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Abstract

We investigate the global 21-cm brightness temperature in the context of viscous dark energy
(VDE) models. The bulk viscosity of dark energy perturbs the Hubble evolution of the Universe
which could cool baryons faster, and hence, alter the 21-cm brightness temperature. An additional
amount of entropy is also produced as an outcome of the viscous flow. We study the combined
contribution of Hawking radiation from primordial black holes, decay and annihilation of particle
dark matter and baryon-dark matter scattering in the backdrop of VDE models towards modification
of the 21-cm temperature. We obtain bounds on the VDE model parameters which can account for
the observational excess of the EDGES experiment (−500+200

−500 mK at redshift 14 < z < 20) due to
the interplay of the above effects. Moreover, our analysis yields modified constraints on the dark
matter mass and scattering cross-section compared to the case of the ΛCDM model.

Keywords: astrophysical fluid dynamics, dark energy theory, physics of the early universe, primordial black
holes

I. INTRODUCTION

The redshifted signature of the 21-cm hydrogen absorption spectra [1, 2] has turned out to be a promising probe
in exploring several unknown mysteries of the early Universe, in particular during the cosmic dark age [3, 4]. The
21-cm line is originated as an outcome of hyperfine transition between energy levels of the neutral hydrogen atom.
According to the standard ΛCDM model, the brightness temperature is ≈ −200 mK at Redshift (z) ≈ 17. This
particular feature has come under close scrutiny due to a couple of recent observational results. The “Experiment to
Detect the Global Epoch of Reionization Signature” (EDGES) [5], reports an observational excess of −500+200

−500 mK at
14 < z < 20. On the other, another recent observation SARAS [6] is at variance with the EDGES’s results. However,
a simple ΛCDM analysis fails to take into account additional thermal contributions on the brightness temperature
of the 21-cm line, such as due to the decay of the constituents of dark matter, and the interaction of baryons with
background photons.

The nature of the dark sector components, viz., dark matter and dark energy of the Universe are still unknown.
In certain models baryon-dark matter interaction could lead to significant cooling of the baryonic fluid [7–13]. Other
phenomena that impact the baryon temperature include decay/annihilation of normal dark matter candidates [9,
12, 14–16] and/or super-heavy dark matter [17], dark matter - dark energy interaction [17–27], viscosity of the dark
matter fluid [28] and other forms of energy injection in the pre-recombination era [29]. Primordial black holes may
constitute a significant fraction of dark matter [30–32] and their evaporation impacts the temperature of the 21-cm
signal, as well [10, 14, 33–42].

Alongside dark matter, the currently dominating part of the Universe, i.e., dark energy (DE), is even less well
understood. The concept of this hypothetical form of energy which exerts negative pressure, appears to explain the
dynamics of the present accelerating Universe [43, 44]. According to the thermodynamics, dissipative processes are
a universal property of any realistic fluid dynamics. Several cosmological analyses have been carried out considering
dissipative processes [45–48]. Such processes provide both shear and bulk viscosity in the stress-energy tensor of the
cosmic fluid [49–55]. However, the shear viscosity can be ignored at large scales for an isotropic and homogeneous
Universe. The effect of bulk viscosity has been widely studied in viscous dark energy [56–67], viscous dark matter [68–
72], and cosmic inflation [73]. Viscosity has further been proposed to account for the current acceleration in various
models [74–77]. In the presence of viscosity, not only does the Hubble evolution get modified [56], but additional
entropy is produced which heats up both the baryon and dark matter fluid and alters the thermal evolution of the
Universe as well [28].

In this paper, we investigate the effect of the viscous dark energy on the brightness temperature of global 21-cm
signal. Our motivation is to study the comparative impact of the viscous dark energy fluid vis-a-vis other proposed
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phenomena such as dark matter decay and annihilation, baryon-dark matter scattering and evaporating primordial
black holes that may help us in understanding the possible lowering of the 21-cm temperature [5]. In the present
analysis, we adopt three viscous dark energy (VDE) models in our analysis to explore their effects on the thermal
evolution of the Universe in the context of the global signal of 21-cm absorption spectra, and further estimate the
bound on such VDE model parameters. The Model I deals with the viscous flow of dark energy only, while in the
case of VDE Model II and III, the variation of the parameters ωde (i.e., equation of state parameter of dark energy)
and Ωk,0 (current abundance of curvature) are also considered respectively, besides the bulk viscosity of dark energy.
We perform an analysis of the interplay of the effect of VDE, primordial black hole (PBH) evaporation, particle dark
matter decay and annihilation, and the baryon-dark matter interaction on the 21-cm temperature. We consider PBHs
with near present era evaporating mass range ∼ 1014 ≤ MBH / 2 × 1015 g, along with a widely used form of the
baryon - dark matter scattering cross-section [7, 8, 10, 17, 18, 78–80].

The paper is organized as follows. Section II contains a brief overview of the relation of the brightness temperature
of the 21-cm absorption line with the thermal evolution of the Universe. In section III, we describe three viscous
dark energy models and their role in gas heating and cosmic evolution. Section IV describes briefly the effect of
PBHs evaporation in the form of Hawking radiation. Section V discusses baryon heating due to particle dark matter
annihilation and decay. The effect of baryon-dark matter scattering is discussed in Section VI. In Section VII, the
formalism of the thermal evolution is described, where the viscous flow of dark energy, along with the effect of baryon-
DM interaction and PBH evaporation are considered. The results of our analysis are presented in Section VIII. Finally
in Section IX, we present a summary of our main results along with some concluding remarks.

II. 21-CM BRIGHTNESS TEMPERATURE

As already mentioned in section I, the 21-cm hydrogen absorption line originated as an outcome of electron transition
between the singlet and triplet states of hydrogen atoms. The 21-cm brightness temperature measures the intensity
of the said 21-cm spectra, which depends on the optical depth of the medium τ , the spin temperature Ts and the
radiation temperature Tγ . The expression of the 21-cm brightness temperature at redshift (z) is given by,

T21 =
Ts − Tγ
1 + z

(
1− e−τ

)
, (1)

where, τ essentially depends on Hubble parameter H(z) as

τ =
3

32π

T?
Ts
nHIλ

3
21

A10

H(z) + (1 + z)δrvr
(2)

where, λ21 ≈ 21 cm, 21-cm temperature T? = hc/kBλ21 = 0.068 K, A10 = 2.85× 10−15 s−1) is the Einstein coefficient
[81] and δrvr is the gradient of peculiar velocity.

