature and its redshift by
measuring both the CMB and CIB distortions. Also the CIB dis-
tortions has two null points as opposed to one for the CMB. These
nulls move in opposite direction as we increase the temperature of
gas which can be used to break the degeneracy of object’s tempera-
ture and it’s location. However, one needs to account for the direct
CIB emission from individual cluster to detect the CIB distortion.

In our computations we omitted the possible quadrupolar
anisotropy in the average CIB at each location. This will lead to
another correction to the intercluster cCIB that could affect the pre-
diction. Turning this around, with cCIB measurements one could

potentially constrain this correction. However, a more detailed dis-
cussion is beyond the scope of the work.

We also briefly discuss the corrections introduced by CIB temper-
ature variance within individual clusters, highlighting that this sig-
nal can swamp the scattering signal even for very small temperature
variance (see Sect. 4.6). However, by combining multi-frequency
measurements one can in principle determine the electron scatter-
ing y-parameter separately, and thereby learn about the intracluster
temperature dispersion terms. A more detailed analysis is again be-
yond the scope of this paper.

We finally mention that a similar intracluster distortion contribu-
tion is expected in case of other radiation backgrounds that are cre-
ated from within a halo. Radio background has recently been mo-
tivated to explain the detection of radio excess (Fixsen et al. 2011;
Bowman et al. 2018). However, these results are yet to be established
and there is a lack of theoretical understanding of formation of such
radio background as well. All the ideas presented in this paper can
be directly applied to the modeling of this backgrounds as well, once
a model for the halo radio emission is introduced.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE CIB SOLUTION IN
THE EXPANDING UNIVERSE

To obtain the solution for the average ambient CIB intensity at a
given redshift, we go step by step through the derivation. We start
with the general kinetic equation in the expanding (isotropic) Uni-
verse with a photon source term. We then clarify the connection of
the halo luminosity to the required photon source.

A1 Kinetic equation for photon field in an expanding Universe

We can write the kinetic equation for the evolution of the photon
field in an isotropic medium as (e.g., Rybicki & dell’Antonio 1994;
Chluba & Sunyaev 2009),

1
c

[
∂Nν

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

+ 2HNν − Hν
∂Nν

∂ν

∣∣∣∣∣
t

]
= C[Nν], (A1)

where Nν = Iν/hνwith Iν being the physical intensity of the radiation
field, H(z) is the Hubble parameter and C[Nν] is the collision term,
which describes photon emission, absorption or interaction.

To obtain the evolution of the background CIB, we simply assume
that photons are emitted at some rate defined by the galaxy luminos-
ity function. Overall, this means that we can specify an isotropic
photon source term, S (t, ν), or emissivity. It is convenient to rewrite
the kinetic equation in terms of Iν, which simply yields

1
c

[
∂Iν
∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

+ 3HIν − Hν
∂Iν
∂ν

∣∣∣∣∣
t

]
= S (t, ν), (A2)

To solve this equation, we now perform a few transformations. Using
the frequency variable, x = ν/(1 + z) = aν, we have Iν = dx

dν Ix = a Ix.
Inserting this into Eq. (A2), we obtain

1
c

[
∂Ix

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

+ 4HIx − Hx
∂Ix

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
t

]
=

S (t, x/a)
a

. (A3)

Using the total differential of Ix,

dIx =
∂Ix

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
x
dt +

∂Ix

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
t
dx→

∂Ix

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
ν

=
∂Ix

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
x

+
∂Ix

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
t

∂x
∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
x
, (A4)

with ∂x/∂t|x = Hx, and inserting into Eq. (A3), we find

1
c

[
∂Ix

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
x

+ 4HIx

]
=

S (t, x/a)
a

. (A5)

To absorb the expansion term , we can transform to comoving quan-
tities, Ĩx = Ix/(1 + z)4 ≡ a3 Iν. In terms of Ĩx, we then find

1
c
∂Ĩx

∂t

∣∣∣∣∣
x

= a3S (t, x/a). (A6)

Rewriting things in terms of redshift, the solution then reads

Ĩx(z) =

∫ zmax

z

c dz′

H(z′)
a′4S (z′, x/a′), (A7)

where we assume that at zmax we have Ĩx = 0. Reverting back to
physical coordinates we then have

Iν(z) =
1
a3

∫ zmax

z

c dz′

H(z′)
a′4S (z′, ν a/a′). (A8)

We highlight that S (z, ν) is the physical emissivity of the medium.
The factor of a4 makes the emissivity invariant under the expansion
(see Appendix B). This means one simply has to provide the physical
emissivity and integrate it in a comoving way and then afterwards
divide by a3 to obtain the solution at z. We now need to link this
source term to the halo model quantities.

