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ABSTRACT: A phase shift in the acoustic oscillations of cosmic microwave background (CMB)
spectra is a characteristic signature for the presence of non-photon radiation propagating
differently from photons, even when the radiation couples to the Standard Model particles
solely gravitationally. It is well-established that compared to the presence of free-streaming
radiation, CMB spectra shift to higher /-modes in the presence of self-interacting non-photon
radiation such as neutrinos and dark radiation. In this study, we further demonstrate that the
scattering of non-photon radiation with dark matter can further amplify this phase shift. We
show that when the energy density of the interacting radiation surpasses that of interacting
dark matter around matter-radiation equality, the phase shift enhancement is proportional to
the interacting dark matter abundance and remains insensitive to the radiation energy density.
Given the presence of dark matter-radiation interaction, this additional phase shift emerges
as a generic signature of models featuring an interacting dark sector or neutrino-dark matter
scattering. Using neutrino-dark matter scattering as an example, we numerically calculate the
amplified phase shift and offer an analytical interpretation of the result by modeling photon
and neutrino perturbations with coupled harmonic oscillators. This framework also explains
the phase shift contrast between self-interacting and free-streaming neutrinos. Fitting models
with neutrino-dark matter or dark radiation-dark matter interactions to CMB and large-
scale structure data, we validate the presence of the enhanced phase shift, affirmed by the
linear dependence observed between the preferred regions of the sound horizon angle 65 and
interacting dark matter abundance.
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1 Introduction

Cosmology provides a distinct opportunity to investigate new physics with minimal interac-

tions with Standard Model (SM) particles. Whether the interaction is solely gravitational,

the existence of new particles with substantial energy density in the early universe can modify



the anisotropy of photons and baryons. This impact on the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) and large-scale structure (LSS) provides valuable insights into the propagation and
clustering behavior of these particles, shedding light on their interactions.

The ability to probe interactions between particles that couple weakly to the SM is
crucial in studying neutrino and dark sector physics. It is shown that an efficient neutrino
self-scattering could persist during the CMB time to modify temperature and polarization
perturbations while satisfying existing bounds from collider searches [1-5]. Dark sector models
containing new massless non-abelian gauge bosons [6-8] or dark photons interacting with other
massless dark sector particles [9] provide candidates for interacting DR that can also change
the CMB perturbations. The idea of self-interacting neutrinos and dark radiation has drawn
much attention in addressing the Hy problem [1-4, 10-13]

A phase shift in the acoustic oscillations of CMB spectra, compared to free-streaming
radiation scenarios, is a generic signature of these interacting radiation models [12, 14-26]
Fluctuations in the radiation background, whether arising from cosmic neutrinos or dark
radiation, are known to induce phase shifts in the acoustic peaks of the CMB. Compared
to ACDM model without neutrinos, the presence of free-streaming neutrinos (or additional
free-streaming dark-radiation) shifts the phase towards lower ¢ modes, and the effect has
been observed in the Planck data [15, 27]. On the contrary, the acoustic peaks experience a
shift towards higher ¢ modes when the neutrino or additional dark radiation propagates as a
perfect fluid. As discussed in Ref. [15], this phase shift in the CMB spectrum can only come
from two origins: either due to the different propagation sound speeds of radiations or due to
radiations carrying isocurvature perturbations. In models with adiabatic perturbations, the
limited origins of the phase shift make it a distinct signature for identifying radiations with
exotic propagation properties.

Beyond self-interactions, both dark radiation and neutrino exhibit delayed propagation
in presence of scattering with dark matter particles. Such interactions exist in scenarios like
interacting dark matter [6-9, 28-30] and atomic dark matter [31-46] models, often proposed
to address issues such as the Hy [47] and Sg [48-57] tensions, the Higgs hierarchy problem,
and similarity between the baryon and dark matter abundance [58, 59]. Similar setups are
considered for neutrino models featuring dark matter scatterings to also tackle challenges like
the Hubble tension and small-scale structure anomalies [19, 60-62]. While existing cosmolog-
ical discussions on these dark sector models predominantly focus on signals such as additional
light degrees of freedom A N.g or matter power spectrum suppression due to the dark acoustic
oscillation process [35, 63], we emphasize that the propagation of interacting radiation within
the dark matter medium also presents another distinctive signal in the form of CMB phase
shift.

In this study, we demonstrate that a loading effect from dark matter (DM) on radiation
propagation, akin to the baryon-loading effect that slows down the photon sound speed,
results in a positive shift in ~-modes and surpasses that of self-interacting radiation scenario.
While previous studies such as Ref. [19, 39] have discussed the presence of a phase shift
in models with radiation-DM scatterings, the contribution from DM-loading, leading to an



additional phase shift in these models, has been overlooked. Here, we use the interacting
neutrino scenario to observe the extra phase shift due to the DM-loading effect, and the
discussions on the parametric dependence of the signal can be extended to scenarios with
dark radiation-DM interactions.

By comparing results from full numerical calculations and semi-analytical approxima-
tions, we demonstrate that the phase shift between interacting neutrinos with and without
DM-loading, referred to as DM-loading neutrinos (DL-v) and self-interacting neutrinos (SI-
v) !, can be approximated by treating photon and neutrino perturbations as harmonic oscil-
lators coupled via gravity perturbations. This approximation reveals that the observed phase
shift arises from the slowing down of the neutrino sound speed due to DM-loading, with
the shift’s magnitude proportional to the scattering dark matter abundance. Detecting this
additional phase shift provides a means to measure the DM-loading effect and uncover the
medium effect on neutrino and dark radiation propagations. The analytical discussion of the
DL-v phase shift can also be applied to the phase difference between SI-v and free-streaming
neutrino (FS-v), offering a simple picture of coupled harmonic oscillators to explain the origin
of the phase shift.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the interacting neutrino scenario
with DM-loading and define its parameters. In Sec. 3, using calculations from the Cosmic
Linear Anisotropy Solving System (CLASS) [64, 65], we illustrate examples of the phase shift
between DL-v and SI-v scenarios in the CMB TT and EE spectra. We demonstrate the linear
dependence of the phase shift on the interacting dark matter abundance and its insensitivity
to the interacting neutrino abundance. Sec. 4 explains how the evolutions of photon and
neutrino perturbations can be described by coupled harmonic oscillators, providing insights
into the origin and parametric dependence of the phase shift. We discuss the generalization of
the results to models with IV secluded dark sectors with interacting DR. In Sec. 5, we conduct
a Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis, demonstrating that the fitting result with
current cosmological data does reveal a phase shift in the form of the sound horizon angle 6
that linearly increases with the scattering dark matter abundance. We conclude in Sec. 6.

2 Interacting radiation with DM-loading

In general, a relativistic fluid can be formed in the dark sector from the efficient scattering
of dark radiation (DR) with dark matter. We aim to study how the presence of dark matter
interaction in such a fluid before recombination can produce an observable phase shift in the
CMB power spectrum, and derive a simple mechanism that captures the physics behind this
DM-loading effect.

n this work, by SI-v we mean all the neutrinos are coupled till today. This is equivalent to neutrinos
behaving as perfect-fluid. Although, if the neutrinos are coupled only till recombination we get a very similar
effect on CMB compared with SI-v. In the literature, SI-v sometimes refers to ‘Strongly-Interacting Neutrino
mode’ where, due to finite interaction strength, neutrinos are only coupled approximately till matter-radiation
equality (e.g. Ref. [2])



As a concrete example of DM-loading effects, we study the DM-v interaction. Mass-
less neutrinos act identically as free-streaming DR as far as cosmological observables are
concerned. Therefore, for concreteness, we begin the discussion by focusing on a particular
example where neutrinos play the role of DR and introduce interaction with a fraction of
dark matter. Cosmology provides the best constraints on the DM-v interaction parameter for
asymmetric dark matter models through its effects on the CMB and matter power spectrum.
In the following, we will summarize the essential features of the interaction model.

The DM-loading effects are also present in DM-DR scattering. As we will see later, the
effects of phase shift due to DM-loading are independent of the DR energy density. Thus
the effects are visible in the CMB even when a small amount of DR interacts with the dark
matter. Due to their similarities, the expressions given below for DM-v interactions are also
applicable to DM-DR interactions as well.

2.1 Models with DM-radiation interactions

Consider multi-component dark matter and neutrino sectors, where a fraction of the neutrinos
v scatters with a fraction of the dark matter x, with all remaining dark matter as cold dark
matter (CDM) and all remaining neutrinos free-streaming. The multi-component neutrino
sector serves as a proxy for either scattering DR, in the presence of free-streaming neutrinos or
flavor-specific DM-Neutrino interaction. The fraction of interacting dark matter is quantified
by the parameter f, = p,/ppm where ppy = py + pcpm, while the fraction of interacting
neutrinos that participate in the scattering (out of the total radiation energy) is denoted by
fv = p2/(py + py) where p, = pi"* + p is the total neutrino density consisting of both
scattering and free-streaming neutrinos. The strength of the coupling between x and the
interacting neutrinos v is quantified by the interaction parameter y, which will be defined
below. A schematic of this multi-component system is provided in Fig. 1.

In the case of multicomponent DR-DM interaction, f, still denotes the fraction of total
dark matter interacting with DR. The parameter f,, in that case, will denote fpr which is the
ratio of the scattering DR energy density to the total radiation energy density. In summary,
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Many beyond the Standard Model (BSM) scenarios involve interactions between dark
matter and SM neutrinos as has been discussed in the introduction. If such v-DM scattering
significantly alters neutrino propagation for redshift z < 10°, it can imprint a DM-loading
effect on the CMB spectrum. Our cosmological analysis will maintain a general approach to
v-DM scattering, avoiding focus on a particular BSM model. In Appendix. A, we present a
specific example of v-DM scattering induced by a dimension-five operator (LH1x)/A [19, 66],
discussing the necessary mass and coupling for efficient scattering, along with associated
collider constraints.
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Figure 1: Schematic of multi-component dark matter and radiation system with interactions
shown. The interacting dark matter fraction f, of the total DM, and interacting neutrino
(dark radiation) fraction f, (fpr) of the total radiation are denoted.

The v-DM scattering rate can depend differently on the neutrino temperature 7,,. For
concreteness, let us consider the case where the velocity averaged scattering cross-section
o = (oywv) is independent of T}, [60, 66]. As is discussed in Appendix A, the scenario can
exist if the mass difference between dark matter and the mediator that generates the scattering
is smaller than the neutrino temperature. In this case, the comoving v-DM scattering rate
(equivalently for DR-DM scattering) can be parameterized as,

. _ PDM -2 Ix WDM z 2 -1
ADR_DM = a0 f <) —92.4-10 y< ) ( ) < ) Mpc!, (2.2)
X\ my 0.01/ \0.12/ \4-10*

where the interaction parameter y is defined as,

() (52

This is related to the u, parameter often used in the dark matter neutrino interaction lit-
erature by y = 17.08u, [19, 60-62, 66, 67]. CMB power spectrum at £ ~ 10° is mainly
supported by perturbation modes with comoving wavenumbers ~ 0.1 Mpc~!, which enter

horizon around comoving time 10 Mpc at z = 4 - 10%. The scattering remains efficient if the
cross-section and dark matter mass are below the GeV scale.