The spin temperature Ts measures the number ratio of the excited state (n1) to ground state (n0) hydrogen atom
as n1/n0 = 3 exp(−T∗/Ts). In equilibrium the expression of spin temperature Ts can be written as

Ts =
Tγ + ycTb + yLyαTLyα

1 + yc + yLyα
, (3)

where, TLyα is the Lyman-α temperature, Tb is the baryon temperature, and yLyα the Wouthuysen-Field effect
[34, 78, 82–86] while yc is the collisional coupling [14], given by

yc =
C10T?
A10Tb

, (4)

with C10 being the collision deexcitation rate of the hyperfine level.
Lyman-α photons have a significant contribution to the spin temperature and hence the brightness temperature

during the cosmic dawn (z . 25). After recombination, the background photons contribute to flip the spin state of
the neutral hydrogen atoms. As a result, the spin temperature (Ts) became closer to the Tγ . But later (z . 25),
the Lyman-α photons from the newborn stars lead to a quick transition of the spin temperature Ts = Tb. Therefore,
the spin temperature Ts almost matches with the baryon temperature for z . 20 [87, 88] (Fig. 5(a)). This cosmic
phenomenon is known as the Wouthuysen-Field effect, which essentially depends on the scattering rate of the Lyman-α
photons in the IGM [89].
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Model Constraints Free parameters

I ωde = −1, Ωk = 0 η

II Ωk = 0 η, ωde

III ωde = −1 η, Ωk

TABLE I. Constraints and parameters of three viscous dark energy models

III. VISCOUS DARK ENERGY MODELS

The presence of viscosity in the dark energy fluid may exhibit remarkable effects in the dynamics of the Universe
[62–67, 90], and in particular, the global 21-cm scenario. In the present analysis we choose an ansatz for the bulk
viscosity of the dark energy to scale as ζ(z) = ηH(z) following the work of Wang et al. [56], where H(z) is the Hubble
parameter at redshift z, and η is a dimensionless proportionality constant in geometrized units (where the velocity of
light in vacuum c = 1 and gravitational constant G = 1). The effective pressure of the viscous dark energy fluid can
be expressed as [49, 56]

p̄de = ωdeρde − 3ζH, (5)

where ωde and ρde are the equation of state parameter and density of dark energy, respectively. Here we investigate
the effects of three Viscous Dark Energy (VDE) models [56].

• Model I (VΛDE) is a one-parameter extended standard ΛCDM model. In this model, ωde is fixed at −1, so
the effective pressure can be written as p̄de = −ρde − 3ηH2.

• Model II (VωDE) has another free parameter, i.e., ωde in addition to the viscosity parameter η.

• Model III (VKDE) is similar to the Model I (ωde = −1), but here the additional contribution of curvature is
also incorporated. In this particular model the present value of the curvature density parameter Ωk is considered
as another model parameter.

At low redshifted epochs, the effect of bulk viscosity is small, and as a result, the evolution of the Universe is very
close to the standard cosmology (ΛCDM model) for lower redshifts. All three VDE models discussed above deal with
bulk viscosity of dark energy. However, in the second model an additional effect of dark energy equation of state
parameter ωde is studied, which provides a comparatively faster expansion of the Universe [56] at low redshifts for
ωde ≤ −1. However, for ωde ' −0.7 the expansion rate decreases significantly (see also Fig. 2). On the other hand,
the effect of spatial curvature of the Universe is investigated in presence of viscous flow of DE in the VDE Model III.
Applying the latest bounds of curvature [91], it can be seen that the evolution of the Universe is minimally modified
at late times [56].

The Hubble parameter for all three VDE models can be obtained from the Friedmann equations and Eq. 5, given
by

H(z) = H0

[
1

1 + η
Ωm,0(1 + z)3 +

(
1− 1

1 + η
Ωm,0

)
(1 + z)−3η

]1/2

, (6)

H(z) = H0

[
ωde

ωde − η
Ωm,0(1 + z)3 +

(
1− ωde

ωde − η
Ωm,0

)
(1 + z)3(1+ωde−η)

]1/2

, (7)

H(z) = H0

[
2

2 + 3η
Ωk,0(1 + z)2 +

1

1 + η
Ωm,0(1 + z)3+(

1− 2

2 + 3η
Ωk,0 −

1

1 + η
Ωm,0

)
(1 + z)−3η

]1/2

. (8)

In the above expressions, H0 denotes the present value of the Hubble parameter, Ωm,0 and Ωk,0 are the current density
parameters of matter (baryonic matter + dark matter) and curvature, respectively. The constraints and parameters
for individual models are tabulated in Table I. The generalized expression of the Hubble parameter for all the three
models (Eq. 6, Eq. 7, Eq. 8) can be written as,

H(z) = H0

[
2

2 + 3η
Ωk,0(1 + z)2 +

ωde

ωde − η
Ωm,0(1 + z)3

+

(
1− 2

2 + 3η
Ωk,0 −

ωde

ωde − η
Ωm,0

)
(1 + z)3(1+ωde−η)

]1/2

. (9)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) The variation of the dimensionless Hubble parameter (H(z)/H0) with redshift z for different values of η for the
case of VDE Model I. (b) Variation of the Hubble parameter with η (VDE Model I) at different fixed values of z, where the
black dashed line denotes the Hubble parameter for the ΛCDM model. For every chosen value of z, there is a minimum value
of H/HΛCDM with respect to η. The positions of these minimum points for different z are shown by the black dashed line.

In presence of the viscous flow of dark energy, the effective pressure of DE modifies remarkably (see Eq. 5). As
a result, a significant departure may be observed in the evolution of the Hubble parameter compared to the ΛCDM
model. The variation of the dimensionless Hubble parameter in presence of viscosity with different values of η is
graphically represented in Fig. 1(a). From this figure, it can be seen that the variation of H(z)/H0 is not linear with
η.

The variation of H(z) with η for any particular redshift z is described in Fig. 1(b), where the Hubble parameter
is written in the form of H/HΛCDM, HΛCDM being the value of Hubble parameter for the ΛCDM model (represented
by the black dashed line). From Fig. 1(b) it can be noticed that for a fixed redshift z, the Hubble parameter at first
decreases with increasing η. However, there is a minimum value of H for every value of z beyond which H increases
rapidly with η. These minimum points for different redshift z are depicted through the black dashed curve. The
minima points are located at higher values of η for higher values of z, but tend toward η = 0 and H/HΛCDM = 1 at
the lower redshifted epochs.

