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“It might seem limited to impose our human per-
ception to try to deduce the grandest cosmic code.
But we are the product of the universe and I think
it can be argued that the entire cosmic code is im-
printed in us. Just as our genes carry the mem-
ory of our biological ancestors, our logic carries
the memory of our cosmological ancestry. We
are not just imposing human-centric notions on
a cosmos independent of us. We are progeny of
the cosmos and our ability to understand it is an

inheritance.”

Janna Levin, How the Universe Got its Spots

(2002)

Introduction

In the 21st century, our knowledge of the Universe has proliferated— thanks to the
tremendous progress of observational instruments in the last three decades. Espe-
cially the precision cosmology has grown remarkably in the past three decades as a
result of an ample amount of high-quality Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
data, in addition to the data and comprehensive studies of supernovae, stars and
nearby galaxies. It is the greatest triumph of precision cosmology that we now
know the age of our Universe, and it is only the tip of the iceberg. As another
example, we know that observable/baryonic matter in the Universe is only about 5
percent and the leftover energy component consists the dark matter (~ 26 percent)
and dark energy (~ 69 percent) based on the ACDM model of cosmology— the
standard model of cosmology [1%]. Here, A represents the dark energy, and CDM
represents the cold dark matter. The ACDM model, together with the cosmo-

2http://lambda.gsfc.nasa.gov /product/cobe/
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Figure 1.1: The graphic represents the evolution of precision cosmology over
three decades— comparison between CMB temperature maps reported by each
satellite. Left to right: Cosmic Background Explorer (COBE)*— launched in
1989, WMAP— launched in 2001 and Planck— launched in 2009. Image credits:
NASA/JPL-Caltech/ESA, https://www.nasa.gov/mission_pages/planck.

logical inflation, can provide a complete picture of the evolution of our Universe
from the beginning. The CMB data from Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe
(WMAP)® played a crucial role in establishing the ACDM model. It is also sup-
ported by the Planck® observations [18, 53]. The ACDM model is widely accepted
now, and there are various good reasons to believe this model: N-body simulations
of structure formation based on the ACDM framework can explain the observed
large scale structure of the Universe [54], it can also explain the CMB anisotropies
& polarization [18, 53, 55-57] and accelerating expansion of the Universe caused
by cosmological constant A [13, 55, 59]4. In addition to this, the predictions for the
helium and deuterium fractions by the standard Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN)

for ACDM cosmology agree very well with observations.

Phttps://map.gsfc.nasa.gov/

Chttps://www.esa.int /Science_Exploration/Space_Science/Planck

dSaul Perlmutter with Brian P. Schmidt and Adam G. Riess received the Nobel Prize in
Physics for 2011 “for the discovery of the accelerating expansion of the Universe through obser-
vations of distant supernovae.”
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Figure 1.2: The evolution of the Universe from it’s beginning. Image credits:

European Space Agency (ESA)°.

1.1 Evolution of our Universe

Before going into 21 cm cosmology, we briefly review cosmic history from the
beginning of our Universe to the present day. The figure (1.2), shows a schematic
picture of the evolution of our Universe from the beginning. The best current
widely agreed model of the origin and evolution of our Universe is the Big-Bang
model. According to this model, our Universe came into existence with a Big-Bang
about 13.8 billion years ago [13]. Observations of CMB also support this theory
[48, 60]f.  According to our best present-day understanding, the early Universe
had an exponential expansion after the Big-Bang— it is known as the inflationary
epoch® [61, 62]. There are several reasons to believe the inflation model: It can
solve the three technical problems of the Big-Bang model— the horizon problem,

flatness problem and the magnetic monopole problem [61, (2]:

¢https://www.esa.int/

fResults from the COBE were honoured with the Nobel Prize in Physics 2006.

gAlan H. Guth, Andrei D. Linde and Alexei A. Starobinsky received 2014 KAVLI prize in
Astrophysics “for pioneering the theory of cosmic inflation.”
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e The Big-Bang model fails to explain why causally disconnected regions ap-
pear homogeneous. The observation shows that the CMB temperature is
uniform up to a scale of AT /T = 107> even when observed in opposite di-
rections. Here, AT is the temperature difference between the two regions
of the sky, and T is the average temperature over the whole sky. Assuming
the standard Big-Bang model, opposite directions were so far separated that
they always have been acausal. Then, why does CMB appear so uniform?

It is known as the horizon problem.

e The second one is the flatness problem: The present-day total energy den-
sity of the Universe is equal to the critical energy density of the Universe.
Any departure from the critical density will result in the curvature of the
Universe. The observation shows dimensionless curvature energy density of
the Universe Q; = 0.001 £ 0.002 [18]. It implies a flat Universe. A slight
deviation of total energy density from critical energy density would have re-
sulted in extreme effects on the flatness of the Universe over the cosmic time.
Therefore, a flat universe like ours requires extreme fine-tuning conditions in

the beginning. It is known as the flatness problem.

e The Grand Unified Theories (GUT) predict the existence of magnetic monopoles
as at a very high temperature as the electromagnetic, weak and strong forces
are not fundamental forces. Therefore, there can exist many stable magnetic
monopoles in the Universe. No monopoles have been observed yet. It is

known as the monopole problem.

These problems of the Big-Bang model can be circumvented by introducing the
cosmic inflation model [61, 62]. Additionally, the inflation can give an idea of the
origin of the observed structures in the Universe. The quantum fluctuations, prior
to inflation, embedded in the initial energy density might have grown to astronom-
ical scales over the cosmic time. Later, the dense regions might have condensed

into structures like stars, galaxies and clusters of galaxies. The inflation epoch ends
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when inflation potential steepens, and the inflation field acquires kinetic energy.
Then inflation sector energy creates the standard model particles. This process is
known as reheating. As the Universe expands continuously, it cools down. Then,
Baryogenesis (excess of baryons over antibaryons)", electroweak phase transition
(100 GeV) and QCD phase transition (150 MeV) takes place. The table (1.1), rep-
resents the time scale, redshift and temperature for various events in the Universe.
The decoupling and freeze-out of various species can be understood by comparing
the rate of interaction (I') and Hubble expansion (H). If {r < tp, then particle
interactions dominates over expansion. Here, t, = 1/x is the time scale for corre-
sponding rate (x =" or H). Therefore, local thermal equilibrium can be reached.
As Universe cools down, the value of ¢ increases faster than tg. At tr ~ tg
particles starts to decouple from thermal equilibrium. Different species decouple
at different times as tp varies from species to species. If the mass (m) of particles
becomes larger than their temperature (7), the distribution function is exponen-

—m/T and particles freeze out. For example, the cross-section

tially suppressed, o e
for weak interaction is o ~ G%T? Gp = 1.17 x 107° GeV 2 is Fermi constant.
It implies I'/H ~ (T/MeV)3. For example, the neutrinos interact through weak

interaction only and they decouple around 7' ~ 1 MeV from primordial plasma.

1.1.1 Big-Bang nucleosynthesis

When plasma cools down below ~ 100 KeV, around three minutes after the be-
ginning of the Universe, Big-Bang nucleosynthesis takes place. In this phase, light
elements were formed. The neutrons and protons start to form deuterium via the

process,

n+p« D+r. (1.1)

hThe exact time and mechanism for Baryogenesis are not exactly known yet.

5 Introduction Chapter 1



21 cm Line Astronomy and Constraining New Physics

Event time redshift Temperature
Inflation 10736 sec - )
Baryogenesis ? ? ?
Electroweak phase transition | 20 Ps 10" 100 GeV
QCD phase transition 20 ps 102 150 MeV
Dark matter freeze-out ? ? ?

Neutrino Decoupling 1 sec 6 x 10° 1 MeV
Electron-positron annihilation | 6 sec 2 % 10° 500 KeV
Big-Bang nucleosynthesis 3 minute 4 x 10° 100 KeV
Matter-radiation equality 60 Kyr 3400 0.75 eV
Recombination 260—380 Kyr | 1400 — 1100 | 0.33 — 0.26 eV
Photon decoupling ~ 380 Kyr ~ 1100 ~ 0.27 eV
First stars formation ~ 100 Myr ~ 30 ~ 7 meV
Reionization ~ 400 Myr ~ 11 ~ 2.6 meV
Dark energy-matter equality | 9 Gyr 0.4 0.33 meV
Present 13.8 Gyr 0 0.24 meV

Table 1.1: Approximate time scale, redshift and temperature for various events in
the Universe. Tuable credit: Daniel Baumann, “Lecture mnotes on cosmology: Part

11T Mathematical Tripos.”
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Now, these formed nuclei can form the heavier nuclei via the process,
D +p+ He’ + v and D + He® «<» He* +p. (1.2)

The number density ratio of these elements can be found easily. For example: in
equation (1.1), p, + p1, = pp as iy = 0. Here, p1 is the chemical potential for the

corresponding species. It implies the number densities ratio to be,

3/2
"D = 3| _mp 27 e~ (mp—mn—myp)/T (1.3)
Manple 4 Lmawm, T ’

here, T is the plasma temperature. mp, m, and m, are masses of deuterium,

neutron and proton, respectively.

1.1.2 Recombination and photon decoupling

Within the ACDM cosmology, free electrons and protons cool sufficiently after
~ 3 x 10° years of Big-Bang to form neutral hydrogen atoms. Recombination
occurs around redshift 1100. During this epoch, electrons and protons combine to

form hydrogen atoms via the process,
e +peH+7. (1.4)

When the plasma temperature was above 1 eV, there were still free electrons and
protons in the plasma. Photons remain tightly coupled to electrons due to Comp-
ton scattering, and electrons were coupled to protons due to Coulomb scattering.
In turn, there was only a small density of neutral hydrogen atoms. When the
plasma temperature decreased sufficiently, electrons and protons combined and
formed hydrogen atoms. Subsequently, the free electron density fell rapidly. As
the number density of free electrons decreased adequately, the mean free path of

photons increased sharply; and photons decoupled from plasma. As discussed in
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the end of section (1.1), one can estimate the photon decoupling redshift by rela-
tion, tr (2dec) ~ H(2dec) - Here, I'y(Zdec) = Ne(2dec) o7 is the photon interaction
rate or photon mean free path at the time of decoupling, zge. is the redshift of
photon decoupling from plasma and o7 is Thomson cross-section. The electron
number density (n.) can be found by using the Saha equation for the process
in equation (1.4). After solving the relation, we can find zge. ~ 1100 or cor-
responding time to 380,000 yr after Big-Bang. We can also estimate that the
free electron fraction in the plasma remains only about one percent— the plasma
becomes mostly transparent for photons. This time is known as the surface of

last-scattering. After decoupling, these photons stream freely and are known as

CMB radiation (CMBR).

1.1.3 Through the dark ages to the present day

After photon decoupling from baryonic matter, there were no luminous objects—
this epoch is known as the dark ages. The Universe was predominantly neutral
during this era. This period of darkness ensued until the first luminous object was
not formed in the Universe for about a hundred million years after the Big-Bang.
During this era, overdensity was growing in the dark matter perturbations already.
Later, these overdensities reached a critical value and collapsed to form dark matter
halos— a gravitationally bound structure [63]. The first generation of luminous
objects sprung up around redshift 30 inside dark matter halos— this period is
known as the Cosmic Dawn. As of now, it is not clear that these objects were
either quasars or stars. As the first stars formed in very different circumstances,
they probably were very different from our nearby stars. After the formation of
the first luminous objects, their radiation start to ionize the gas in the Universe.
This era is known as the epoch of reionization (EoR). Three-year WMAP obser-
vations of CMB suggest that reionization starts around redshift 11 and ends by

~ 7 [56]. Planck observations suggest instantaneous reionization with mid-point
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redshift of reionization 7.68 +0.79 [18]. Supernovae observations suggest that the
Universe enters into an accelerated expansion phase around redshift ~ 0.5 [59].
This accelerating expansion can not be explained only by matter in the Universe.
To explain, one requires the existence of dark energy [59, 64]. Then, we reach the
present-day after 13.8 billion years from the Big-Bang.

The first complexity in the physics, after the dark ages, emerged with the event
of the formation of the first luminous objects. As of now, this era is not observed
due to the lack of our instrumental capability. The recently launched James Webb
Space Telescope (JWST)! will be able to probe the Universe back to redshift ~ 20.
One of the best pre-eminent and promising methods to probe the cosmic dawn era
is the observation of the redshifted radiation from the hyperfine transition in the
ground state of the neutral hydrogen atom. The low-frequency radio telescopes,

sensitive to a frequency of as low as 40 MHz, can help to explore this era.

1.2 21 cm line as a probe during end of darkness

The 21 c¢m signal appears to be a treasure trove to provide an insight into the period
when the first luminous objects were formed; hereafter we will refer these objects
as first stars. The 21 cm line has been actively used to trace the neutral hydrogen
in Milky Way for more than seven decades since its first observation in 1951 [l].
It was first suggested by H. C. van de Hulst in 1945 that a 21 cm line might be
observable in the galactic radiation spectrum [65]. However, probing the neutral
hydrogen during and pre cosmic dawn via the 21 cm signal is different. These
periods are observed in the form of absorption/emission by the neutral hydrogen
medium relative to the CMBR or background radiation at a reference wavelength
of 21 cm. It is referred as the 21 cm differential brightness temperature— we will
discuss it later.

The 21 cm line corresponds to the wavelength for hyperfine transition between

thttps://jwst.nasa.gov/
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1S singlet and triplet states of the neutral hydrogen atom. The corresponding
frequency for the 21 cm line is 1420.4 MHz. For a transition at redshift z, the
frequency can be mapped for a present-day observed frequency as 1420.4/(1 + z).
Hydrogen is the dominating fraction in the Inter-Galactic-Medium (IGM) during
cosmic dawn. Therefore, it is convenient and advantageous to study IGM using
the 21 cm signal. The transition probability for the hyperfine state is once in ~ 107
years in the absence of any external sources. The presence of any exotic source
of energy can significantly affect the hyperfine transition, thus spin temperature
of the hydrogen gas. The spin temperature (Ts) is characterized by the number

density ratio in 1S singlet and triplet states of the neutral hydrogen atom,

2T Vg
Ts

nr gr [
— = =— Xexp|—
ng gs

} , Urs = 1420.4 MHz ~ 1/(21 cm), (1.5)

here, nt and ng are the population of triplet and singlet states, respectively. Hy-
perfine splitting suppresses the singlet and lifts the triplet state. g = 3 and g5 = 1
are the statistical or spin degeneracies of triplet and singlet states, respectively.
In the cosmological scenarios, there are three processes that can affect the spin

temperature: background radio radiation, Ly« radiation from the first stars and

JIRTRIERY

2 U
1S_SlL'; v = 1420 MHz—/\\""
v A=21cm
Ny <‘$>i

Singlet

Figure 1.3: A schematic diagram for hyperfine transition in ground state of neutral

hydrogen atom.
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collisions of a hydrogen atom with another hydrogen atoms, residual electrons or
protons. In the presence of all these three effect, we can write the rate of change

in the population density of singlet state,

dns

—= = (P + P+ Piy) + ne(Pry + Pi + Prg) (1.6)

here, Ps; and Pyg are excitation and de-excitation coefficients, respectively. R,

a and C superscripts represent the excitation/de-excitation due to background

radio radiation’, Ly« radiation from first stars and collisions, respectively. In the

detailed balance between the population of 1S singlet and triplet states, by solving

the equation (1.6)— see appendix A.1, one can find the spin temperature as [2, 3],
o TRt el T+ a Tl

@ £4%8 1.7
S 14+ 2, + 2. ’ (1.7)

here, T, and TR is the colour temperature of Ly« radiation from first stars and
background radio radiation temperature, respectively. Ty, is the gas temperature.
It refers to the temperature of either neutral species, ions, electrons or protons— all
remain in thermal equilibrium. Before the first luminous objects formation, there
was no Lya radiation implying x, & T, = 0. After the first luminous objects
formation, their Lya photons started repeatedly scatter with the gas, and brought
the Lya radiation into a local thermal equilibrium with the gas. Therefore, during
the cosmic dawn era the colour temperature can be taken as gas temperature, T, =~
Tyas [2, 3, 00]. x4 = P%/PX is the Lya coupling coefficient due to Wouthuysen-
Field effect [2, 1]. Here, PR = (14 Tr/Trs) Ao, Trs = 27 vrs = 0.068 K and
Ag = 2.85 x 1071 sec™! is the Einstein coefficient for spontaneous emission from
triplet to singlet state. For the all presented scenarios in the thesis: Tg = 49 K >
Tys at required redshift z ~ 17. Thus, one can approximate PY ~ Ag x (Tg/Trs).
P = 4 P,/27 and P, is the rate of scattering of Lya photons [3]. z. = PS/PX

IPR includes both the induced emission due to background radio radiation and spontaneous
emission— equation (A.4).
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is the collisional coupling coefficient due to scattering between hydrogen atoms
or scattering of hydrogen atoms with other species such as electrons and protons.
Hence, the Ly« and collisional coupling coefficients [3],

P 4P, Trs

_ D 11s 1.8
PR~ 27Ay, | Tx’ (18)

Lo

=1 .
PR Ay  Tg

Here, the de-excitation coefficient due to collisions in gas: P& = npp ki +n, kil +
ny /{:{{0” . nur, ne and n, are the number density of neutral hydrogen, electrons and
protons in the medium, respectively. & is the rate of scattering between hydrogen
atoms. kI is the rate of scattering between hydrogen atoms and electrons. k:?op is
the rate of scattering between hydrogen atoms and protons. For a more detailed

review, see the review article by Pritchard and Loeb [3].

1.2.1 21 cm differential brightness temperature

Tr Ve

Medium

Figure 1.4: A schematic diagram for the change in brightness temperature of a

light when it passes through a medium.
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As discussed above, the 21 cm signal is observed in the form of differential
brightness temperature during the cosmic dawn era. If a light with initial intensity
(I,0) & brightness temperature (TR) passes through a medium having optical depth
(1,) & excitation temperature (Tey), there can be an absorption or emission by
the medium resulting in a different final/emergent intensity (I]) and brightness
temperature (7%). The divergence of the emergent brightness temperature (7%)
from the initial brightness temperature (7x) is known as the differential brightness

temperature (observed temperature by antennas),
Mg =T, —Tr. (1.10)

In observation, we measure the specific intensity of radiation at some frequency.
As discussed above, the initial frequency v of light at redshift z changes with time
due to the expansion of the Universe. For present-day, it will modify to v/(1 + z).
Accordingly, the frequency of 1420.4 MHz of a light originated in the redshift range
z = 15 — 10 will suppress to O(10°> Hz). While the CMB peak occurs around a
frequency of O(10® Hz)— this is much higher than the 21 c¢m line. Therefore, we
can approximate the blackbody spectrum as the Rayleigh-Jeans limit. In this limit

the observed specific intensity of radiation at a frequency v,

473 2mv /T < 1

I, = sy I, =20°T, 1.11
exp(27v/T) — 1 Y (1.11)

T is the brightness temperature of the blackbody. The emergent brightness tem-
perature, T} in equation (1.10), is a combination of T and Tey.. We can find T}
by solving the equation of radiative transfer. If a light passes through a medium—
figure (1.4), the change in its intensity (dl,) due to the absorption or emission

with travelled distance (dl),

drl,
dl

=j, —a,l,, (1.12)
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where, j, is emission of light by spontaneous, stimulated emission, etc. «,, is the

absorption coefficient of medium at frequency v. Here, we follow the review articles

by Pritchard et al. [3] and Furlanetto et al. [67]. Writing equation (1.12) as,
dI,
£ =9,-1,, 1.13
dr, (1.13)

here, dr, = ay, dl and S, = j,/a,. Therefore,

T, = /ozy dl, (1.14)

is the optical depth. Optical depth is a function of the absorption of light by the
medium with travelled distance in the medium. By solving the equation (1.12)

and using equation (1.11), we can find the T}— see the appendix A.2,
Tl = T (1 — ™) + Tre ™. (1.15)

The differential brightness temperature, by equation (1.10), 675 = (Ttxc — Tr) X
(1 —e~™). For the expending Universe, the temperature of radiation is o< (1 + z).

