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We develop and apply a new framework for reconstructing the ionization history during the epoch
of recombination with combinations of cosmic microwave background (CMB), baryon acoustic os-
cillation (BAO) and supernova data. We find a wide range of ionization histories that are con-
sistent with current CMB data, and also that cosmological parameter constraints are significantly
weakened once freedom in recombination is introduced. BAO data partially break the degener-
acy between cosmological parameters and the recombination model, and are therefore important
in these reconstructions. The 95% confidence upper limits on H0 are 80.1 (70.7) km/s/Mpc given
CMB (CMB+BAO) data, assuming no other changes are made to the standard cosmological model.
Including Cepheid-calibrated supernova data in the analysis drives a preference for non-standard
recombination histories with visibility functions that peak early and exhibit appreciable skewness.
Forthcoming measurements from SPT-3G will reduce the uncertainties in our reconstructions by
about a factor of two.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precision measurements of anisotropies in the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) have enabled cosmologists
to place increasingly tight constraints on the energy con-
tent of the universe, the spectrum of primordial fluctua-
tions, and the optical depth to Thomson scattering in the
reionized intergalactic medium, with many of these deter-
minations reaching percent level uncertainties [1]. Under-
pinning the analysis of these measurements is a detailed
theoretical understanding of the cosmological recombina-
tion process, as the temperature and polarization power
spectra of the CMB are highly sensitive to the physical
conditions present in the primordial plasma during this
epoch [2–5].

The sensitivity of the data to details of recombination
also provides us with an opportunity: we can reconstruct
those details from the data themselves. In this paper, we
use CMB, baryon acoustic oscillation (BAO) and super-
nova data to reconstruct the history of the ionization
fraction, Xe(z), over a redshift range spanning the epoch
of hydrogen recombination. We work out the uncertain-
ties in such a reconstruction and examine its consistency
with the ΛCDM predictions. We also examine the im-
pact of freedom in Xe(z) on cosmological parameter in-
ferences, and the Hubble constant in particular.

Responses of CMB angular power spectra to changes
in recombination have previously been exploited to con-
strain elements of the recombination process. For exam-
ple, the Planck collaboration used measurements of the
temperature and polarization power spectra to constrain
the atomic 2s → 1s two-photon transition with 7% uncer-
tainty [6]. Additionally, phenomenological modifications
to the recombination history have been constrained under
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the assumption that the angular power spectra respond
linearly to changes in Xe(z), what we will refer to hence-
forth as a linear response approximation, or LRA [1, 7, 8].
This sensitivity has also been used to constrain physical
models with energy injection into the primordial plasma
[9–12], varying fundamental constants [13–16], and small-
scale clumping of baryons during recombination [17–20].
The CMB is sensitive to all of these models primarily
through the changes induced in the recombination pro-
cess around z ≃ 103.

In our reconstruction of the ionization history, we avoid
employing an LRA as we have found that nonlinear re-
sponses have significant impact on the reconstructions.
However, an LRA does enable a motivated form of pa-
rameter space dimension reduction in the form of a prin-
cipal component analysis (PCA) of recombination per-
turbations [7, 8, 21]. Without this reduction traditional
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) methods can be
prohibitively slow in exploring the extended parameter
space of cosmological and modified recombination pa-
rameters. Lee et al. [22] similarly introduce an LRA to
explore modified recombination histories, also motivated
by a desire to avoid computationally prohibitive MCMC
inference. To render such an analysis tractable without
an LRA, we turn to the use of an Einstein-Boltzmann
solver emulator [23] to quickly provide theoretical pre-
dictions for our model, significantly accelerating the in-
ference process covering non-perturbative modifications.

Whether or not we use an LRA impacts the in-
ferred values and uncertainties of cosmological param-
eters. PCA-based approaches to perturbatively modified
recombination, which make this approximation, gener-
ally find little to no shift in parameter values and neg-
ligible loosening of constraints, even when up to four
eigenmodes are retained [1, 8]. However, it should be
remarked that the PCA has not been applied directly to
CMB+SN data combinations, which is expected to hint
towards modified a recombination history.
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Conversely, studies of specific physical models with a
modified recombination epoch, such as models contain-
ing time-varying fundamental constants [15, 16], do see
significant shifts in cosmological parameters with pos-
sible implications for the Hubble tension. These mod-
els make specific assumptions about how recombination
differs from the standard scenario, and thus allow for a
full treatment of CMB angular power spectral responses
without relying on approximations. Our analysis aims
to combine the advantages inherent in each approach.
Our phenomenological model frees us from making spe-
cific physical-model-dependent assumptions about how
recombination is modified, and our abandonment of a
LRA allows for a full treatment of CMB responses to
these modifications. We find, in contrast to previous phe-
nomenological approaches, that parameter uncertainties
are significantly increased once Xe(z) is varied.