Similar variations in the case of VDE Model II and III are displayed in Fig. 2(a) and (b), where the model parameters
are ωde, η and Ωk,0, η respectively. Fig. 2(c) and (d) are zoomed view of Fig. 2(a) and (b), respectively, which reveal
the behavior of H in lower redshifted epochs for Model II and Model III. Fig. 2(a) provides a consistency check for
our calculations, as it can be clearly observed that for η = 0 (DE model without viscosity) the variation of H(z) with
ωde is negligible at large redshifts, although at lower values of z significant variation is obtained (see Fig. 2(c)). On
the other hand, for VDE models, i.e., η = 0.5 (or any non-zero value of η) the variation of H with ωde is remarkable.
The variation with Ωk,0 in the case of Model III is shown in Fig. 2(b) and Fig. 2(d). From these figure (Fig. 2(b)
and (d)) one can see that the variation with Ωk,0 is negligible, but a small variation can be observed for z < 2.5 (see
Fig. 2(d)).

We further explore the variation of the Hubble parameter with respect to the model parameters at a fixed value of
z. Here we display our results for z = 17.2 which corresponds to the EDGES observation. In Fig. 2(e) the contour
representation is plotted for the Hubble parameter in ωde-η parameter space in the case of the VDE Model II at
z = 17.2. From this plot it can be observed that for −0.9 / ωde / −0.4, the value of H/HΛCDM (the departure of
the Hubble parameter from the ΛCDM value) is rather small throughout the range of viscosity η. However, in the
case of phantom dark energy (i.e. ωde < −1) [92, 93], the values of H/HΛCDM can be significantly large for η ' 0.6.
As a consequence, the late behavior of the Hubble evolution can be sharply distinguished for such cases. On the
other hand, for the VDE Model III, the variation is essentially governed by η only, which is graphically represented in
Fig. 2(f). Although, here a minute variation of the Hubble parameter is observed with respect to the curvature Ωk,0,
the dependence on η may be prominent for higher values of viscosity.

The viscosity of the dark energy fluid does not only affect the Hubble evolution of the Universe, but an additional
heat is also produced as an outcome of the viscous flow. The entropy generated due to viscous flow is discussed in
Ref. [28, 94]. Applying the formalism of Ref. [28, 94], the amount of entropy (S) produced per unit volume in the



5

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 2. Fig. 2(a) and (b) show the variations of Hubble parameter with different VDE model parameters for Model II and
Model III respectively. Fig. 2(c) and (d) are the zoomed views of Fig. 2(a) and (b) respectively, at lower redshifts. Contour
representations of Hubble parameter for VDE Model II and Model III at z = 17.2 are furnished in Fig. 2(e) and (f) respectively.

FLRW metric is given by

∇µSµ =
ζ

Tde
(∇µuµ)

2
, (10)

where Tde is the effective temperature of the viscous dark energy fluid, and uµ represents the four velocity of the
viscous fluid. Now, using the second law of thermodynamics, the amount of heat produced Q per unit volume V , per
unit time in the comoving frame due to viscous flow of the dark energy fluid can be expressed as,

dQ

dV dt
= ζ (3H(z))

2
. (11)
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This amount of entropy heats up the matter (both baryons and dark matter), which could lead to an increase the
spin temperature. On the other hand, it also helps to cool down the baryons faster than the usual, as an outcome
of the modified Hubble evolution. In our subsequent analysis we perform a study of the interplay of these competing
effects on the 21-cm brightness temperature.

IV. EFFECT OF PRIMORDIAL BLACK HOLES

Besides the viscous flow of dark energy, the energy injection in the form of Hawking radiation from PBHs could
modify remarkably the global 21-cm signature [10, 14, 33]. Primordial black holes [95–98] are believed to be formed
due to the collapse of overdensity zones in the early ages of the Universe. The overdensity zones are characterized

by the size, which should be greater than the Jeans length Rj =

√
1

3Gρ
[99]. PBHs are produced when δmin ≤ δ,

where δ denotes the density contrast and δmin is the lower bound of the density contrast with the density ρ = ρc + δρ,
ρc being the critical density for collapse and δmin the threshold of PBH formation. Several mechanisms have been
proposed to explain the formation of PBHs [100–112].

Primordial black holes come with a wide range of mass [14, 34, 113, 114]. Primordial black holes having evaporation
time scale longer than age of the Universe at the time of recombination are relevant to study the post-recombination
energy injection. The corresponding mass range for such PBHs is ∼ 1014 ≤ MBH / 2 × 1015 g. In addition, PBHs
with mass ' 1015 g can survive to today, and such PBHs are subject to study CMB damping constraints [115–117]
and indirect searches for extragalactic cosmic rays [118]. Consequently, in several recent works, PBHs having the
above mass range have been considered in order to estimate the constraints on the abundance of PBHs [10, 34] in the
context of 21-cm scenario, as PBHs with this mass range are likely to impact the 21-cm signal most. In the present
analysis we consider PBHs of masses ∼ 1014 ≤MBH / 2× 1015 g.

In the case of a PBH having mass MBH, the rate of mass evaporation in the form of Hawking radiation can be
approximated as [119]

dMBH

dt
≈ −5.34× 1025

(∑
i

Fi

)(
MBH

g

)−2

g/sec (12)

where,
∑
i Fi is the total contribution of different species, which is essentially governed by the black hole temperature

TBH (= 1.05753×
(
MBH/1013g

)−1
[119]), defined as [119],∑

i

Fi = 1.569 + 3.414 exp

(
−0.066

TBH

)
+ 1.707 exp

(
−0.413

TBH

)
+ 1.707 exp

(
−0.11

TBH

)
+1.707 exp

(
− 22

TBH

)
+ 1.707 exp

(
−1.17

TBH

)
+ 0.569 exp

(
−0.0234

TBH

)
+0.569 exp

(
−0.394

TBH

)
+ 0.963 exp

(
− 0.1

TBH

)
(13)

In the above equation, the combined contribution of e−, e+, ν and photons in Hawking radiation is denoted by the
first term. The second term represents the contribution of u and d quark, while the third, fourth, fifth and sixth
terms are the same for c, s, t and b quarks respectively. The effect of muon, τ and gluons are included in the seventh,
eighth and ninth terms respectively.

In the present analysis, the chosen mass range of PBHs are significantly lower than stellar mass. As a consequence,
alongside the γ and electron channels we consider the contributions of other standard model decay channels, which
heats up the baryons by further producing photons, electrons and positrons via subsequent cascade decay [34, 118,
120, 121].