When discussing cosmological perturbations, we work in the conformal Newtonian gauge
where ¢ and ¢ characterize the two scalar perturbations on the background metric [68]

ds? = a®(7)[— (1 + 2¢)dr? + (1 — 2¢)d;;dx"dx’] , (2.4)

where 7 denotes conformal time. The Boltzmann equations describing the motion of the
interacting v (will be denoted by the subscript DR since those are equivalent systems) and x
components resemble that of the photons and baryons in fiducial cosmology.

. 4 .
dpR + §9DR —4¢ =0, (2.5)
. 1 .
Opr + k*(opRr — Z5DR) — k% = fpr-pM(ODR — Oy) (2.6)
Forye + m((f + 1)IFpRrye+1 — LFDR—1) = apfipR-DMIDRY, (£ > 2) (2.7)

The overhead dot represents the derivative with respect to conformal time d/dr. Jdpr =
dppR/PDR > DR = Oiv]i)R, and opgr are the density perturbation, velocity divergence, and
shear stress of DR, respectively. Fpry is the ¢th moment of DR perturbation. For the
example of the temperature-independent o that we are considering, the coupling Kpr_pn is
given in Eq. (2.2), and ay>o = 1 if the scattering comes from a tree level scalar mediator. On
the other hand, the Boltzmann equations governing the interacting dark matter perturbations
are

0y 40y — 3¢ =0, (2.8)
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¢y < 1 represents the adiabatic sound speed of the non-relativistic x. CLASS computes c,
when generating power spectra, but we do not consider this sound speed in the semi-analytical
discussions in Sec. 4.3. The DR-DM scattering is efficient when 7ipr_pm = 1 so that the
scattering can modify the DR perturbation. In the tightly coupled regime Tipr_pm > 1, the
slip term Apr—pm(fpr — 6) dominates the fpr equation, ensures dark matter to propagate
along with the DR Opr =~ 6,, and turns off the perturbation of ¢/ > 2 moments. As in the
standard treatment of baryon-photon plasma, we can approximate the DR-DM system in
the tightly coupled regime by re-writing the perturbation equations into a second-order DR
equation [69]
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Here Rpr = 3p,/4ppR, and the frequency multiplied by k? can be identified as the sound

speed of tightly coupled fluid
1
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Model Dark Matter Neutrinos DR (ANeg) Radiation Scattering
1| ACDM CDM Free-Streaming - -
2| Skv CDM Int(f,) + FS - v self-interaction
3| DL-v | Int(f,) + CDM | Int(f,) + FS - v interacting with DM
4 | SI-DR CDM Free-Streaming | Int(fpr) DR self-interaction
5 | DL-DR | Int(fy) + CDM | Free-Streaming | Int(fpr) | DR interacting with DM

Table 1: Summary of models, parameterized by the f, and f, (or fpr) fractions. Here,
we denote Int = “Interacting” and FS = “Free-Streaming”. Variations in the interaction
parameter y will be studied in Sec. 5.4 for DL-v with later time decoupling. This work
mainly focuses on the enhanced phase shift between models 3 and 2, as well as between
models 5 and 4. In general matter-loading effects will enhance phase-shift where radiation is
scattering with non-relativistic species compared to self-scattering radiation with equivalent
interaction strength.

Just as the presence of baryons in the photon-baryon plasma led to a baryon loading effect that
suppressed the photon sound speed over time (with an increasing R, ), there is an analogous
suppression effect in the DL-v or DL-DR fluid due to the presence of p,. We therefore refer to
the Rpr suppression of the DR sound speed as dark-matter loading. As a reference case, we
will also consider the self-interacting SI-v and SI-DR. cases which, in the efficient scattering
regime, can be interpreted as the f, — 0 limit of the DL-DR fluid with negligible DM-loading.

In Table 1, we summarize the models that are considered in this paper. Models 2-5
describe scenarios with non-photon radiation scattering. In the SI-x cases (models 2 and 4)
the scattering is coming only from the self-interaction of the radiation, while in the DL-x cases
(models 3 and 5) it is coming only from scattering with DM. These are compared against
model 1 when finding the phase shift with respect to the base ACDM model with all v free-
streaming. When isolating the phase shift enhancement due specifically to the DM-loading
effect in the scattering radiation fluid, we compare model 3 against model 2 for the DL-v case
and model 5 against model 4 for the DL-DR case.

For the DL-v discussion, we will first focus on very strongly interacting DL-v £pr_pm >
aH for the entirety of the neutrino evolution. Later, in the MCMC section, we will relax
this assumption and allow y (and hence £pr—_pwm) to vary. However, as will be seen later, the
effects of the DM-loading are still visible with DL-v decoupling at a later time. We also show
results for the DL-DR scenario from the MCMC study. An efficient DR-DM scattering is
easier to model build since all the dynamics occur in the dark sector, and there is no coupling
with SM besides gravity.

2.2 Implementation in CLASS

For numerical calculations, we use the built-in interacting DM-DR (‘idm_idr’) module in
CLASS to implement both the DL-r and DL-DR scenarios. This implementation is based on
an effective theory of structure formation, known as ETHOS [70].



We make use of the following ‘idm_idr’ parameters: Firstly, the f.idm parameter is
the energy density ratio of the interacting dark matter component out of the total DM,
which corresponds directly to the dark matter fraction f, defined in Eq. (2.1). In terms of
CLASS variables and using the ETHOS parametrization, N_ur is the number of free-streaming
radiation species, which is equal to the number of neutrinos in the base ACDM cosmology,
while N_idr is the amount of interacting DR. We use the N_idr parameter to denote the
interacting neutrino species for the DL-v model and the interacting DR in the DM-DR, model.
Since the radiation species in both cases do not have self-interaction, we set the self-interaction
parameter b_idr = 0. We treat the neutrinos to be massless and, therefore, they can be
described by either N_ur or N_idr when they have interaction. Since in the DL-v case
neutrino free-streaming properties get modified when neutrinos are relativistic, neutrino mass
has a negligible effect on the mechanism that we will be discussing. To implement the DL-v
system, we fix N_idr + N_ur = 3.046, the total number of neutrinos?. The ratio of interacting
neutrinos out of the total radiation energy is then parameterized by

Nid
fy _ ‘ 1ar Pu,total 7 (2.12)
Nidr+ N_ur /) py + putotal

where py, total/(Py + Putotal) = 0.41 for N_idr + N_ur = 3.046. For the subsequent imple-
mentation of the DL-DR system, the DR fraction is defined as

Nid v
Jor = ( s ) PO~ ol (2.13)
N _idr + 3.046 p’Y -+ PDR + py,total

where the SM free streaming neutrinos are fixed to N_ur = 3.046. The a_idm_dr parameter

in ETHOS corresponds to the scattering cross-section between the interacting radiation and
dark matter components in both DL-r and DM-DR. In the discussions of Sec. 3 and 4,
we simply set the a_idm_dr parameter to a very large value 10* — 10° to ensure efficient
scattering for all time with no decoupling. For the subsequent MCMC analysis in Sec. 5,
we also consider varying a_idm_dr where the DL-v system decouples before recombination.
We focus on the example with temperature-independent scattering cross section and map the
ETHOS parameters to Egs. (2.2) and (2.3) as

a_idm_dr =1.13 x 10°y, nindex_idm_dr =2, alpha_idm dr = 1. (2.14)

The idr_nature flag determines whether the radiation component is free-streaming or
propagates as a perfect fluid. We set this to free-streaming for both the DL-v and DM-DR
scattering cases so that the effects come only from the scattering with DM. We set the choice
to fluid only when implementing the purely self-interacting radiation fluid case, whether this
is composed of v in the SI-v scenario or of DR in the SI-DR scenario. For this pure radiation
reference case, we additionally set a_idm_dr = 0. Finally, we use the fixed ACDM parameters

(1000, Wy, Wedm, 10°As, ns, Treio) = (1.0453, 0.02238, 0.1201, 2.1006, 0.9661, 0.05431)
(2.15)

2Recent studies have found the contribution of the SM neutrinos to the relativistic degrees of freedom to
be 3.044 [71-73]. This difference will have no impact on our results.



when studying the origin of the phase shift in Sec. 3 and 4 and will allow the parameters to
flow when performing the MCMC study in Sec. 5.

3 Enhanced phase shift: numerical calculations

In this section, we show the results of CMB phase shift between the DL-v and SI-v models
obtained from CLASS and discuss the parametric dependence of the phase shift result. We
will discuss the origin of the phase shift and explain the parametric dependence of the result
in Sec. 4.

3.1 Locating acoustic peak positions

To quantify the phase shift in the calculated CMB power spectrum, we determine how the
positions of the acoustic peaks change relative to different models (ACDM, DL-v, or SI-v).
However, one difficulty in extracting the location of acoustic peaks in either DZT’EE spectra
or the transfer function T (k) is that the diffusion damping, together with the discrete ¢ and
k points output from CLASS, makes it tricky to determine the peak location at high ¢ (or
high k) with precision §¢ ~ 1 (§k ~ 1075 Mpc~!) for seeing the signal. We hence need to

implement the following scheme to fit the peak locations:

1. For DKTT’EE, we include the lensing correction in the spectra when finding the peak loca-
tions. Since / is an integer, the digitized peak positions are found by searching for the values
of ¢ that correspond to local maxima in the D,’s, with the condition that these points be
larger than all other points within an interval of [¢ — 10,¢ + 10]. As the peak structure gets
less well-defined at larger ¢’s due to diffusion damping, the positions of the larger £ peaks
are excluded as unreliable. The resulting shift in peak positions A¢, which are only resolved
up to integer level, may experience some numerical fluctuation due to rounding uncertainty.
Instead of looking at the individual Af points, we analyze the mean and standard deviation
of several points to quantify the average phase shift in the D;’s for each model for the high-¢
peaks. Further investigation of the phase shift signal would involve fitting the CMB spectra
with a template designed to capture the shifts in ¢-peaks [74], which we leave for future work.

2. The peak structure of the photon transfer function 7', (k) allows us to monitor the genera-
tion of photon phase shift at different redshifts and is important for understanding the origin
of the phase shift. We adjust the CLASS settings to ensure a high density of points for the T’, (k)
output. However, due to the limitation of the computation time, we can only obtain the spec-
trum down to step size Ak ~ 2 X 10_4k:p, where £, represents the peak location, and find the
precise peak positions by fitting with a Gaussian function f(k) = Aexp(—(k — kp)?/20?) +b.
The fitting is done over a range of 100 to 400 points on each side of the maxima to extract
the mean value k, as the true peak position — as many points as possible are included in
the fit to obtain a symmetric profile for the peak region while aiming for the variance in the



fitting of the mean to satisfy a threshold of /Var[k,]/k, < 1076 — 10753 As damping at
larger k smears out the peak structure, the Gaussian fit for the larger k-peaks with kr = 45
is excluded as unreliable.