Thus, the redshifted differential brightness temperature for present-day,

Texc -1 —
5TB = TZR X (1 — e V) . (116)

In our case, the medium is hydrogen gas and the T, for the 21 cm line is Tg—
defined in equation (1.7). The 7, is < 1 for neutral hydrogen gas— optically
thin. Hereafter, we will write 015 as Ty; for the 21 cm line. Therefore, the 21 cm

differential brightness temperature [3],

Ts —Tr
Ty ~
21 112

X Ty . (1.17)

The optical depth can be found by solving the equation (1.14) for a hydrogen
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medium and a line profile— see appendix A.3,

mK\ [/ 0.15 14 2\"? /Q,h?
2 1 , 1.1
7, > 27z (1 4+ 2) (TS) (th2 10 ) <0.023 (1.18)

here, xy; = nyr/ny is the fraction of neutral hydrogen in the Universe, and ny

is the total number density of hydrogen. ., = pum/per and Q, = pn/pe are
the dimensionless energy density parameters for total matter and baryons in the
Universe, respectively. pyv and py, are the energy density for total matter and
baryons, respectively. p., = 3 H?/(8 w Gx) is the critical energy density and Gy is
the gravitational constant. h = Hy/(100 Km sec™ Mpc™!) and Hy is the present-
day value of Hubble parameter. Substituting the value of 7, from equation (1.18)
into equation (1.17), we get the final expression for the global 21 cm differential

brightness temperature [3, 68-71],

Tr\ [ 015 1+2\"* [ QR
Ty~ 2Tag (1— 28 K. 1.19
2= 20 < TS> <th2 10 ) 0.023) ™ (1.19)

Depending on the ratio Tg/Ts, there can be three scenarios for 21 cm signal: If

Ts = T then Ty, = 0 and there will not be any signal; for the case when T > Ty,
emission spectra can be observed, and when Ts < Ty, it leaves an imprint of

absorption spectra.

1.2.2 Evolution of the global 21 cm signal

Usually, in the ACDM model of cosmology, the contribution in the background
radiation is assumed to be solely by the CMB radiation, TR = Tcus ; Toms is the
CMBR temperature. Therefore, in this subsection, we discuss the evolution of the
global 21 cm signal when only CMBR is present as background radiation.

At the end of recombination, the baryon number density of the Universe is dom-

kThe position and amplitude of the second dip from the left (between redshift 30 — 15) may
modify depending on models of first-stars formation or x-ray heating of the gas.
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Figure 1.5: The figures represents the evolution of fluctuation in the 21 c¢m signal
(above) and global 21 ¢cm signal (below) when the background radiation is CMBRE.
Image credits: Pritchard € Loeb, Rep. Prog. Phys., 75, 086901, (2012) [3, 31].

inated mainly by the neutral hydrogen, a small fraction of helium, residual free
electrons and protons. After recombination (z ~ 1100) down to z ~ 200, the resid-
ual free electrons undergo Compton scattering and maintain thermal equilibrium
between electrons and CMBR. The free electrons remain in thermal equilibrium
with other gas components implying Tyas ~ Tomp [72]. Using equations (1.7) and
(1.19), we can find that Tp; = 0, and the 21 c¢m signal is not present during this era.
From z ~ 200 until 40, the number density of free electrons decreases significantly
and this makes the Compton scattering insufficient. As a result, the gas decouples
from CMBR, and its temperature falls adiabatically: Tyas o< (1+2)?. The gas tem-
perature falls below CMBR implying an early 21 cm absorption signal— known
as the collisional absorption signal [3]. During this period, collisions among the
gas components dominate, i.e. x. > 1, which implies Ts ~ Tyas — equation (1.7).
Nevertheless, this signal is not observed yet due to the poor sensitivity of present-

day available radio antennas as the sensitivity of antennas falls dramatically below
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~ 50 MHz. After z ~ 40 to the formation of the first star', number density and
temperature of the gas are very small, hence, x. — 0. Therefore, T5; ~ 0 and no
signal is present there [3, 73]. After the first star formation, gas temperature cou-
ples again to the spin temperature due to Lya radiation emitted from the first stars
by Wouthuysen-Field (WF) effect [2, 4, 66]. Therefore, z, > 1, z. and absorption
spectra can be seen— equations (1.7 and 1.19). After z ~ 15, the gas temperature
starts to rise due to x-ray radiation emitted from the first stars™. Consequently,
the temperature of gas rises above CMB temperature and the emission spectra can
be seen. As the reionization ends, neutral hydrogen fraction becomes very small
and no signal is observed. The small fraction of neutral hydrogen were left only
in dense regions of collapsed structures. These regions can be analysed by 21 cm

forest— an analogy to Ly« forest.

1.3 21 cm line as a probe of new physics

As shown in the figure (1.6), the 21 c¢m signal can probe a large volume of the
history of our Universe— pink region. Currently, we are not able to probe the
high redshift Universe (z 2 30) as the sensitivity of presently available radio
antennas becomes very low below ~ 50 MHz. We expect that the future advanced
technology for the 21 cm signal observation will be able to probe the Universe
above the redshift 25. In the thesis, we focus on the 21 cm signal between the
redshift range of 30 to 15.

After z ~ 200 gas temperature falls adiabatically and reaches to ~ 7 K at
z = 17.2, while the CMB temperature reaches to ~ 49.6 K. From the equation
(1.19), this implies a value of absorptional amplitude of Ty to ~ —220 mK in
absence of any heating effects on the IGM gas due to first stars. Here, to calculate

Ts1, we have taken xyr to unity. The xyr can be written as 1 — x.. In our case, at

IThe redshift of first stars formation is not well known and it could be around 35 to 25.
™It is also not very clear when x-ray heating begins to dominate the temperature of the gas.
We use the fiducial models for x-ray heating considered in references [51, 74-76].
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z ~ 17 the ionization fraction, z. < O(1073) implying zg; ~ 1. Here, z. = n./nu
is the ionization fraction and n. is the number density of residual free electrons.
The presence of any exotic source of energy can inject energy into IGM and heat
the gas. This in turn can modify the absorption amplitude in the global 21 cm

signal. This feature can provide a robust bound on the properties of such sources

of energy injection into IGM. In the thesis, the following four works has been

Figure 1.6: The CMB observations can only probe the thin outer shell (z ~ 1100),
and the observation of large scale structures can probe a small fraction of volume
near the centre. We expect that the future advanced technology for the 21 c¢cm
signal observation will be able to probe the entire pink region. In the thesis, we
focus on the 21 cm signal from the redshift 30 to 15. Image credits: With the
permission of Josh Dillon [32]; originally reproduced from Tegmark & Zaldarriaga

(2009) [33].
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considered: sterile neutrinos and primordial black holes as dark matter candidates
and constrain their properties in the light of the global 21 c¢m signal. Another two
works discussed in the thesis are related to the constraining strength of primordial

magnetic fields that might have been generated in the early Universe.

In 2018, the Experiment to Detect the Global Epoch of Reionization Signature
(EDGES)" collaboration reported an absorption profile for the 21 cm signal in
the redshift range 15 — 20 [5]. The EDGES collaboration reported Ts; to be
—50072%0 mK in the redshift range 15 —20 centred at 7841 MHz and in symmetric
“U” shaped form. This absorption amplitude is nearly two times smaller than
predicted by theoretical models based on ACDM framework (~ —220 mK). It is
argued that to explain the EDGES observation, for the best fitting amplitude at
the centre of the “U” profile, either the cosmic background radiation temperature
Temp 2 104 K for the standard Ty, evolution or Ty, S 3.2 K in the absence of any
non-standard evolution of the Toump [5]. Recently, many articles have questioned
the EDGES measurement [6-8, 77, 78]. For example, in Ref. [77], the authors have
questioned the fitting parameters for the foreground emission and data. There
is a possibility that the absorption feature in the EDGES observation can be a
ground screen artifact [7]. The absorption amplitude may modify depending on
the modelling of the foreground [3, 78]. In a recent article [6], authors claimed
that the EDGES observation might not be of an astrophysical origin. We revisit
the EDGES observation and controversies over it in the chapter (6) also. In the
light of these controversies, in the recent two articles (1.3.1 & 1.3.2), we do not
consider the absorption amplitude reported by the EDGES collaboration. In these
articles, we take 21 cm differential brightness temperature such that it does not
change, from its standard theoretical value (~ —220 mK), by a factor of more than
1/4 (i.e. —150 mK) or 1/2 (i.e. —100 mK) at redshift 17.2. While in the older

two articles (1.3.3), we have considered the absorption amplitude reported by the

"https://www.haystack.mit.edu/astronomy /astronomy-projects/edges-experiment-to-detect-
the-global-eor-signature/
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EDGES collaboration.

1.3.1 Sterile neutrino dark matter — Chapter 2

In the warm dark matter models, one of the theoretically well-motivated candidates
is KeV mass sterile neutrinos. Sterile neutrinos are radiatively unstable and can
inject photon energy into the IGM. The injection of energy into the IGM can
modify the temperature and ionization history of the IGM gas thus absorption
amplitude of 21 cm signal during cosmic dawn era. Therefore one can constraint
the lifetime of sterile neutrinos and the mixing angle of sterile neutrinos with active
neutrinos.

The article has been published as: Pravin Kumar Natwariya and Alekha C.
Nayak, “Bounds on sterile neutrino lifetime and mixing angle with active neutrinos

by global 21 c¢m signal”, Physics Letters B 827 (2022) 136955.

1.3.2 Primordial black hole dark matter — Chapter 3

Primordial black holes (PBHs) have attracted much interest in recent years and
have been a part of intense studies for more than five decades. As PBHs are
massive, interact only gravitationally and are formed in the very early Universe,
they can be considered as a potential candidate for non-particle dark matter.
Hawking evaporation of PBHs can inject energy into the IGM and therefore be
constrained by the absorption feature in the global 21 c¢m signal. The mass and
spin are fundamental properties of a black hole, and they can substantially affect
the evaporation rate of the black hole. In this work, we derive an upper bound on
the dark matter fraction in the form of the primordial black holes with a non-zero
spin.

The article has been published as: Pravin Kumar Natwariya, Alekha C. Nayak
and Tripurari Srivastava, “Constraining spinning primordial black holes with global

21-cm signal”, Mon Not R Astron Soc 510, 4236-4241 (2022).
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1.3.3 Primordial magnetic fields — Chapter 4 ¢ 5

Observations suggest that the magnetic fields (MFs) are ubiquitous in the Universe—
from the length scale of planets and stars to the cluster of galaxies. The origin and
evolution of PMFs are one of the outstanding problems of cosmology. Decaying
PMFs can inject magnetic energy into thermal energy of the IGM and heat the
gas. As briefly mentioned earlier, one requires to cool the IGM gas during cosmic
dawn below the standard evolution or increase the radio background at required
redshift to explain the EDGES observation. Here, we explore the upper bounds on
the present-day strength of the PMF's in both the scenarios by considering different

models. The articles have been published as:

e Pravin Kumar Natwariya, “Constraint on Primordial Magnetic Fields In the
Light of ARCADE 2 and EDGES Observations”, Fur. Phys. J. C' 81 (2021)
5, 394.

e Jitesh R. Bhatt, Pravin Kumar Natwariya, Alekha C. Nayak and Arun Ku-
mar Pandey, “Baryon-Dark matter interaction in presence of magnetic fields

in light of EDGES signal”, Fur. Phys. J. C' 80 (2020) 4, 334.

Chapter 6 summarises the main results of the thesis. We also discuss pos-
sibilities of further extensions and future scopes of the results obtained in the

thesis.
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“Would you tell me, please, which way I ought
to go from here?’ ‘That depends a good deal on

where you want to get to,” said the Cat”

Lewis Carroll, Alice in Wonderland

“It is the nature of all greatness not to be exact”

Edmund Burke, speech “On American Tazation”

Sterile Neutrino Dark Matter

Despite the searching for decades, the nature of dark matter is still unknown. It is
one of the biggest mysteries in particle physics and cosmology. Although ACDM
model of cosmology is highly successful in explaining Big-Bang nucleosynthesis,
CMB anisotropies and large scale structures of the Universe, it faces challenges
at a smaller length scale, < 1 Mpc (for a detailed review see [79] and references
therein). These problems include the missing satellite or dwarf galaxy problem
[80, 81], the too-big-to-fail problem [32, &3] and the core-cusp problem [21]. In
the simulations, the cold dark matter scenario clusters hierarchically and predicts
a large number of satellite galaxies. However, the observations show less number
of satellite galaxies [30, 81]. For example, the Milky Way size halo simulations
show around 500 satellites, while observations show a far less number of satellite
galaxies [31, 85]. Subsequently, the missing satellite creates a new problem also:

The simulation of Galactic size haloes predicts a larger number of big satellites
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that are so massive that there is no way not to host visible stars. Therefore, these
massive satellites should be visible. In contrast, the observations show no such
satellites consistent with the simulations [82, 83, 86]. N-body simulations of cold
dark matter also show the cuspy profile for dark matter density at the halo centre,
while the observation of rotation curves suggest the flat profile [31]. In the light of
these problems, alternatives to the cold dark matter model have been proposed,
for e.g. self-interacting dark matter [87-90], fuzzy cold dark matter [91, 92], warm
dark matter (WDM) [93-97], etc. The difference between cold, warm and hot dark
matter can be characterized in the form of their thermal velocities, v = \/W .
Here, v, T and m are the speed, temperature and mass of the particle, respectively.
One can see that a larger speed implies a higher temperature for a fixed mass
of particles. Roughly, if their speed is less than ten percent of the light speed
(v $0.1), they can be considered cold dark matter candidates. If v is 2 0.1, they
can be considered hot dark matter candidates [98]. The WDM lies in between the
hot and warm dark matter. The WDM behaves similar to CDM on large length
scales. This scale can be characterized in the form of “free-streaming length”— the
other important concept to differentiate between hot, cold or warm dark matter.
Typically, the free-streaming length can be estimated by how far a particle has

travelled from beginning to matter-radiation equality [99],

tea
= [ Lt 2.1
e [ (2.)

here, tq is the matter-radiation equality time. For a length scale larger than A,
WDM behaves as CDM— i.e. it makes structures hierarchically above Ag. While

below the length scale \g, there is a possibility that WDM may create structures

“top-down”— i.e. small structures may emerge via the fragmentations of large
structures [95, 98, 99]. The free-streaming length can be found as [99],
mwony 43 [ Qwon B2\
A ~ o.4< ) SWOMB N Npe/h 2.2
f KeV ( 0.135 pe/ (22)
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here, mwpwm is the mass of WDM particle and Qwpy is the dimensionless energy
density parameter for WDM. The free-streaming scale is inversely proportional to
mass of particle. It implies that the size of formed-first-structures will increase
for a smaller particle mass— the numbers of small-length-scale structures will
suppress. For example, if one considers the mass of the WDM particle to be
10 KeV, then the free-streaming scale will be ~ 2 x 10 Kpc. Therefore, one
can overcome the missing satellite problem by considering an adequate mass of
WDM. In the hot dark matter scenario, the free-streaming length typically is
so large that density fluctuations below cluster scale would get washed up, and
formed-first-structures would have been the size of superclusters. Later, their
fragments might have formed the clusters, then galaxies. While the observation
shows that galaxies formed first, then emerged as clusters and then superclusters
due to their mutual gravitational attraction [98]. As discussed above, the nature
of dark matter has significant effects on structure formation. The WDM can also
solve the angular momentum problem— galaxies have smaller specific angular
momenta in CDM simulation compared to observations [100), ]. Additionally,
by including the baryonic feedback with WDM can address the too-big-to-fail
and core-cusp problems also [102-1041]. The two popular candidates for WDM
are sterile neutrinos and gravitinos. The presence of sterile neutrino warm dark
matter having KeV mass can also explain the recently observed unexpected and
unidentified emission line around 3.5 KeV in x-ray spectra of nearby galaxies and
clusters [97, —108]. In this chapter, we consider sterile neutrino and study its

lifetime and mixing angle with active neutrinos [9].

2.1 Sterile neutrinos as dark matter

Sterile neutrino with KeV mass is one of the exciting and well-motivated candidates
for WDM (Ref. [35, 109, 110] and Refs. therein). The standard model of particle

physics considers the neutrinos as massless. However, experiments and theoretical
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models questioned the standard model of particle physics over the past years. One
well-studied example is neutrino oscillation [111-114]. To explain the observations
of neutrino oscillations, one has to extend the standard model to introduce the
massive neutrinos (for more details, see the reviews [115, 116])*. There are three
flavours of active neutrinos— electron, muon and tau neutrino, but absolute value
of their masses are not very well known. Nevertheless, the square mass difference
between different flavours has been constrained by various oscillation experiments,
such as solar, atmospheric, reactor and accelerator (see the Ref. [121] and reviews
[122) ]). In the standard model of particle physics, all particles get their mass
via Higgs Mechanism, but neutrinos remain massless. One of the mechanisms via
which neutrinos can get their mass is the Seesaw mechanism. As of now, active
neutrinos have been observed with only left-handed chirality [124]. To give mass
to neutrinos, we also require the right-handed counterpart of active neutrinos.
The right-handed neutrinos can have mass from a few eV to GUT scale [124].
In the Seesaw mechanism, sterile neutrino naturally appears as an eigenstate of
the neutrino mass matrix. Introducing a new Yukawa interaction with new Weyl

fermions N? [123],
Ly D —y*P(ic® H) L*N® + h.c., (2.3)

here, a and  are summed over e, u, 7 and 1, 2, ..., n, respectively; n is the number
of fields of N°. i0? H* and L® = (v*, e*)T are SU(2);, doublet and carry opposite
hypercharges: +1/2 and -1/2, respectively. Therefore, their combination is total
singlet, implying N” to be total singlet also [123]. When Higgs field (H) acquires

vacuum expectation value (v), the neutrino mass term can be written as,

Lonass O =M > NP + hc., (2.4)

aTakaaki Kajita with Arthur B. McDonald received the Nobel Prize in Physics for 2015 “for
the discovery of neutrino oscillations, which shows that neutrinos have mass” [117-120)].
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the Dirac mass term Mgﬁ = y*%v/y/2. Since N” does not have any strong,
electromagnetic or weak coupling, it is called the sterile; and it can be considered
a dark matter candidate. v has weak coupling with standard model particles,
and it is called active neutrino. As sterile neutrinos are singlet, in principle we can
write a Majorana mass term for N%: L. = —(1/2) M N* N? + h.c.. From
equation (2.4),

1 1 0 M
Loinass O T Mn=—ZnT b n+ h.c., (2.5)

2 2 |Mp My

here, n = (v°..v", N'..N")T, Mp = M2’ and My, = M2P. Assuming || My]|| >
||Mpl||, as My, is not protected by any symmetry and Mp can not be larger than
electroweak scale because it will require Yukawa coupling > 1, the eigenvalues of
mass matrix: m¥ = O (M3 /My;) and m"™ = O(M,;). We get the light neutrino
mass to m” ~ 0.1 eV by taking ||[Mp|| ~ 100 GeV and ||My|| ~ 10 GeV. The
sterile neutrinos are stable— have a larger lifetime compared to the age of the
Universe. Therefore, they can make an excellent candidate for the warm dark

matter if they also have mass in the KeV range [122].

One of the minimal extensions of the standard model of particle physics, where
neutrino mass and KeV sterile neutrinos in the context of dark matter are widely
explored via the Seesaw mechanism, is the Neutrino Minimal Standard Model
(vMSM) [122-125]. In this model, we can lower one of the eigenvalues of M,
to get KeV scale sterile neutrino while keeping others super-heavy. In the basis

(Va, Vs, N); N represents the heavier sterile states, the mass matrix [123],

0 0 0 M! M} My
0 0 0 M2 M} M
o 0 0 M} MY MP
M} M2 M? ous 0 0
My ME MPE 0 My 0
ME MEF M 0 0 M
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here, v, and v, are sterile and active neutrinos, respectively. Applying the Seesaw
mechanism, we can find the mass of neutrinos: M, ~ —Mp My, ME— M, u;* MT;
and the mass of light sterile neutrino: m, >~ ;.

The vMSM model is a minimal extension of the standard model of particle
physics— with only three additional sterile neutrinos up to the Planck scale. One
having KeV scale mass— can account for dark matter. The other two heavier
sterile neutrinos can account for the observed light neutrino masses by the Seesaw
mechanism. They can also explain the baryon asymmetry in the Universe through
oscillation-induced leptogenesis if they are nearly degenerate in the mass range

150 MeV—100 GeV [109, ]. More details about KeV sterile neutrino models

can be found in the review article by A. Merle [126].