A2 Connecting luminosity and emissivity

In our computations, we will base the photon source term, S (z, ν), on
the halo model. The halo model specifies the total CIB luminosity
of each halo, Lh

ν(M, z), as a function of halo mass M and redshift z.
The halo luminosity is defined as the physical luminosity of the halo
when observed at z. To obtain the photon source term, we need to
link this to the emissivity of the halo, jh

ν(r,M, z), at a given location r
inside the halo, which we assume to be spherically-symmetric. This
links to the average intensity of the halo, which then links to the flux
and finally the luminosity.

Let us start with the flux integral over the halo. Assuming that the
cluster is at a large distance, D, and centering the coordinate system
on the observer, one has (see Fig. A1)

Fν =

∫
Ih
ν (θc, φc,M, z) cos θc dΩc

=

∫ ∫ ∞

0
jh
ν(|D − rc|,M, z) drc cos θc dΩc

=

∫ ∫ ∞

0

jh
ν(|D − rc|,M, z)

r2
c

r2
c drc cos θc dΩc

≈
1

D2

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV, (A9)

where (rc, θc, φc) determines the locus of the emission point and D
the cluster center. We used that the physical intensity along the line
of sight is Ih

ν (θc, φc,M, z) =
∫ ∞

0
jh
ν(r,M, z) drc with r = |D − rc|.

In the last line we used cos θc ≈ 1 and rc ≈ D, which are good
approximations once the integrations are performed relative to the
cluster center, dV = r2dr dΩ. The total CIB luminosity of the halo is
then given by the integral over a spherical surface with radius D:

Lh
ν(M, z) =

∫
Fν dA =

∫
Fν D2 dΩ ≈ 4π

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV. (A10)

Although here the argument was performed assuming a stationary
flat space, it also translates to the expanding Universe. Using the
invariance of the luminosity (see Appendix B), in comoving coordi-
nates one then has

aLh
ν(M, z) = 4π a

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV ≡ 4π

∫
j̃h
ν(r,M, z) dṼ , (A11)
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Figure A1. Computation of the average flux over a cluster.

where it is understood that ν = x/a in terms of the comoving fre-
quency. With the equations we can link the emissivity profile and
cluster CIB luminosity function.

We still need to link the average CIB intensity at a given redshift to
the luminosity function. To compute the average CIB intensity from
a cluster at a fixed redshift, we need to first average over all lines of
sight through the cluster. This is very similar to the flux integral but
without the factor of cos θc:

Īh
ν =

∫
Ih
ν (θc, φc,M, z)

dΩc

4π

=

∫ ∫ ∞

0
jh
ν(|D − rc|,M, z) drc

dΩc

4π

=

∫ ∫ ∞

0

jh
ν(|D − rc|,M, z)

r2
c

r2
c drc

dΩc

4π

≈
1

4πD2

∫
jh
ν(r,M, z) dV =

1
4πD2

Lh
ν(M, z)

4π
. (A12)

To obtain the comoving intensity we then have

a3 Īh
ν =

1
4π χ2

aLh
ν(M, z)
4π

, (A13)

where we had to replace D by the comoving distance, χ =
∫

cdz′/H′.
In every redshift shell we have a comoving number of halos

dN =
d2V

dz dΩ

dN
dM

dz dΩ dM =
c
H

4π χ2 dN
dM

dz (A14)

contributing to the total average signal. Here d2V/dz dΩ is the co-
moving volume element per steradian and dN/dM is the halo mass
function, which determines the comoving number density of halos
at various redshifts. Putting things together, then yields

a3ICIB
ν (z) =

∫ ∞

z

∫
d2V

dz′ dΩ

dN
dM

dz′ dΩ dM
(

1
4π χ′2

a′Lh
ν′ (M, z′)
4π

)
=

∫ ∞

z

c dz′

H′

∫
dM

dN(M, z′)
dM

a′Lh
ν′ (M, z′)
4π

. (A15)

with ν′ = ν a/a′, where ν is fixed at the observer redshift z. By com-
paring with Eq. (A8) we then finally have

a4S (z, ν) =

∫
dM

dN(M, z)
dM

a Lh
ν(M, z)
4π

=
a L̄h

ν(z)
4π

, (A16)

where we introduced the mass-function-averaged luminosity L̄h
ν(z).

This yields the solution given in Eq. (1).

APPENDIX B: INVARIANTS OF RADIATION
QUANTITIES IN THE EXPANDING UNIVERSE

We already saw that in the expanding Universe a3Iν = const. With
this we can also demonstrate several additional invariants. This can
be readily seen when considering the definition of intensity (Rybicki
& Lightman 1979)

dE = Iν dν dA dΩ dt. (B1)

In the expanding Universe, the energy differential adE = a′dE′ is
invariant. Since dA′/a′2 = dA/a2, we then have

aIν dν dA dΩ dt ≡ a3Iν dν dÃ dΩ dt = Ĩν dν dÃ dΩ dt

↔ Ĩν dν dÃ dΩ dt ≡ Ĩ′ν′ dν′ dÃ′ dΩ′ dt′ (B2)

where ’tilde’ denotes comoving quantities. The last line then implies
dν dΩ dt is invariant.