3.2 Phase shift enhancement in the CMB power spectra

In Fig. 2, we show the A¢ shift for each acoustic peak in the lensed DT (circle) and DfE
(triangle) spectra of the SI-v (blue) and DL-v scenarios compared to the ACDM model.
Among the total neutrino number 3.046, we assume either one-third (labeled as 1v), two-
thirds (labeled as 2v), or all of the neutrinos (labeled as 3v) are interacting. We see certain
general features in the CMB phase shift by plotting the A¢’s as a function of the ACDM peak
positions in ¢. First, in both interacting neutrino models, there is a positive Af¢ that grows
with ¢ across both the DZTT and DEEE spectra, indicating that there is a phase shift to higher
£-modes from neutrino scattering. The phase shift gets more pronounced for modes entering
the horizon deeper in the radiation era.

Conversely, Al goes to zero as £ goes to zero, which is to be expected since the low-¢
modes only enter the horizon in the deep matter-dominated era. At this time, the metric
perturbations would be dominated by contributions coming from the clumping of cold dark
matter, making the contributions of the SI-v and DL-v acoustic oscillations negligible in
comparison. We do not have a clear analytic understanding of the interim period between
the deep radiation domination and deep matter domination eras, although we can reasonably
expect the Al values to interpolate between the two extremes. To study the phase shift
generated in the Dy’s, we will hence focus on the deep radiation era and consider only the Af
values for the larger £ modes.

As shown in Figs. 2 and 3, when comparing models with the same number of scattering
neutrinos, there is a noticeable positive A¢ enhancement from the DL-v model (orange) on
top of the SI-v (blue). We show this additional /-peak shift in Fig. 4, which increases with the
fraction of interacting dark matter f, and continues to grow for f, > 15% when the sound
speed of the DL-v is slower than the photon sound speed. We will discuss the relationship
between neutrino sound speed and phase shift in Sec. 4.1. To better quantify this additional
A/ shift produced in the deep radiation-dominated era, we focus on the modes ¢ > 1250
(black vertical line) mainly contributed by perturbations entering the horizon before matter
density becomes significant. To account for numerical fluctuations due to the integer-level
rounding of the peak positions, we average the shift A/ of the larger £ peaks (£ > 1250) and
obtain the standard deviation ¢ of the A/ points about this average. The significance of this
effect is indicated by the separation of the 10 bands in Fig. 2.

3Here we define Var[k,] as the diagonal element of the covariant matrix for the mean value of the Gaussian,
obtained as an output from fitting with scipy curve_fit in Python [75].
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Figure 2: CMB phase shift enhancement from CLASS for one (upper) and two (lower) species
of scattering neutrinos. The A/ shift in peaks in the D} (circle) and DFF (triangle) lensed
spectra for SI-v (blue) and f,, = 2.5% DL-v (orange) fluids were taken with respect to ACDM,
where ¢ is an integer. For the five peaks larger than ¢ = 1250 (black vertical line), the mean
Al and standard deviation o of the A¢’s were calculated. The A¢+ 1o band was plotted for
each case.
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Figure 3: Same as Fig. 2 but for 3 interacting neutrino species.
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Figure 4: A/l shift in peaks in the DI (circle) and DFF (triangle) lensed spectra for large
fx = 10% — 20% DL-v fluid with all three neutrinos scattering. The shifts were taken with
respect to ACDM. The integer-valued A/ points are joined by lines for visual clarity.
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f,-dependence of DM-loaded enhancement in AZ
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Figure 5: fy-dependence of the Al enhancement on top of SI-v (f, = 0) for respective
numbers of scattering v’s, where A/ is the mean value of the Af’s for the five peaks larger
than ¢ = 1250. Error bars correspond to the standard deviation ogg in the differences
between the computed Af’s, quantifying the relative integer rounding fluctuation of points
with respect to SI-v. A linear fit to the first 5-7 points in f, is provided for each f,.

In Fig. 5, we show the average and standard deviation of DL-v’s A/ shift relative to the
SI-v case against f,, where f, = 0 corresponds to the SI-v case. A clear linear dependence
of the average A/ in fx is observed until f, gets larger ~ 6%. However, as we show in Sec. 5,
current CMB data favors f, < 1%, restricting us to the regime where the interacting neutrino
density dominates over the interacting dark matter density around matter-radiation equality,
and the linear dependence in f, holds well. Despite an increasing fraction of interacting
neutrinos f, leading to a larger phase shift compared to the ACDM model (Fig. 2 and 3),
the additional phase shift compared to the SI-v model remains insensitive to the fraction of
interacting neutrinos (Fig. 5) in this regime.

4 Enhanced phase shift: analytic understanding

By solving the Boltzmann equations, we find that neutrino-DM scattering further shifts the
acoustic oscillation peaks to higher f~-modes. In this section, we show that the mechanism
underlying the DM-induced phase shift can be explained by coupled harmonic oscillators
between photon and neutrino perturbations. This insight helps us to understand the linear
dependence on f, and the insensitivity to f, in the additional phase shift.
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As we explain below, the phase shift is determined by perturbation evolution right after
horizon re-entry. For perturbations with ¢ > 103, we can assume a radiation-dominated
Universe in the following discussion. We use 1 and dot (') to denote the Hubble parameter
and time derivative in comoving time 7. When discussing perturbations in the Boltzmann
equations, we always work in the conformal Newtonian gauge.

4.1 Sound speeds of the cosmic fluids

Earlier studies on the CMB phase shift [14, 15] have shown that a phase shift is generated
in the photon fluid if we have non-photon radiation with sound speed larger than photons,
or if the radiation carries isocurvature fluctuations. These earlier studies were done in the
context of a radiation-dominated universe with negligible matter content. In this paper, we
focus on adiabatic fluctuations and consider the phase shift due to the propagation behavior
of radiation inside the horizon when matter-loading effects are taken into account. The
key quantity of interest is the adiabatic sound speed ¢, = 6P,/dp, describing the speed at
which the fluctuations propagate, where g is a general index that may denote any particular
component or combination of components. This can be related to the equation of state
wg = P;/py by the general relation [76]:

dw W
2 g g
Cqg=WgtpPg—~ =Wg— o - (4.1)
g 77 M dp, T 3H(1 + wy)

In a radiation-dominated universe, the overall equation of state is a constant w = 1/3.
The total sound speed reduces to ¢ = w and Ref. [15] shows that there is no phase shift
if 2 < c%. In a universe containing both radiation and matter, w would instead exhibit a
time-dependence:

W= 1 Prad _ 1 1 7 (42)

-3 Ptotal 31 + a(7)

where aeq is the scale factor at matter-radiation equilibrium. This results in a non-zero w
and the total sound speed becomes:

(4.3)

While ¢2 = w holds true only at a(7) < deq, time evolution due to the presence of matter in
the background leads us into the ¢ # w regime discussed in Ref. [15] where a phase shift can
be generated, albeit without isocurvature.

To understand the mechanism behind the phase shift effect we obtained from CLASS, it
is important to consider the relative sizes of the individual radiation sound speeds. Applying
Eq. (4.1) to a cosmic fluid consisting of tightly coupled radiation and matter components
yields the sound speed formula (2.11) from before. The 7-dependence of the sound speed for
various tightly coupled fluids can be obtained by plugging in the background densities from
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CLASS into the energy ratio in Eq. (2.11), with R, = 3p,/4p- for the photon-baryon plasma
and R, = 3p,/4p, for the efficiently scattering DL-v fluid. These are plotted in Fig. 6 for a
range of f, for 7 < 120 Mpc when the tight-coupling approximation for the photon-baryon
plasma holds well.

As expected, the DL-v fluids exhibit a DM-loaded suppression in the sound speed over
time compared to the pure SI-v fluid (purple dash-dotted line). For the fraction of scattering
dark matter f, < 10%, the sound speeds follow the order:

DL—v SI—v

cy < ¢y < SV < S (4.4)

where ¢3I=% = 1/4/3 for the SI-v fluid with zero DM-loading 4. Notably, the ordering in
the neutrino sound speeds ¢, coincides with the relative sizes of the phase shift calculated
in Sec. 3, with slower sound speeds corresponding to larger positive shifts in /. Comparing
Figs. 4 and 6, the phase shift induced by DM-loading continues to rise for f, 2 15%, even
when the corresponding DL-v sound speed now follows the ordering ¢c?t—" < cy. While this
implies that the total sound speed c¢s < ¢, in the absence of any other radiation component,
we reiterate that this is not in contradiction with the discussion in Ref. [15] since ¢2 # w.

4.2 A toy model analysis

To obtain a qualitative understanding of the enhanced phase shift, we construct a toy model
mimicking the evolution of photon and neutrino perturbations from the CLASS calculation.
We first examine the scenario where all neutrinos undergo scattering with a fraction of DM,
then discuss the case where some neutrinos remain free-streaming.

The temperature perturbation of photons 07,/ T7 results from a combination of energy
density perturbation 6, = dp,/p, and metric perturbation ¢. However, in the radiation-
dominated era, ¢ decays upon entering the horizon and contributes significantly less to tem-
perature perturbations, especially for the high-¢ modes we are considering. As a result, we
can simplify the discussion by focusing on 6, instead of the gauge invariant 677/ TV. As we
discussed in more details in Appendix. B, under the tight coupling approximation, the per-
turbations of fluids in the v — b and DL-v (or SI-v) systems can be described by a pair of
gravitationally coupled oscillators

.. 2
5 (1) K005, () = LD ,)+ £ (o), (45)
.. 2 eq
5,(r) + K22 ()6, (1) = ;”_ﬁ”m )+ £8,(0). (4.6)

4Beginning at horizon re-entry, the evolution of the FS-v perturbation diverges from that of the SI-v
perturbation as the shear perturbation begins to grow. In Section 4.3, we will show that the sound speed
cE5=7 in the FR-v perturbation equation starts around = 1/\@ at horizon re-entry and accelerates to ~ 1

through diffusion damping.
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Sound Speeds of Tightly Coupled Fluids
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Figure 6: Illustration of the time-dependence of the tightly-coupled radiation sound speeds in
the presence of matter loading. The curves were obtained using the sound speed formula (2.11)

and the background densities from CLASS for all neutrinos scattering and a range of f,. The

2

7 is included for reference.

corresponding sound speed of the photon-baryon plasma ¢

¢y, are the photon and neutrino sound speeds ¢, = [3(1+ R, ,(7))] ™" with

3 fatn)
4fy aeq’

fi = pi/prada fori = v, v, and f; = p;/pm for i = b, DM, are the background density ratios of the
components in the radiation and matter respectively. The background density ratios f; were
taken from the CLASS background output. To the two decimal places, they are fpy = 0.84,
fo = 0.16, f, = 0.59 and f, = 0.41 for all neutrinos scattering. Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6) are
derived based on four assumptions described below that offer reasonable approximations of

3 a(T

Ry(7) (4.7)

0+, evolution right after horizon re-entry. This is when ¢, obtains a phase shift, as we will
show. The coupled oscillators can effectively reproduce several qualitative features observed
in the CLASS results. Nevertheless, these approximations have limitations, and deviations
between this toy model and the CLASS results are to be expected.