The total rate of energy injected by PBHs is given by [34],

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

= −dMBH

dt
nBH(z), (14)

where, the PBH number density nBH(z) is given by,

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. (15)
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FIG. 3. Effective degrees of freedom (g∗) in the early Universe.

In the above expression βBH and MBH are the initial mass fraction and initial mass of primordial black holes. The
other parametersMH, gi? are the horizon mass and the total number of effectively massless degrees of freedom during
the formation of PBHs respectively, and MH,eq and geq

? are the same at the epoch of matter-radiation equality.

V. DARK MATTER ANNIHILATION AND DECAY

Dark matter annihilation and decay are two notable sources of baryon heating. The heating due to these two
processes are governed by the velocity averaged annihilation cross-section of DM (〈σv〉) and the decay lifetime (τχ),
respectively. Both these parameters 〈σv〉 and τχ depend on the DM model and are essentially functions of the dark
matter mass mχ. The velocity averaged annihilation cross-section 〈σv〉 of dark matter [122–129] can be estimated by
using the cosmic relic of the dark matter species [130, 131]. In order to estimate the cross-section, one needs to first
evaluate the relativistic degrees of freedom (g∗(T )) as a function of the temperature T (see Fig. 3), given by

g∗(T ) =
∑
b,f

gi(T ), (16)

where b and f denote the contributions of bosons and fermions respectively and gi(T ) is the effective degrees of
freedom for the ith particle, given by

gi(T ) =
15gi
π4

x4

∫ ∞
1

y(y2 − 1)1/2

exp(xiy) + ηi
ydy. (17)

In the above expression ηi is a constant which is 1 for fermions and −1 for bosons [130], and xi = mi/T , where
mi is the mass of the ith species. After decoupling of a dark matter candidate, the velocity averaged annihilation
cross-section can be estimated by solving numerically the equation [130] (see Fig. 4)

1

Y0
=

(
45

π
G

)1/2 ∫ Tf

T0

g
1/2
∗ 〈σv〉dT, (18)

where T0 and Tf are the present photon temperature and the freeze-out temperature of the DM candidate, respectively.
Y0 denotes the present value of the comoving abundance and can be written as [130]

Ωh2θ−3 = 2.8282× 108 m

GeV
Y0, (19)

where θ is the CMB temperature in units of 2.75 K, h is the Hubble constant in units of 100 km/s/Mpc and Ω is
the present cosmological density parameter which is adopted from the experimental data of the Planck experiment
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[91]. Now, comparing Eq. 18 and Eq. 19 the values of 〈σv〉 are estimated numerically for different DM masses mχ. In
the present analysis we adopt this procedure to estimate 〈σv〉 for the individual cases. On the other hand, decaying
DM particles having lifetime (τχ) remarkably longer than the age of the Universe are considered. From several recent
analyses it follows that τχ lies within the range of 1024 ∼ 1030 sec [14, 132–135].

The annihilation and decay of dark matter particles produce standard model particles, which heat up and ionize
the baryonic matter of the Universe. The rate of energy injected as an outcome of these processes are given by,
respectively,

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
ann.

= f2
χ,annρ

2
χ

〈σv〉
mχ

, (20)

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
dec.

= fχ,dec.ρχ
1

τχ
. (21)

In the above expressions, fχ,ann and fχ,dec are the mass fractions of dark matter that contribute in annihilation and
decay, respectively. In the present analysis we set both quantities to unity, following Ref. [16].

VI. BARYON-DARK MATTER SCATTERING

Apart from the phenomena of dark matter annihilation and decay, we consider the effect of baryon-dark matter
scattering in the context of thermal evolution of the Universe. The interaction between baryons and cold dark matter
(CDM) plays the key role in the cooling process of baryons, which essentially depends on the baryon-DM relative
velocity Vχb (= Vχ − Vb, where Vb and Vχ are the bulk velocities of baryons and dark matter respectively) and
baryon-DM cross-section σ. The relevance of such relative velocity was first pointed out in Ref. [136] in the context of
small-scale structure formation. After the decoupling of baryons at redshift z ≈ 1010, baryons start scattering with
dark matter particles. Consequently, we start our analysis from z = 1010 when the relative velocity Vχb = Vχb,0. The
baryon-DM cross-section term is velocity (v) dependent and can be expressed using a general expression σ = (σ0) vn.
The value of n depends on the nature of the dark matter candidates.

In several recent works, dark matter-baryon interaction cross-section is investigated for a wide range of n [137–141].
n = ±2 attributes to the case of dark matter candidates having magnetic and/or electric dipole moment. On the other
hand, for Yukawa potential [142], several values of n are applicable (2,1,0,-1). n = −4 can be used for millicharged dark
matter [11–13, 143–145] as in this case the scattering of baryons takes place via a Coulomb-like potential. Moreover,
n = −4 is applicable in several such cases, namely hadronically interacting DM, millicharge DM, the Baryon Acoustic
Oscillations (BAO) signal etc. In the present work, we choose n = −4, which is also considered in several similar
recent treatments (e.g. Ref. [7, 8, 10, 17, 18, 78–80]). As a result the baryon-dark matter cross-section term takes the
form

σ = (σ0) v−4 =
(
σ41 × 10−41 cm2

)
v−4, (22)

0.05 0.10 0.50 1 5 10

3.× 10-26

4.× 10-26

5.× 10-26

FIG. 4. Velocity averaged annihilation cross-section of dark matter.
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where σ41 is a dimensionless quantity defined as σ41 = σ0/
(
10−41cm2

)
.