2.2 Existing bounds on sterile neutrinos

The possibility of KeV mass range sterile neutrinos as a WDM candidate can
be explored and constrained by the observation of large scale structures in the
Universe [91]. There are several model-dependent mechanisms that can produce
sterile neutrinos in the early Universe [35, , 128]. In recent years, various tech-
niques have been proposed to probe the unexplored sterile neutrino dark matter
parameter space, for example, by mapping of x-ray intensity at different redshift
[129], by observing KeV energy photons using instruments onboard Transient High
Energy Sky and Early Universe Surveyor (THESEUS) mission (for the details of
instruments sensitivity of THESEUS, see the Ref. [130]), by exploring the im-
prints of sterile neutrino on solar neutrino fluxes [131], by testing the hypothesis
of decaying-sterile-neutrino [132, 133], etc. The lower bound on the mass of ster-
ile neutrinos can be obtained by the Pauli exclusion principle [35, . These
bounds depends on momentum distribution and the dwarf galaxy used for astro-
nomical data [35, 123]. The authors of the ref. [134] finds the lower bound on the

mass of non-resonantly produced sterile neutrino to be > 1.7 KeV when all the
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dark matter is composed of sterile neutrinos. Additionally, the parameter space
of sterile neutrino dark matter has been constrained by various observations and
theoretical studies. The observations from Nuclear Spectroscopic Telescope Array
(NuSTAR)" did not find any sign of anomalous x-ray lines for sterile neutrino
mass range 10 — 40 KeV. The future updated version of NuSTAR will be able to
probe for sterile neutrino mass range 6 — 10 KeV [36]. In the context of EDGES
signal, authors of the reference [135], put a constraint on the Dodelson-Widrow
sterile neutrinos mass to 631“%2 KeV. The WMAP, Lya forest and x-ray observa-
tions constrain the sterile neutrino mass in the range from ~ 2 KeV to ~ 50 KeV
[136=110]. The authors of the Refs. [I1], ] compare the observed satellite
galaxy with conferred from WDM simulations of Galaxy-sized halo and constrain
the mass of sterile neutrino = 2 KeV. Further, individual bounds on the sterile

neutrino parameter space can be found in the Refs. [39, 143-151].

2.3 Radiative decay of sterile neutrinos

Sterile neutrinos with KeV mass can decay to active neutrinos via two channels:
Vs = VgV U, and vg — 1, 7y. In this work, we study the effect of radiative decay
of sterile neutrinos on the thermal and ionization history of the Universe, and
constrain the sterile neutrino decay time and mixing angle with active neutrinos.
The decay of sterile neutrino to active neutrino via the radiative process can inject
the photon energy into IGM and modify the absorption amplitude of the 21 cm
signal during cosmic dawn. Hence, we can constrain the sterile neutrino decay time
and mixing angle with the active neutrino using the 21 cm absorption signal. In
this process, half of the total energy of a sterile neutrino (m,,/2) is carried away by

a photon and remaining by an active neutrino. The decay width of sterile neutrino

Phttps://heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gov/docs/nustar/index.html
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for radiative process can be written as ([35, 152] and reference cited therein),
9aGh 5
FIJS = ]‘—‘l/s%Va'Y = 1024 7T4 Sl (2 9) mlls ? (27)
here, 0 = 37, |0i|* is the total mixing angle between sterile and active neu-

trinos. In equation (2.7), Gr and « are the Fermi and fine structure constant,
respectively. m,, stands for the mass of the sterile neutrino. The mixing angle

<< 1, therefore sin*(26) ~ 4 sin*(). We can write the decay width as [35, 152],

571
T, =7 ~552x 102 sin?(d [m”S] — 2.8

here, 7, is the lifetime or decay time of sterile neutrinos. For sterile neutrinos to
be dark matter candidate, their lifetime must be larger than age of the Universe,
4.4 x 10" sec. Using this fact and equation (2.8), one can estimate the upper

bound on the total mixing angle.

2.4 Impact on the thermal and ionization history

Evolution of the ionization fraction with redshift in the presence of energy injection

by decaying sterile neutrinos [153—159],

dr. P ) e
L ST * e en(Tus) (1= 5 Bs(T) €

! (1 1—79)(1—%)87 29)

H(1+2) E, E, 3ny

where x, = n,./ny is the ionization fraction, n, is the free electron number density
and ny is the total hydrogen number density in the Universe. ap and fp are the
case-B recombination coefficient and photo-ionization rate, respectively [153, ,

. By =13.6 eV and E, = (3/4) Ey are ground state binding energy and Ly«

transition energy for the hydrogen atom, respectively. P is the Peebles coefficient

Chapter 2 Sterile Neutrino Dark Matter 30



21 cm Line Astronomy and Constraining New Physics

. 1+KHAHHH(1—I6)
1+ Ky (Au + Bu) nu (1 — z.)

P (2.10)

here, Ky = 72/(E3 H) and Ag = 8.22/sec account for the redshifting of Lya
photon due to expansion of the Universe and the 2S-1S level two photon decay
rate of the hydrogen atom, respectively [I61]. The last term in equation (2.9),
describes the additional effect of sterile neutrinos decay on the ionization fraction.
E = E&(z,m,,) is the energy deposition rate per unit volume into IGM gas due to

decaying sterile neutrinos. It can be written as [1506, , 162],

E(z,my,) = Fs fars(z,mn,) x 222 (14 2)? (2.11)

Ty

here, 7,, is the lifetime of sterile neutrino to decay in a active neutrino and a photon.
Fgs is the fraction of the sterile neutrinos that are decaying. We consider that all
sterile neutrinos are decaying, i.e. Fg = 1. p, o = m,, n,, o is the present day
energy density of sterile neutrino. n,, o is the present day number density of sterile
neutrinos. For the present work, we consider that all the dark-matter is composed
of sterile neutrinos, p,,0 = ppmo , and ppumo is the present day dark-matter
energy density [35, , , |. faps(z,m,,) is the energy deposition efficiency
into IGM by decaying sterile neutrinos. The energy deposition happens due to
only radiative decay of sterile neutrino as active neutrinos interact very weakly
with matter. Therefore, we consider only radiative decay of sterile neutrinos.
fabs(z,m,,) depends on the redshift and mass of sterile neutrino [162]. The mass
of decaying particles enters only through f.,s(z,m,,). In the presence of energy

deposition into IGM, the gas temperature evolution with redshift [153-157, ],

dTgas Tas FC
— g ¢ Ty — T
dz (1—|—z)+(1—i—z)H( & o)
2 (14+2z) &

_3H(1+Z)X 3 Ngot

, (2.12)
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here, ni; = nu (1 + fie + z.) is the total number density of gas, fue = Nie/nu
is the helium fraction, nyge is the helium number density. The first term in this
equation comes due to the expansion of the Universe. The matter temperature
falls with redshift adiabatically: o (1 + 2)?> when Compton scattering (second
term) becomes insufficient (z < 200) and 7,, — co. The Compton scattering rate

is defined as,
4
8 UT O’TTCMB $e

T —
¢ 3(1+fHe+xe)me

, (2.13)

where, o, a, and m, are the Thomson scattering cross-section, Stefan-Boltzmann
radiation constant and mass of electron, respectively. Above the redshift z ~ 200,
the gas remains in thermal equilibrium with photons due to Compton scattering as
Ic > H. At z = 200, one can find that I'c ~ 1.4 x 107! sec™! when £ = 0, while,
H=36x10"%sec™’. AsT'¢c o< (14 2)* and H o (1+ 2)3? for matter dominated
era, the Compton scattering rate will dominate over H as one increase z above 200.
Therefore, the gas and CMB share same temperature above z ~ 200 — as second
term dominates over the first term. Below z ~ 200, the Compton scattering rate
becomes smaller compared to H resulting in an adiabatic evolution of the gas when
there is no last term present in equation (2.12). The last term corresponds to the
energy deposition into IGM due to radiative decay of sterile neutrinos. Following
the Refs. [150, , , ], we consider the ‘SSCK’ approximation— in which
(1 — z.)/3 fraction of deposited energy goes into ionization, nearly same amount
goes into excitation, and remaining (1 + 2x.)/3 fraction goes into IGM heating.
We also discuss the projected bounds on sterile neutrinos after the inclusion of
the process of gas heating in the cosmic dawn era by CMBR using Ref. [34], in
subsequent discussion we call this process VDKZ18. Here, the energy transfer
between gas and CMBR is mediated by Lya photons from the first stars. The
authors claim that it can increase the gas temperature by the order of (~ 10%)
at z ~ 17. Here, it is to be noted that we do not include the x-ray heating of the

gas due to the uncertainty of known physics of the first stars. For a fix value of
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T51 at a redshift, if we include the x-ray heating of the gas, the projected bounds
becomes stronger. Including the heating due to VDKZ18 effect, equation (2.12)

will modify as,

AT gas B AT gas
dz  dz

I'r
(42 (I fue+ Xe) 21

feqt(2.12)]

where, d1,s/ dz‘ fean(

0(2.12) represents the temperature evolution in equation (2.12),

and heating rate due to energy transfer from CMB photons to the thermal energy

of gas by Lya photons,
T, (2.15)

here, Ay = 2.86 x 1071 sec™! is the Einstein coefficient for spontaneous-emission
from triplet state to singlet state. zgr = 1/791 X [1 — exp(—721)] and 79 = 8.1 X
102 zur [(1 + 2)/20]"5 (10 K/Ts) is the 21 cm optical depth. Tyy = 271y =

0.0682 K and xyr ~ 1 — x,. is the neutral hydrogen fraction in the Universe.

2.5 Bounds on the sterile neutrinos

As described in the (1.3), we get an absorption profile in the 21 cm signal around
redshift z ~ 17 with an amplitude of T5; ~ —220 mK in the theoretical models
based on ACDM framework of cosmology. We take 21 cm differential brightness
temperature such that it does not change, from its standard value (~ —220 mK),
by more than about a factor of 1/4 (i.e. —150 mK) or 1/2 (i.e. —100 mK) at
redshift 17.2. We solve the coupled equations (2.9) and (2.12) for different mass
and lifetime of sterile neutrino to get xpr and Tg,s at redshift = = 17.2. To get any
absorption signal in redshift range 15— 20, the gas temperature should be less than
CMB temperature in shaded region. By requiring 75; ~ —150 mK or —100 mK at

z=17.2, we can put the projected constraints on the lifetime of sterile neutrinos.
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Figure 2.1: The gas temperature evolution with redshift in the presence of decaying
sterile neutrinos. The red dashed line represents the CMB temperature evolution.
The black solid line depicts the Tg,s when there is no sterile neutrino decay. The
shaded region corresponds to EDGES absorption signal, i.e. 15 < z < 20. In these
figures, we keep mass of sterile neutrino fix to 10 KeV and vary lifetime. In figure
(2.1b), we plot evolution of 21 cm differential brightness temperature as a function

of redshift for the cases represented in figure (2.1a).

Subsequently, using equation (2.8), we can also put projected constraints on the
mixing angle of sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos.

In the figures (2.1a), (2.2a) and (2.3a), we plot the gas temperature evolution
as a function of redshift for different mass and lifetime of sterile neutrino. The red
dashed line in all plots represents the CMB temperature evolution with redshift.
The black solid line represents the gas temperature evolution when there is no effect
of decaying sterile neutrino on the IGM gas. The shaded pink region corresponds
to redshift range 15 < z < 20. We obtain these results by considering faps(z,m,,)
from Ref. [162]. In figures (2.1b), (2.2b) and (2.3b), we plot the evolution of the
21 cm differential brightness temperature as a function of redshift for the scenarios
discussed in figures (2.1a), (2.2a) and (2.3a), respectively. We consider the tanh

parametrization model for the Wouthuysen-Field coupling coefficient (z,) to get
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Figure 2.2: The figure caption is same as in figure (2.1), except here, we consider

7,. constant to 6 x 10% sec and vary mass of sterile neutrino.
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Figure 2.3: The figure caption is same as in figure (2.1), except here, we keep

fabs(z,m,,.) = 1/2 and vary lifetime of sterile neutrino.
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Ty, profiles [51, 74, 75]. In the shaded region of the figures, the spin temperature
can be approximated as gas temperature. Therefore, when the gas temperature is
lower than CMB temperature, we get the absorption profile, i.e. Ty, < 0. When
the gas temperature rises above the CMB temperature, T5; becomes positive, and
we see an emission profile. In all figures (2.1b), (2.2b) and (2.3b), above the
redshift z = 25, x,, z. < 1, therefore, the spin temperature is dominated by CMB
temperature, i.e. Ty ~ 0. To get the absorption profile at z ~ 17, one has to keep
Toas < ToumB-

In figure (2.1a), we keep the mass of sterile neutrino (m,,) fix to 10 KeV.
The violet solid line depicts the gas temperature evolution when lifetime of sterile
neutrino is 2 x 10%° sec. As we increase the lifetime of sterile neutrino from 2 x
10%° sec to 1 x 10?7 sec, the gas temperature decreases— shown by green and cyan
curves. It happens because by increasing the 7, , the radiative decay of sterile
neutrinos decreases and the number of photons injected into IGM also decreases.
Therefore, we get less heating of IGM by increasing the 7,,, and it results in a
smaller amplitude (larger dip) of T3, shown by figure (2.1b).

In plot (2.2a), lifetime of sterile neutrino is fixed to 6 x 10%° sec and the values
of m,, varies from 2 KeV (violet solid line) to 25 KeV (yellow solid line). If
one increases the sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV (violet line) to 6 KeV (green
line), the heating of IGM decreases significantly in the shaded region. It happens
because p,, = m,.n,,, n,, is the number density of sterile neutrinos. Therefore
at a particular redshift, when one increases m,, the number density of sterile
neutrino decreases, and we get less photon injunction, produced from decaying
sterile neutrinos, into the IGM. Hence, one gets less heating of IGM when the
mass of sterile neutrino increases, and it results in a smaller amplitude (larger dip)
of Ty, shown by figure (2.2b).

If one considers the immediate and complete absorption of the photon energy
into IGM, then energy deposition efficiency, fans = 1/2 — half of the total energy

of sterile neutrino will be carried away by active neutrino [162, |. The mass
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of the sterile neutrino in the equations (2.9) and (2.12), enters through only faps.
Therefore, the energy deposition rate, equation (2.11), will depend only on the
lifetime of sterile neutrinos. This case has been depicted in figure (2.3a) for the
different values of 7,,. In this case, as expected, the heating of IGM increases
more compared to the cases in figure (2.1a). The corresponding profiles for 21 cm
signal are shown in figure (2.3b). In figure (2.3a), the gas temperature for 7,, =
2 x 10% sec is higher than the CMB temperature in the shaded region— (violet line).
Therefore, we get a emission profile for Ty, in figure (2.3b) for 7, = 2 x 10% sec.
For 7, = 6 x 10%° sec, at redshift ~ 17, the gas temperature is comparable to the
CMB temperature, therefore we do not see any absorption/emission in the 21 ¢cm
signal. Above the redshift ~ 17, temperature of gas is lower than CMB, therefore,
we see a small absorption in the profile. Below the redshift ~ 17, the temperature
of the gas is higher than CMB, therefore, we see a emission profile. For the case
with 7,, = 1 x 10%7 sec, in the shaded region, temperature of the gas is smaller
than the CMB (cyan line), therefore, we get an absorption profile for the 21 cm
signal— figure (2.3b).

In figure (2.4), we plot the lower projected constraints on lifetime as a function
of m,, by requiring 75; such that it does not suppress the standard theoretical
value of Ty(z = 17.2) &~ —220 mK more than about a factor of 1/4 or 1/2.
Considering T5; < —150 mK, will further strengthen our projected bounds. The
red coloured curves depict the lower projected constraints on 7,, when T ~
—150 mK, while the black coloured curves represent the lower projected constraint
on 7, when 75; >~ —100 mK. To get the dashed line, we do not take into account
the VDKZ18 heating of the gas. For the dotted line we consider VDKZ18 heating
of the gas. Inclusion of VDKZ18, gives more stringent projected constraint on 7,
as gas temperature rises due to the energy transfer from CMB photons mediated
by Ly« photons. In figure (2.5), we obtained the upper projected constraint on
mixing angle of sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos as a function of mass. For

reference, we have also plotted the x-ray constraint on mixing angle as function
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of m,,. The constraint is obtained by assuming solely radiative decay of sterile
neutrinos. x-ray constraint comes from the fact that no such x-rays have been seen
in observations [35]. The red and black coloured curves depict the upper projected
constraint on mixing angle when 75, ~ —150 mK and -100 mK, respectively. To
get the dashed curves, we do not take into account the VDKZ18 heating of the gas.
For the dotted line we have included the VDKZ18 heating of the gas. Here, it is to
noted that these bounds do not depend on dark-matter clustering. Therefore, the
bounds are free of astrophysical parameters such as density profile or mass function
of dark-matter halos, etc. To obtain these bounds, we do not consider any non-
standard cooling mechanism to cool the IGM or any source of radio photons. The
results in figure (2.5) are comparable with the x-ray constraint for the higher mass

of sterile neutrinos, while we get more stronger bounds for lower mass.

102° .
Ty =-150mK - - -
T =-100mK - - -
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Figure 2.4: The figure represents lower projected bounds on the lifetime of sterile
neutrinos as a function of mass of sterile neutrinos by keeping 21 cm differential
brightness temperature, T5; ~ —150 and —100 mK. The dotted (dashed) line
represents the case when energy transfer from CMB photons to gas is included

(excluded) [34].
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Figure 2.5: The figure represents upper projected bounds on the mixing angle of
sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos as a function of mass of sterile neutrinos
by keeping 21 cm differential brightness temperature, 75; ~ —150 and —100 mK.
The dotted (dashed) line represents the case when energy transfer from CMB
photons to gas is included (excluded) [31]. The shaded regions are excluded for
corresponding observations. The x-ray constraint on mixing angle (cyan shaded
region) has been taken from the Ref. [35]. The red shaded region depicts the
upper bounds on sin?(#) from NuSTAR observations [30, 37]. Here, we have also
plotted the recently reported bounds (after publication of our article) on sin®(6)
by NuSTAR— represented by NuSTAR 22 [37] and by Swift-XRT— represented
by Swift-XRT 22 [38]. The grey shaded region is excluded by XMM-Newton [39].
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2.6 Summary

We have constrained the sterile neutrino dark matter lifetime and mixing angle
with active neutrino as a function of sterile neutrino mass, such that energy in-
jection from radiative decay of sterile neutrino does not change the standard 21
cm absorption signal (~ —220 mK) more than about a factor of 1/4 (—150 mK)
or 1/2 (—100 mK) at the redshift, z = 17.2. We have considered the two scenar-
ios to get the bounds: First, IGM evolution without the heat transfer from the
background radiation to gas mediated by Ly« photons (VDKZ18 effect). Next, we
have considered the VDKZ18 effect on the IGM gas. The following summarises

our results for T5; = —150 mK:

In the first scenario, the lower bound on the sterile neutrino lifetime varies
from 8.3 x 10?7 sec to 9.4 x 10?® sec by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV
to 50 KeV. The lifetime of sterile neutrino decrease when one increases the mass
of the sterile neutrino. It happens because p,, = m,_ n, . At a particular redshift,
when one increases m,,, the n,, decreases. Consecutively, one gets less radiative
decay of sterile neutrinos. Therefore, we get more window to increase the gas
temperature, i.e. we can decrease the lifetime of sterile neutrinos. The upper
bound on the mixing angle (sin? @) varies from 6.8 x 107 to 6.1 x 107 by varying

sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV to 50 KeV.

In the second scenario, the lower bound on the sterile neutrino lifetime varies
from 1.5 x 10?8 sec to 1.7 x 10%% sec by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV
to 50 KeV. While the upper bound on the mixing angle varies from 3.8 x 107 to
3.42 x 10~ by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV to 50 KeV.

We have also plotted the x-ray constraint to rule out some parameter space for
mixing angle of the sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos [35]. Although we have
considered that sterile neutrinos account for all the dark matter in the Universe,
sterile-neutrino may account for only a fraction of the dark matter abundance. In

this scenario, the bounds on the sterile neutrino lifetime and mixing angle with
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active neutrino may modify.