e (Assumption 1) The system does not contain free-streaming radiation, hence there is
no anisotropic stress and metric perturbations ¢ = 1. The toy model cannot capture
diffusion-damping effects in the CMB, especially near recombination, where photon
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and baryon perturbations decouple from each other starting from the higher k-modes.
Deviations from CLASS are hence anticipated near recombination. When considering
some neutrinos as free-streaming, as discussed at the end of Sec. 4.3, since the shear
perturbation ¢ has not undergone significant growth in the early evolution, the toy
model still captures the main features of the full result that we focus on.

e (Assumption 2) The matter loading gives a minor correction to photon and neutrino
propagation, with R, , < 1 when a perturbation mode enters the horizon. This condi-
tion holds true for the perturbation modes we consider when f, < f, at matter-radiation
equality. This assumption allows for the neglect of Hubble damping and simplification
of the Einstein equations, as discussed in Appendix B.

e (Assumption 3) The toy model focuses on the evolution of perturbations inside the
horizon (k7 > 1), where ¢ o 72 holds in the radiation-dominated era. It does not
accurately represent the behavior close to horizon re-entry (k7 < 1), leading to expected
deviations from CLASS for the location of low-k peaks.

e (Assumption 4) The energy density perturbation is dominated by photons and neu-
trinos, a valid approximation for modes entering the horizon during the radiation-
dominated era. This assumption simplifies the setup as a closed system with 4, ,. How-
ever, the toy model cannot capture contributions to the phase shift arising from dark
matter acoustic oscillations (DAQO), which become more pronounced at later times. Con-
sequently, the toy model can underestimate the phase shift compared to the CLASS re-
sult, with the underestimation amplifying over time and with increasing f,/f,. In this
work, we concentrate on scenarios where f,/f, < 1 until recombination, and the DAO
produce a minor correction to the phase shift.

To validate the toy model, we compare the phase shift in 6, (k) with the results obtained
from CLASS using Hubble expansion rates and energy densities p; (i = ~,v,b,DM) from
CLASS output. We set the initial conditions ¢,,,(7n) = 1 and 5%,,(73”) =0 for k1;,, = 1
to approximate the CLASS perturbations starting from horizon re-entry. When studying the
phase shift signal, the choice of initial conditions only determines the initial amplitude and
phase of the oscillation, which is identical among DL-v and SI-v scenarios. The difference in
the phase shift is therefore insensitive to the choice of initial conditions. To obtain transfer
functions in k& modes, we solve the toy model across a range of k-values, evaluating until
redshifts z, = 10800, 3400, and 1070, corresponding to the deep radiation-dominated era (7 ~
40 Mpc), the matter-radiation equality (7 ~ 113 Mpc), and recombination (7 ~ 280 Mpc),
respectively. The transfer function is obtained from 6. (7(24)) values over k.

In Figs. 7 and 8, we present the shift of d,(k) peaks relative to the scattering neutrino
scenario (fy, = 0 and ¢2 = %), calculated by the toy model (dotted) with f, = 1.25% (blue)
and 2.5% (orange). For comparison, we include results from the CLASS calculation (solid),
with connected points for visual clarity. The toy model predicts peak positions within +10%
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Shift in 6,(k)? Peaks for 3 v Scattering at z=10800
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Figure 7: CLASS (solid) vs toy model (dotted) comparison of Ak for f, = 1.25% (blue) and
2.5% (orange) DL-v with respect to SI-v for 3 scattering neutrinos in the radiation-dominant
era (7 =~ 40 Mpc). The peak locations of the toy model (cross points) lie within +10% of the
peaks from CLASS (solid dots), as demarcated by the grey vertical bands.

deviation from the respective CLASS peaks in all cases (shown as the grey vertical bands).
This discrepancy mainly arises from the initial evolution of the metric perturbation ¢ and the
neglect of matter perturbations (Assumptions 3 & 4), which affect the time-dependence
of ¢ and hence the ¢, oscillations in the complete Boltzmann equations®. However, since we
are only concerned with the relative phase shift between DL-v and SI-v scenarios, deviations
in the peak locations relative to CLASS that appear in both scenarios, in the same way, would
cancel and hence do not matter to the discussion.

The toy model solution reasonably approximates the enhanced phase shift obtained in
the full result, demonstrating a linear dependence on f, and insensitivity to f, as in Fig. 9.
As expected from (Assumption 3), the toy model does not replicate the horizon entry
behavior precisely enough to reproduce low-k modes’ phase shift to the Ak/kpear ~ 107°
level precision. We therefore only consider §k results starting from the second oscillation
peak in 7 so that the perturbation modes fully enter the horizon. (Assumption 4) also
suggests increasing deviations between toy model and CLASS at later times, exacerbated for

®The deviation in the peak location is consistent with the discussion in Ref. [69], where an analytic approxi-
mation of the acoustic oscillations obtained by ignoring contributions from the time-dependence of ¢ predicted
peak locations at higher k-modes that lie within 10% from the full numerical solution.
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Shift in 6,(k)? Peaks for 3 v Scattering at z=3400
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Figure 8: Same as Fig. 7 but with 7 &~ 110 Mpc at matter-radiation equality (upper) and
T & 280 Mpc at recombination (lower).

larger f,. At recombination, a deviation grows with k, as anticipated from (Assumption
1). We leave additional plots for the DL-v scenarios with one and two interacting neutrinos
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Toy Model f,-dependence at z = 10800 (Kpeak = 0.43/Mpc)
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Figure 9: Toy model fy-dependence of the shift in the peak at k ~ 0.43/Mpc, obtained in
the radiation-dominant era (7 ~ 40 Mpc) for different numbers of scattering neutrinos. The
lines were obtained by varying f, continuously from 0 — 5% (no linear fit).

in Appendix. C.
Given the toy model’s reasonable approximation and simultaneous reproduction of f,
and f, dependence, it serves for analytical understanding of the full result.

4.3 Parametric dependence from the toy model analysis

Egs. (4.5) and (4.6) describe two harmonic oscillators 6., and ¢, with natural frequencies kc,
and kc, and couple to each other via gravitational interaction

~ i (4.8)

with # = 7! for being in the deep radiation-dominated era. To focus on the parametric
dependence on f, for the DM-loading effect, we ignore baryon-loading (f,/f, < 1) in ¢,
to simplify the discussion, such that c% = % While baryon-loading changes ¢, oscillation
and corrects its peak positions, the resulting phase shift shows up equally in the DL-v and
SI-v scenarios. When comparing phase shifts between the two scenarios, the baryon-loading

corrections cancel out, leaving the enhanced phase shift that we focus on.
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Figure 10: Evolution of the photon transfer function from CLASS calculations, comparing
the free-streaming neutrino scenario (black) to the DL-v scenario with f, = 0.1 (red). Pertur-
bations grow mildly outside the horizon (grey region). The two curves evolve similarly when
key S 2 (Eq. (4.8), green region) until perturbations begin oscillating around the peak in
the white region. As kc,7 > 2 (yellow), oscillations resemble freely propagating waves. The
blue curve represents a plane wave fit to the DL-v curve in the yellow region, characterized
by a constant w = 0'—\/957/6. The phase shift between the black and red curves is determined
within the white time window, where the driving force Fyy(7) approaches k}QC%J,. Vertical
lines mark peak locations in the DL-v (red) and free-streaming (black) scenarios, showing a
positive phase shift in the DL-v curve.

Considering small DM-loading with f, < f, (Assumption 2), or equivalently p, < p,
at matter-radiation equality, we have ¢, = ¢, — dc, where

cy(7)

oc(r) = RV(T)m

<L Cy. (4.9)
DM-loading slows down ¢, as the universe expands, which drives the oscillation frequencies
between 6., and 6, apart over time. As depicted in Fig. 10 obtained using CLASS, the evolution
of the photon’s transfer function unfolds in three steps. Initially, the perturbations only grow
mildly before fully entering the horizon (grey region). Between k7 ~ 1 and kc,7 ~ 2 (green
region), the perturbations start to grow, and the evolutions of d,, are governed by the same
gravitational interaction Fyy,(7) in Egs. (4.5) and (4.6). This gives identical evolution for
all fluids, whether neutrinos are free-streaming or interacting with or without DM-loading.
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Conversely, gravitational interaction becomes negligible as kc,7 > 2 (yellow region), and 4§,
oscillates with their natural frequencies kc,,,. There is no further change in the phase shift
upon this point. As a result, we can fit the oscillation frequency and phase in the interacting
neutrino scenario with constants (blue curve). As depicted in the white region, ¢, with DM-
loading (red) develops a positive phase shift compared to the free-streaming neutrino case
(black) when kcyT ~ 2.

In the radiation-dominated era, Fyn, ~ kQC% happens when ke, 7 &~ 2[1 — (kcyTeq) Y.
Since the decoupling of the driving force Fyiy(7) happens right after this time scale, to
simplify the discussion, we define a fixed O(1) number « such that the phase shift is fixed
around time 7,

1
keyTo = 20 <1 - ) . (4.10)

kcyTeq
As discussed in Appendix B, we find « = 1.5 by matching the oscillation phase of the numerical
solutions of Egs. (4.5) and (4.6) to harmonic oscillator solutions. Given 7., ~ 110 Mpc, when
considering modes with k¥ = (0(0.1) Mpc~!, the k-dependent term in the parenthesis only
introduces an O(10)% percent level correction to the result. The interplay between the
weakening of Fy,iy and the growth of dc dictates the evolution of the phase shift. Despite the
toy model offering a more concise approximation of the CLASS result, the time-dependence in
Fariv (1) and d¢(7) still complicates obtaining analytical insights on the parametric dependence
of the phase shift. To further simplify the system, we exploit the fact that at the timescale 7,
we focus on, both the changing rate of |Fyy/Faiv| ~ 75 = (2a) 'ke, and the difference in
the oscillation frequency kdc are slower than the natural oscillation frequency ~ kc,. We then
assume Fg,, and kdc to be constants in time when deriving corrections to the d, oscillation.
While this assumption is somewhat crude, given that 7! is not significantly smaller than ke,
it serves as a useful approximation for identifying the parametric dependence of the phase
shift from otherwise intricate equations.
In the SI-v scenario (6c = 0), Egs. (4.5) and (4.6) around 7, can be approximated as®

Oy(k,7) =6,(k,7) = cos(wT), w=key. (4.11)

See Appendix B for more discussions. Once the neutrino sound speed decreases due to DM-
loading, dc slows down the neutrino’s oscillation frequency to w — kdc, hence altering the
driving force of the photon oscillation:

Fariv [f cos(wT) + fy, cos((w — kde)T)] = Fayiy [cos(wT) + fuk dcTsin(wT)] . (4.12)

We use f, + f, = 1 and the small angle approximation, incorporating sin(kdcr) ~ kdcr in
the second equation. As the oscillation from kdc is much slower than w, we treat kT = k7,

SAs discussed below Eq. (B.8), the approximation should come with an initial phase ¢in = 2a +
tan™* (%) in the oscillation. The phase is determined by matching the initial power-law solution of

Eq. (4.5), when Fyyiy > kQCg,, to the cosine solution starting at 7,. Given our interest solely in the phase
difference among different models, the overall phase ¢in, becomes irrelevant for comparison. We hence omit ¢in
in the subsequent discussion and concentrate on the additional phase generated from DM-loading.
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as static. The presence of the sin(wT) oscillation generates a phase shift cos(wT + A@ioaq) to
the initially cosinusoidal driving force with

A(z)load ~ _fu (C> 2a <1 - ) = _3a foDM <1 - > w ’ (413)
Cy kcyTeq kcyTeq keyTeq) cy(cy +c0)

where we use the correction to the sound speed in Eq. (4.9). When absorbing the angle
as a shift to the oscillation, the solution cos(wr + Adeaq) still satisfies Eq. (4.5) under the
approximation of static Fy,y and c¢,. The phase shift becomes
3a? 1 3a
fom  fy <2+ fDMfX) .