We assume the value of σ0 to lie within 10−42 ∼ 10−40cm2, which corresponds to the scalar cross-section bound
obtained from the recent experiments on direct dark matter detection (obtained by extrapolating the permissible zone
for the dark matter range 0.1 GeV≤ mχ ≤ 3 GeV from recent experiments [146–148]). Now, for n = −4, the evolution
equation of Vχb can be written as,

dVχb
dt

= −D(Vχb) =
ρmσ0

mb +mχ

1

V 2
χb

F (r), (23)

where D(Vχb) is the drag term. In the above expression, mb and mχ are the average mass of baryon and DM particles
respectively, ρm is the matter density and the function F (r) is given by

F (r) = erf(r/
√

2)−
√

2/πre−r
2/2, (24)

where r = Vχb/uth, uth =
√
Tb/mb + Tχ/mχ (Tb and Tχ are the temperature of baryon and dark matter fluid

respectively). So, the evolution equation of Vχb is given by

dVχb
dz

=
Vχb

1 + z
+

D(Vχb)

(1 + z)H(z)
(25)

Now from the work of Muñoz et al. [7], it can be shown that, the heating rate of the baryonic fluid is given by

dQb
dt

=
2mbρχσ0e

−r2/2(Tχ − Tb)
(mb +mχ)2

√
(2π)u3

th

+
ρχ

ρb + ρχ

mχmb

mχ +mb
VχbD(Vχb). (26)

Similarly, the heating rate of DM fluid can be formulated as

dQχ
dt

=
2mχρbσ0e

−r2/2(Tb − Tχ)

(mb +mχ)2
√

(2π)u3
th

+
ρb

ρb + ρχ

mχmb

mχ +mb
VχbD(Vχb). (27)

VII. THERMAL EVOLUTION

In order to investigate the effects of viscous dark energy, primordial black holes and all possible interactions of dark
matter, viz., baryon-dark matter interaction, dark matter annihilation and dark matter decay on the 21-cm signal,
we have to first formulate the thermal evolution of the baryons (Tb) and dark matter (Tχ) as a function of redshift z,
given by [7, 9, 14, 17, 34, 78, 149]

(1 + z)
dTχ
dz

= 2Tχ −
2

3H(z)

dQχ
dt
− Ωχ

Ωm

2

3H(z)

mχ

ρχ

dQ

dV dt
, (28)

(1 + z)
dTb
dz

= 2Tb +
Γc
H(z)

(Tb − Tγ)− 2

3H(z)

dQb
dt
− 2

3kBH(z)

Kheat

1 + fHe + xe
− Ωb

Ωm

2

3H(z)

mb

ρb

dQ

dV dt
. (29)

In the above expressions, xe and fHe are the ionization fraction and the fractional abundance of Helium respectively,
Tγ (= 2.725(1 + z)K) is the background temperature, Kheat corresponds to baryon heating, and H(z) is the Hubble
constant, which varies with z according to the viscous dark energy models (see Eq. 6, 7 and 8). In Eq. 28 and Eq. 29,
the last terms of each expression correspond to the dark matter and baryon heating respectively due to the entropy
produced as an outcome of viscous flow of DE. The first terms of both those equations describe the same for Hubble
expansion. The second term of Eq. 28 denotes the contribution of baryon-DM interaction in the heating/cooling of
the dark matter and the third term of Eq. 29 is the same in the case of baryons. The effects of the Compton scattering
(Γc is the Compton interaction rate) and the combined heating due to Hawking radiation, DM annihilation and DM
decay are included in the second and fourth terms of Eq. 29, respectively (Kheat is described later in Eq. 32).

The evolution equation of the ionization fraction xe (= ne/nH , where ne and nH are the free electron number
density and hydrogen number density respectively) depends on the model dependent Hubble parameter H alongside
Tγ and Tb, given by [7, 9, 16, 17, 34, 78],

dxe
dz

=
1

(1 + z)H(z)
[IRe(z)− IIon(z)− Iheat(z)] . (30)
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In this expression, IIon(z) and IRe(z) are the standard ionization rate and the standard recombination rate respectively
[7, 81, 150], the difference of which can be expressed as [10, 36, 150–154],

IRe(z)− IIon(z) = CP

(
nHαBx

2
e − 4(1− xe)βBe

− 3E0
4kBTγ

)
, (31)

where CP is the Peebles-C factor [150, 151], αB and βB are the case B recombination and ionization coefficients
respectively [36, 78, 153, 154] and E0 = 13.6 eV.

The fraction of total energy deposited from Hawking radiation, DM annihilation and DM decay in the form of
heat and ionization are respectively χh = (1 + 2xe)/3 and χi = (1− xe)/3 [34, 35, 121, 155, 156]. Consequently, the
contribution of those sources in the form of baryon heating (Kheat, see Eq. 29) and hydrogen ionization (Iheat, see
Eq. 30) can be expressed as follows (for reference see [9, 16, 17, 78]),

Kheat = χh
1

nb

(
fBH(z)

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

+ fann.(z)
dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
ann.

+ fdec.(z)
dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
dec.

)
, (32)

Iheat = χi
1

nb

1

E0

(
fBH(z)

dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
BH

+ fann.(z)
dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
ann.

+ fdec.(z)
dE

dV dt

∣∣∣∣
dec.

)
. (33)

In the above expressions, the factors fBH(z), fann.(z) and fdec.(z) are the total fraction of the injected energy deposited
into the IGM at redshift z due to PBH evaporation, dark matter annihilation and dark matter decay, respectively
[149, 157–160]. In the present analysis, fann.(z) and fdec.(z) are calculated by considering only e+e− and photon final
state product from DM annihilation and decay [9, 14, 149, 157–159].

VIII. COMBINED EFFECT ON THE 21-CM BRIGHTNESS TEMPERATURE

In the present work, our aim is to investigate the effect of viscous dark energy in the global 21-cm scenario, and
thus estimate the bounds on the viscous dark energy model parameters. As we have seen from the above analysis,
the viscous flow of DE can modify the Hubble parameter significantly for some ranges of the model parameters. As a
result both baryon and dark matter are cooled down comparatively faster. Besides this cooling effect, entropy is also
produced due to viscous flow, which heats up both baryons and dark matter components. We incorporate various
dark matter phenomena, viz., baryon heating/cooling effects by the baryon-DM interaction, dark matter annihilation
and dark matter decay, Compton scattering and PBH evaporation in our analysis for calculating the 21-cm brightness
temperature.

The variation of spin temperature Ts, the radiation temperature Tγ , and hence the 21-cm brightness temperature
T21 are estimated by computing the baryon and dark matter temperatures at different z, which are obtained by
solving several coupled equations (Eq. 12, 25, 28, 29, and 30) simultaneously. It is assumed that, initially at z u 1010,
baryons and radiation were tightly coupled. So, at that epoch the baryon temperature (Tb) and the background
temperature (Tγ) were exactly equal. The initial temperature of the dark matter fluid is negligible at z = 1010, as
the DM particles are assumed to be in the form of cold dark matter (if a slightly warm dark matter is taken into
account, the thermal evolution remains almost unaffected [7]). The initial relative velocity (Vχb) is considered to be
∼29 km/s [7, 136, 161].

