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The coming era of
precision cosmology
I. CMB Stage-IV and others

A. Simons Observatory - Atacama Desert, Chile
B. South Pole Observatory - South Pole
C. Other CMB experiments - CLASS and QUIET
D. Satellites: LiteBIRD and PIXIE

II. Thirty-meter class telescopes
A. EELT and GMT - Atacama
B. TMT – Mauna Kea, Hawaii

III. Surveys
A. DES - Cerro Tololo, Chile
B. DESI - Kitt Peak, AZ
C. Vera Rubin Observatory – Cerro Pachón, Chile
D. Satellites: Euclid, Roman, SPHEREx



Physics of Big Bang Nucleosynthesis

Weak Decoupling: !(!, !)! & % !, ! %

Nuclear Freeze Out: & ', ( )

Weak Freeze Out: & !, % '

EM equilibrium: % %, ( (

Time ≲ 1 sec.

Time ≳ 100 sec.

Synthesis of light-elements:
§ Hydrogen ~0.75
§ Helium ~0.25
§ Deuterium ~10!"
§ Lithium ~10!#$

Sub-epochs of BBN

QCD Epoch ~10!" s
Setting the stage:
a. Homogeneous & Isotropic
b. Nearly CP symmetric (10-10)
c. No free quarks

Baryogenesis ~?



Out-of-Equilibrium Neutrino Energy Transport
Neutrino scattering on charged leptons

⌫i + ⌫i $ e� + e+

⌫i + e± $ ⌫i + e±

Important for CMB parameter for 
radiation energy density
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Neutron-to-Proton Rates
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Radiation energy density during Recombination

Computing CMB observables requires energy density
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Effects of Radiation on CMB
Black points are Planck 2018 data values
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Figure 1. E↵ect of free-streaming radiation on the CMB temperature power spectrum (adapted from [87]). To illustrate the
sensitivity of the Planck 2018 temperature data, we also display their 1� error bars [90]. Left : Variation of the CMB temperature
power spectrum DTT

` ⌘ `(` + 1)/(2⇡)CTT
` as a function of Ne↵ for fixed angular size of the sound horizon ✓s. The dominant

exponential damping of DTT
` is clearly visible and would be the same if the radiation was non-free-streaming, in contrast to the

phase shift illustrated in the right panel. Right : Variation of the undamped CMB temperature power spectrum K` = d�1
` DTT

` ,
with exponential damping function d`, as a function of Ne↵ . Following [56], the physical baryon density !b, the scale factor at
matter-radiation equality aeq ⌘ !m/!r, the angular size of the sound horizon ✓s and the angular size of the damping scale ✓D
are held fixed in the second panel. In addition, the spectra are normalized at the fourth peak. The remaining variation is the
phase shift � with a zoom-in shown in the bottom panel. We refer to [87] for additional details.

acoustic peak (quantities that are well measured), the e↵ect on the damping tail is the dominant imprint of relativistic
particles, such as neutrinos (see the left panel of Fig. 1) [55]. They modify the damping tail through their contribution
to the Hubble rate, which, in turn, changes the amount of photon di↵usion in the pre-recombination universe result-
ing in an exponential suppression of short-wavelength modes [89]. This e↵ect is degenerate with other cosmological
parameters (in particular the helium fraction Yp) in the CMB temperature power spectrum [54], but the degeneracy
with Yp can be broken by including BBN information and/or CMB polarization data. While this is the leading e↵ect
to constrain additional radiation in the CMB, it does not discriminate between free-streaming (i.e. non-interacting)
and non-free-streaming (i.e. interacting or fluid-like) neutrinos since the Hubble rate only depends on the background
energy density [57].

Perturbations in neutrinos and other free-streaming radiation also a↵ect the photon-baryon fluid in the early
universe through their gravitational influence leading to imprints that allow to distinguish between free-streaming and
non-free-streaming radiation: a shift in the amplitude and the phase of the acoustic peaks in both temperature and
polarization (see the right panel of Fig. 1) [54]. First, the presence of free-streaming radiation leads to a suppression
of the superhorizon gravitational potential which implies that more energy in free-streaming radiation reduces the
initial amplitude of adiabatic fluctuations [54, 91]. This e↵ect is however somewhat degenerate with the primordial
power spectrum amplitude. The second imprint is however not degenerate with other cosmological parameters [54, 57]
and is unique to free-streaming radiation, providing a direct connection to the underlying particle properties [57].
The key property of standard neutrinos that distinguishes them from non-free-streaming radiation is their supersonic
propagation: while sound waves in the photon-baryon fluid travel at cs ⇡ 1/