A - , a=
Pload 2¢yTeq k+a CyTeq 4 f,

(4.14)

When considering modes with & = O(0.1) Mpc™!, the estimate gives a phase shift between
DL-v vs. SI-v with size Agipaq ~ —0.1fy, and the shift of the k pole a ~ 10~2 Mpc~ L.

At a later time 7, the acoustic peaks in the perfect fluid scenario exist when wr =
kpeakcyT = nm. In the radiation-dominated era, the peak location in k obtains a positive shift

with size )
_ —Adad _ 3" fom fy

ok ~
CyT 2¢27q (k+a)T

~ 0.07f, (k1) Mpc™! (4.15)

if taking @ = 1.5 in the last expression. Considering comoving time and wave number with
kT ~ 30 in Fig. 7, the estimated dk ~ 2 x 10_3fx Mpc~! aligns with the order of magnitude
of the CLASS results (solid curves). Although in the analytical approximation we treat the
photon sound speed ¢, in Eq. (4.15) as a constant at later times, it decreases by about 10%
from the deep radiation-dominated era to 7., in the CLASS calculation. We hence expect 0k
to increase over time by & 20% when comparing results with the same k7 between Figs. 7
and 8.Nevertheless, the estimate from Eq. (4.15) effectively captures the order of magnitude
for 6k and explains the linear dependence on f,.

The k! dependence in Eq. (4.15) suggests a decoupling limit for 6k to vanish at large k.
This limit is anticipated because dc is smaller at an earlier time when a perturbation mode
with higher k enters the horizon. While it is challenging to obtain dk from CLASS for large
enough k-modes due to the severe diffusion damping of d,, the toy model provides a glimpse of
the k-suppression. In Fig. 11, we show the phase shift obtained by numerically solving the toy
model at 7 = 40 Mpc for large k-modes, and the dk o< (k+a)~! dependence in Eq. (4.15) does
capture the suppression pattern of the phase shift. Our analytical approximation does not
reproduce the oscillation in the phase shift. We suspect it comes from the time dependence in
¢(7) since the oscillations disappear when setting ¢, as a constant. We leave a more detailed
understanding of the large-k dependence for future work. Considering CMB measurements,
we also do not anticipate observing the phase shift at such large k-modes.

In the flat-sky approximation, the shift in the acoustic peaks of C’ET’EE spectra is related
to the k-modes as 60/Alpcarc = 0k/Akpeax ~ %fx, where Aflpcac and Akpeaic are the
distance between oscillation peaks at recombination. For modes entering the horizon in
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Toy Model Ak for 3 v Scattering at z=10800: Large k
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Figure 11: Toy model: large k dependence of Ak for f, = 1.25% (blue) and 2.5% (orange)
DL-v with respect to SI-v for 3 scattering neutrinos. Points are obtained by solving the toy
model numerically up to £ = 100/Mpc at redshift z = 10800. Functions A/(k + a) — b, where
A, a,b are constant parameters, are plotted to show the inverse k dependence at large k.

the radiation-dominated era, Af,cx =~ 330, our analytical estimate gives 0/ ~ 120f, with
k ~ 0.1 Mpc™!, which is not far from fitting the CLASS result §¢ ~ 80(1 & 0.5) f,, in Fig. 5.

When considering scenarios where only a fraction fI of neutrinos are interacting, and
f5 fraction are free-streaming (with fi** + f5 = f,), the modified driving force for photon
oscillation is given by:

Fariv [f,YA cos(wT) + f;ntA cos(WintT) + fisA cos(chST)] , (4.16)

where Wit &~ w — kdc as before. The free-streaming neutrino has @i — 1 at later evolution,
significantly different from the w of interacting radiation. However, as illustrated in Fig. 12,
before 0, (orange) reaches its first oscillation peak at kc, 7 =~ , the shear o, (red dotted) has
not increased significantly. The diffusion damping has not started yet, and &g ~ w. Since
the phase shift is also fixed right before kc, 7, = 2a =~ w, we can write W = w + dwg With
w > dwgs > 0. The driving force around the 7, time we consider approximates

FaivA |cos(wt) + (fk §c — fl{s(SWfs)’Ta Sin(wT)] (4.17)

with fy + f, = 1. When considering the phase shift between DL-v and SI-v with the same
fraction fi* of interacting neutrinos, the phase shift from f2dwg cancels out, and the en-

hanced phase shift is still approximated as Eq. (4.12) if f,, < fi'®. The phase shift between
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FS-v vs Sl-v Perturbations for k = 0.1 [1/Mpc]
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Figure 12: CLASS: Evolution of §, perturbations in conformal time for FS-v and SI-v at two
different k-modes, with £ = 0.1/Mpc on the top and k£ = 0.2/Mpc below. For comparison,
the dipole 6, /k and shear o, for FS-v are included.

the two scenarios therefore remains insensitive to fi"* as shown in Figs. 5 and 9. Applying

14
the same approximation, the phase shift of FS-v compared to SI-v, commonly discussed in

the literature, can be approximated as cos(w7 + Agipt) for an initially cosinusodial wave with

Adint ~ (%f) f,fs = 0(0.1) x f,fs. (4.18)

This FS-v shift is in the opposite direction compared to the DL-v shift in Eq. (4.14). In
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the second equality we use the fact that o ~ 1.5, w =~ ke¢,, and (dwg/w) = O(0.1) from the
numerical solution depicted in Fig. 12. This linear dependence is similar to the approximation
A¢ine =~ 0.1917f% derived in [15], up to first order in f&. However, to determine the pre-
factor, a more precise estimation of dwg from the diffusion damping process is necessary, as
discussed in Ref. [14, 15].

4.4 Phase shift from N-copies of DR-DM system

DR-DM scattering has been extensively explored in studies of dark sector cosmology. Our
analysis of the phase shift in the DL-v scenario is readily applicable to these DR-DM models.
In this context, one can substitute fi* in Eq. (4.16) with fiit = pltt /(p, + pB + pit),
representing the fraction of interacting DR. The enhanced phase shift due to DM-loading
emerges as a generic feature across dark sector models featuring DR-DM scattering.

To examine the phase shift in the DR-DM system, we incorporate interacting DR within
the ETHOS framework in CLASS [70]. We assume all SM neutrinos as free-streaming and
introduce an extra DR component that undergoes scattering with x for the DM-loading DR
(DL-DR) scenario. This is compared to the self-interacting DR (SI-DR) for an additional
phase shift. In Fig. 13 left, we show the phase shift of DL-DR (orange) and SI-DR (blue)
models relative to the free-streaming DR (FS-DR) scenario, assuming a large ANg = 0.4
that has been considered to address the Hp problem [77, 78] and f, = 2.5%. The enhanced
phase shift in the DL-DR model is evident. Similar to the interacting neutrino case, the
extra phase shift from DR-DM scattering is proportional to f, (Fig. 13 right), as long as
fy < f3 ~ 5% in this case.

The study of the DL-v and DL-DR gives us insights into how a ‘loaded’ fluid can generate
an additional phase in the photon acoustic peaks, and we can generalize the idea for N
isolated dark sectors, each with their own interacting DR-DM system. For concreteness, let
us consider multiple efficiently scattering relativistic fluids DR; — x;, indexed by i = 1,..., N,
where the DR component DR; can include scattering v. The toy model then describes N + 1
coupled oscillators for the photon-baryon fluid and the N dark sector fluids. Consider again
the solution with initial conditions 0, pr(7in) = 1, 5,},7DR(7'in) = 0, and drop the same initial
phase ¢; and amplitude A

0y(7) = cos(kcyT), OpR,(T) = cos(kcpr,iT) (4.19)

with DR sound speed ¢pr; = ¢y — d¢;. Assuming dc; < ¢, for small deviations from photon
oscillations for all 7, the driving force contribution in Eq. (4.5) is given by

Fdriv[fw(s'y(T) + Z fDR,i(sDRi(T)] ~ Fariv [COS(kaT) + k7o (Z fDR,i(SCz‘> Sin(kCVT)] , (4.20)

(2

where we apply the small angle approximation for k7,dc; = 2« (%’) < 1 with «a being an

order one number. Given that 2« (%> ~ SoSifDM 7o the total phase shift from the dark

Cy 2fDR,i Teq’
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Figure 13: CMB phase shift enhancement from CLASS for interacting DR-DM, with Npgr =
0.4 and all neutrinos free-streaming. Top: A/ shift in peaks in the D;;FT and DEE lensed
spectra for SI-DR (blue) and f, = 2.5% DL-DR (orange). The shift was taken with respect
to ACDM, where / is an integer. For the five peaks larger than ¢ = 1250, the mean A/
and standard deviation ¢ of the A¢’s were calculated. The Af + 1o band was plotted for
each case. Bottom: f,-dependence of the A¢ enhancement on top of SI-DR (f, = 0). Error
bars correspond to the standard deviation ogig in the differences between the computed A/f’s,
quantifying the relative integer rounding fluctuation of points with respect to SI-DR. A linear

fit to the first 5 points is provided.
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sectors becomes

Adrotal ~ o > i (4.21)
kcyTeq - X

Therefore, in the case where all dark sectors are dominated by the DR energy, i.e., fpm: <

/DR, the additional phase shift compared to the SI-DR should be linearly proportional to the

sum of interacting dark matter energy density, not the individual dark sectors. To numerically

confirm the statement with CLASS, it is necessary to generalize the interacting dark matter

module to include multiple copies of DR-DM system, and we defer the task to future studies.

5 MCMC Analysis

In this section, we investigate the impact of the phase shift induced by DM-loading on cos-
mological data. As illustrated in Figs. 5 and 13, the variation in the sound speed due to
DM-loading leads to a shift in CMB multipole peaks (Af), exhibiting a linear relationship
with f, when f, < f,pr at matter-radiation equality. Additionally, for a fixed f,, we observe
an approximately linear relation between Af and ¢ up to £ ~ 1200, beyond which A/ begins to
plateau or grow slower than ¢ at higher £ modes as can be seen from Fig. 2 and 13. Although
we cannot extract the Al shifts for high-¢ modes due to diffusion damping, the intuition from
the toy model analysis (Fig. 11) suggests that the shift should vanish for very high k which
corresponds to high-¢ modes.