In Fig. 5(a), the evolution of baryon temperature Tb (solid lines) for different VDE models and model parameters are
shown by incorporating the above mentioned modification in Hubble parameter and the additional entropy produced
due to viscous flow of dark energy. The cyan lines represent the case of the ΛCDM model while the red lines denote
the same where the effect of PBH evaporation as well as baryon-DM interaction, dark matter annihilation and dark
matter decay are included. The corresponding spin temperatures Ts and dark matter temperatures for all the cases
are plotted in the same graph using dotted lines and dashed lines of same colours, respectively. Here the solid black
line shows the variation of Tγ with z. The variations of Tb, Tχ and Ts in presence of different VDE models are
shown using different colour. From this figure (Fig. 5(a)) it can be seen that at the higher redshifted region, the spin
temperatures of different cases almost overlap with each other. However, at the end of cosmic dark age (z / 25), the
lines of Ts start falling and begin to overlap with the corresponding baryon temperatures (Tb) at z / 20 (this cosmic
phenomenon is known as the Wouthuysen-Field effect).

Similar variations of brightness temperature (T21) are represented graphically in Fig. 5(b). In this figure, the black
dashed line describes T21 for the ΛCDM model, which gives T21 ≈ −200 mK at z = 17.2. The blue dashed line denotes
the same where the effect of primordial black hole evaporation, baryon-DM interaction, DM annihilation and DM
decay are included. The other colour lines of Fig. 5 represent the brightness temperature for different VDE models
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(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (a) Variations of dark matter temperature Tχ, baryon temperature Tb and the corresponding spin temperature Ts with
redshift z for different chosen values of VDE models and parameters. (b) Variations of brightness temperature with redshift z
for different chosen values of VDE models and parameters. In individual cases of Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b), dark matter particle
mass mχ = 1 GeV, σ41 = 1, DM decay lifetime τχ = 10−28 s PBH mass MBH = 1.5× 1014 g and initial mass fraction of PBH
βBH = 10−29 are chosen. 〈σv〉 for individual cases are calculated as described in section V. See text for further details.

FIG. 6. Variation of T21 with redshift z for different cases. See text for details.

and different values of η. It can be seen that as the cooling due to baryon-DM interaction is incorporated in the
calculation, T21 falls significantly (comparing the blue and black dashed line of Fig. 5(b)). In presence of viscosity
the brightness temperature falls further, which indicates that the resultant effect of the viscous dark energy models
essentially cools down the baryonic fluid in spite of producing entropy due to viscous flow. It is also observed that the
effect of the VDE Model III, i.e., the effect of curvature is small in comparison with that of the viscosity parameter η
and the DE equation of state parameter ωde. It is to be mentioned that all plots of Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b) are plotted
for the values of dark matter mass mχ = 1 GeV, σ41 = 1, PBH mass MBH = 1.5 × 1014 g, initial mass fraction of
PBH, βBH = 10−29, τχ = 1024s and the value of 〈σv〉 is chosen as described in section V.

The comparative influence of the various physical factors (viscosity, baryon-DM scattering, velocity averaged DM
annihilation cross-section, DM decay lifetime and PBH decay) on the brightness temperature T21 is elucidated in the
Fig. 6. Here all the curves of T21 with VDE models are plotted with η = 0.5. In this figure, the black solid line
shows the variation of T21 for the ΛCDM model, while the black dashed line denotes the same for the VDE Model I
in absence of the contribution of any DM interaction and PBH evaporation. From this, one can observe that unlike
baryon cooling via baryon-DM scattering, the viscosity cannot provide the required cooling alone in order to sustain
the EDGES consequence (T21 < −300 mK). However, the VDE Model II with Ωde = −0.5 provides larger than
expected cooling due to the additional modification in the Hubble parameter in the form of ωde (black dotted line).
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FIG. 7. Variation of T z=17.2
21 with η for different chosen combinations of PBH mass MBH and dark matter mass mχ. See text

for details.

The difference between the T21 for the cases of ΛCDM model and VDE Model I increases remarkably as the cooling
due to baryon-DM interaction is incorporated along with the heating due to the phenomena of DM annihilation and
DM decay (red dashed line and red solid line). However, the incorporation of the heating effect due to the Hawking
radiation from PBHs slightly decreases this separation. The cooling effect by the viscous flow of dark energy further
enhances in presence of higher values of ωde (blue dotted line and blue dash-dotted line).

From Fig. 6, the heating effects due to PBH evaporation, DM annihilation and DM decay on the global 21-cm
signal can be observed. The heating in the form of Hawking radiation is clearly seen by comparing the red dashed
line and blue solid line for the ΛCDM model. A similar effect in the VDE Model I is observed by comparing the solid
red line and the blue dashed line. In this plot the solid violet line almost overlaps with the green dashed line and
the green dotted line. From the green dashed, dotted and solid lines it appears that the heating due to DM decay
does not manifest any significant footprint on the temperature. However, the violet dotted line (overlapped by the
red dashed line), which represents the case of DM annihilation in addition to the baryon-DM scattering, shows a
significant higher temperature in comparison to the same for baryon-DM scattering alone (solid violet line).

We now extend our analysis to constrain the model parameters that can account for the EDGES observation of
−300 ≥ T21 ≥ −1000 at z = 17.2. To this end we define a new parameter T z=17.2

21 which measures the brightness
temperature at z = 17.2. In Fig. 7 we display the variation of T z=17.2

21 with the viscosity parameter η for the VDE
Model I, where different combinations of dark matter mass mχ and primordial black hole mass MBH considered.
During this analysis, we fix the initial mass fraction of PBH at β = 10−29, DM decay lifetime τχ = 1028s, baryon-DM
scattering parameter σ41 = 1 and the velocity averaged DM annihilation cross-section is estimated as described in
section V. From this figure it can be seen that for each combination of mχ and MBH, the value of T z=17.2

21 falls with
increasing η and the corresponding slope is in some cases larger for lower η. This result clearly establishes the cooling
of the 21-cm brightness temperature in presence of viscosity in the dark energy fluid. Moreover, it is also observed
that lower mass of the dark matter particle mχ provides lower values of T z=17.2

21 . The reason behind this larger cooling
by lower mχ is that for lower values of mχ the number density of DM particles (i.e., nχ) is high (since the abundance
of dark matter is fixed). As a result, a larger number of DM particles interact with baryons (keeping baryon-DM
interaction cross-section fixed) and cool down the baryons faster. This result agrees with several recent results in
other treatments [7–13, 17, 78]. In addition to the above effects, one can see that as PBHs having larger mass radiate
a lower amount of energy, the lines correspond to MBH = 1015 g are cooler than those for MBH = 1.5× 1014 g .