2.7 Additional study

2.7.1 Bounds in light of varying 75, and redshift

We have also studied the projected constraints on 7,,, and sin®*(f) by varying the
absorption amplitude of T5; between 0 mK (no signal) to —200 mK at z = 17.
If we increase the value of Ty; above 0, it gives a emission signal instead of an
absorption signal. Therefore, we restrict the maximum value of T5; to 0. Also, we
do not take the values of T5; below ~ —200 mK, as the sterile neutrino term in
the temperature evolution equation becomes insignificant compared to adiabatic
and Compton scattering term. In the ACDM model without invoking any new
physics, we get To1(z = 17) = —220.215 for the cosmological parameters €, =
0.31, €, = 0.048 and h = 0.68. For the demonstration purpose of this, we take
m,, = 2 KeV. After inclusion of physics of decaying sterile neutrinos, we get
Ty (z = 17) = —220.213 mK for 7,, = 4 x 103? sec. If we increase the value of Ty,
only by 9.7 x 1072 percent (from Ty; = —220.213 mK to —220 mK), the value of
7,. changes significantly from 4 x 1032 sec to 3.78 x 103 sec— decreases by more
than a factor of hundred. Therefore, we do not consider bounds on the 7,, and
sin?(6) near the maximal absorptional value of Th;; and vary the value of Ty, from
—200 to 0 mK.

In figure (2.6a), we have plotted the lower projected bounds on the lifetime
of sterile neutrinos as a function of mass for various values of T5; at z = 17. In
figure (2.6b), we have plotted the upper projected bounds on the mixing angle
of sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos as a function of mass for various values
of Ty; at z = 17. NuSTAR 22 bound is reported in July 2022 [37] and Swift-
XRT 22 is reported in August 22 [38]. The observational bounds indicate that the

decay of sterile neutrinos will not significantly impact the thermal history of the
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Figure 2.6: Plot (2.6a), shows lower projected bounds on the lifetime of sterile
neutrinos as a function of mass, while plot (2.6b), shows upper projected bounds
on the mixing angle of sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos as a function of mass
of sterile neutrinos for varying 21 cm differential brightness temperature (7s;)
at z = 17. In figure (2.6b), the shaded regions are excluded for corresponding
observations. The cyan shaded region represents the x-ray constraint [35]. The red
shaded region depicts the upper bounds on sin?(#) from NuSTAR observations [30,

|. Here, we have also included the recently reported bounds (after publication of
our article) on sin?(#) by NuSTAR— represented by NuSTAR 22 [37] and by Swift-
XRT— represented by Swift-XRT 22 [
XMM-Newton [39].

|. The grey shaded region is excluded by
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Figure 2.7: Plot (2.7a), shows lower projected bounds on the lifetime of sterile
neutrinos, while plot (2.7b), shows upper projected bounds on the mixing angle
of sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos by keeping 75, to —150 mK for different

values of redshift.

Universe as the parameter space is excluded more stringently by observations for
a higher mass of sterile neutrinos. For example, XMM 21 excludes the values of
sin?(0) = 2 x 1072 for m,,, ~ 6 KeV. If one wants to exclude this parameter space
using 21-cm signal, it requires to consider T5; < —200 mK— i.e. no significant

modification in the thermal and ionization history of the Universe.

For further analysis with variation of redshift values, we have also added
the plots for the case with different values of redshift keeping the value of Ty
constant— presented in figure (2.7). Here, we vary redshift between 15 to 19. As
it is shown in figure (4.4), for fiducial models for Lya coupling and x-ray heating,
we can not take the spin temperature to be gas temperature above z ~ 17 and
also x-ray starts to dominate below z ~ 17. Therefore, we restrict ourselves about
redshift 17 and take a range from 15 to 19. Here, we do not see significant variation
in the projected bounds of lifetime and mixing angle with variation of the values

of redshift.

In figure (2.8), we vary both the value of redshift and 7s;, and plot the lower
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Figure 2.8: Plot (2.7a), shows lower projected bounds on the lifetime of sterile
neutrinos, while plot (2.7b), shows upper projected bounds on the mixing angle of
sterile neutrinos with active neutrinos by keeping 75, such that it does not change
more than a factor of 1/4 from the minimum possible amplitude based on ACDM

model for corresponding values of redshift.

projected bounds on 7,, in figure (2.8a) and upper projected bounds on sin®(f)
in figure (2.8b). Here, we choose the value of Ty, such that, it does not change
more than a factor of 1/4 from the minimum possible amplitude based on ACDM
model. For the cosmological parameters, given above, we get the minimum pos-
sible amplitude of Toy™ to be —236.7 mK at z = 15, —220.2 mK at z = 17 and
—206.1 mK at z = 19.
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“The universe doesn‘t allow perfection.”

Stephen Hawking, A Brief History of Time

Primordial Black Hole Dark Matter

Primordial black holes have attracted much interest in recent years and have been
a part of intense studies for more than five decades. The idea of the black hole
goes back to the 18th century. In 1784, John Michell proposed that there could be
such supermassive bodies that light could not pass them, or all light emitted would
return towards them [10-12]. Later, in 1915 Albert Einstein developed the general
theory of relativity. In 1916, Karl Schwarzschild found the solution of black holes

by solving the Einstein field equations for a point mass [167]. Subsequently, in
1963, Roy Kerr found the solution of rotating black holes [165]. In 1965, the more
general solution of a rotating and charged black hole was found [169]. There is a

possibility that a colossal number of black holes might have been formed in the very
early Universe— known as primordial black holes (PBHs). PBHs can be created
by various mechanisms. It was first suggested by Zel’dovich and Novikov that the

presence of initial inhomogeneities in the Universe can form PBHs [170]. There is
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a possibility that for many regions in the space, gravitational energy of the initial
density fluctuations can exceed the kinetic energy. These regions would have a
gravitational collapse instead of the expanding with Universe creating collapsed
objects with a minimum mass of ~ 107> g [171-173]. There are various mechanisms
that can produce inhomogeneities in the early Universe. For example, such density
fluctuations can be generated due to the vacuum strings produced during the grand
unification phase transition [174]. Indeed, these fluctuations were present in the
very early Universe, as evident from observations of structures in the Universe.
The other explanations of PBHs formation include the collapse of cosmic string
loops, collisions of bubbles, etc. The cosmic string loops can disappear in two ways:
First, they can shrink into scalar and gauge particles. Second, some loops with
specific initial shapes may disappear by collapsing in size below their Schwarzschild
radius and form black holes [175—178]. In the article [I79], the authors consider
the formation of PBHs due to collapsing cosmic strings and argue that PBHs can
significantly contribute to the dark matter density if their relic mass is larger than
103 my, here my, is the Planck mass. In another scenario, the collapse of the cusps
neighbourhood of cosmic strings loops can also form a large number of spinning
PBHs [180]. The collisions between the bubbles during various phase transitions
in the Universe can also give rise to the formation of PBHs [181-183]. PBHs can

also be produced in various inflation models [184-180].

Depending on the formation time (¢), PBHs can have a wide range of masses
(in most of the cases roughly order of the Hubble horizon mass at the formation

time) [187, ],

Mpgy ~ 10% { g. (3.1)

10-23 sec]

For example, PBHs with mass 10'® g might have formed at t ~ 1072 after big-
bang. In another example, PBHs formed during the QCD phase transition (f ~

107° sec) might have a mass comparable to a solar mass [139]. PBHs formed
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around neutrino decoupling (¢ ~ 1 sec) can have a mass about 10° M, .

3.1 Primordial black holes as dark matter

In the last decades, many particle-dark matter models have been proposed to
explain the various astrophysical observations, as discussed in chapter (2). The
laboratory experiments for direct detection of dark matter have not observed any
signature yet, for example, DarkSide-50, LUX, XENONI1T, PandaX-II, CRESST,
PICO, etc. [190-195]. In this situation, it is desirable to look for alternative
scenarios where dark matter may not be an elementary particle. As PBHs are
massive, interact only gravitationally and are formed in the very early Universe,
they can be considered as a potential candidate for non-particle dark matter.
Recently, PBHs have gathered much attention in the scientific community after
the black hole binary merger detection by Virgo and LIGO collaborations, and
these events suggest that PBHs may constitute a fraction of dark matter [13—

, 196-198]. PBHs having a mass below ~ 10?? g can explain all the dark matter
in the Universe as they are not ruled out by microlensing constraints [199]. We
will discuss other constraints on dark matter fractions in the form of PBHs with
mass below ~ 10?? g later in the sections (3.2) and (3.4). One can explain the
existence of dark matter in the form of PBHs without considering physics beyond
the standard model (BSM) of particle physics by considering standard model Higgs
fluctuations during inflation as instability can occur in Higgs potential at a scale
O(10™ GeV) [200]. In the article [134], authors consider the double inflation model
to explain the formation of PBHs between two inflations and argue that PBHs can
be accounted for dark matter in the Universe. PBHs as missing matter or dark
matter in the context of galaxy formation has been explored in old literature also
(201, 202]. Authors of the Ref. [185], consider the formation of PBH dark matter
due to the mild-waterfall phase of hybrid inflation and discuss how the tail of the

mass distribution of PBHs can explain the origin for the supermassive black holes
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observed at galactic centres. These massive back holes can also provide the seed
for present-day observed structures [185, 203]. A fraction/all of dark matter in
the form of PBHs can produce the r-process nucleosynthesis— a process that is
responsible for producing about half of the heavier nuclei than iron, in the mass
range 10714 Mg, < Mppy < 1078 My, [204]. Black holes can lose their mass by the
emission of energetic particles due to Hawking evaporation [205]. For non-rotating
and non-charged black holes formed in the very early Universe, their evaporation

time scale can be given by [187],
M 3

Therefore, PBHs having mass larger than 10! g can survive the Hawking evapo-

ration and account for present-day dark matter density [200].

3.1.1 Signature of Primordial Black Holes

It is possible that a fraction of PBHs can grow to intermediate-mass black holes and
explain the ultraluminous x-ray sources reported in various observations [185, 207—

]. There are several hints that indicate the presence of PBHs, such as dynam-
ics and star clusters of ultra-faint-dwarf-galaxies, correlations between x-ray and
infrared cosmic backgrounds, etc. (for a detailed review, see Ref. [210]). The pres-
ence of evaporating PBHs can explain the galactic/extra-galactic y-ray background
radiation [211-214], short-duration ~-ray bursts [215, 216], and reionization by in-
jection of energetic photons and e* radiations into IGM [217, ]. The emission
of nucleons by evaporating PBHs can explain the observed baryon number density
if more baryons are produced compared to antibaryons— in a baryon-symmetric
Universe [213]. Clustering between PBHs can provide the seeds for galaxy forma-
tion. PBHs evaporation can explain the observed point-like y-ray sources [217].
The presence of massive PBHs can also serve as seeds for active galactic nuclei

(AGN) [217].
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3.2 Existing bounds on Primordial Black Holes

The fraction of dark matter in the form of PBHs (fpgu = Qppu/Qpum) is con-
strained from various astrophysical observations and theoretical predictions. Here,
Qppy and (py are the dimensionless density parameters for PBHs and dark mat-
ter, respectively. PBHs with mass smaller than ~ O(10'® g) may have evaporated
as of now and can be constrained from the impact on big bang nucleosynthesis by
evaporated particles, background radiation etc. Higher mass PBHs can be con-
strained by the effect on large-scale structures, gravitational wave and lensing, and
impact on thermal and ionization history of the IGM (for details, see the recent re-
views [187, 219, 220] and the references cited therein). In the context of the 21 cm
signal, the upper bound on the fppy can be found in Refs. [221-228]. Angular mo-
mentum is a fundamental property of a black hole, and it can modify the Hawking
evaporation drastically [10), —231]. In the case of rotating PBHs, authors of the
Refs. [11, 232] have reported the various types of bound on fppy as a function of
PBHs mass and spin. Future collaboration, All-sky Medium Energy Gamma-ray
Observatory (AMEGO)* will be able to constrain some parameter space for the
rotating PBHs [12]. We discuss more bounds on the fraction of PBH dark matter
in the result and discussion section (3.4). In this chapter, we consider the rotating
PBHs and constrain dark matter fraction in the form of PBHs as a function of
their mass for various values of angular momentum in the light of global 21 cm

signal [16].

3.3 Impact on the thermal and ionization history

During the cosmic dawn era, the evolution of the gas temperature and ionization
fraction of the Universe are well-known [153, . The addition of any exotic

source of energy during the cosmic dawn era can significantly impact the ionization

ahttps://asd.gsfc.nasa.gov/amego/index.html
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and thermal history of the Universe. Therefore, we can constrain the properties of
such exotic sources from the observations during the cosmic dawn era. Evaporating
PBHs can heat the gas and modify the free electron fraction in the IGM [106,

]. Rotating PBHs can emit more particles into IGM and substantially affect
the IGM evolution compared to non-rotating PBHs [214, , ]. Therefore,
it is important to study the properties of spinning PBHs. Black holes can get
their spin depending on generation mechanisms, merger or accretion [234-244].
PBHs with higher mass can have a lifetime larger/comparable than the age of the
Universe. Therefore, they have enough time to accrete mass and spin up [245].
In the present work, we consider the Hawking emission of PBHs into background
radiations (photons and electron/positron) and provide the projected constraints
on the fraction of dark matter in the form of PBHs (fppn) as a function of mass and
spin. We analyse projected bounds on spinning PBHs such that 21 cm differential
brightness temperature does not change by more than a factor of 1/4 from the
ACDM model prediction (|| ~ 220 mK).

A rotating black hole with angular momentum Jpgy and having mass Mpgy
can be defined with a rotation parameter, a, = Jppu/(Gx Mégy) [233], where Gy
is the gravitational constant. Rotating black hole with higher spin (a, — 1) injects
more energy into IGM and evaporates faster than non-rotating ones [10, 229-231].
Therefore, we expect that the bounds on fpgy to be more stringent compared to
non-rotating PBHs. The energy injection per unit volume per unit time due to

e* and photons into IGM, for monochromatic mass distribution of PBHs, can be

written as [232, 2410],
Tonu (2, a.) = 2/ {ff(E — e, 2) (E —me) (%) } nppy dE (3.3)
Y
(2, a0) = / [ FIU(E, =) E ( 2 d;) } npon dE. (3.4)

Energy injection into IGM happens by three processes: heating, ionization, and

excitation of the gas [247-249]. f! represents the energy deposition efficiency
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into IGM. Here, ¢ stands for above-mentioned three channels and i = (electron/
positron, photon) stands for different types of injected particles. The factor of 2
in equation (3.3) accounts for the total contribution of electrons and positrons.
npeu = fpeu (ppm/Mpgn) is the number density of the PBHs, and ppy is the dark
matter energy density. d*N'/(dtdE) = d*N'/(dtdE) (E, Mpgn, a,) represents
the number of ¢ particles emitted by black hole per unit time per unit energy

[ ) ) ) ]a

d2Ni . 1 Fi(E,MPBH,CL*)
dtdE 27 — el'/Teen £ 1 7

O

(3.5)

here, I'; is the greybody factor— defines the probability of emitted particle ¢ from
black hole to overcome its gravitational potential well. dof represents the degree
of freedom [251]. Moreover, E is the total energy of emitted particle ¢ and E' =
E — nf). While, n is the axial quantum number and €2 is the angular velocity at
black hole horizon. We use the BlackHawk code® to calculate the spectra due to
photons, electrons and positrons; we take both the primary and secondary Hawking
evaporation spectra into account— i.e. emitted final particle j per unit time and
per unit energy [251, 252]

NI~ &N' dNj
dtdE ~ < dtdE" dE

dE" (3.6)

here, dN. ; is the hadronization table accounts for the transformation of the primary

spectra into secondary spectra [251-253].

In the presence of Hawking radiation, the thermal evolution of the gas can be

written as[157, 254],

2 I'peu
3ntot(1 + Z) H ’

dTgas o Tgas Fc

dz 1—|—z+(1+z)H(

Tgas - TCMB) -

(3.7)

Phttps://blackhawk.hepforge.org/
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here, I'pgy = F%H + 'Ly is the total energy injection per unit time and per unit
volume into IGM. We consider the following numerical values of the cosmological
parameters: h = 0.674, Qy = 0.315, Qp, = 0.049 and Teyp|.—0 = 2.725 K [48, 255].
To compute the energy deposition efficiency, thermal and ionization history of the

Universe, we use DarkHistory® package with necessary modifications [219].

3.4 Results and Discussion

We take 21 cm differential brightness temperature such that it does not change,
from its ACDM value (~ 220 mK), by more than a factor of 1/4 at redshift
17.2. We solve the coupled equations (3.7) and (2.9— replacing £ with I'pgp)
for different mass, spin and fraction of PBH dark matter to get xpr and T, at
redshift z = 17.2. To get any absorption signal in redshift range 15 — 20, the gas
temperature should be less than CMB temperature in shaded region— redshift
range from 15 to 20. By requiring 75; ~ —150 mK at z=17.2, we constrain the
parameter space of PBH dark matter. In the present chapter, we do not consider
x-ray heating of the gas due to the uncertainty in the physics of the first stars—
as we discussed earlier. For a fix value of T5; at a redshift, if one includes the
x-ray heating of gas, our projected upper constraints on PBH dark matter fraction
becomes stronger. Here, it is to be noted that the gas temperature may increase
due to the energy transfer from the background radiation to the thermal motions
of the gas mediated by Ly« radiation from the first stars [31]. However, again due
to the uncertainty in physics of the first star formation, we do not include this
effect also. The inclusion of this effect will also further strengthen our projected
upper bounds on fpgy— similar to discussed in chapter (2).

In order to understand how spin, fraction and mass of PBH dark matter can
affect the thermal evolution of the gas, we plot the figures (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3),

respectively. The shaded region corresponds redshift range, 15 — 20. The red

https://darkhistory.readthedocs.io/en/master/
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Figure 3.1: The gas temperature evolution with redshift for evaporating primordial
black hole. The red dashed lines represent the CMB temperature evolution. The
black dashed lines depicts the Ty, when there is no PBHs. The shaded region
corresponds to the redshift 15 < z < 20 (EDGES observed signal). In this figure,

we consider PBHs mass and fppy to 1 x 10'® g and 1077, respectively, and vary

the spin of PBHs.
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Figure 3.2: The caption is the same as in Figure (3.1), except here, we keep

Mppy =1 x 10" g and a. = 0.5 constant and vary fppy.
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Figure 3.3: The caption is the same as in Figure (3.1), except here, we vary the

mass of PBHs and keep spin and fppg to 0.5 and 107, respectively.

dashed curves in all plots depict the CMB temperature evolution, while the black
dashed line represents the gas temperature when there are no evaporating PBHs.
In Figure (3.1), we keep mass to 1 x 10! g and fpgg = 1077, and vary the spin
of PBHs. As expected, when we increase the spin of PBHs, the gas temperature
rises significantly in the shaded region. The solid violet curve represents the case
when the spin of PBHs is 0. Increasing the spin to 0.5 (solid green line), the
gas temperature increases. Further increasing a. to 0.99 (solid cyan line), the gas
temperature rises further. In Figure (3.2), we keep Mppy = 1 x 10% g, spin to 0.5
and vary fppm. In this plot, as we increase the fppg from 107® (solid cyan line)
to 1079 (solid violet line), the IGM heating rises rapidly. If the gas temperature
becomes larger than the CMB temperature in the shaded region, it can erase the
21 cm absorption signal; instead, it may give an emission signal. Therefore, at
desired redshift (in our scenario z = 17.2), one has to keep Tyas < Tomp to get an
absorption signal. Increasing fppy, for a given mass, the number density of PBHs
increases resulting in more energy injection into IGM by Hawking evaporation of

PBHs. Therefore, fppuy plays a significant role in deciding whether one gets an
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absorption profile or emission. In Figure (3.3), we vary the mass of PBHs and keep
spin and fppy constants to 0.5 and 1077, respectively. In this plot, as we increase
the mass of PBHs from 1 x 10' g (solid violet line) to 5 x 10 g (solid cyan line),
the gas temperature decreases. It happens for two reasons: (i) Increasing the mass
of PBHs leads to a decrease in the total power contributions from Hawking evapo-
ration of PBHs [250]. (ii) Ignoring the integral dependency in equations (3.3) and
(3.4), F%EBH and I'}gy are proportional to npgy = feppu (ppm/Mppn). For a fixed
dark-matter energy density and fppy, the number density of PBHs increases by
decreasing the black hole mass. Thus, energy injection into IGM per unit volume

and time (I'ppy) increases, and one gets more heating of the gas.
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Figure 3.4 (previous page): The projected upper bounds on the dark fraction of

matter in the form PBHs (fpgy = Qppu/pMm) as a function of PBHs mass for
different values of a,. The shaded regions are excluded from our analysis for fppy
when a, = 0 (dotted black line), 0.5 (dot-dashed black line), 0.9 (dashed black line)
and 0.9999 (solid black line). The dashed blue curve depicts the upper constraint
on fppu by observations of the diffuse Isotropic Gamma-Ray Background (IGRB)
for a, = 0.9 [10]. The double-dot-dashed blue curve represents the upper constraint
on fppy from Diffuse Supernova Neutrino Background (DSNB) searches at Super-
Kamiokande, while the solid blue line represents the INTErnational Gamma-Ray
Astrophysical Laboratory (INTEGRAL) observation of 511 KeV 4-ray lines at
Galactic centre constraint on fppy for a, = 0.9 [11]. The double-dot-dashed ma-
genta (red) line represents the AMEGO forecast for a, = 0 (a. = 0.9999) [12].
Near future, AMEGO collaboration will be able to probe the parameter-space
above the magenta (red) double-dot-dashed curve for a, = 0 (a, = 0.9999). The
solid green line stands for 95% confidence level bound from INTEGRAL obser-
vation of Galactic gamma-ray flux for non-spinning PBHs [13]. Solid cyan curve
depicts the upper bound from observing the 511 KeV ~-ray lines at the Galactic
centre by assuming all the PBHs within a 3 Kpc radius of the Galactic centre for
non-spinning PBHs [14]. The magenta solid line represents the Planck constraint
[45]. The red solid line depicts the dwarf galaxy Leo T constraint [10] and the
green dashed line shows the COMPTEL bound [17] for non-spinning PBHs.