One signature of modification of the acoustic phase shift in CMB is a shift in the angular
sound horizon 65 [19]. The locations of the acoustic peaks of the CMB correspond to the
extremas of the photon transfer function which can be approximated as cos(krs + ¢) where
k is the corresponding wavenumber, 7 is the sound horizon and ¢ is the phase shift. In the
multipole space, the location of the m-th acoustic peak corresponds to,

mm — ¢ mm— ¢

m = kmDa = Dy = , 1
Y4 kD a " A 0. (5.1)

where D 4 is the angular diameter distance and 05 = r,/D 4. Since the observed peak positions
are very well measured in CMB experiments, Eq. (5.1) implies that a change in the phase
shift A¢ will result in a shift, Ab;/0s ~ —A¢/mm, for a good fit of the CMB data. Models
that modify neutrino induced phase of the CMB, such as DL-v interaction and neutrino-self
interaction, all predict a significant shift in the 65 from its ACDM value [12, 18, 19].

Compared to the typically assumed FS-v scenario in the ACDM model, the DL-v or
DL-DR scenarios experience phase shifts from two sources.

1. Phase shift from self-interacting neutrinos: The dominant modification of the acoustic

phase shift originates because the v scattering stops neutrinos from free-steaming. The
modification of the phase shift w.r.t. the ACDM with FS-v is,

fs
p Pv f;
Adint — A ACDM X z — ~ Vs —041 s 5.2
cbll’lt ¢ pﬂ/ p]ljllt pf/s p’y py (f ) ( )
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where f is the amount of scattering radiation as defined in Eq. (4.18). Thus, this effect
is proportional to the amount of scattering radiation fraction i.e, f,. Note that, this is
the sole modification of the phase shift where the neutrino only interacts with itself to
stop free streaming such is the SI-v case.

2. Additional phase shift from DM-loading: The phase shift from DM-loading represents
an additional contribution where neutrinos (or DR) are scattered by non-relativistic
particles like dark matter (or baryons), reducing the sound speed of the DL-v fluid
below the threshold of a perfect fluid, as illustrated in Fig. 6. The modification of the
phase shift due to this effect, as shown in Eq. (4.15), is independent of the amount of
scattering by neutrinos (f,) when f, < f, at matter-radiation equality, and depends
linearly on f,:

A¢load 08 _fx . (5.3)

In the subsequent analysis, we probe Agy,aq using MCMC analysis with cosmological data.
As outlined earlier in this section, A¢ leads to changes in 6. Thus, any deviation of 65 from
the ACDM value will indicate the presence of a phase shift. A positive correlation between 6
and f, from the MCMC analysis will suggest the existence of DM-loading effects in our study.
Noting that while many of the scenarios described here have been explored in the literature,
the physics of DM-loading has been largely overlooked, to our knowledge. Our primary aim
with the MCMC analysis is not to update bounds with new datasets, but rather to highlight
that DM-loading effects that should already exist in these models.

5.1 Datasets and Methodology

We use the combination of the following datasets for our MCMC analysis.

e Planck: The Planck 2018 dataset which consists of low-¢ (¢ < 30) TT, EE and high-¢
(¢ > 30) TT,TE,EE measurement [79]. It also includes the Planck Lensing likeli-
hood [80].

e BAO": The BAO dataset consists of measurements from 6DF Galaxy survey [82], SDSS-
DR7 MGS data [83], and the BOSS measurement of BAO scale and fo8 from DR12
galaxy sample [84].

e Ext (SHOES + KV450): The other datasets (EXT) contains the Hubble constant mea-
surement (Hy = 73.04 £ 1.04km/s/Mpc) from the SHOES collaboration [47] and matter
power spectrum shape measurement from KiDS + Viking 450 (KV450) [48]. For KV-
450 we use data up to kmayx = 0.3 Mpc~! limiting the analysis from the region where

non-linear effects are important.

"Non-standard phase shift does modify the perturbation template with which BAO peak location is ex-
tracted from sky surveys. However, Ref. [81] showed that these effects do not introduce any significant bias in
the conventional BAO analysis and it’s safe to use BAO scales derived from those analyses. Note that ‘DNT’
models Ref. [81] does contain DM-loading effects and particularly ‘DNI-2’ where 2% of DM is interacting with
neutrinos. See also Ref. [17, 20, 21] for effects of phase shift on the shape and amplitude of the BAO spectrum.
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Figure 14: Proof-of-principle demonstration of correlations using strong v-DM example.
Datasets include Planck (with lensing) and BAO. Marginalized contours up to 3o are shown
in the plots. Mean values for fixed f, runs with £1o error bars are overlaid on top of the
contour plots and joined with lines for visual clarity. Left: 65 vs f, showing positive linear
correlation. Right: og vs f, showing negative linear correlation.

We use MontePython to perform the MCMC analysis with the Metropolis—Hastings al-
gorithm [85-87]. We use GetDist for analysis and plotting of the MCMC samples [88].

5.2 Strong v-DM interaction

To demonstrate the 05 dependence to DM-loading, we first focus on DL-v scenario with a
very strong coupling and assume all SM neutrinos to interact with f, fraction of DMB?. Since
neutrinos never free-stream in this model, (A¢ins — Appacpm) is non-zero but fixed. However,
the contribution from A¢joaq Will depend on the corresponding value of f,. We performed
two types of MCMC runs, one set of runs with f, set to 1.25%,2.5%, 5%, 10% and another
set where we vary f, continuously between [0, 1].

In Fig. 14 we show the marginalized 2D contours on 05 and f, for varying f, runs.
Overlay-ed on the plot are also the values of 65 with 1o errorbar for the fixed f, runs. Both
these graphs show a linear correlation between 65 and f,, which is the characteristic signature
of DM-loading effects explained in Eq. (4.14) and 5.1 from fitting fixed location of ¢-peaks.
In the right panel of the plot, we show the decrease in og with increasing f,, which is another
generic signature of interacting dark matter models.

8In the ETHOS parameterization, we set N_idr = 3.046, N_ur = 0, a_idm_dr = 104/fx with T2 dependent
interaction and varied f,. Note that the exact T,-dependence of the scattering rate Apr—pm does not have
any impact as long as ipr—pm7 > 1.
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The purpose of this particular analysis is to demonstrate that DM-loading indeed leads to
a linear positive (negative) correlation between 6, (og) and fy,. When assessing the goodness
of fit to the Planck+BAO data, models with SI-v (f, = 0) already exhibit a poorer fit
compared to the FS-v model. The blue contours highlight additional tensions in fitting the
data relative to the SI-v case, as a large f, is disfavored due to the change of perturbations
from dark matter scattering. In the following, we will consider more realistic scenarios where
we will try to demonstrate the DM-loading effects.

5.3 Strong DR-DM interaction

We consider a scenario where DR interacts strongly with a fraction of dark matter in the
universe. Due to the large interaction strength, the DR propagates as perfect fluid till today
unless f, = 0. This is similar to the DL-v case discussed above, but the DR constitutes a
small fraction of the total Neg. In the MCMC analysis, we fix the free streaming neutrino
contribution to N, = 3.046 and vary the DR abundance Npr”. In this scenario, the phase
shift relative to ACDM arises from ¢ = Agint — APacpm + Adload, where Ay varies with f,,
and Adipaq varies with fx- We provide the mean model parameters obtained from the MCMC
study in Appendix D, along with the triangular plot and the minimum Ax? compared to the
ACDM model. In the following discussion, we focus on the parametric dependencies between
s, Npr, and f,.

Fig. 15 shows the marginalized 2D contours of 65 and f, where the points are color-
coded with the corresponding Npgr values (we will call this kind as 3D plot from now on).
By including the SHOES data that prefers larger Npg, as is shown in the lower-left plot, a
positive correlation between 65 and f, shows up for each color of Npr points. The linear
relation is even more obvious when we separate the points by different Npr values (lower-
right), which signifies the presence of DM-loading effects. However, due to the constraint on
the f, coming from the physics of dark acoustic oscillations, the increase of 0, is limited to
~ 0.1%-level correction to 65 (6¢ ~ 1). Additionally, an overall shift in the 65 distribution
between black and red points at f, — 0 is attributed to the different fractional abundance
of free-streaming radiation between these samples. Although we only add fluid-like DR, this
raises the total N.g and consequently reduces the energy fraction fﬁs in Eq. (4.18), causing a
smaller ¢ and larger 05 from Eq. (5.1). The red points therefore distributed with a bit larger
05 than the black points.

The upper plots, derived from Planck+BAO data, illustrate a linear correlation between
f and 6, for slightly larger values of Npg (ranging from light blue to red). Conversely, smaller
values of Npr (darker blue) exhibit no significant correlation between these parameters. This
deviation from linear correlation occurs in the small Npgr region, where we observe minimal
phase shift, allowing for larger values of f, due to reduced effects from dark matter scattering.
To highlight the linear correlation between 65 and f, for higher Npgr, we present a 3D plot of
the Planck dataset in the upper right panel, focusing solely on MCMC points with Npgr > 0.1.

9In terms of ETHOS parameters, we set N_ur = 3.046, a_idm_dr = 10° with 7> dependent interaction
and vary N_idr and f,.
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Figure 15: Strong DR-DM scenario: efficient scattering in the dark sector with all neutrinos
free-streaming. Plots were obtained by varying both Npgr and f,. The f, — 0 limit for
Npr > 0 corresponds to the SI-DR fluid case. Top Row: Planck and BAO datasets. Filter
Npgr > 0.1 applied on the right plot to isolate points corresponding to DL-DR fluid. Bottom
row: Planck, BAO and Ext = SHOES + kv450 datasets. Filter applied on the right plot to
isolate two separate bands with high and low Npg respectively.

In Fig. 16, we show the marginalized 2D contours for og and f, with respect to the self-
interacting DR model. As discussed in Ref. [9], DM-DR scattering leads to suppression of the
matter power spectrum with increasing f,, resulting in a reduction of og, which represents the
root mean square of matter fluctuations around the 8h~! Mpc scale. The positive correlation
between 0, and f,, along with the negative correlation between og and f,, provides a distinct
signature of dark matter density scattering with DR or neutrinos. The primary constraint
on fy in this analysis comes from the suppression of dark matter perturbations, setting the
maximum allowed phase shift Ay, indicated by the data.
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Figure 16: Strong DR-DM scenario: efficient scattering in the dark sector with all neutrinos
free-streaming. Plots were obtained by varying both Npgr and f,. Plot shows og vs fy
contours up to 3o for Planck, BAO and Ext = SHOES + kv450 datasets. The f, — 0 limit
here corresponds to the SI-DR fluid case, since the bestfit point corresponds to a significantly
non-zero value of Npg for this dataset (Appendix. D)

5.4 Varying the v-DM interaction

In this subsection, we explore scenarios of DL-v with varying scattering cross sections to allow
neutrinos to decouple at later times. We employ the temperature-independent cross-section
detailed in Sec. 2 and allow for variations in both f, and the interaction strength y. In the
MCMC scan, we fix the effective number of interacting neutrinos at 3.046'°. This scenario has
previously been studied in the context of Hy tension by alleviating the tension with neutrino-
induced phase shift [19]. The scattering rate between neutrinos and dark matter depends on
the production yf,, as shown in Eq. (2.2). To expedite convergence in our runs, we vary yfy
and f, as primary parameters in the MCMC analysis!!. Additionally, we conduct a series
of MCMC analyses with fixed f,, = 107%, 0.01, 0.02,and 0.03 to highlight the phase shift’s
dependence on y f,. For f, = 10~%, the DM-loading effect is negligible and can be considered
an approximation to the SI-v case. We present more complete results from the MCMC scan
in Appendix. D.