Next, similar analyses are carried out for both the VDE Models II and III. In Fig. 8(a), (c) and (e) the contour
plots are furnished for mχ = 0.6 GeV, 1.0 GeV and 1.5 GeV respectively, where the VDE Model II is considered,
along with primordial black hole mass MBH = 1015 g, βBH = 10−29, τχ = 1028s. Similar contour plots are displayed in
Fig. 8(b), (d) and (f) respectively, for the case of the VDE Model III. In all plots of Fig. 8, different colours represent
different values of T z=17.2

21 in mK, which are mentioned in the colourbar furnished at the bottom of Fig. 8. The white
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regions in Fig. 8(a), (e) and (f) indicate the areas beyond the allowed zone according to the EDGES result. From
Fig. 8(a), (c) and (e) it can be seen that higher values of ωde essentially provide lower T z=17.2

21 , as also observed in the
Fig. 5(b). However, at lower viscosity (η / 0.18) and higher ωde (ωde ' −0.5), a small inverse variation is observed
(i.e. T z=17.2

21 increases with ωde, see top-left region of Fig. 8(a), (c) and (e)).
It is also observed that the variation of T z=17.2

21 with ωde increases when higher values of η are taken into account
in case of the VDE Model II. On the other hand, in case of the Model III, higher values of curvature provide higher
values of T z=17.2

21 (see Fig. 8(b), (d) and (f)), but the variation of T z=17.2
21 with Ωk,0 is small in comparison to that

with η. We find that for mχ = 0.6 GeV, the region for η ≤ 1 lies within the allowed region according to the EDGES
result. However in presence of higher mass DM particles the brightness temperature of individual points increases. If
further higher values of mχ are considered, the brightness temperature of the 21-cm spectra at lower values of η lies
beyond the allowed region. From Fig. 8(e) and (f) (for VDE Model II and III respectively) one can see that in presence
of such higher DM masses the brightness temperature may lie within the EDGES allowed region, if significant bulk
viscosity of dark energy is considered [10, 78, 80]. A detailed analysis of this phenomena is presented in Fig. 9.

Finally, we estimate the allowed region in the mχ-σ41 plane for different VDE models. In Fig. 9, the coloured region
represents the allowed region in the mχ-σ41 plane, where the effect of viscous dark energy, PBH evaporation, dark
matter annihilation and decay are not incorporated. In this plot, different colours of the coloured region correspond
to different values of T z=17.2

21 , as described in the colourbar of the same figure. The presence of viscous flow of dark
energy along with the combined effect of Hawking radiation from PBHs, baryon-DM interaction, and DM annihilation
and decay modifies the previously mentioned allowed zone significantly. The modified regions in the mχ-σ41 plane
are described by the regions lying between the pairs of dashed lines of the same colour for individual cases. The area
bounded by red dashed line corresponds to the allowed zone for the VDE Model I with η = 0.3. The region between
the blue lines represents the Model II for η = 0.3 and ωde = −0.5. Similarly, the green lines correspond to the Model II
corresponding to phantom dark energy, i.e., for ωde = −1.2. The orange lines are for Model III with η = 0.2 and Ωk,0.
In all the four cases the PBH mass MBH = 1015 g, βBH = 10−29 and τχ = 1028s are chosen, while the value of 〈σv〉
at different points are estimated for corresponding dark matter masses mχ. From this figure (Fig. 9) it can be seen
that in absence of viscosity in dark energy, Hawking radiation from PBHs and dark matter interactions and decay,
the maximum possible value of dark matter particle mass is ∼ 3 GeV. This agrees with several recent works [10, 80].
However, as the effect of viscosity in dark energy is considered along with the heating due to Hawking radiation, DM
annihilation and decay, the maximum possible value of mχ increases with increasing σ41, and there is no maximum
value of mχ. In addition, the allowed regions are slightly shifted toward the right side (higher value of σ41) in viscous
dark energy models compared to those for ΛCDM.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work the effects of viscous dark energy are investigated in the context of the global 21-cm signal.
We perform our analysis for three viscous dark energy model and evaluate their impact on the Hubble evolution and
the 21-cm brightness temperature due to entropy production as a result of viscous flow. We find that the Hubble
parameter decreases with increasing viscosity parameter η for lower values of η at any fixed redshift z in the case of
Model I. But after a certain value of η the Hubble parameter starts increasing rapidly. The minimum values of H for
individual redshifts trace a curve which signifies the departure from the ΛCDM behaviour at various redshift values.
However, this curve smoothly approaches the ΛCDM value in the limit of vanishing viscosity. Similar characteristics
are observed in the case of Model II and Model III as well, where it is again seen that higher values of viscosity could
lead to significant departure of the Hubble parameter for various redshifts from the corresponding ΛCDM values.

The viscous flow of dark energy alters the Hubble evolution along with injecting additional entropy into the dynam-
ics. It is observed that the net effect of viscosity cools down the baryons faster than for the case of the ΛCDM model,
leading to significant modification of the 21-cm brightness temperature. Besides the impact of viscosity, the effect of
baryon cooling due to baryon-dark matter interaction, and heating as an outcome of Hawking radiation from PBHs,
DM annihilation and DM decay are also incorporated in our analysis. We perform a comparative study of the effect
of viscosity with the effects due to the baryon-DM scattering, DM annihilation and decay, and PBH evaporation.
We find that T z=17.2

21 diminishes more at higher values of ωde, while in the case of phantom model (ωde < −1) the
variation of the brightness temperature with η is comparatively small (for VDE Model II). It is also observed that
the effect of curvature in the viscous dark energy model (Model III) slightly increases the values of T z=17.2

21 , while at
a fixed value of curvature, the rate of change of T z=17.2

21 with η is considerable.
The dark matter profile plays an interesting role in the obtained value of T z=17.2

21 . We find that for higher values
of mass mχ (' 1.5 GeV) of the dark matter particles, a comparatively higher brightness temperature is obtained in
presence of viscosity. However, for lower DM mass, higher values of viscosity parameter η lie outside the permissible
region according to the EDGES result. The interplay of the DM mass mχ and the baryon-DM scattering cross-section
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 8. Variation of T z=17.2
21 with VDE model parameters for Model II (left side plots) and Model III (right side plots). Here

Fig. 8(a) and Fig. 8(b) are calculated for mχ = 0.6 GeV, while Fig. 8(c), Fig. 8(d) are for mχ = 1.0 GeV and Fig. 8(e), Fig. 8(f)
for mχ = 1.5 GeV.
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FIG. 9. The allowed region in the mχ - σ41 space. The coloured shaded region represents the allowed region for the case of
ΛCDM model in absence of the viscosity in the dark energy fluid, while the area between the coloured lines of same colour
represent the similar bounds for different VDE models. See text for details.