In Figure (3.4), we plot the upper projected bounds on the fraction of dark
matter in the form of PBHs as a function of PBHs mass for different spins. Here,
we have considered that 21 cm differential brightness temperature, T5;, remains
—150 mK at redshift z = 17.2. We vary the mass of PBHs from 10*® g to 10'® g.
The shaded regions in both the plots are excluded for the corresponding PBH spins.

The dashed blue curve represents the upper constraint on fpgyg by observations
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of the diffuse Isotropic Gamma-Ray Background (IGRB) [10]. The double-dot-
dashed blue curve represents the upper constraint on fpgy from Diffuse Supernova
Neutrino Background (DSNB) searches at Super-Kamiokande, while the solid blue
line represents the INTErnational Gamma-Ray Astrophysical Laboratory (INTE-
GRAL) observation of 511 KeV ~-ray line at Galactic centre constraint on fppy
for a, = 0.9 [11]. For a, = 0, the observation at the Jiangmen Underground Neu-
trino Observatory (JUNO) will be able to place a 20 times stronger bound on the
upper allowed value of fpgy for Mpgy = 10* g compared to Super-Kamiokande
[11, 256]. The double-dot-dashed magenta (red) line represents the AMEGO fore-
cast for a, = 0 (a, = 0.9999) [12]. In the near future, AMEGO collaboration will
be able to probe the parameter-space above the magenta (red) double-dot-dashed
curve for a, = 0 (a, = 0.9999). Solid green line stands for 95% confidence level
bound from INTEGRAL observation of Galactic vy-ray flux for non-spinning PBHs
[13]. The solid cyan curve depicts the upper bound from the observation of 511
KeV ~-ray lines at the Galactic centre by assuming all the PBHs within a 3 Kpc
radius of the Galactic centre for non-spinning PBHs [11]. For the comparison, we
have also plotted the bounds from Planck [15], Leo T [16] and COMPTEL [17]
observations for non-spinning PBHs. In Figure (3.4a), fppy varies from 1 x 10710
to 1 x 107>, while, in Figure (3.4b), it varies from 1 x 1075 to its maximum al-
lowed value 1 (2pgy = Qpm). In Figure (3.4), as we increase the value of spin
from 0 to its extremal value, 0.9999, the upper bounds become more stringent.
This is due to an increment in evaporation of PBHs, and it results in more energy
injection into the IGM [233, , |. As discussed earlier, increasing the mass of
PBHs, energy injection into IGM decreases. Subsequently, one gets more window
to increase the gas temperature or fppy, and the upper bound becomes weaker.
Therefore, in Figure (3.4), the upper bound on fpgy weakens as we increase the
mass. Our upper projected constraint on fpgy for a, = 0.9 is comparable to
the INTEGRAL observation of 511 KeV ~-ray lines for PBHs mass larger than

~ 8x10% and becomes stronger for smaller PBH masses. Also, compared to IGRB
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[10] and DSNB [11], our projected bounds are stringent for the considered mass
range of PBHs. We find the most robust lower projected constraint on the mass
of PBHs, which is allowed to constitute the entire dark matter, to 1.5 x 10'7 g,
1.9 x 10" g, 3.9 x 10'7 g and 6.7 x 10" g for PBH spins 0, 0.5, 0.9 and 0.9999,
respectively. The lower bound on Mpgy for Qpgy = Qpy, for extremal spinning

PBHs is nearly four times larger than non-spinning PBHs.

3.5 Conclusions

Spinning primordial black holes can substantially affect the ionization and thermal
history of the Universe. Subsequently, it can modify the 21 ¢cm absorption signal
in the cosmic dawn era by injecting energy due to Hawking evaporation. We
study the upper projected bounds on the fraction of dark matter in the form
of PBHs as a function of mass and spin, considering that the 21 c¢m differential
brightness temperature does not change by more than a factor of 1/4 from the
theoretical prediction based on the ACDM framework. Our projected constraints
are stringent compared to DSNB, INTEGRAL observation of the 511 KeV line,
IGRB, Planck, Leo T and COMPTEL. In the near future, AMEGO collaboration
will be able to probe some parameter space in our considered mass range of PBHs.
In the present work, we have considered the monochromatic mass distribution of
PBHs. The allowed parameter space can also be explored for different PBHs mass
distributions such as log-normal, power-law, critical collapse, etc. [251]. Here, it
is to be noted that we have not considered heating of IGM gas due to x-ray from
the first stars in the vague of known physics of the first stars. For a fix value of
T5, at a redshift, if one includes the x-ray heating of the gas, the projected bounds

becomes stronger.
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3.6 Additional study

3.6.1 Bounds in light of varying 75, and redshift

We also study upper projected bounds on the fraction of the dark matter in the
from of PBHs by varying the amplitude of 21 cm differential brightness tempera-
ture and redshift. In figure (3.5), we have plotted upper bounds on the fraction of
dark matter in the form of primordial black holes as a function of mass for various
values of T, at z = 17. To understand that how bounds change on fpgy with 751,
we consider two scenarios for the spin of PBHs: a, = 0 (figure 3.5¢) and a, = 0.9
(figure 3.5d). In both of the plots, we notice that when we change the value of Ty,
from —200 mK to —150 mK the bound relaxes with a factor of ~ 4.3. By changing
the T3, from —150 mK to —100 mK bounds relax by a factor of ~ 2.3, and, going
from —100 mK to —50 mK the bounds relax by a factor of ~ 2.25. By changing
the T3, from —50 mK to 0, bounds relax by a factor of ~ 3.1. This similar pattern

10° T T 10°
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Figure 3.5: The plots represent the upper projected bounds on the fraction of dark
matter in the form of primordial black holes ( fppn) as a function of mass of PBHs
(Mpgn) for varying 21 cm differential brightness temperature (73;) at z = 17.
Figure (3.5¢) represents the case when spin of PBHs: a, = 0, while, figure (3.5d)

represents the case with a, = 0.9.
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Figure 3.6: Figure (3.6a) represents upper projected bounds on fpgy when Ty ~
—150 mK for different values of redshift (z). Figure (3.6b) represents upper bounds
on fppn when 75, does not change more than a factor of 1/4 from the minimum
possible amplitude based on ACDM model for corresponding values of redshift
(TXn(z = 15) ~ —238 mK, T2"(z = 17) ~ —221.2 mK and Ty/"(z = 19) ~
—207 mK). Here, the cosmological parameters are: h = 0.674, Oy = 0.315, Q}, =
0.049 [18]. Both figures obtained for a, = 0.
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also occurs for the case of sterile neutrinos and the factors remain same. Therefore,
we can also find the constraints on fpgy for other values of spin when the bound
on fppy is given for any value of Ty, € {0, —50, —100, —150, —200} mK.

In figure (3.6a), similarly to sterile neutrino case, we see that bounds do not
change significantly for a fix value of Ty at different values of redshift. In figure
(3.6b), upper bounds on fppy are obtained such that Ty; does not change more
than a factor of 1/4 from the minimum possible amplitude based on ACDM model
for corresponding values of redshift. In this chapter, we consider the following
numerical values of the cosmological parameters: h = 0.674, Q = 0.315, ), =
0.049 and Tompl.—0 = 2.725 K [18, 255]. Therefore, we get minimum possible
value of T, based on ACDM model to —238 mK at z = 15, —221.2 mK at z = 17
and —207 mK at z = 19.
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“Astronomy and Pure Mathematics are the mag-
netic poles toward which the compass of my mind

ever turns.”

Carl Friedrich Gauss, In Letter to Bolyai (30
Jun 1803)

Primordial Magnetic Fields and Excess

Radio Background

Observations suggest that the magnetic fields are ubiquitous in the Universe—
from the length scale of planets and stars to the cluster of galaxies [17-20]. Fermi®
and High Energy Stereoscopic System (HESS)® gamma-ray observation suggests
that even voids could host magnetic fields with strength O(10716 G) with a typical
coherent scale of Mpc [21, 22]. Magnetic fields can also play a significant role in
reionization, relic electron density and structure formation [259]. The presence of
magnetic fields can substantially affect the evolution and dynamics of structures
in the Universe as they can contribute to the total pressure against gravitational

collapse. This could modify the total matter power spectrum on small scales,

2https://fermi.gsfc.nasa.gov/
Phttps: / /www.mpi-hd.mpg.de/hfm/HESS/
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< 1 Mpe [259-264]. The presence of magnetic fields during recombination can
also have important consequences, such as it could have lead to the collapse of
gas clouds after recombination, formation of first pre-galactic stars, quasars [265].
The Earth has a magnetic field of the order of O(G), and it is sustained for years
by some dynamo mechanism. Similarly, other astronomical objects near to Earth,
such as Sun and other solar system planets, also show the presence of magnetic
fields [266]. Our home galaxy Milky Way, other spiral galaxies and their interstellar
medium (ISM) contain magnetic fields with the strength O(uG) [261, , 266—

]. Moreover, galaxy clusters, intercluster medium, filaments, IGM, etc., also
show the magnetic fields [19, 21, —271]. These magnetic fields are likely to be
seeded by primordial magnetic fields (PMFs). These PMFs might have originated
in the very early Universe, and subsequently amplified in the small scale structures

by some mechanisms [21, 24].

4.1 (Generation of primordial magnetic fields

The origin and evolution of PMFs is one of the outstanding problems of modern
cosmology (Ref. [23, 21] and references cited therein). It would be very difficult to
explain the magnetic fields in the voids and high redshift galaxies with only late-
time astrophysical processes without magnetic fields from the very early Universe.
Therefore, these magnetic fields indeed may have a primordial origin [21, -

]. There are several theoretical models that can generate the magnetic field
in the early Universe with a large coherent scale. The two scenarios to generate
PMFs that are vastly discussed in the literature are phase transitions in the early
Universe and various models of inflation (for details, see the recent review [21]).
In the Ref. [275], the authors discuss how the inflation model can generate large
scale, ~ O(Mpc), magnetic fields. The generated magnetic fields have a small
strength. To amplify the field, one has to break the conformal invariance of the

electromagnetic field. The authors consider three mechanisms to break the con-
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formal invariance: Coupling of the photon to the axions, gravitational field and
massless-charged-nonconformally invariant scalar field [275]. Authors of the Ref.
[270], extend the inflation model by introducing the coupling between the Maxwell
field and the scalar field (®) responsible for inflation (o< €*®F,, F*), here, F,, is
the electromagnetic field tensor. This scenario can generate magnetic fields with
a present-day strength up to nG with the coherence scale of a few Mpc depending
on the parameter a. A similar mechanism to generate the magnetic fields during
inflation is based on the superstring cosmology [277, |. The Lagrangian, simi-
lar to considered by [270] with & = —1, naturally arises from the effective action
in low-energy string theory. Here, inflation is driven by the kinetic part of the
dilaton scalar field— ®’. Whereas in the article [270], it is driven by the false vac-
uum scalar field potential— which is too steep for producing the slow-roll inflation
(272, 277]. In the article [279], authors argue that the back reaction of generated
magnetic fields via inflation can spoil the inflation. Considering the backreaction,
the authors put an upper bound on the present-day strength of magnetic fields to
10732 G on the Mpc scale. This strength seems too small for galactic dynamos to
amplify to explain the observed magnetic fields. In the recent article [280], it is
shown that this issue can be circumvented for some parameter space. The authors
find that magnetic fields with a present-day strength of ~ 107 G with a scale of
Mpc can be generated while keeping the backreactions under control. Magnetic
fields can also arise during electroweak [281] and quantum-chromo-dynamics [282]
phase transitions. Other mechanisms include cosmic strings [283, |, primor-
dial plasma vorticity [285], etc. In this chapter, we obtain the upper bounds on
present-day strength of PMF's for various values of spectral index in the light of
EDGES® observation and excess radio background observed by the ARCADE 2
& LWA 1 observation [25]. Here, we obtain the bounds on PMFs in both the

presence and absence of heating effects due to first stars.

“Recently, the EDGES signal has been questioned in many articles. We discuss this point in
chapter (6).
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4.2 Existing bounds on primordial magnetic fields

The present-day strength, spectral index and coherence scale of PMFs depends on
their generation mechanisms. Therefore, the constraints on PMFs can give a hint of
the early Universe physics. Recently in the Ref. [286], authors show that PMF's can
be used as a remedy to resolve the Hubble tension between different observations.
The present-day amplitude of PMFs is constrained from the BBN, formation of
structures and temperature anisotropies & polarization of CMB [259, , ].
Authors of the Ref. [50], put an upper constraint to ~ 1071 G on 1 Mpc scale
by considering Tyas S Tomp (ie. T S 0) so that, PMFs can not erase the
T51 absorptional signal in the redshift range 15 < z < 20. Planck 2015 results
put individual upper constraints of the O(nG) for different cosmological scenarios
on 1 Mpc scale [19]. The authors of the Ref. [239], in the context of EDGES
observation, put an upper and lower constraint on the PMFs to be 6 x 1072 nG
and 5 x 107* nG respectively. Also, the lower bound on the present-day strength
of PMFs found in Refs. [290-292]. Further, in the Ref. [21], authors put a lower
bound on the strength of intergalactic magnetic fields of the order of 3 x 10716 G
using Fermi observations of TeV blazars. Authors of the reference [293], report
upper bound of 2 x 10° G at the end of BBN. Presence of PMFs can modify the
present-day relic abundance of He* and other light elements. Therefore, magnetic
fields can be constrained by observations of light element abundances [259, —
]. The authors of the Ref. [2958], put an upper bound of 47 pG for scale-invariant
PMFs by comparing CMB anisotropies, reported by the Wilkinson Microwave
Anisotropy Probe (WMAP) and Planck, with calculated CMB anisotropies.

4.3 Evolution of PMFs after recombination

The generation of the magnetic fields in the early Universe for the various cosmo-

logical scenarios has been studied in the earlier literature (for example see Refs.
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[272, , , , 300]). Tt is to be noted that decaying magnetic fields has been
studied in several literatures. In these works, the authors consider the decay of the
PMFs by ambipolar diffusion and turbulent decay [26, 50, , , |. Ambipo-
lar diffusion of magnetic fields is important in neutral medium as it is inversely
proportional to free-electron fraction (z.) and z. ~ 107 after redshift z < 100
[160, , |. The presence of PMFs can induce the Lorentz force in the gas.
The force exerts only on free electrons and ions leaving the neutral components
unaffected. This can result in creating a velocity difference between charged and
neutral components. The velocity difference can enhance the collision frequency in
the gas, resulting in a dissipation of magnetic energy into the gas— known as the
ambipolar diffusion of magnetic fields [302]. After the recombination (z ~ 1100),
the radiative viscosity of fluid dramatically decreases, and velocity perturbations
are no longer damped. Therefore, the tangled magnetic fields having length scale
smaller than the magnetic Jeans length can dissipate via another mode— tur-
bulent decay [251, , . Magnetic heating of the gas due to the turbulent
decay decreases with redshift but later when ionization fraction decreases, heat-
ing increases due to ambipolar diffusion [254, |. We further discuss about the
ambipolar and turbulent decay in section (4.5). Decaying PMFs can inject mag-
netic energy into the thermal energy of the IGM and heat the gas above 6.7 K at
z = 17, and even it can erase the EDGES absorption signal [50), , ]. Still,
the EDGES absorption signal can be explained by considering the possible early

excess of radio radiation [304].

4.4 Background excess radio radiation

The Absolute Radiometer for Cosmology, Astrophysics and Diffuse Emission (AR~
CADE 2) collaboration?, a double-nulled balloon-borne instrument with seven ra-

diometers, measured the absolute sky temperature in a frequency range of 3 —

dhttps://asd.gsfc.nasa.gov/archive/arcade/
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90 GHz. The observation reported excess radio radiation in a frequency range of

3—10 GHz [27],
T(w)=Ty+T, (v/n)® (4.1)

here, ARCADE 2 observation fitted the parameters as: Ty = 2.731 + 0.004 K,
g =-26,T, =21.1+3.0 K and 1y = 310 MHz. By combining ARCADE 2 with
the Low-frequency data [305-308] and Far Infrared Absolute Spectrophotometer
(FIRAS) data [309], the parameters can be fitted as: Ty = 2.725 £+ 0.001 K,
B = —2599 4+ 0.036, T, = 24.1 + 2.1 K and vy = 310 MHz in a frequency range
of 22 MHz—10 GHz [27]. This is measured at present-day (z = 0). The radiation
temperature maps with redshift as: o< (1 4 z), we can multiply 7'(v) with (1 + 2)
for past [304, 310-314],

1+Tr 78 ﬁx( v )zf
T, \ 310 78 MHz

This radiation is several times larger than the observed radio counts due to the

T(2) =Ty (1 + 2) (4.2)

known Galactic and extragalactic radio processes and sources, such as star-forming
galaxies, AGN-driven sources— quasars and radio galaxies, etc. [28, 29]. The
presence of early excess radiation can not be completely ruled out at the time
of cosmic dawn. For example, in the redshift range z ~ 30 to 16, accretion
onto the first intermediate-mass black holes can produce a radio radiation [315].
Accreting supermassive black holes [316] or supernovae [317] can also produce radio
background due to synchrotron emission at the time of cosmic down by accelerated
electrons in the presence of the magnetic field. The enhancement in the background
radiation is also supported by the first station of the Long Wavelength Array (LWA
1)¢ in frequency range 40 — 80 MHz. The excess observed by LWA 1 can also be
fitted by the same model given by equation (4.1). After the inclusion of LWA

¢https://leo.phys.unm.edu/ lwa/
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1 data with ARCADE 2 [27] and Low-frequency data [305-308], the parameters
change as: Ty = 2.722 £ 0.022 K, f = =258 £0.05 and T, = 304 + 2.6 K
at vy = 310 MHz [30, ]. For the observation of 21-cm signal, we can write:
v = 1420.4/(1 + z) MHz. In the equation (4.2), the factor of (/78 MHz)” can be
defined as a fraction of excess radio background, A,. Depending on the origin, A,
can have different values— we discuss about this more in next sections. Therefore,

in the final analysis, we vary the value of excess radiation fraction.