First focusing on the fixed f, runs, the left plots of Fig. 17 display marginalized 2D
contours for 6, vs. yf, with Planck+BAO (top) and Planck+BAO+Ext (bottom). The
positive correlation between 6 and yf, observed with f, = 10~* (green) comes from the

T terms of ETHOS parameters, N_idr= 3.046, N_ur= 0, and we vary f, xa_idm_dr with T, independent
cross-section (nindex_idm_dr= 2, alpha_idm_dr= 1) according to the model outlined in section 2.

1 Given that aijqm qr varies linearly with y according to Eq. (2.14), varying fyaidm_dr is equivalent to varying
yfx. Thus, we vary fy@iam_dar in the scan and derive yfy as an output parameter.
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Figure 17: Varying v-DM interaction: all neutrinos scatter efficiently at early times but free-
stream at late times with decoupling time controlled by v f, in the scattering rate Eq. (2.2).
The 2D plots on the left were obtained by varying y for fixed f,, showing contours up to 2o
for a range of f, values. The plots on the right were obtained by varying both f, and yf,.
Top row: Planck and BAO datasets. Bottom Row: Planck, BAO and Ext = SHOES + kv450
datasets.

phase shift induced by self-interacting neutrinos (A¢giny — Adacpm). Larger values of yfy
delay the v-DM decoupling to later redshifts, causing a phase shift that starts at lower ¢-
modes and results in a more pronounced change in the 6, fit. The shift in A¢ due to changes
in sound speed is not constant across ¢ (Figs. 4 and 13). Due to the domination of matter
energy density at later times, this phase shift roughly scales as o« ¢ at lower modes and
begins to plateau for ¢ = 1000. This ¢-dependence differs from the A¢ change due to 6
shift, which behaves as Al oc Afs¢ (Eq. (5.1)). However, partial compensation between these
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phase shifts occurs because the power spectrum at very high f-modes is suppressed due to
diffusion damping, thus allowing for less constraint on the different phase shifts arising from
radiation interaction versus 6, shift. These different changes in A¢, nevertheless, still limit
how A@int + Adipaq from radiation interaction can address the Hubble tension by raising
Hy [19]. The curves for larger f, obtain larger 6, from Ad¢ioading With the same size of
coupling.

Large f, additionally brings in more constraints due to the effects of dark matter scat-
tering on the matter power spectrum. For larger f,, the 1o and 20 contours shrink along
the y f, direction due to the additional constraints on fractional dark matter scattering that
suppresses the matter density perturbations. This also limits the amount of total phase-shift
as the extent of the 20 contours in the left panels of Fig. 17 along 6, direction is smaller for
larger f,. This effect is also seen Table 4 and 5, where larger f, results in a smaller Hy due
to the lesser extent of the 0 shift. Larger f, cases also do not seem to provide a good fit to
the data from the Ax? values. The triangle plot for all the parameters for the fixed-f runs
are shown in Fig. 21 and 22 in Appendix. D.

In the right column of Fig. 17, we present 3D plots of 0, f,, and yf, for the runs with
continuously varying f,. By focusing on a fixed interaction strength yf, (indicated by fixed
color), we observe a positive correlation between 65 and f,, characteristic of DM-loading.
As discussed earlier, 0, also increases with yf,, which delays the decoupling time. The plot
further suggests that 65 exhibits a consistent correlation with f, across different values of y f,,
indicating that the DM-loading phase shift is insensitive to the effective number of scattering
neutrinos f,. Although we do not directly vary f, in v-DM scattering, smaller values of y f,
effectively correspond to a lower fraction of neutrinos with efficient scattering. Similar to the
fixed f, analysis, for larger yf, values the allowed range of f, is smaller due to constraints
from the dark matter scattering. Table. 3 and Fig. 20 show the constraints on the parameters
for this scenario.

6 Discussion and conclusion

In this study, we explore how the phase shift in CMB acoustic oscillations acts as a probe for
neutrinos and dark radiation propagation, affecting CMB anisotropy solely through gravita-
tional effects. Specifically, we focus on the enhanced phase shift resulting from radiation-dark
matter scattering compared to the self-interacting radiation scenarios.

We first demonstrate the presence of this enhanced phase shift in the TT and EE spectra
through the CLASS calculations, revealing a linear dependence to the interacting dark matter
abundance Al o f,, with A¢ being insensitivity to radiation abundance (f, or Npr) when
radiation’s energy density dominates over dark matter around matter-radiation equality. To
understand these parametric dependencies, we approximate the evolution of photon and in-
teracting radiation fluctuations using coupled harmonic oscillators. The analysis shows that
the delayed radiation sound speed, due to dark matter scattering, enhances the phase shift.
Our analytical framework extends to scenarios with multiple dark sectors, each featuring its
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own interacting DM-dark radiation. In such cases, the total enhanced phase shift is expected
to scale proportionally with the sum of interacting dark matter abundance. We also conduct
MCMC studies to obtain constraints on the interacting neutrino and dark radiation models
with the Planck and BAO data. The effect of the enhanced phase shift from DM-loading
shows up as an enhanced 6, proportional to f,.

The enhanced phase shift amplifies with f, (Fig. 15) due to the slowing down of neutri-
nos and dark radiation by dark matter scattering. From the DM’s perspective, interacting
radiation delays its structure formation process, resulting in suppression of the matter power
spectrum as illustrated in the og plot (Fig. 16). Consequently, cosmological models incor-
porating dark matter scattering to neutrinos or abundant dark radiation commonly exhibit
two characteristics: an enhanced 6; and a reduced og compared to models lacking efficient
radiation-DM scattering. Identifying both of these features in cosmological data could ulti-
mately pave the way for discovering non-minimal dark sectors even without non-gravitational
interactions with the Standard Model.
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A An example DL-r model and constraints

An example of a new physics model featuring DM-v coupling is described in [19, 66]. In this
model, the effective DM-v coupling with a heavy mediator ¢ is generated during electroweak
symmetry breaking:

L D> yf(H”z‘)(%‘X) = miviYjx, Wwhere 7 = \y/%qj\ : (A1)
Notice that when expanding the Higgs around its vacuum expectation value and absorbing
the phase of Goldstone bosons into left-handed leptons ensures that the operator Hl only
involves neutrino couplings among all SM particles, which is important for circumventing
constraints related to charged leptons [66]. If the dark matter y is a scalar, then the mediator
1 is a fermion, and vice versa. The dimension five coupling can be mediated by massive
vector-like fermions /V:

g YN ieYw s
L O YniNi(H') + Yy NE(ix) + M NiN§,  where Yij g  NEIN k)

. s (A.2)

— 36 —



Further details regarding the charge assignment and flavor symmetry structure of the model
can be found in Ref. [19]. The v-DM scattering remains independent of 7, (as illustrated
in Sec. 2 to Sec. 4) when the dark matter and mediator masses are close (m?p - mi) <
2m,T,. Under these conditions, the leading-order cross-section (zeroth order in (7,/m.,))
and corresponding interaction parameter y in Eq. (2.3) are:

4 2 4 M 3
o =1.7x10"" (011) (i‘jv> GeV™2, y=11 (%) <5Om eV) : (A.3)
. X . X

where benchmark parameters are selected to ensure efficient -DM scattering until z ~ 4 x10%,
impacting modes in the CMB spectra with ¢ = 1000.

Given that the cross-section scales as m; 2
limit on m,, < O(10) MeV. Collider constraints to consider for the Higgs and neutrino coupling

efficient v»-DM scattering imposes an upper

with light particles ¥ and y include:

1. Invisible Higgs and Z decays: h(Z) — v x: The branching ratio for the Higgs process
is approximately O(1%), which is consistent with the current limit of about 18% (95%
C.L.) from the CMS search [89]. Invisible Z decay measurements from the LHC put a
constraint of n < 1(0.2) for dark matter and mediator masses of 50(10) Mev [90]

2. Kaon decay K — (u,e)xt via virtual v, .: While there has not been a specific search
for this process to the best of our knowledge, some studies have examined Kaon decays
into (u,e)¢pr, where ¢ is a light mediator with a coupling g;;¢v;v;. For 1 < mg < 100
MeV, the kaon bound requires g, cc < (3% 1073,1072) [4]. A similar bound should also
apply to 1, limiting the size below y < 0.1. Alternatively, one can avoid the kaon bound
by considering an 7 coupling only to v, since bound on g, for neutrino self-interaction
is rather weak (g, < 0.3) [4]. A more focused study of the kaon bound on the nriy
coupling is needed, which we defer to future investigations.

We emphasize that the model involving scattering with all neutrinos was utilized ear-
lier solely to illustrate the DM-loading effect. As discussed in Sec. 3, the enhancement of
phase shift in the DL-v case also occurs with just 1 or 2 neutrinos scattering. Additionally,
Appendix C demonstrates that the agreement between CLASS and the toy model for DL-v
phase shift enhancement compared to SI-v is maintained even with only 1 neutrino scattering.
Furthermore, similar phase shift enhancements and f, dependencies are observed in scenarios
involving DR-DM interaction, which effectively circumvents experimental constraints relying
on non-gravitational SM - dark sector couplings.

B Establishing the toy model

The efficient scattering of neutrinos with dark matter is modelled after the Boltzmann sys-
tem for the photons and baryons under the tight coupling approximation, following the
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approach used in Ref. [69]. Working in the conformal Newtonian gauge, we follow the con-
vention for the energy ratio R, = 3p,,/4p,, where (r,m) now denotes either (v,b) or (v, x),
to obtain

R, . k2 . 4k?

5T+H1+Rr5“+3(1+R) 4¢+4H1+R oY

Using the definition of the sound speed from Eq. (2.11), it is straightforward to rewrite R, in
terms of ¢2 to obtain the coupled equations

O +H (1 — 30%)5W + kQCgY(S7 = Gorav(T) (B.1)

0u+H(1 = 3¢2)0, + k*c20, = ggrav(T) (B.2)
. Ak?

where ggray () = 46 + 4H(1 — 3¢3)d — —1/) (B.3)

where ggrav(7) denotes the gravitational coupling between the two tightly coupled fluids. This
system is still not easy to solve since we would still need to solve the Einstein equations for
¢ and 1, which are sourced by the total perturbations. To obtain a closed set of equations
in the J,, we make four further assumptions.

(Assumption 1) No free-streaming radiation

Assume that all neutrinos are efficiently scattering before recombination. Then all radiation
components are fluid-like and so the total shear vanishes ¢ = 0 in the absence of free-streaming
radiation components. We can then use the Einstein equation for ¢ to set ¢ = .