p
3, SM neutrinos free-stream at nearly

the speed of light. The neutrinos therefore propagate ahead of the sound horizon of the photon-baryon fluid and exert
a gravitational pull that shifts the photon and baryon perturbations to larger distances. In the CMB temperature and
polarization power spectra, this e↵ect manifests itself as a phase shift of the CMB peaks to larger physical scales (i.e. to
smaller multipoles `) [54, 57]. While this shift is �` ⇠ 20 at high multipoles in the standard model of cosmology [57, 92], it
can be smaller or larger in models with non-free-streaming neutrinos or additional free-streaming radiation, respectively.
This phase shift from neutrinos has been directly measured in the Planck temperature data [56] (see [57, 93, 94] for
complementary analyses) providing the most direct evidence to date for free-streaming radiation consistent with the
cosmic neutrino background.

Putting all e↵ects of relativistic and free-streaming neutrinos on the temperature and polarization power spectra
together, the Planck satellite has resulted in a 6% constraint on their energy density of Ne↵ = 2.92+0.18

�0.19 [6]. Future
high-resolution maps of the CMB could realistically achieve up to a 1% constraint of �(Ne↵) = 0.03 in the coming
decade [95–97], with additional improvements possible with more futuristic CMB experiments (see e.g. [57, 98]). When
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Planck 2018: Ne↵ = 2.92+0.18
�0.19 (1�)



Matter Power Spectrum

Power suppressed from neutrino free-streaming at small scales
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Figure 2. Left: Suppression of the matter power spectrum due to massive neutrinos at selected redshifts computed with
CLASS [103]. The comparison is made at fixed H0, ⌦mh2, ⌦bh

2, and As. Right: Relative suppression e↵ect on the power
spectrum at z = 0 caused by neutrinos with varying total mass

P
m⌫ , with parameters ⌦c, ⌦b and H0 kept constant. Large-

scale structure experiments have little sensitivity at scales k < 10�2h/Mpc and can mostly resolve the suppressed part of the
spectrum.

3.4.1 Galaxy clustering

Galaxies are a biased tracer of the underlying dark matter field. This allows to relate the observed power spectrum of
galaxies to the power spectrum of matter fluctuations via

Pg(k, z) = b2(k, z)Pm(k, z) , (3.9)

Figure 3. Contributions of the matter power spectrum P (k, z) to various large scale structure observables. The contributions
are weighted by signal-to-noise ratio anticipated for each observable: the CMB lensing power spectrum using the lensing re-
construction expected from CMB-S4, the angular power of galaxy density using observations from the Vera Rubin Observatory
gold sample, and number counts of clusters with mass greater than 1014 h�1M�. The CMB lensing weighting is multiplied by
an additional factor of 3 relative to the others in order to make the CMB lensing contributions more visible despite the very
broad lensing redshift kernel. The values of wavenumber k and redshift z that contribute to a given angular scale ` in the
Limber approximation are shown by the black dotted lines. The purple dashed line shows the free-streaming scale kfs(z) from
Equation (3.6) for standard neutrinos with

P
m⌫ = 58 meV; massive neutrinos suppress the amplitude of P (k, z) to the right of

that line. Nonlinear corrections to the matter power spectrum are expected to be non-negligible to the right of the red dash-dot
line. Figure reproduced from [102].
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Neutrinos become non-relativistic: znr ⇠ 100

Planck 2018: ⌃m⌫ < 0.120 eV (2�)

H0, ⌦m, ⌦b, As fixed H0, ⌦c, ⌦b fixed



Contributions to Matter Power Spectrum (forecasts)

Figure 2. Left: Suppression of the matter power spectrum due to massive neutrinos at selected redshifts computed with
CLASS [103]. The comparison is made at fixed H0, ⌦mh2, ⌦bh

2, and As. Right: Relative suppression e↵ect on the power
spectrum at z = 0 caused by neutrinos with varying total mass

P
m⌫ , with parameters ⌦c, ⌦b and H0 kept constant. Large-

scale structure experiments have little sensitivity at scales k < 10�2h/Mpc and can mostly resolve the suppressed part of the
spectrum.