σ41 vis-a-vis the viscosity model parameters are presented in terms of a contour representation of the allowed region
in mχ−σ41 space. We find that the allowed zone moves toward higher values of σ41 in presence of viscosity. For lower
values of σ41, both the upper and lower bounds of mχ are less than that for the ΛCDM model (absence of viscosity
in dark energy, PBH evaporation, DM annihilation and decay), while for higher values of σ41, the upper bound of mχ

in VDE models becomes larger than 3 GeV which is the maximum allowed value of mχ for the ΛCDM model.
To summarize, in presence of viscosity in the dark energy fluid, the evolution of the Hubble parameter could get

modified significantly leading to faster cooling of baryonic fluid. On the other hand, viscosity also produces some
amount of entropy which essentially heats up both the baryon and dark matter fluids. Incorporating all of these
effects along with the baryon heating due to PBH evaporation, and dark matter annihilation and decay, the resultant
impact on the global signature of 21-cm absorption spectra is estimated. We also show that viscosity by itself cannot
provide sufficient cooling to sustain the EDGES consequence (i.e. −300 ≥ T21 ≥ −1000 at z = 17.2). However, the
net cooling due to the combination of VDE and that due to the baryon-DM interaction is capable of explaining the
EDGES observation. Our work should motivate further studies of viscous dark energy models by taking into account
additional phenomena such as PBH accretion [33, 162], and the spinning effect of PBHs [163, 164] in estimation of
the 21-cm brightness temperature. Future space-based and ground-based experiments related to 21-cm physics will
help to shed more light on such unknown aspects of cosmological dynamics.
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[7] J.B. Muñoz, E.D. Kovetz and Y. Ali-Häımoud, Heating of baryons due to scattering with dark matter during the dark
ages, Phys.Rev.D 92 (2015) 083528.

[8] U. Mukhopadhyay, D. Majumdar and A. Halder, Constraining and constructing mass distributions of Primordial Black
Holes from 21cm signal, 2203.13008.

[9] R. Basu, M. Pandey, D. Majumdar and S. Banerjee, Bounds on dark matter annihilation cross-sections from inert
doublet model in the context of 21-cm cosmology of dark ages, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 36 (2021) 2150163 [2010.11007].

[10] A. Halder and S. Banerjee, Bounds on abundance of primordial black hole and dark matter from EDGES 21-cm signal,
Phys.Rev.D 103 (2021) 063044 [2102.00959].

[11] T.R. Slatyer and C.-L. Wu, Early-universe constraints on dark matter-baryon scattering and their implications for a
global 21 cm signal, Phys.Rev.D 98 (2018) 023013.

[12] A. Berlin, D. Hooper, G. Krnjaic and S.D. McDermott, Severely constraining dark-matter interpretations of the 21-cm
anomaly, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) 011102.

[13] R. Barkana, N.J. Outmezguine, D. Redigolo and T. Volansky, Strong constraints on light dark matter interpretation of
the edges signal, Phys.Rev.D 98 (2018) 103005.

[14] S.J. Clark, B. Dutta, Y. Gao, Y.-Z. Ma and L.E. Strigari, 21 cm limits on decaying dark matter and primordial black
holes, Phys.Rev.D 98 (2018) 043006.

[15] A. Mitridate and A. Podo, Bounds on dark matter decay from 21 cm line, J.Cosmol.Astropart.Phys. 2018 (2018) 069.
[16] H. Liu and T.R. Slatyer, Implications of a 21-cm signal for dark matter annihilation and decay, Phys.Rev.D 98 (2018)

023501.
[17] A. Halder, M. Pandey, D. Majumdar and R. Basu, Exploring multimessenger signals from heavy dark matter decay with

EDGES 21-cm result and IceCube, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys 10 (2021) 033 [2105.14356].
[18] U. Mukhopadhyay, D. Majumdar and K.K. Datta, Probing interacting dark energy and scattering of baryons with dark

matter in light of the edges 21-cm signal, Phys.Rev.D 103 (2021) 063510.
[19] C. Li, X. Ren, M. Khurshudyan and Y.-F. Cai, Implications of the possible 21-cm line excess at cosmic dawn on

dynamics of interacting dark energy, Phys. Lett. B 801 (2020) 135141.
[20] A.A. Costa, R.C.G. Landim, B. Wang and E. Abdalla, Interacting dark energy: possible explanation for 21-cm

absorption at cosmic dawn, Eur. Phys. J. C 78 (2018) 746.
[21] Y. Wang and G.-B. Zhao, Constraining the dark matter vacuum energy interaction using the edges 21 cm absorption

signal, Astrophys. J. 869 (2018) 26.
[22] C. Li and Y.-F. Cai, Searching for the dark force with 21-cm spectrum in light of edges, Phys. Lett. B 788 (2019) 70–75.
[23] X. Xu, Y.-Z. Ma and A. Weltman, Constraining the interaction between dark sectors with future hi intensity mapping

observations, Phys.Rev.D 97 (2018) 083504.
[24] S. Kumar and R.C. Nunes, Echo of interactions in the dark sector, Phys.Rev.D 96 (2017) 103511.
[25] S. Kumar, R.C. Nunes and S.K. Yadav, Dark sector interaction: a remedy of the tensions between CMB and LSS data,

Eur. Phys. J. C 79 (2019) 576.
[26] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, O. Mena and S. Vagnozzi, Nonminimal dark sector physics and cosmological tensions,

Phys.Rev.D 101 (2020) 063502.
[27] E.D. Valentino, A. Melchiorri, O. Mena and S. Vagnozzi, Interacting dark energy in the early 2020s: A promising

solution to the h0 and cosmic shear tensions, Phys. Dark Univ. 30 (2020) 100666.
[28] J.R. Bhatt, A.K. Mishra and A.C. Nayak, Viscous dark matter and 21 cm cosmology, Phys.Rev.D 100 (2019) 063539.
[29] N. Brahma, S. Sethi and S. Sista, Energy injection in pre-recombination era and EDGES detection, J. Cosmol.

Astropart. Phys 12 (2020) 034 [2007.06417].
[30] B. Carr, F. Kühnel and M. Sandstad, Primordial black holes as dark matter, Phys.Rev.D 94 (2016) 083504.
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