(Assumption 2) Small matter loading

Suppose that the matter loading effect is small, which occurs deep in the radiation era where
1-3c2=1- T R ~ R, <« 1. Then the Hubble damping term in the Boltzmann equations
will be negligible

H(1 —3¢2)o, < k%6, .0,
Similarly, the Hubble damping can be ignored in the gravitational coupling term

. 5. LS
H(l—BCT)qb < k ¢,¢ = ggrav( )—4¢_7¢

(Assumption 3) Sub-horizon
Consider the Einstein equations for the density and pressure perturbations

—47Ga?0p = K*¢ + 3H(d + Ho)
AnGa®SP = ¢ + 3H (¢ — Hwo)

where we used the second Friedmann equation to write (2H + H?) = —87Ga*P = —3H>w.
Assume that we only consider k-modes that have entered the horizon k7 > 1 during radiation
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era, where the metric behaves as ¢ ~ 1/72. Plugging this ansatz for ¢ into the Einstein
equations, we find that

4nGa®(5p + 30P) = —k%¢ (B.4)

The gravitational coupling term also simplifies

4k 167Ga?

since the ¢ term in Garav () would be 1/k%*7? suppressed compared to k%¢.

(Assumption 4) Perturbations in radiation only

Staying within the radiation-dominated era, suppose that the metric perturbations are only
sourced by perturbations in the radiation component so that we ignore the effect of matter
perturbations on the metric. Then

167Ga?
Z (5[)7" + 35Pr) = T Z (1 + Swr)épr

=,V =,V

167Ga?
3

YJgrav (T) ~

where for adiabatic perturbations, equation (4.1) implies that 0P, = w,dp, in the radiation.
The presence of matter in the background serves as a dilution factor to the radiation density
as:

prad(T) _ prad(T) _ 1
p(T) Prad(T) + pmat(T) 1+ a(r)

Qeq

where pyad, Pmat are the total radiation and matter densities respectively. Using the Friedmann

equation
1 pr 0pr
Gerav(T) ~2H ——— 14 3wy —
& ( ) 1+ Z(;) T;I/( )prad Pr
14 3wy 4H?
:27'(2(1+a(7))(f757 + fudy) = m(fﬁy + fubu)

where w, = 1/3 and the radiation ratios f, = p,/praq are constant.

Plugging this form of ggrav(7) back into the tightly coupled equations (B.1)-(B.2) and ne-
glecting the Hubble damping terms yields the toy model equations (4.5)—(4.6).

For the rest of this appendix, we provide more details about the solution in Eq. (4.11) used
for the analytical examination of Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6). In particular, we provide an analytic
expression for d,(7) at early times which we can use to approximate the initial phase of the
oscillator by matching with the late time solutions. While our primary focus is on the phase

— 39 —



shift of the oscillating solution post gravitational driving force decoupling, it is essential to
note that initially, the Fyyy ~ 4/72 term in Eq. (4.8) dominates over the oscillation frequency
kQC%. As a result, the early time evolution is governed by

. 4
Oy(7) = —505(7). (B.5)
With initial conditions ¢, (7in) = 1 and 57(7—in) =0 at k7, = 1, considering the regime k7, = 1
assumed for the toy model, the early-time solution is given by

1 1+/33 1 1
5oty L) S L e VB - L B.6
) S ) (b)Y (- ) (B.6)

1++v33

The power-law growth 65 (1) ~ $(kT)"2 " persists at kT > 1 until

_2a

(B.7)

Ta = i
¢ ke,
After a numerical factor o times the moment when ]{/‘QC?Y = 2F4,iv(7), the oscillating solution
begins to dominate and can be expressed as:

512%(7) = Acoslke, ™ — i) - (B.8)

Aligning the two approximated solutions 6™ (r4) = §te(r,) and 5 (1) = SlYate(Ta) sets
the initial phase ¢y = 2a + tan™! (%) Note that ¢;, is a fixed phase introduced to
match the later time solution (7 > 7,), when the perturbation starts to oscillate as a plane
wave. Since ¢i, is common for models with and without DM-loading, the specific value of
¢in is unimportant when considering the enhanced phase difference due to DM-loading. We
hence drop the phase in Eq. (4.11) in the analytical discussion.
Numerical solutions of Egs. (4.5) and (4.6) for the toy model indicate a ~ 1.5 reproduces
the oscillation phase in the later time solution of ¢,(7). We therefore use 7, with a ~ 1.5
to indicate the timescale for the photon perturbation transitioning into a harmonic oscillator
and acquiring a phase. Note that a increases with Aa ~ 0.1f,, which is the enhanced phase
shift we discuss in Sec. 4.3 due to the DM-loading effect. In this case, the solution takes the
form (with ao = 1.5)
5?%’1‘7”(7') ~ AcoslkeyT — ¢in — 2.5A0] . (B.9)

C Additional plots for the phase shift enhancement

Here we present more plots comparing the phase shift in the photon transfer function obtained
from both CLASS and the toy model.

Fig. 18 shows the shift of transfer function peaks for the cases where either one or two
neutrinos scatter with DM. For the CLASS calculation, the rest of the neutrinos free-stream,
while in the toy model only the fraction f, of interacting neutrinos is accounted for. Notably,

— 40 —



the toy model peak locations and Ak enhancement in DL-v with respect to SI-v maintains
a similar level of agreement with CLASS as compared to the three neutrino scattering case
presented in the main text (Figs. 7 and 8).
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Figure 18: CLASS (solid) vs toy model (dotted) comparison of Ak in photon transfer function
for f, = 1.25% (blue) and 2.5% (orange) DL-v with respect to SI-v. Same as Figs. 7 and 8,

but for 1 interacting neutrino (left column) and 2 interacting neutrinos (right column).
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D Tables and triangle plots for MCMC analysis

In this appendix, we provide the triangle plots and tables of mean values with 1o errors for

the MCMC analysis done in sections 5.3 and 5.4. We also provide best fit values for the scans
where we varied Npgr and f, (Table 2) and yf, and f, (Table 3). The Ax? with respect to
the ACDM for each model fit is also provided in the tables.

Planck + BAO

Planck + BAO + Ext

Parameter Best Fit Mean+o Best Fit Mean=+o
102wy, 2.248 2.24170017 2.276 2.280 £ 0.015
Wedm 0.11966 0.121157000097 0.1263 0.1258 4+ 0.0027
ng 0.9666 0.9663 + 0.0039 0.9752 0.9728 4 0.0037
Hp(km/s/Mpc) 68.15 68.317033 71.43 71.10 + 0.82
10794, 2.098 2.10619-928 2.086 2.09970-9%9
Treio 0.0544 0.0557+9-9067 0.0573 0.058370:00%
fx 0.853 < 0.248 0.00162 < 0.00370
Npr 8 x 1075 < 0.0605 0.44 0.39 £0.13
og 0.817 0.80270-027 0.8245 0.820870 0075
1006, 1.04194 1.04202 4 0.00032 1.04233 1.04247 + 0.00031
Ax? —1.38 —11.5

Table 2: Strong DR-DM scenario with varying Npr and f,: best fits and mean values to

68% confidence. The Ax? = y? — X?\CDM for each fit is also provided.

Planck + BAO

Planck + BAO + Ext

Parameter Best Fit Mean+o Best Fit Mean+o
10~ 2wy, 2.245 2.244 4+ 0.014 2.248 2.260 +0.014
Wedm 0.1204 0.1216 + 0.0013 0.1202 0.1197 £ 0.0011
N 0.9504 0.9488+0:0049 0.9466 0.950275-0057
Ho(km/s/Mpc) | 68.64 68.2510 3 69.27 69.40 + 0.47
- 0.038 0.034
10794, 2.012 2.028T0 047 1.990 2.00970 045
Treio 0.0516 0.0536 + 0.0070 0.0546 0.0562 =+ 0.0072
fx 0.0048 < 0.0217 0.0037 < 0.0111
y* fy 0.109 0.141709%8 0.27 0.237018
og 0.824 0.818f868§§f15 0.826 0.819f§j§§§g
1006, 1.0442 1.044470 0015 1.0458 1.045470 000ss
Ax? +0.28 —7.4

Table 3: Varying v-DM scenario with varying yfy and f,: best fits and mean values to 68%

confidence. The Ayx? = x? — X?\CDM for each fit is also provided.
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Mean#o for fixed f, (Planck + BAO)

Parameter Ix = 104 v =0.01 v = 0.02 v =0.03
102wy, 2.240 £ 0.014 2.242 +0.013 2.244 +0.014 2.247 +£0.014
Wedm 0.1205 4+ 0.0010 | 0.1215 4 0.0011 0.122070 0017 0.12237000:5
T 0.948410-0041 0.947815:0039 0948570 00as 0.949575:003
Hoy(km/s/Mpc) | 68.55 £ 0.52 68.36 + 0.46 68.16 + 0.44 68.03 £ 0.43
— 0.040 0.034 0.034 0.034
10794, 2.02070 050 2.01970 03z 2.0270 00 2.03710 043
Treio 0.0524 £ 0.0069 | 0.0532+0.0070 | 0.0536 £0.0070 | 0.0541 %+ 0.0070
Yy * fy 0.15270-9%0 0.16270932 0.13470938 0.11070938
o8 0.8299 £ 0.0066 | 0.82300.0062 | 0.8158 +£0.0062 | 0.8089 %+ 0.0061
1000, 1.044315:0015 1.0446 15 00008 1.04451 050001 1.044315:0005,
Ax? —0.62 —0.08 +0.32 +1.44

Table 4: Varying v-DM scenario for fixed f, (Planck + BAO): mean values to 68% confi-
dence. We vary y for each fixed f,, but present the y * f, values for meaningful comparison

between the cases. The Ay? = x? — x2 for each fit is also provided.
X ACDM

Mean#o for fixed f, (Planck + BAO + Ext)

Parameter fy =104 fy =0.01 Iy =0.02 fy =0.03
10~2wy, 2.258 4 0.014 2.259 +0.013 2.263 +0.013 2.265 + 0.014
Wedm 0.1191940.00097 | 0.11988£0.00099 |  0.1203*¢:0013 0.1203* 5005
N, 0.948270-003 0.9504+0-0037 0.952079-9035 095427159037
Hy(km/s/Mpc) | 69.64 + 0.45 69.34 4 0.43 69.11 + 0.41 68.96 + 0.41
- . 0.032 0.031 0.037
1079 A4 1.99215:033 2.01010:035 2.024710033 2.04210031
Treio 0.0541 +0.0071 | 0.0566 + 0.0072 | 0.0572 % 0.0070 0.05761 0 b0os
y* fy 0.297017 0.23170920 0.174109%6 0.1217093%
o8 0.8266 + 0.0063 | 0.8194+0.0061 | 0.8121+0.0059 | 0.8048 + 0.0063
0.0011 0.0012 0.0014 0.0017
1000 1.0456 79 6002 1.0454 75 60080 1.0451 7560081 1.0446 7560008
Ax? —6.86 —5.74 ~5.50 ~3.86

Table 5: Varying v-DM scenario for fixed f, (Planck + BAO + Ext): mean values to
68% confidence. We vary y for each fixed f,, but present the y * f, values for meaningful
comparison between the cases. The Ax? = x? — xA¢py for each fit is also provided.
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Figure 19: Strong DR-DM scenario with varying Npr and f,
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