Since adν is constant and dt/a is constant this also means dΩ

is invariant. Since flux is dFν = Iν cos θ dΩ, one then directly has
a3dFν = const. Similarly, for the emissivity, we use

dE = jν dν dV dΩ dt (B3)

and thus a4 jν = const, where we used dV/a3 = const. Finally, since
the definition of luminosity is dLν = Iν cos θ dΩ dA, it follows aLν =

const. For all bolometric quantities (i.e., integral over dν) another
factor of a appears (e.g., I =

∫
Iν dν→ a4I = const). These relations

will be useful in multiple derivations presented here.

B1 Transformation of the y-parameter

The transformation of the y-parameter deserves some extra attention.
Independent of the frame, the line of sight number of scattering or
total energy transfer have to be conserved. This means

dy
ds

ds = θe Ne σT ds =
1
a2 θe Ñe σT ds̃ ≡

dỹ
ds̃

ds̃. (B4)

The comoving line of sight integral over the y-parameter in the ex-
panding Universe then is

ỹ(γ̂) =

∫
dỹ
ds̃

ds̃ =
1
a2

∫
θe Ñe σT ds̃. (B5)

The y-parameter per unit solid angle, towards the cluster then gives

¯̃y =

∫
ỹ(γ̂)

dΩ

4π
=

1
4π a2

∫
θe Ñe σT ds̃ Ω

=
1

4π χ2 a2

σT

mec2

∫
P̃e(r) dṼ

=
1

4π
σT

mec2

4π r̃3
∆
(z)

d2
A(z)

∫
Pe(x) x2 dx =

y(M, z)
4π a3 . (B6)

The factor of 1/4π will disappear after we integrate over the solid
angle for full sky to obtain the total signal.

APPENDIX C: FIT FOR S(Z)

For our fixed cosmology and halo parameters we find

S(z) =
c a L̄h(z)
4πH(z)

≈ exp
(
2884(1 + z)2.6 [1 − 9.715(1 + z) + 165.7(1 + z)2

+ 89.2(1 + z)3 + 1.30(1 + z)4 + 0.066(1 + z)6]−1
)

(C1)

to work to 1% precision at z 6 6. For numerical applications this
provides a very useful benchmark. Note that this approximation in-
cludes both the sub-halo and central galaxy contributions.

APPENDIX D: FIT FOR ξ∗(Z)

For our fixed cosmology and halo parameters we find

ξ∗(z) ≈
2.544

1 + 0.6390z − 0.1060z2 + 0.0060z3 + 0.00022z4 (D1)

to work to 1% precision at z 6 5.
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APPENDIX E: THE INTRACLUSTER SCATTERING
FORM FACTORS

To compute the intracluster scattering form factors we have to fix
the pressure and halo emissivity profiles. For this, only the shapes of
the profiles are important. However, before going into details, let us
consider a constant pressure and emissivity profile within a sphere
of radius R. In this case, we have

γc
E =

πR2
∫ ∫

dV dV′

4π|r−r′ |2∫
dV

∫
dV ′

=
9

16
. (E1)

where we used
∫ ∫

dV dV ′/4π|r − r′|2 = πR4. In the more realistic
cases we find a form factor more close to unity.

For the pressure, we follow Battaglia et al. (2012):

Pe(r) ∝ (x/xc)γ [1 + (x/xc)α]−β . (E2)

where x = r/r200c, α = 1 and γ = −0.3, while xc and β depend on the
halo properties. The expression for xc and β as a function of M200c

and z can be found in Battaglia et al. (2012) and read

xc = 0.497
[

M200c

1014 M�

]−0.00865

(1 + z)0.731 (E3a)

β = 4.35
[

M200c

1014 M�

]0.0393

(1 + z)0.415; (E3b)

For the emissivity profile we assume that is similar to NFW profile:

jν(r,M, z) ∝
1

(r/rs)(1 + r/rs)2 , (E4)

where rs is the characteristic scale of the profile. Since the SED is
an overall factor below we drop the index ν for convenience. We
convert rs to r200c using the relation (Duffy et al. 2008)

c200c = 5.71
[

M200c

2 × 1012h−1 M�

]−0.084

(1 + z)−0.47 (E5)

for the concentration parameter. The two distance scales rs and r200c

are related by, c200c = r200c/rs and r/rs = c200c x.
The multidimensional integrals in Eq. (52b) are quite hard to com-

pute. We used various numerical methods and also studied the de-
pendence on M200c and z. We find that γE can indeed vary quite sig-
nificantly (even by an order of magnitude) depending on the maxi-
mal radius that the integrals are carried out to. In addition, the core-
excision affects the results based on the profiles that we used. For
our applications, we will use a fiducial value γE = 1.3 and defer a
more detailed investigation to future work.
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