3.4.1 Galaxy clustering

Galaxies are a biased tracer of the underlying dark matter field. This allows to relate the observed power spectrum of
galaxies to the power spectrum of matter fluctuations via

Pg(k, z) = b2(k, z)Pm(k, z) , (3.9)
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Figure 3. Contributions of the matter power spectrum P (k, z) to various large scale structure observables. The contributions
are weighted by signal-to-noise ratio anticipated for each observable: the CMB lensing power spectrum using the lensing re-
construction expected from CMB-S4, the angular power of galaxy density using observations from the Vera Rubin Observatory
gold sample, and number counts of clusters with mass greater than 1014 h�1M�. The CMB lensing weighting is multiplied by
an additional factor of 3 relative to the others in order to make the CMB lensing contributions more visible despite the very
broad lensing redshift kernel. The values of wavenumber k and redshift z that contribute to a given angular scale ` in the
Limber approximation are shown by the black dotted lines. The purple dashed line shows the free-streaming scale kfs(z) from
Equation (3.6) for standard neutrinos with

P
m⌫ = 58 meV; massive neutrinos suppress the amplitude of P (k, z) to the right of

that line. Nonlinear corrections to the matter power spectrum are expected to be non-negligible to the right of the red dash-dot
line. Figure reproduced from [102].
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Figure 4. Variation of the matter power spectrum P (k) (left) and the BAO spectrum Pw(k)/P nw(k) (right) as a function
of Ne↵ (adapted from [87]). The BAO spectrum is the ratio of the oscillatory part Pw(k) of the matter power spectrum and
its smooth broadband part P nw(k) = P (k) � Pw(k). The physical baryon density, !b, the physical sound horizon at the drag
epoch, rs, the scale factor at matter-radiation equality, aeq, and the BAO amplitude A at the fourth peak are held fixed in the
second BAO panel. This panel and the bottom zoom-in show the remaining phase shift induced by free-streaming relativistic
species. We refer to [87] for additional details.

with the bias b(k, z), noting that when including massive neutrinos we should only consider the baryon and dark matter
power spectrum Pcb instead of Pm [105–107]. Even in the absence of neutrinos, scale and redshift dependence of b is
the major challenge for galaxy clustering surveys. Perturbative treatment of biasing leads to an expansion in terms
of local operators formed out of the density and tidal field up to a given order in perturbation theory [108], which
gives rise to a number of physically motivated parameters that can be marginalised over when fitting for the shape of
the galaxy power spectrum [e.g. 109]. Note, however, that since the high momenta of neutrinos permit them to travel
over cosmological distances, the bias expansion will depend on the history of the matter and neutrino density fields
at cosmological distances as well. This fact causes the bias parameters to acquire a scale-dependent feature at scales
near and beyond the neutrino free-streaming scale [105, 110, 111]. This feature is both a signal and, if not properly
accounted for, a systematic to future measurements of neutrino mass from galaxy clustering [112–114].

As galaxy surveys are pushing beyond k > 0.1 h/Mpc, it becomes also more and more important to accurately model
non-linear scales and baryonic physics. Many approaches exist, making use of perturbative theoretical models [115–
119], simulations [120], simulation emulator approaches [121–125], or hybrid methods based on the halo model with
simulation input [126, 127]. Note, however, in all cases it is crucial to account for uncertainties in the theoretical
modelling in order to avoid biases in the parameter estimation [128, 129].

Besides the smooth (broadband) component of the matter power spectrum, significant cosmological information
is contained in the oscillatory spectrum of baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO). The former mainly depends on the
background evolution and the latter captures the cosmic sound waves that we also observe in the CMB anisotropies.
In the BAO spectrum, a change in the radiation density leads to shifts in the frequency, amplitude and phase of the
BAO spectrum. The BAO frequency corresponds in Fourier space to the BAO scale, which is the size of the sound
horizon at the drag epoch, and, therefore, depends on the background expansion history. This is the quantity that
most BAO analyses extract and use to constrain cosmology. As discussed in Sec. 3.3, the amplitude and phase shifts
originate from the evolution of the neutrino perturbations in the early universe (see the right panel of Fig. 4). While the
amplitude is a↵ected by gravitational nonlinearities, the phase shift due to the supersonic propagation of free-streaming
species should be robust to these late-time complications [58, 60]. This allowed to extract of a non-zero phase shift from
the distribution of galaxies observed by the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS) [59, 100], with ongoing
and future galaxy surveys significantly improving on this first measurement [100]. At the same time, it provides a way
to constrain the free-streaming nature of neutrinos independent, but complementary to the CMB.