4.4.1 Excess radiation during the cosmic dawn

In this work, we use the EDGES signal in the presence of excess radio radiation to
constrain the strength of PMFs. Some of the processes which we have discussed
responsible for the excess radio background can occur at earlier redshift (z ~ 17)
[315-317]. Also, one of the interesting proposals in the Ref. [301] is to argue that
such a possibility can exist at the time of cosmic dawn, and it can help to explain
the EDGES signal. Here, authors show that the EDGES absorption signal can be
explained by having only 10 percent of the observed radio background by ARCADE
2. In Ref. [319, 320], the authors claim that thermal emission from the axion
quark nugget dark matter model can explain the EDGES signal, and it can also
contribute a fraction of the radiation excess observed by ARCADE 2. At present,
there exist several theoretical models to explain this excess at the time of cosmic
dawn. The stimulated emission from Bose stars can give a large contribution to
the radio background and explain the EDGES and ARCADE 2 observations [321].
The radio emission from accreting Pop III black holes can produce the EDGES like
signal by increasing background radiation temperature [322]. In other scenarios,

the EDGES anomaly can be explained by axion-photon conversion in the presence

of intergalactic magnetic fields [323] or by radiative decays of standard model
neutrino induced by magnetic fields [324]. Radio excess can also be explained by
the cusp region of superconducting cosmic strings [325]. In ref. [320], authors
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consider radiative decays of relic neutrino and show that it can potentially explain
the ARCADE 2 excess together with the EDGES signal. Depending on the origin,
the excess fraction of radio radiation can have a different value. We discuss the
constraints on excess radiation later. Considering the above possibilities of having
early excess radiation, we believe that it is important to analyze constraints on

the primordial magnetic field in the presence of such radiation.

4.4.2 Phenomenological model for excess radiation

As discussed in subsection (4.4.1), the possibility of an excess radio radiation back-
ground over the CMBR can not be denied. For the excess radio background, we
consider the phenomenological model following the Ref. [310-311]. Here, Authors
consider a uniform redshift-independent synchrotron-like radiation, motivated by
the ARCADE 2 and LWA 1 observations. This model can explain the EDGES
anomaly in addition to enhancement of cosmic down power spectrum. Accord-

ingly, from equation (4.2) and following the Refs. [310-311],

Vobs B

where, Ty = 2.725 K is the present day CMB temperature and § = —2.6 is the
spectral index. Here, A, is the amplitude defined relative to the CMB at reference
frequency of 78 MHz. For the 21 cm signal vgps is 1420.4/(1 + z) MHz. Authors of
the Ref. [310], put a limit on the excess radiation background to 1.9 < A, < 418
at reference frequency of 78 MHz by considering the effect of an uniform radiation
excess on the 21 cm signal from the cosmic dawn, dark ages and reionization.
Authors consider a synchrotron-like spectrum with spectral index —2.6. The case
with A, ~ 418 corresponds to the LWA 1 limit on A, at the reference frequency
of 78 MHz [30, 310]. The stringent constraint on excess radiation comes from the
Low-Frequency Array (LOFAR) to A, < 182 (95 percent CL) and A, < 259 (99
percent CL) for a spectral index of —2.6 [313].
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4.5 Impact on the thermal and ionization history

due to primordial magnetic fields

In the presence of decaying magnetic fields, the gas temperature can increase.
Tsas can even increase above the background radiation and can erase the 21 cm
absorption signal reported by EDGES [50), , , |. Therefore, present-day
PMF's strength can be constrained by the EDGES observation in the presence of
excess radiation reported by ARCADE 2 and LWA 1 [5, 27, 30, , , |. In
the presence of turbulent decay and ambipolar diffusion, the thermal evolution of

the gas with the redshift can be written as [254, , , , ],

dTgas Tas FC
Pl Tpos — T,
dz 1+z+(1+z)H(g omB)

2
C B3nge(1+2) H

(Fturb + 1—‘ambi) ) (44)

Here, fue = 0.079 and Teyp = To (1 + 2) is the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) temperature. At early times, T,¢ remains in equilibrium with CMB tem-
perature due to Compton scattering. However, the gas temperature will not be
strongly affected by the comparatively small amount of energy in the non-thermal
radio radiation. Therefore, Ty, and T;, can be assumed independent of the excess
radiation [304]. The change in the free electron fraction (z.) with redshift is given
by equation (2.9) with € = 0. Heating rate per unit volume due to the ambipolar
diffusion (I'ambi) and turbulence decay (I'yyp) is given by [254, ],

(1-=z) |(VxB)x B
v e (Mp Np)? 16 72 ’
1.5m [In(1+¢;/tqy)]"
In(1+¢;/ts) + 1.5In{(1 + ) /(1 + 2)}]""!

Lambi = (45)

Fewb = HFEgp, (4.6)

here, m = 2(ng + 3)/(np + 5), z; = 1088 is the redshift when heating starts due
the magnetic fields (recombination epoch), v = 1.9 x 10" (Tyas/K)%3Pcm? /g /s is
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the coupling coefficient, My is the mass of hydrogen atom and N, is the number
density of baryons. t; =1/ (k:d Val(kq, z)) is the decay time for the turbulence. For
matter dominated era, t; = 2/(3 H(z;)) and Va(kq, 2) = B(kg, 2)/ (47 py(2) )1/2 is
the Alfvén wave velocity. B(kq, z) is the magnetic field strength smoothed over the
scale of kg at redshift z. k; is constrained by the damping wavenumber of Alfvén
wave. PMFs with wavenumber (k) larger than k4, are strongly damped by the
radiative-viscosity [259, , 329-332]. Moreover, Eg = B?/(87) is the magnetic

field energy density,

dEp Ep 1

—4 Touct + Tomns ) - 47
dz 1+Z+H(1+z)(tb+ bi) (47)

Here, we assume that PMFs are isotropic and homogeneous Gaussian random

magnetic field, whose power spectrum is given by the following equation [0, ,

, 333]
(2m)°

B0 Bi() = Frab-a) (6, - M) Pat.

here, Pg(k) is the magnetic power spectrum, k = |k| is the comoving wave number
and dp is the Dirac delta function. Here, we consider a power-law spectrum of the

magnetic fields in the Fourier space for k < k4 [50],

2m)? k e

P = o B () 0 (45)
Here, np is the spectral index. In particular, ng = 2 for white noise [265], ng = 4
for the Batchelor spectrum [331] and np = —2.9 for nearly scale invariant spec-
trum [259]. As discussed above, magnetic fields are strongly damped by the large
radiative-viscosity for wavenumber larger than k,; before recombination. There-
fore, we consider a sharp cut-off for power spectrum of PMFs: Pg(k) = 0 for
k > kq [O0]. Following the Ref. [50], we take the time evolution of the Alfvén

wave damping scale: kq(z) = kq; f(2) and f(z;) = 1. Here, kq; is the damping
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wavenumber at recombination epoch,

__ 1

Bo\? /0.02\ [Quh2\"*| "B
kgi =27 Mpe ' |1.32 x 1073 [ =2 m . (410
et e () (22) ()]

Here, to smooth the magnetic field amplitude over the inverse length scale of kg ,

we choose the Gaussian window function in Fourier space (k) as [19, 50, 335],

© Pk () ka; nets
B2 = Fai/ Pp(k) = B} | ——=— . 4.11
Ka,i /0 (2m)3 ¢ (k) 0 |:27T Mpc—! ( )

The magnetic field strength smoothed over the scale of 1 Mpc,

B e = [ (dk/2m° expl(/Mpc™ ) Pa(k) = B

Lorentz force and the magnetic energy density can be calculated as [50],

(V x B) x B = /k ) k2 Py(ky) Pp(ks) f2278(2) (1+ 2)'°, (4.12)
here fk17k2[~ = [ [dPki/(27m)? x dPPko/(27)? [+ -], and
b = 8i7r /(glng);?’ Py(k) fro+3(z) (1+2)*. (4.13)

We can get the redshift evolution of the function f(z), by substituting equation
(4.13) in equation (4.7).

4.6 Impact on the thermal and ionization history

due to background radiation

Heating of IGM due to background radio radiation during cosmic dawn era has

been discussed in chapter (2). After inclusion of heating due to excess radio radi-

73 PMFs & Excess Radio Background Chapter 4



21 cm Line Astronomy and Constraining New Physics

ation and x-ray, the equation (4.4) will modify,

AT gas B dT s
dz  dz

AT gas
dz

I'r
A +2) (A fret o) (4.14)

leq.(4.4)] xX—ray

where, dTg,s/ dz|[eq.( stands for the gas temperature evolution represented in

4.4)]
equation (4.4). To include the x-ray heating of the gas, we consider the tanh
parameterization [51, 74, 75]. In the presence of x-ray radiation, the ionization
fraction evolution will also change. For the present case, we consider the fiducial
model, for x-ray heating and ionization fraction evolution, motivated by Ref. [71].

The heating effects of both the VDKZ18 (the last term in equation 4.14— discussed
in chapter 2) and x-ray are shown in plots (4.1, 4.2, 4.4, 4.7 & 4.9).

4.7 Result and discussion

We consider the following values for the cosmological parameters: 2, = 0.31,
Q, = 0.048, h = 0.68, 03 = 0.82 and ngs = 0.97 [13]. To study the gas temperature
evolution with redshift in the presence of primordial magnetic field dissipation,
we solve the coupled equations (2.9 with €& = 0), (4.4) and (4.7). To get the
Lorentz force term in equation (4.5), we solve the equation (4.12). Similarly, to
get the magnetic field energy density in equation (4.6), we solve the equation
(4.13). To get the evolution of the f(z) with redshift, df(z)/dz, we substitute
equation (4.13) in equation (4.7) with initial condition f(z;) = 1. To obtain upper
constraint on PMFs strength, we solve the equation (1.19) with equations (4.4),
(2.9 with £ = 0) and (4.7) for Ty ~ —300 mK or —500 mK by varying By, ng
and A,. For infinite Ly coupling Ts o~ T,g, therefore, Ts solely depends on the
gas temperature. While, for finite Lya coupling, T's depends on both the gas and
background radiation temperature.

In figures (4.1), (4.2) & (4.3), we plot the gas temperature vs. redshift for

different values of present-day strengths of PMFs (By) and excess radio background
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Figure 4.1: The gas temperature evolution with redshift. The solid blue lines
represent the case when there is no x-ray, VDKZ18 or magnetic heating. VDKZ18
corresponds to the heat transfer from the background radiation to gas mediated
by Lya. The shaded region represents the EDGES observation redshift range,
15 < 2 <20 . In this figure, we consider only VDKZ18 and x-ray heating with

excess radiation (A,).
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Figure 4.2: The caption is same as in figure (4.1), except here, we include different
combination of VDKZ18, x-ray and magnetic heating, and spectral index is fixed

to —2.99.
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Figure 4.3: The caption is same as in figure (4.1), except here, we vary the spectral

index and plot magnetic heating of the gas.
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fraction (A,). The solid blue lines represent the case when there is no heating of
the IGM gas, i.e. no x-ray, VDKZ18 or magnetic heating. The pink shaded
band in the figure shows the EDGES redshift range, 15 < z < 20, for the 21 cm
absorption signal. In plot (4.1), we consider only VDKZ18 and x-ray heating.
The orange dashed line describes the heating due to VDKZ18 only while keeping
A, = 0. Next, we increase the value of A, from 0 to 100. This case is described
by the dashed-green line in plot (4.1), which shows a significant rise in the gas
temperature due to the excess radiation fraction. Further, if one increases the A,
to its LWA 1 limit, i.e. A, = 418, the gas temperature does not change significantly
from A, = 100 case, as shown by the solid magenta curve. It happens because
Ir ox (Tg/Ts — 1) ~ Tg/Ts, equation (2.15). As we increase A,, Tg/Ts increases
slowly. For example, at z = 17, Tg/Ts is 6.5 for A, = 0, 51.4 for A, = 100 and
54.9 for A, = 418. Here, we can see that, even increasing A, to ~ 4 times (100 to
418), Tr/Ts increases by only 6.8 percent. Therefore, increasing further A, will
not affect gas temperature significantly. To analyse the role of x-ray heating, we
have first considered the heating due to x-ray only, depicted by the red dashed
line. The inclusion of VDKZ18 for A, = 0 further increases the gas temperature
slightly, as shown by the black dashed line. In this case of inclusion of x-ray
heating, if we increase the value of A, to 100, there is a significant increase in the
gas temperature as shown by the solid green line. We find the contribution due to

x-ray heating dominates for redshift values z < 15.

In plot (4.1), we compare the contribution of VDKZ18 and x-ray heating. In
plot (4.2), we compare the contributions of VDKZ18, x-ray and magnetic heating
while keeping the spectral-index, ng = —2.99 for a nearly scale-invariant magnetic
field spectrum. While in figure (4.3), we vary the magnetic spectral index (np)
and plot the magnetic heating of the gas.

In plot (4.2), we have included the effect of primordial magnetic fields on the

IGM gas evolution. The solid blue line represents the case when there is no heating,

and the dashed-black curve shows the case of VDKZ18 with no magnetic fields
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and x-ray for A, = 0. The double dot-dashed green curve represents the case
when there is only the magnetic heating with a magnetic field strength of By =
1 x 107'nG. Next, we include the case of VDKZ18 for A, = 0 in the pure magnetic
heating scenario, as shown by the red dashed curve. Now, if we increase A, from 0
to 100, the gas temperature rises significantly in the shaded region as shown by the
dash-dotted red curve in figure (4.2). Now the further addition of x-ray heating is
shown by the cyan plot, which shows significant heating in the shaded region. Next,
for more analysis, we increase the magnetic field strength from By = 1 x107! nG to
By = 3x107! nG and study cases with VDKZ18 and x-ray as before. The magenta
dashed line depicts the case with only magnetic heating. The green dashed line
shows the case of VDKZ18 with A, = 100. The orange curve shows the case with
magnetic and x-ray heating only. Here, as expected, the gas temperature decreases
after the inclusion of the x-ray effect with the magnetic fields. It happens because
the ionization fraction increases by x-ray radiation. Ambipolar diffusion evolves as
Campi o (1 —x.)/z.; therefore, as ionization fraction increases, ambipolar diffusion
of the magnetic field decreases. Thus, the heating due to magnetic fields also
decreases. Therefore, including the x-ray contribution with the magnetic field
decreases the magnetic field diffusion. Hence, the gas temperature decreases (this
effect also occurs for By = 1 x 107! nG, but it is not visible in the plot). The
black dot-dashed line includes all the three effects: magnetic and x-ray heating
together with VDKZ18 for A, = 100 and By = 3 x 107! nG. Here, the addition of
the VDKZ18 heating for A, = 100 increases the gas temperature above the solid
orange line. It is also lower than the magenta dashed line because of the inclusion
of the x-ray contribution. At the smaller redshift, x-ray heating dominates over

all other heating mechanisms, and all lines merge.

In figure (4.3), we plot the magnetic heating of the gas for the different spectral
index (np) and By. The solid lines, except the blue one, represent the magnetic
heating for By = 3 x 107! nG, while double dot-dashed lines are for By = 1 x

107! nG. Increasing the spectral index, the magnetic heating due to ambipolar
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diffusion and turbulent decay increases as Ipmpi o (1/T'[(ng +3)/ 2])2 and Ty o<
1/T[(ng + 3)/2] (by ignoring the logarithmic and integral dependencies). For
example, if one changes np from its value —2.99 to —1 then 1/T'[(np+3)/2] changes
from 5 x 1073 to 1. Therefore, by increasing np from —2.99 to —1, magnetic
heating enhances significantly. To get Ty (equation 1.19) around —500 mK or
—300 mK at z = 17.2, one needs to ensure that even by increasing ng, that
the factor xyy (1 — Tg/Ts) remains same. Thus from equations (4.5), (4.6) and
(4.9) when we increase ng, we have to decrease By so that the magnetic heating
contribution to the gas remains the same. Therefore, by increasing ng, the upper
bound on By will become more stringent. Here, we also include the collisional
ionization of the gas in equation (2.9), as this term is important only when gas
temperature is > 1.58 x 10° K. Otherwise this term is exponentially suppressed
as o exp[—(13.6 eV)/Tyas] [259, 336, 337]. In plot (4.3), the gas temperature rises
by increasing By, as more magnetic energy is getting injected into thermal energy
of the gas via Typ; o< E% and Ty, o< Ep. However, for redshift 2z < 100, the gas
temperature starts decreasing as the cooling effect due to expansion of the Universe
become dominant, as can be seen in equations (4.4) & (4.7) (it also depends on
the strength and spectral index of the magnetic field). Since, with the expansion
of the Universe, magnetic energy density (Ep) also dilutes, the contributions from

Campi and Ty, decreases as can be seen from equations (4.5), (4.6) and (4.7).

In figure (4.4), we plot the spin (dashed lines) and gas (solid lines) tempera-
ture. For A, =0, i.e. T = Tcomp, we get Tyas >~ T as seen by the overlapping
dashed and solid blue lines in the shaded region. z, and z. are  1/Tg as can be
seen from equations (1.8) and (1.9). Therefore, the coupling between the gas and
spin temperature decreases by increasing A,. As discussed before, increasing the
value of A, above ~ 100, the spin temperature increases, but the increment in gas
temperature becomes insignificant, and the Txr/Tg ratio increases slowly. There-
fore, as x, and x. decreases, the difference between the gas and spin temperature

increases, as shown in the plot (4.4). Increasing the values of A, from 100 (green
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Figure 4.4: This figure shows the gas (solid lines) and spin (dashed lines) temper-
ature evolution, The shaded region corresponds to the redshift 15 < z < 20— the

redshift range for EDGES reported signal.
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Figure 4.5: This figure shows the 21 c¢m differential brightness temperature with

redshift for same cases in plot (4.4).
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Figure 4.6: In this figure, we study upper bounds on present-day magnetic field
strength (By) with excess radiation fraction (A, ) for different values of the spectral
index, ng. The green-yellow and red-grey colour schemes represent the cases when
T51|,=17.2 ~ —500 mK and —300 mK, respectively. For Ty;|,—170 >~ —300 mK case
the value of np written with blue coloured text , while for —500 mK case it is
written with black coloured text. Here, we consider Ty ~ T, and do not take into

account the x-ray and VDKZ18 effects.

lines) to 418 (black lines), the difference between gas and spin temperatures in-
creases. Figure (4.5), shows the plots for 21 c¢m differential brightness temperature
vs. redshift, for all the cases discussed in plot (4.4). As we increase the A, from 0
to 100 the |75 | increases. By increasing A, from 100 to 418, values of T5; does not
change significantly. Further, including x-ray heating and magnetic heating (for

By =3x 107! nG and np = —2.99) the gas temperature rises and |Ty;| decreases.

In figures (4.6) and (4.7), we plot the maximally allowed values of By versus

radiation excess (A,) for different spectral indexes. The colour-bars represent the
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Figure 4.7: The caption is same as in figure (4.6), except here, we consider the

effects of VDKZ18 and x-ray heating on the gas due to first stars after z < 35 and

consider finite Lya coupling.
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variation of the magnetic field spectral index. In the plots, the spectral index
varies from its nearly scale-invariant value (-2.99) to -1. Here, we consider both
the EDGES best fit and upper constraint on the 21 cm absorption signal for
constraining By. The green-yellow colour scheme represents the case with 75 |.—172
~ —500 mK, while the red-grey colour scheme represents the case with Th|,—17.2 =~
—300 mK. Numerical values of ng for the different colour bands are written with
different colour. For Ty|,—172 ~ —300 mK case the value of ng written with
blue coloured text , while for Ts;|,—17.0 ~ —500 mK case it is written with black

coloured text. The colour-bars are common for both the plots.

In figure (4.6), we consider infinite Lya coupling (z, > ., 1), i.e. Tg o Tyas.
Here, we do not consider the x-ray and VDKZ18 effects on the gas and thus the
21 cm signal Ty o (1 — Tr/Tyas). As we increase A,, the amplitude of |T%]
increases, and we get more window to increase the gas temperature. In this plot,
we consider heating only due to the decaying magnetohydrodynamics. Therefore,
we can increase By as we increase A,. As discussed earlier, by decreasing ng, the
amplitude of the magnetic field power spectrum also decreases, resulting in less
magnetic energy dissipation into the gas kinetic energy. Thus by reducing values of
npg from -1 to -2.99, we get more window to increase By. Next, when one increases
T5; from -500 mK to -300 mK, the allowed value of By also increases. This is shown
by the red-grey colour scheme in figures (4.6) and (4.7). In figure (4.7), we consider
the effects of VDKZ18 and x-ray on IGM gas evolution due to first stars after z <
35 and consider finite Lyo coupling. As discussed earlier, Ty,s # T's for A, > 0 and
the difference between gas and spin temperature increases as A, increases. Thus,
in the presence of first star’s effects, the upper bound on the present-day strength
of PMFs modifies. Following the Refs. [51, 74, 75], we consider WF coupling
coefficient, x, = 2A,(2) x (Ty/Tr). Here, Ay(z) = As(1 + tanh[(z40 — 2)/Az4]),
the step height A, = 100, pivot redshift z,o = 17 and duration Az, = 2. The
collisional coupling coefficient, z. = Tyo/Tr X (Ny ki) /A1g. After the inclusion of

x-ray and VDKZ18 heating effects, the gas temperature remains > 10 K. Therefore,
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we can take kT & 3.1 X107 (Tips /K)*357 exp(—32 K/ Tiyas) cm?/sec for 10 K <
Tyas < 10° K. As illustrated in plot (4.1), (4.2), (4.4) & (4.5), increasing excess
radiation fraction A, above ~ 100, the Tx/Ts remains nearly constant and this
also mean that Ty; remain unchanged. Consequently one can not increase the

value of By and one gets nearly flat profile for By for A, 2 100 in figure (4.7).