Our reconstruction of Xe(z) and the associated uncer-
tainty allows us to explore modified recombination his-
tories that are nonetheless consistent with the data. We
have found that including BAO data is helpful in this
reconstruction, and we discuss why. The importance of
BAO data in constraining modified recombination has
previously been recognized [6, 15, 22, 24], and our work
reinforces this conclusion even when one moves away
from specific physical models and simplifying approxi-
mations.

We pay special attention to the possibility that a non-
standard Xe(z) could resolve the Hubble tension (see [25]
for a recent review). This possibility was first illustrated
by Chiang and Slosar [24] by parameterizing the posi-
tion and width of the visibility function. Due to their
modifications of the recombination history, models with
a time-varying electron mass [15, 16, 22] were also found
to provide sufficient freedom to reduce the Hubble ten-
sion, as were models with early-structure formation due
to primordial magnetic fields (PMFs) [17–20, 26]. The
attempt by Cyr-Racine et al. [27] to solve the H0 prob-
lem by exploiting a symmetry of the Einstein-Boltzmann
equations and initial conditions also relies on changes to
the ionization history.

This work is organized as follows. In Sec. II we intro-
duce our parameterization of Xe(z) and discuss the pri-
ors on the function space to be explored. We also present
our emulator design choices and validation. In Sec. III
we present our reconstructions of Xe(z) conditioned on
different data sets and discuss the constraints these im-
ply on modifications to recombination. In Sec. IV we use
these reconstructions to explore recombination histories
which either fully or partially alleviate the Hubble ten-
sion. In Sec. V we discuss the sensitivity of SPT-3G to
signals from the recombination era, and the impact that
upcoming measurements will have on both the precision
of recombination reconstruction and the status of mod-
ified recombination as a solution to the Hubble tension.
We conclude in Sec. VI.

II. METHODOLOGY

Estimating the ionization fraction Xe(z) from data is a
problem of functional inference in which one is attempt-
ing to infer an infinite number of parameters, in this case
the values of Xe(z) over a given redshift range. In prac-
tice it is necessary to parameterize the problem so that
only a finite number of parameters are inferred, and the
rest of the function is constructed according to a given
prescription, such as via interpolation or as a linear com-
bination of basis functions. This choice of parameteriza-
tion is an implicit prior on the functional space explored
in the analysis and restricts the possible functional forms
Xe(z) can take. In general, a higher dimensional parame-
terization allows for a more general functional space to be
explored. This poses a problem for traditional methods
of inference such as random walk Markov Chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) methods, which are inefficient in corre-
lated, high-dimensional parameter spaces and generally
leads to vastly increased errors given the finite informa-
tion that is available.

A common method for addressing this trade-off uses
a linear response approximation to either reduce the di-
mension of the parameter space [8, 12, 21] or to facilitate
quasi-analytic approaches [22]. In the former case, by
using a LRA it is possible to use a linear (Fisher) ap-
proximation to the full likelihood in a PCA to identify
combinations of basis functions which, through their cor-
related effect on CMB observables, are most-constrained
by the data. This enables a motivated form of dimen-
sional reduction in which only the amplitudes of these
most constrained modes are retained as new parameters.
In the latter case, the problem is linearized in order to
analytically compute changes in χ2 as a smooth func-
tion is varied, avoiding a costly MCMC. It is important
to recognize that a LRA is only accurate in the limit of
small perturbations, and one is vulnerable to inconsistent
results outside of this regime.

One option to accurately include larger perturbations
is to iteratively solve the inference problem using a LRA
and then update the model around a new fiducial cosmol-
ogy [see Sec. 4.4 of 7]. However, this is not guaranteed to
converge. To avoid the need for a LRA in our analysis,
we instead accelerate the inference process using an emu-
lator. The remainder of this section discusses the details
of our parameterization of Xe(z), as well as our choices
in emulator and analysis design.