The broadband shape of the matter power spectrum responds to a larger radiation density with a shift in the
location of the turn-over towards larger scales and a suppression of power on small scales (see the left panel of Fig. 4).
Both e↵ects are due to matter-radiation equality occurring at a later time. In contrast to the BAO spectrum, the
broadband shape therefore cannot distinguish between free-streaming and non-free-streaming radiation. Although these
e↵ects are clearly visible in the linear matter power spectrum, they are limited by uncertainties related to gravitational
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Baryon-Acoustic Oscillation Phase Shift

Similar physics of free-streaming radiation influencing CMB phase shifts

Detectable [see Baumann et al (2019)]



Constraints on non-standard Neutrino Cosmologies
I. Sterile Neutrinos

a. Neff sensitivity from O(eV)
b. Dark matter contribution for O(keV)
c. Early Universe dynamics O(MeV)

II. Neutrino non-standard interactions
a. Influence on free-streaming assumptions (possible Hubble tension amelioration)

III. Neutrino lepton numbers
a. Leptogenesis models
b. BBN abundances

IV. Neutrino lifetime (from free-streaming):

V. Low-temperature Reheating (decrease in Neff)

⌧⌫ � 4⇥ 106(m⌫/0.05 eV)5
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Figure 9. Neutrino mass parameters ⌃m⌫ (Eq. 3.3), m�� (Eq. 4.5) and m� (Eq. 4.2) for NO (blue) and IO (orange). The shaded
gray and yellow regions are excluded by cosmological observations (Planck + BAO [6]) and 0⌫2� searches (KamLAND-Zen [485]),
respectively. Note that these constraints are in both cases model-dependent. The red and green dots correspond to the two
“concordance” scenarios discussed in Sec. 5.2. The widening of the contours in the panels involving the e↵ective Majorana mass
m�� is due to the uncertainty on the Majorana phases. The oscillation parameters are fixed to their best-fit values from Ref. [2].

In both scenarios, a signal in a � decay experiment with a 90% sensitivity of 40 meV is expected in the case of
inverted mass ordering, or in the case of normal ordering if ⌃m⌫ & 140 meV.

5.3 Beyond concordance

Another possibility is that measurements of di↵erent neutrino properties will somehow be in tension, i.e., that the
complete set of observations cannot be coherently interpreted in terms of three families of active neutrinos with weak
interactions, of the ⇤CDM model for cosmology and of the mass mechanism for 0⌫2� decay. Such discrepant measure-
ments might point to nonstandard scenarios in either the particle physics or cosmological sector, or in both. In the
following, we discuss a few interesting examples:

1. A signal is observed in 0⌫2� searches (implying that neutrinos are Majorana particles), but there is no detection
of ⌃m⌫ 6= 0 from cosmological observations. As explained above, the non-observation of ⌃m⌫ from cosmology
is a problem per se. It is thus likely that the problem lies in the fact that ⇤CDM with massive neutrinos is not
the right cosmological model. Assuming that the mass mechanism is behind the 0⌫2� signal, the measurement
of the Majorana mass can be used, together with information from oscillation experiments, to infer an allowed
range for ⌃m⌫ . A successful alternative cosmological model (for example one involving modifications to gravity)
should be in agreement with this value. Alternative cosmological models involving modifications to the neutrino
sector, like e.g., models introducing new interactions that might lead to a “neutrinoless Universe”, can be further
tested in the laboratory. The new interaction might itself contribute to the 0⌫2� signal, or be probed by coherent
neutrinos scattering. Provided that the true value of the mass scale is large enough, a measurement of m� from
next-generation �-decay experiments will strengthen evidence for a failure in the ⇤CDM model.

2. Signals are observed from both cosmology and 0⌫2�, but they are discordant, i.e., they lie outside the coutours
in the ⌃m⌫ , m�� plane defined by oscillation experiments. The discordance might origin from either the cosmo-
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Concordance Scenarios for neutrino mass



Beyond Concordance for neutrino mass

1. First Scenario
a. Signal in 0+2,
b. No detection of Σ.& ≠ 0
c. Severe challenge to ΛCDM and thermal history of neutrino spectra
d. Any detection from endpoint experiments would further challenge ΛCDM

2. Second Scenario
a. Signal in 0+2,
b. Detection of Σ.& ≠ 0
c. Signals discordant, i.e., do not lie in bounded areas of previous plot
d. Possible Causes:

i. Another challenge to ΛCDM
ii. Sterile states contributing to .''
iii. Exotic physics beyond neutrino mass



Summary

1. Solid evidence for the existence of neutrinos in hot big bang cosmology
1. CMB and BAO show Neff not equal to zero
2. BBN shows neutrinos have ~thermal spectra

2. Future probes will show even more sensitivity to neutrino energy
spectra

3. Convolution of terrestrial experiments and cosmological probes may 
reveal basic neutrino properties

4. Discordance between terrestrial and cosmology will undoubtedly reveal 
new physics