In figures (4.8) & (4.9), we plot the maximally allowed values of By vs np
for various values of A,. The colour-bars represent the variation in A,. In the
plots, A, varies from 5 to LWA 1 limit ~ 418. We consider both the EDGES
best fit and upper constraint on 21 c¢cm absorption signal for constraining B.
The green-yellow scheme represent the case with T;|,—17.0 ~ —500 mK, while
the red-grey colour scheme represent the case To1|,—172 ~ —300 mK. Numerical
values of A, for the different colour bands are written in different colours. For
To1],=17.2 ~ —300 mK case the value of A, written with blue coloured text , while
for To1],=17.20 ~ —500 mK case it is written with black coloured text. The spectral
index ranges from -2.99 to -1. The red dashed line represents the Planck 2015
upper constraint on the present-day magnetic field strength with spectral index in

both plots. This constraint has been taken from Refs. [19, 50].

In plot (4.8), we consider Ty ~ T,,s and we do not take into account the x-
ray and VDKZ18 effects on IGM gas evolution. The zoomed inset in the figure
shows the contour plot when 75 |,—172 ~ —300 mK. Here, considering T51|,—17.2 ~
—300 mK, for ng < —2.98 the A, = 200 is excluded similarly for np < —2.96
the A, 2 280 is excluded by Planck 2015 upper constraint on By. Likewise, for
To1].=172 ~ —500 mK, for ng < —2.97 the A, 2 280 is excluded. For spectral index
-2.9 and excess radiation fraction 418, we get the upper constraint on By to be
~ 1 nG and 1.3 nG by requiring Ty; |,—17.0 =~ —500 mK (EDGES best fit constraint)
and —300 mK (EDGES upper constraint), respectively. While for ng = —1, these
bound change to 1.1 x 1073 nG and 1.6 x 107 nG for Ty|.—172 ~ —500 mK
and —300 mK, respectively. In plot (4.9), we include both the VDKZ18 and x-

ray effect and consider finite Lya coupling. As discusses earlier, for A, 2 100,
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Figure 4.8: In this figure, we study upper bounds on the present-day magnetic
field strength (By) with spectral index (np) for different values of excess radiation
fraction (A,). The green-yellow and red-grey colour schemes represent the cases
when Ty |,=17.2 ~ —500 mK and —300 mK, respectively. For Ty;|,—17.0 ~ —300 mK
case the value of ng written with blue coloured text , while for —500 mK case it
is written with black coloured text. The red dashed line depicts the Planck 2015
upper constraint on the present-day magnetic field strength [19, 50]. Here, we

consider Tg ~ Ti,s and do not take into account the x-ray and VDKZ18 effects.
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Figure 4.9: The caption is same as in figure (4.8), except here, we consider the
heating effects of VDKZ18 and x-ray on IGM gas due to first stars after z < 35

and consider finite Lya coupling. The colour-bars are common for both plots.
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Tr/Ts ratio remain nearly constant. Thus, in the plot (4.9), we can see that for
A, 2 100, the upper bound on By is not changing significantly— the plots are
merged for A, 2 100. These plots have been shown by the zoomed inset. The
right upper zoomed inset is shown for 75, ~ —300 mK, while left lower zoomed
inset is shown for green-yellow contour plots when 75, ~ —500 mK. Hence, further
increasing A, > 100 will not change significantly the upper bound on By. As
illustrated in figure (4.4), Ts > Tyas for A, > 0, and Ty < (1 —T/Ts). Therefore,
to get Th, ~ —300 mK or —500 mK, we need to lower By compared to previous
scenario— figure (4.8). Hence, we get the more stringent upper bound on present-
day magnetic field strength in figure (4.9). For spectral index -2.9 and excess
radiation fraction 418, we get the upper constraint on By to be < 1.7x 107! nG and
1.2 x 107! nG by requiring To1],=172 ~ —300 mK and —500 mK, respectively. For
ng = —1, we get By < 6.9x107° nG and 3.7 x 107° nG by requiring EDGES upper
and best fit constraint on 21 cm differential brightness temperature. Decreasing
the values of A,, the upper constraint on By becomes more stringent. For example,
when A, = 5, we get upper bound on present day magnetic field strength to be
< 1.4 x 107! nG for spectral index -2.99, and for spectral index ng = —1 we get
By < 3.8 x 107% nG by requiring EDGES best fit constraint on T5;. The upper

bounds are also well below the Planck 2015 constraint [19].

4.8 Conclusions

In the present work, we study the upper constraint on the strength of the pri-
mordial magnetic fields for different spectral index using the bound of EDGES
observation on 751, in the presence of uniform redshift-independent synchrotron
like radiation reported by ARCADE 2 and LWA 1 [27, 30, , |. We have
considered excess radiation fraction up to the LWA 1 limit (i.e. A, ~ 418) at
the reference frequency of 78 MHz [30), |. To get the upper constraint on By,
we have used both the EDGES upper and best-fit constraints on T5;. We have
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considered two scenarios: First, infinite Lya coupling (i.e. z, > ., 1) without
the effects of x-ray and VDKZ18 on IGM gas evolution. In another scenario, we
consider the finite Lya coupling with x-ray and VDKZ18 effects. The following
summarises our results for T5; = —500 mK:

In the first scenario, for A, = 418, we get By < 3.7 nG for spectral index -2.99,
while for np = —1 we get By < 1.1 x 1072 nG. When A, = 5, upper constraint on
present-day magnetic field strength varies from By < 2.9x107! nG to 1.8 x107° nG
by varying ng from -2.99 to -1, respectively.

In the second scenario, the upper bounds on By will modify [341, 51]. For
A, = 418, we get the upper constraint on magnetic field to be By(ng = —2.99) <
4.9 x 107! nG and By(np = —1) < 3.7 x 107° nG. While for A, = 5, we get upper
bound on present day magnetic field strength to be < 1.4 x 107! nG for spectral
index -2.99, and for spectral index -1 we get By < 3.8 x 1076 nG.

We would like to note that these upper bounds on B, that we have reported

here are also consistent with the Planck observations [19, 338].
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“Who sees the future? Let us have free scope for

all directions of research”

Ludwig Eduard Boltzmann, “Lectures on Gas

Theory” translated by Stephen G. Brush

Primordial Magnetic Fields and

Baryon-Dark matter Interaction

In the previous chapter (4), we have analysed the upper bound on present-day
strength of PMFs in the light of EDGES observation and excess radio background
reported by ARCADE 2 and LWA 1 observations [25]. As discussed earlier in
chapter (1), to explain EDGES observation one requires that either the background
radio radiation should be grater than ~104 K in the absence of any non-standard
mechanism for the evolution of the gas temperature or the gas temperature should
be less than 3.2 K for the standard evolution of CMB temperature at the centre
of the “U” profile for the best fitting amplitude [5]. The first possibility has been
investigated by authors of the Ref. [339-312]. In the second scenario, IGM gas
can be cooled by emitting the photons between the Ly-limit to Ly-y wavelengths

[343, 344]. There are very few mechanisms to cool the gas. Since the dark matter
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is colder than the gas, effective cooling of the gas can be obtained by elastic
scattering between the dark matter and baryon particles [73, , |. A new
kind of interaction between dark matter and baryons was proposed by the authors
of reference [315, | to explain the EDGES absorptional signal. The authors

4. v is the relative

consider a non-standard “Coulomb-like” interaction: ¢ = ¢ v~
velocity between the dark matter and baryons and & is the strength of baryon-dark
matter interaction cross-section [73, 345-348]. Here, the interaction between dark
matter and baryons does not depend on whether the baryons are free or bound
within atoms [315]. The cooling of the gas, by transferring energy to the dark
matter, is tightly constrained because of constraints on the dark matter mass and
cross-section by cosmological and astrophysical observations [73, , , ).
In the present chapter, we reanalyse the constraints on PMFs in the presence of
baryon-dark matter interaction proposed by the authors of reference [345]. In the
presence of baryon-dark matter interaction the bounds on magnetic field, baryon
dark matter cross-section strength (¢) and dark matter mass (Mpy) can strongly
influence each other. This requires to rework the bounds on ¢, Mpy and By
which can explain the observed absorption signal by EDGES collaboration. The
upper limit on the magnetic field strength can modify in presence of baryon-dark
matter interaction cross-section. In the presence of a strong magnetic field, a
large baryon-dark matter interaction cross-section is required to balance magnetic
heating of gas to explain the EDGES signal as compared to a weak magnetic field.
Subsequently, the strong magnetic-fields can even erase the 21 cm signal— this
gives an upper bound on the strength of magnetic-fields, dark matter mass and

baryon-dark matter cross-section.

In order to explain the EDGES absorption signal, the gas temperature needs to
be cooler than the ACDM prediction. During the Cosmic dawn era, the Universe
was at its coldest phase, and the relative velocity between the dark matter and
baryon was very small, O(107%). Also, the temperature of the dark matter was

colder than the baryon temperature during this period, so an interaction of the
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baryon with dark matter can cool the gas temperature. Since the relative velocity

is small, scattering cross section of the type o = & v~ can enhance the interaction

, 348].

In this chapter, we consider magnetic heating of the gas and dark matter via

rate and cool the gas sufficiently to explain EDGES absorption dip [345,

ambipolar and turbulent decay. Here, we take cosmological parameters €2, €2,,,

and h as €, = 0.04859, 2, = 0.315 and h = 0.68 [18].

5.1 Baryon-dark matter interaction in presence

of magnetic fields

In this section, we discuss the effects of magnetic fields on the gas temperature in
the presence of baryon-dark matter interaction. The gas temperature evolves as
discussed in the chapter (4), except here, the cooling rate (dQgs/dt) will add due
to the energy transfer from gas to dark matter [254, 347],

dTgas Tas FC
—2 & Tas — T,
dz 1—i—z—i_(l+z)H(g o)
2 2 ngas

- 1—‘ur Fami
T+ ) g Lo Tamni) + 53— =,

(5.1)

The cooling rate (dQgas/dt) depends on the temperature difference and relative

velocity between dark matter and baryons,

dQ yas 2 M, 5 e/
W Vv o (Tgas - TDM) — P20 D(v) | (5:2)
dt 27 (Mb + MDM)2 ufh PM

here, M, ~ My is the baryon mass and can be taken as mass of hydrogen atom.
ppm and py are the dark matter and total matter energy density, respectively.
Moreover, r = v/ug,, v is the relative motion between baryons and dark matter
while u2, = Tyas/My, + Ton/Mpy - Here, Tpy is the dark matter temperature
and u = My Mpy/ (M, + Mpy) is the reduced mass. The first term in equation

(5.2), arises due to the temperature difference between dark matter and gas. As
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Tom < Tgas, the first term is positive. It implies that the energy of gas is being
transferred to dark matter with time. The second term in equation (5.2), comes

due to the friction between two fluids caused by velocity difference— drag term,

and it is given by u (ppm/pam) v D(v),

pM O 1
r),

Dv)= 1" —
(U) Mb+MDM U2

(5.3)

here, r = v/uy, and the function F'(r) is defined as,

F(r) = erf (%) - \/g re 2, (5.4)

here, erf() is the Gauss error function. When the relative velocity between dark
matter and baryons is zero, i.e. 7 = 0, one gets F'(0) = 0. In this case there will
not be any drag heating of gas and dark matter. As r — oo, F/(r) — 1. For any
value of r > 0, one finds that F'(r) > 0. Therefore, the last term in equation (5.2)
always remains negative. It implies that the energy of gas always increases due to
the drag. In equation (5.2), one can check that the heating gets maximize due to

drag as Mpy — M,. The dark matter temperature evolution can be written as,

dIpn 5 Tom 2 dQpwm
= —+ ,
dz (14+2) 3(1+2)H dt

(5.5)

here, first term represents the cooling of the dark matter due to expansion of
the Universe. Heat transfer rate for dark matter (d@Qpu/dt) can be obtained by
interchanging b <+ DM and T, ¢+ Tpm in equation (5.2). As drag term (5.3)
remains symmetric under the transformation b <+ DM, it heats the dark matter

also. We can also check that total energy density of the system is conserved [317],

d dQgas
QDM+Nb Qg __ PDM P v

N
PM g dt Py

D(v) =0, (5.6)

here, Npy and N, are number density of dark matter and baryons. As the relative

motion between dark matter and baryons is damped due to friction between both
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fluids and expansion of the Universe, one can write the evolution of relative motion

as,

dv v D(v)
- 11z U+9H (5:7)

Temperature evolutions of the gas and dark matter require free electron fraction.
It is given by equation (2.9) with € = 0. As it has been confirmed in Ref. [50], that
cooling due to effects like Lya emission, Bremsstrahlung and recombination does
not have that much effects on the dynamics of the gas and dark matter, therefore,

we have not considered these effects in the present work.

5.2 Results and Discussion

Solving coupled equations (2.9 with £ = 0, 4.7, 5.1, 5.5 and 5.7) with initial
conditions Ty,s(1010) ~ Temp(1010), THMm(1010) ~ 0 K, 2.(1010) = 0.057 and
B(z) = By (1+2)?|.=1010 is the initial magnetic field strength, we get the tempera-
ture evolution of the dark matter and gas for different dark matter masses, strength
of baryon-dark matter interaction cross-sections and magnetic field’s strengths.
Figures (5.1), (5.2) and (5.3) show the evolution of the gas and dark matter tem-
perature with redshift (z). The solid blue line in all these figures correspond to
gas temperature when both the magnetic field and baryon-dark matter interaction
are zero. In this case, gas temperature falls as Tys o (1 4 2)? after z ~ 200 and
reaches 6.8 K at z = 17.

In figure (5.1), temperature evolution of the gas and dark matter is given for
different strength of PMFs at constant 6 = 107*! cm? and Mpy = 107! GeV. For
both the cases By = 107° G and 107¢ G, gas temperature falls down due to Hubble
expansion and baryon-dark matter interaction till z ~ 30 and ~ 20, respectively,
then temperature rises due to magnetic heating. We note that, Tpy also increases

due to the energy transfer from gas to dark matter depending on ¢ and Mpy;.
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Figure 5.1: This figure shows the temperature evolutions of baryon and dark
matter in the presence of PMFs and baryon-dark matter interaction. Blue line
corresponds to temperature evolution of gas in the absence of both magnetic heat-
ing and baryon-dark matter interaction. The red (green) solid lines represents the
variation of the gas temperature and the dotted red (green) line shows the vari-
ation of the dark matter temperature in presence of PMFs and the baryon-dark
matter interaction. In this plot we vary the strength of PMFs, and keep ¢ &
dark matter mass constant to 1074 cm? & 10~! GeV, respectively. In all figures,
notation for the mass of dark matter is written with my4. While in the text, it is

written as Mpy.
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Figure 5.2: The caption is same as in figure (5.1), except here, we only vary the
strength of baryon-dark matter cross-section, and keep By & dark matter mass

constant to 107% G & 107! GeV, respectively.
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Figure 5.3: The caption is same as in figure (5.1), except here, we only vary the

dark matter mass, and keep By & & constant to 107% G & 107! cm?, respectively.

95 PMFs & Baryon-Dark matter Interaction Chapter 5



21 cm Line Astronomy and Constraining New Physics

Larger the strength of magnetic fields, earlier the heating begins. For example,
heating for the case with By = 1075 G starts earlier compared to the case with
By = 107% G in figure (5.1). Although Tpy at z ~ 1010 is taken to be zero, it
increases due to the energy transfer from baryons to dark matter. By increasing
By, magnetic-heating of the gas rises, subsequently, the value of Tpy; also rises. It
can be seen in figure (5.1), temperature of dark matter for By = 107° G is larger
compared to By = 107¢ G.

Figure (5.2) shows the temperature evolution of gas and dark matter for dif-
ferent strength of baryon-dark matter interaction cross-section when By = 107 G
and Mpy = 107! GeV are fixed. Larger the &, more heat transfers from gas to
dark matter and cools the gas efficiently. For the green lines 6 = 107*? cm?. As we
increase 6 to 107*! cm?, the gas temperature decreases— shown by red solid line.
It decreases because the energy transfer from gas to dark matter becomes more
efficient by increasing interaction between dark matter and baryons. It results in
more heating of dark matter— shown by red dashed line.

For By = 107% G and 6 = 10~*! ¢m?, temperature evolution for different dark
matter mass is shown in Figure (5.3). As we increase the dark matter mass from
107! GeV to 1 GeV, temperature of both the dark matter and gas increases, and
it becomes more efficient for large dark matter mass [317]. This drag heating
is important when mass of dark matter is around ~ 1 GeV [317]. When Mpy
approaches to 1 GeV, in addition to magnetic heating of the gas, the heating
due to drag term also becomes effective . Therefore, the gas temperature for

Mpy = 1 GeV is higher than Mpy = 107! GeV.

5.2.1 Correlation between dark matter mass and baryon-

dark matter cross section

In this subsection, we analyse the effect of By, Mpy and ¢ on gas and dark matter

temperature. In Fig. (5.4), we study constraints on Mpy and & for T, ~ —500 mK
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Figure 5.4: The figure shows the minimal cross-section required to get Ty, ~
—500 mK (solid lines) and Ty ~ —300 mK (dashed line) at z = 17 as a function of
mass for different strengths of PMFs. Here, we assume no x-ray heating of gas, and
spin temperature is completely coupled to gas temperature, i.e. Tgs ~ Ts. The
solid (dashed) magenta, black, blue and red line correspond to By = 3.48 x 107¢ G,
2.67x107% G, 107% G and 1072 G respectively. The CMB-54 (forecast) and Planck
2015 constraints on ¢ and Mpy with 95% C.L. have been taken from the Refs.
[51, 52]. The green and gold regions are excluded by Planck 2015 and CMB-54
forecast respectively. (1 GeV~2 = 3.89 x 1072% cm?)
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(Tgas ~ 3.26 K) and —300 mK (Tgs ~ 5.2 K). Here, we have taken z, > 1
to plot 75y profiles. Thus, from equation (1.7) one can get Ts &~ Tyas as x. is
already < 1 at required redshift due to the small number density of hydrogen,
free electrons and protons. Subsequently, one can calculate T, from equation
(1.19). In Fig. (5.4), we consider cases By = 3.48 x 107¢ G, 2.67x 107° G, 107° G
and 107 G and solve equations (2.9 with & = 0) and (4.7, 5.1, 5.5 & 5.7) for
Taas >~ 3.26 and 5.2 K at z = 17 to get ¢ vs Mpy plots. The solid and dashed
lines represent the cases when 75, ~ —500 mK and —300 mK, respectively. The
gold and green regions respectively show the CMB-S4 (forecast) and Planck 2015
upper constraint on 6 — Mpy with 95% C.L. [51, 52]. The magenta, black, blue
and red lines corresponds to By = 3.48 x 107¢ G, 2.67 x 107% G, 107% G and
1072 G. As we increase the magnetic field strength from 107 G to ~ 107% G,
larger value of & is required for Mpy € {107%, 1} GeV to maintain Ty, ~ —500 or
—300 mK at z=17. To get EDGES upper limit on T3; (i.e. —300 mK), required
0 is smaller compared to the case when T5; = —500 mK. This is because we need
to transfer less energy from gas to the dark matter to obtain EDGES upper limit
on Ty. We get the upper limit on PMFs strength to 2.67 x 107% G by CMB-
S4 (forecast) constraint on ¢ — Mpy and maintaining 75, ~ —300 mK at z=17.
For By = 2.67 x 1075 G, Mpy 2 1072 GeV is excluded by CMB-S4 forecast for
Ty, ~ —300 mK. By Planck 2015 constraint on ¢ — Mpy, the allowed maximum
strength of PMFs is 3.48 x 107 G by requiring EDGES upper constraint on T5; at
z=17. For By = 3.48 x 107% G, mass of dark matter > 1 x 1072 GeV is excluded.
Similarly, for the By = 107% G, Mpy = 8 x 107! GeV is excluded by CMB-S4
forecast. When the dark matter mass approaches mass of hydrogen, the drag
term in equation (5.3) also starts to contribute significantly in heating of the gas
in addition to the magnetic heating. Therefore, higher mass of dark matter is
excluded for higher magnetic field as shown by figure (5.4). As discussed in [317],
when Mpy ~ 1 GeV, the drag term heat up both the gas and dark matter in such
a way that we can not obtain T, = 3.26 K at z = 17 as required for the EDGES

Chapter 5 PMFs & Baryon-Dark matter Interaction 98



21 cm Line Astronomy and Constraining New Physics

my=0.1 GeV, =6.22x10"" GeV~*

-02r

|
|

c

§
Q

* —By=10"%G

= —By=135x10"°% G
N -6
< -04 Bo=165x10"° G

EDGES
== Standard

-05¢

15 16 17 18 19 20
Redshift (z)

Figure 5.5: 21 cm differential brightness temperature (assuming infinite Ly« cou-
pling) vs redshift when their is no x-ray heating. The dotted black (orange) colour
represents standard ACDM (EDGES) predictions for the global Ty, signal. Green,
red and blue solid curves correspond to By = 1x107%, 1.35x107% and 1.65x107¢ G
respectively. Here, Mpy = 107 GeV and 6 = 6.22 x 10715 GeV 2.

signal. There is a independent bound on the primordial magnetic field from CMB
of the order of < nG [287, 288]. This constraint, in our analysis, restricts value of
6 . Here, we note that in our analysis further decreasing value of By below 1072 G,

does not change our result in significant way.

5.2.2 Effect of primordial magnetic fields on the global 21

cm signal

We have discussed above that, with increase in the strength of the magnetic field
the temperature of the gas increases for a fix Mpy and 6. In figures (5.5) &
(5.6), we plot 21 cm differential brightness temperature with redshift for different
magnetic field strengths. These figures are obtained by keeping Mpy = 107! GeV
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Figure 5.6: T5 plot with redshift when x-ray heating and finite Lya coupling
are considered [51]. Black, blue, green and red solid curves correspond to By =
2x 1075 1x107°% 8 x 1077 and 6 x 10~7 G respectively. The magenta dashed
line is corresponds to the EDGES upper bound on 75, : —300 mK. The values of

Mpy and ¢ are same as considered in figure (5.5).
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and 6 = 6.22x 107! GeV~2 constant. In figure (5.5), to plot T5; we assume infinite
Lya coupling (z, — 00 = T =~ T,,s) and do not include the x-ray heating. For
By = 1 x 107% G, the 21 cm line absorption signal reported by EDGES (i.e.
—500 mK) can be explained. In figure (5.6), we include the x-ray heating and
consider finite Lya coupling (x,) [51, 74-76]. As we decrease By from 2 x 1075 G,
the minimum value of Ty, profile decreases. For the case when By =1 x 107¢ G
(blue solid line), minimum of T%; profile is well below the EDGES upper limit on
Ty (i.e. —300 mK— magenta dashed line). In figure (5.5), when there is infinite
Ly coupling, Ty, = —300 mK corresponds to By = 1.35 x 1075 G. Thus, we need
to lower By values when the finite Lya coupling is considered to get desired value
of Ty;. As shown in figures (5.5) and (5.6), brightness temperature is suppressed by
the increase of the strength of the magnetic field and it can even erase the standard
21 cm signal when the magnetic field strength increases above ~ 1 x 107% G. This
sets the upper limit on the strength of the magnetic field for Mpy = 107! GeV
and 6 = 6.22 x 10715 GeV 2.

5.3 Conclusions

Magnetic fields in [50, | have shown to heat the gas during the cosmic dawn
era by the ambipolar diffusion and the turbulence decay. Since, it could erase
the observed 21 cm absorption signal, one can calculate the upper bound on the
magnetic field. One of the promising mechanisms to explain the absorption signal
of the 21 cm line is to have interaction between the dark matter and baryons
[73, |. In this work, we have shown that in the presence of such an interaction
the upper bound on the strength of magnetic fields can significantly be altered.
The magnetic-energy converted to the thermal energy and it heats both the gas and
dark matter when & is non-zero. This is an extra heating effect of dark matter in
addition to the drag heating. The drag term heats the dark matter and baryons;

but in the lower range of dark matter mass (< 1 GeV) it becomes small. To
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explain the observed anomaly in the 21 cm signal by the EDGES, a large baryon-
dark matter scattering cross-section is required to balance the magnetic heating
effect. An earlier saturation occurs in baryon-dark matter cross-section in the
presence of the strong magnetic fields. We have also explored the millicharged dark
matter scenario. In this case, we are not able to reproduce the EDGES signal by
considering the upper bound on & — Mpy by Planck 2015 and CMB-S4 (forecast)
[51, 52]. Recently, the similar results about “millicharged” and “Coulomb-like”
dark matters also have been obtained in reference [351]. They find that 100%
millicharged dark matter scenario can not reproduce the EDGES result for any
parameter space. The inclusion of PMF's will further increase the gas temperature
and reduce the amplitude of 21-cm absorptional signal. Therefore, it will further
worsen the situation for millicharged dark matter scenario.

Considering upper bound on 6 — Mpy by Planck 2015 [52] and EDGES upper
constraint on Ty, (—300 mK) at z = 17 [5], we found upper bound on the magnetic
field strength: By = 3.48 x 107¢ G, while considering CMB-S4 forecast constraint
[51] we get By = 2.67 x 1075 G for the dark matter mass < 1072 GeV.
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“I seem to have been only like a boy playing on
the seashore, and diverting myself in now and
then finding a smoother pebble or a prettier shell
than ordinary, whilst the great ocean of truth lay

all undiscovered before me.”

Isaac Newton, “Memoirs of Newton” (1855),
Vol II By David Brewster

summary and Future outlook

6.1 Summary

The 21 c¢m signal is shown to be a prestigious probe in the cosmological laboratory
to provide robust bounds on the physics of the early and late time Universe. The
signal can give a good insight into the period when the galaxies and first stars
were formed. In the thesis, I have analysed bounds on the present-day strength
of primordial magnetic fields, sterile neutrino lifetime & mixing angle with active
neutrinos, and primordial black hole dark matter fraction using the global 21 cm
signal during the cosmic dawn era. The 21 c¢m line corresponds to the wavelength of
hyperfine transition between 1S singlet and triplet states of the neutral hydrogen
atom. The corresponding frequency for the 21 cm line is 1420.4 MHz. For a
transition at redshift z, the frequency can be mapped for a present-day observed

frequency as 1420.4/(1 4+ z) .
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In the ACDM framework of cosmology, the evolution of the gas temperature
and ionization fraction are well-established during the cosmic dawn era [153]. The
addition of any exotic source of energy can significantly impact the ionization
and thermal history of the Universe. The change in the gas temperature can
significantly modify the absorption feature in the global 21 cm signal during cosmic
dawn [3]. This can provide constraints on the properties of such exotic sources of
energy injection.

The EDGES collaboration has reported the 21 cm differential brightness tem-
perature: Ty = —5007250 mK with 99 percent confidence limit centred at 78 MHz
or redshift z = 17.2 [5]. By considering Ts = Tyys, the observed brightness temper-
ature translates to gas temperature as Ty,s(z = 17.2) = 3.267} %5 K. In the ACDM
framework, the gas temperature at redshift z = 17.2 remains around 7 K. This
corresponds to differential brightness temperature Ty (z = 17.2) ~ —220 mK—
equation (1.19) for Ts =~ T, To resolve the tension between the theoretical
prediction based on ACDM model and EDGES observation, one requires to in-
crease the ratio of Tg /Ts in equation (1.19) over theoretical predictions in redshift
range 15 < z < 20. This can be achieved either by increasing the background
radiation or decrease the gas temperature. Both possibilities have been studied
by several authors; for example, see the Refs. [25-27, , , -317, —

, , , , , —351].  However, such mechanisms to increase the
background radio radiation or cooling the gas are debatable issues. One of such
mechanisms to cool gas is baryon dark matter interaction [345]. This approach has
been questioned by several authors [51, 73, , , —358]. Here, it is to be
noted that the authors do not consider heating of the gas by decaying or annihi-
lating dark matter. Injection of electrons and photons by decaying or annihilating
dark matter into IGM can heat the gas more than cooling of the gas [150, ].
Moreover, the EDGES measurement has been also questioned in several articles [(—

, 77, 78]. Recently, SARAS 3 observation reported that the EDGES observation

is not of an astrophysical origin and it is rejected with the 95.3 percent confidence
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level [0]. In the Ref. [77], the authors have questioned the fitting parameters for
the foreground emission and data. There is a possibility that the absorption fea-
ture in the EDGES observation can be a ground screen artifact [7]. The absorption
amplitude may modify depending on modelling of foreground [3, 78]. In Ref. [359],
the authors perform the Bayesian comparison of fitting models for EDGES data
and argue that the highest evidence models favour an amplitude of |T5;| < 209 mK.
In the light of these controversies, it is require to verify the EDGES result by other
observations. The future updated version of the hydrogen Epoch of Reionization
Array (HERA)?, Thirty Meter Telescope (TMT)P, JWST, etc., will be able to
probe the cosmic dawn era more precisely. The following summarizes the results

reported in the thesis:

6.1.1 Bounds on dark matter candidates

About 85 per cent of the total matter content in the Universe is dominated by
dark matter. In the last decades, many dark matter models have been proposed
to explain various astrophysical observations. However, the microscopic nature of
dark matter is still unknown. During my doctoral research, I have considered sterile
neutrinos and primordial black holes as dark matter candidates and constrain their
properties using the absorption feature in 21 cm differential brightness temperature
during the cosmic dawn era. As discussed earlier, here, we have taken 21 cm
differential brightness temperature such that it does not change from its standard
theoretical value (~ —220 mK) by more than a factor of 1/4 (i.e. —150 mK) or
1/2 (i.e. —100 mK) at redshift 17.2.

Sterile Neutrino Dark Matter

In the warm dark matter models, one of the theoretically well-motivated candidates

is KeV mass sterile neutrinos. We have constrained the sterile neutrino dark matter

2http://reionization.org
Phttp://tmt.org/
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lifetime and mixing angle with active neutrino as a function of sterile neutrino
mass [J]. Here, we have considered the two scenarios to get the bounds: First,
IGM evolution without the heat transfer from the background radiation to gas
mediated by Lya photons (VDKZ18 effect). Next, we have considered additional
VDKZ18 heating effects on the IGM gas. The following summarises our results
for T5; = —150 mK:

In the first scenario, the lower bound on the sterile neutrino lifetime varies
from 8.3 x 10?7 sec to 9.4 x 10?° sec by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV
to 50 KeV. While the upper bound on the mixing angle varies from 6.8 x 107 to
6.1 x 10~ by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV to 50 KeV.

In the second scenario, the lower bound on the sterile neutrino lifetime varies
from 1.5 x 10?8 sec to 1.7 x 10%% sec by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV
to 50 KeV. While the upper bound on the mixing angle varies from 3.8 x 107 to
3.42 x 107! by varying sterile neutrino mass from 2 KeV to 50 KeV.

Primordial Black Hole Dark Matter

Spinning primordial black holes can substantially affect the ionization and thermal
history of the Universe. Subsequently, it can modify the 21 ¢m absorption signal
during cosmic dawn era by injecting energy due to Hawking evaporation. We study
the upper projected bounds on the fraction of dark matter in the form of PBHs
as a function of mass and spin. Our projected constraints are stringent compared
to DSNB, INTEGRAL observation of the 511 KeV line, IGRB, Planck, Leo T
and COMPTEL. In the near future, AMEGO collaboration will be able to probe
some parameter space in our considered mass range of PBHs. In the present work,
we have considered the monochromatic mass distribution of PBHs. The allowed
parameter space can also be explored for different PBHs mass distributions such
as log-normal, power-law, critical collapse, etc. [251]. We find the most robust
lower projected constraint on the mass of PBHs, which is allowed to constitute

the entire dark matter, to 1.5 x 10" g, 1.9 x 10'" g, 3.9 x 10'" g and 6.7 x 10" g
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for PBH spins 0, 0.5, 0.9 and 0.9999, respectively. The lower bound on Mpgy
for Qpgy = pwm, for extremal spinning PBHs is nearly four times larger than

non-spinning ones [16].

6.1.2 Primordial Magnetic Fields

Observations suggest that the magnetic fields are ubiquitous in the Universe— from
the length scale of planets and stars to the cluster of galaxies [17-20]. The origin
and evolution of PMFs are one of the outstanding problems of modern cosmology
(Ref. [23, 21] and references cited therein). Decaying PMFs can inject magnetic
energy into the thermal energy of the IGM and heat the gas. As discussed earlier,
the EDGES collaboration reported an absorption profile for the global 21 c¢m signal
with an amplitude of —500*25) mK in the redshift range 15 — 20. To explain the
EDGES anomaly, one requires to enhance the background radio radiation above
the CMB radiation or lower the gas temperature below 3.2 K at redshift ~ 17. We
have explored the upper bounds on the present-day strength of the PMFs in both

scenarios by considering different models [25, 20].

In the Presence of Excess Radio Radiation

As discussed, one requires to enhance the background radiation above the CMBR
to explain the EDGES anomaly. For excess radiation fraction to be LWA 1 limit,
we have reported upper bounds on the present-day PMFs strength, By on the scale
of 1 Mpc. The following summarises our results for T5; = —500 mK (EDGES best
fit result):

We have reported By < 3.7 nG for spectral index ng = —2.99 for excess
radiation fraction to be LWA 1 limit. While for ng = —1, the upper bound gets
more stringent: By < 1.1 x 1073 nG. We also discuss the effects of first stars on

IGM gas evolution and the allowed value of By. By decreasing excess radiation

fraction below the LWA 1 limit, we get a more stringent bound on By [27].
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In the Presence of Baryon-Dark Matter Interaction

One of the alternatives to explain the EDGES anomaly is by cooling the gas below
3.2 K. Since the dark matter is colder than the gas, adequate cooling of the gas
can be obtained by introducing the baryon-dark matter interaction beyond the
ACDM model. The introduction of baryon-dark matter interaction relaxes the
upper bound on By by transferring energy of the gas to the dark matter using
drag between gas and dark matter. Considering upper bound on 6 —my by Planck
2015 and EDGES upper constraint on T5; (—300 mK) at z = 17, we found upper
bound on the present-day strength of PMFs: By = 3.48 x 10~% G, while considering
CMB-S4 forecast constraint we get By = 2.67 x 107% G for the dark matter mass
< 1072 GeV. We have also discussed the bounds on 6 — mg4 by considering Planck

2018 upper bound on By ~ 107 G for EDGES best fit and upper bound on T4;
[26].
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A.1 Spin temperature of hydrogen

In the presence of collisions, rate of change in the population of singlet state [2],

dn
d_ts = —ng PS4+ nyp PS. (A1)

In the steady state, the transition coefficients from equation (A.1): nr/ng =

PE/PS, . In the presence of collisions, the spin temperature will be kinetic tem-

perature of gas only. Therefore, from equation (1.5),

T T
PS =3 exp {—T—TS] x PC ~3 {1—ﬁ] x PS . (A.2)

gas gas

As discussed in the section (1.2), Tyas, Tt > Trg: €xp [—Thrs/Tgas) = 1 — Thrg/Tgas -
Similarly, for the Lya radiation, Ty.s and P will be replaced by T, and P2

TS
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respectively, in equation (A.2),

T
PS ~3 [1 = T—Ts} x P2 . (A.3)
In the hydrogen atom, there can be spontaneous and induced emissions by back-

ground radiation also,
Pry = Ay + By I}, (A4)

here, B10 IR

R is the induced emission due to background radiation and I is the

specific intensity for 21 cm transition. Here, A;q and By are Einstein coefficients
and their relation is given by A9 = 212, Ths Byg. For the background radiation,
in the Rayleigh-Jeans limit from equation (1.11): I} = 212, Tx . Therefore, from
equation (A.4),
Py = (1 + T—) A (A.5)
T'rs

The induced transition from singlet to triplet due to background radiation [2],

Tx

PR =By IN=3B; I"=3 Ay —. (A.6)
T'rs
Using equations (A.5) and (A.6),
PSP% Ths
~3 [1-—= A.
P 3 { T (A7)

In the detailed balance between the population of 1S singlet and triplet states
(dng/dt = 0), by solving the equation (1.6) with the use of equations (1.5), (A.2),
(A.3) and (A.7), we get,

T T T
) (=B en [t e o
1+ 2z, + 2,
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here, 7, = P% /PR and z. = PS/PX . Solving the equation (A.8), we get [2, 3],

1 —1 -1
gt = Tt aa Tyt o+ ae T (A9)
S 142, + 2, ' ’

A.2 Emergent brightness temperature

Solving differential equation (1.13) with initial conditions: when, [ =0 — 7, =0

and I, = I, (figure 1.4),
IL,=S(0—-e™)+1,e ™. (A.10)

Here, using equation (1.11), I, = 22T} is the final/emergent specific intensity of
light— of frequency v. S, = 212 T, is the specific intensity due to the medium
having an excitation temperature, T.,., at a frequency of v. I, = 2v?Ty is

the initial specific intensity of the light. As a result, we find the final /emergent

brightness temperature as [2, 3],

T =Tue(1— e ™)+ The ™. (A.11)

A.3 Optical depth of hydrogen medium

The radiative transfer equation in the presence of emission and absorption of a

light with travelled distance dl in the medium,

dl, T
dl = 4—:: Qb(l/) [nT AlO —|—7’LT BlO ],/ — Ng BQl [y] s (A]_Q)

here, Tis = 27 vy, and ¢(v) represents line profile of the light beam. Ths/(47)
represents the energy of light beam per unit solid angle. The first term in the
bracket is due to the spontaneous emission from the triplet to the singlet state,

and it is proportional to the population density of the triplet state. The second
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and third terms in the bracket are due to the stimulated/induced emission and

absorption, respectively. Comparing equations (A.12) and (1.12), we get,

7.,
47

¢(v) [ns Bor —nr Big ] - (A.13)

oy, =

To get the optical depth of hydrogen medium, we can integrate equation (A.13)
over dl (equation 1.14),

3AlO TTS
= e X X / o (A.14)

here, we have used the relations: Ajg = 202, Ths Big and By = 3 Byg. As the
neutral hydrogen number density: nyr = ng + nr, the singlet state population
density can be approximated by ng ~ np;/4— from equation (1.5). The ratio
nr/ns, has given by equation (1.5). By solving the integral in equation (A.14)
for a line profile ¢(v) = 1/Av with the Doppler shift in the frequency due to the
moving medium with a proper velocity v along the line of sight in the comoving

coordinate (Ar = (1 + z) Al); we find the optical depth for hydrogen medium as

3],

(A.15)

Ty

. STLHI TTS AlO H/(l —|—Z>
= X — X X
R2rvd,  Ts H ov/or

Here, 0v/0r is the proper velocity gradient along the line of sight, and it can be
taken as H/(1+z) for high redshift or in the absence of peculiar velocity. Here, ngy
can be written as xy;ny, and gy is the neutral hydrogen fraction. The hydrogen
number density can be expressed in the form of dimensionless baryon energy den-
sity: ng =~ 85 x 107% (1 +6y,) QA% (1 + 2)® ecm™3. Here, &, = (pp, — pb)/pb is the
baryon density contrast. p,, and py, are total and average baryon energy density,
respectively. For the matter dominated era, we can take H = Hy/Qy, (14 2)%/2.
Here, Hy and €2, are present-day values of Hubble parameter and dimensionless

matter energy density parameter, respectively. After some manipulation, we get
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the final expression for optical depth of hydrogen medium for 21 c¢m line [3, 68-71],

mK 0.15 1+ 2\"* [y h?
T, =~ 2T xur (14 0p) (14 2) <Ts> (thQ 0 ) (0.023> . (A.16)

For a global 21 c¢m signal we can take 1 + ¢y, as ~ 1.
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