A. Details of the modified recombination model

The ionization fraction is the ratio of the number den-
sity of free electrons, ne(z), to the number density of
hydrogen nuclei, nH(z) = nHI(z) + nHII(z); i.e.,

Xe(z) ≡
ne(z)

nH(z)
. (1)
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This quantity can be calculated using recombination
codes such as CosmoRec[28] and HyRec [29], as is com-
monly done during calculations of CMB power spectra
using Einstein-Boltzmann solvers. We model departures
from the standard ionization fraction via the introduc-
tion of ∆Xe(z) = Xe(z) − Xstd

e (z), where Xstd
e (z) is

the standard ionization fraction as computed from the
above codes for a given set of cosmological parameters.
The dependence of Xstd

e (z) on the standard cosmologi-
cal parameters is small, varying at most by about 2% at
redshifts below z ≈ 800 among models in the Planck pos-
terior assuming ΛCDM and by less at higher redshifts.
We parameterize ∆Xe(z) via control points with an am-
plitude q̃i placed at pivot redshifts zi, and use a cubic
spline interpolation to fill in the rest of the function.

The definition of Xe(z) given above does not include
helium nuclei in the denominator. As such, Xe(z) can
exceed 1, as is the case prior to helium recombination.
Neglecting the possibility of ionizing HeII, the maximum
value of the ionization fraction is given by

Xmax
e = 1 +

Yp

2
(1− Yp) (2)

where Yp is the primordial helium abundance. For the
standard big bang nucleosynthesis value of Yp = 0.24,
Xmax

e ≈ 1.09.
This means that any physical ∆Xe(z) must fall within

the following bounds:

∆Xe(z) ∈
[
−Xstd

e (z), Xmax
e −Xstd

e (z)
]

(3)

It is not enough to ensure the q̃i parameters obey this re-
striction, as interpolants between control points can over-
shoot the values of the control points themselves. This is
if often the case with cubic spline interpolation, although
it could be remedied with other interpolation schemes.
Instead, to enforce this restriction at all z and not just
at the control points, we first map the control points q̃i
from the closed interval given by Eq. 3 to values qi in an
unbounded interval (−∞,∞). We perform the interpola-
tion between the qi values to obtain a function f(z), and
use the inverse mapping at all z to obtain ∆Xe(z) sub-
ject to the electron conservation restriction. The explicit
q̃i → qi mapping we use is

qi = logit

(
q̃i +Xstd

e (zi)

Xmax
e

)
− p(zi)

with inverse mapping

∆Xe(z) = Xmax
e expit (f(z) + p(z))−Xstd

e (z) (4)

where

p(z) ≡ logit

(
Xstd

e (z)

Xmax
e

)
.

We use the logistic sigmoid map expit(x) and its inverse
logit(x)

expit(x) =
1

1 + exp(−x)
and logit(x) = ln

(
x

1− x

)
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FIG. 1. Samples from the prior distribution for ∆Xe(z)
used in this work. The colors in the shaded region denote
the density of ∆Xe(z) curves in the sample, normalized so
that the densest point at each z has a value of 1. Three
individual functions are presented to demonstrate the variety
of deviations possible. The solid lines indicate the maximum
and minimum deviations allowed by electron conservation.
Dashed vertical lines indicate the pivot redshifts.

due to their simple mapping between closed and un-
bounded intervals. The choice of p is guided by a desire
to have ∆Xe(z) = 0 if f(z) = 0.

Our choice of how many control points and their place-
ment constitutes a prior on the functional space of pos-
sible ionization histories. We use 7 control points placed
evenly between zmin = 533 and zmax = 1600 exclusive,
and for z ≤ zmin and z ≥ zmax, ∆Xe(z) = 0. One im-
plication of this is that in our model, helium recombina-
tion, which ends at z ≃ 1700 [30–32], is left untouched,
as are the freeze-out residual ionization fraction and the
reionization history. We chose these values for zmin and
zmax in order to allow for deviations over the entire red-
shift range for which the standard hydrogen recombina-
tion visibility function has substantial support, which is
where the effect on CMB anisotropies is expected to be
the most prominent.

After constructing a ∆Xe(z), we add it to the standard
Xstd

e (z) for a given model, and propagate this change
through a full solution of the Einstein-Boltzmann equa-
tions governing the evolution of CMB anisotropies. We
perform these calculations using a modified version of
CLASS [33].

In Fig. 1, we show some possible ∆Xe(z) functional
forms attainable with this model, drawn from the prior
distribution outlined in Table I. Vertical lines indicate the
redshifts at which we place control points, and the solid
gray lines show ∆Xmin

e (z) and ∆Xmax
e (z) from Eq. 3.

To illustrate the wide range of ionization histories possi-
ble within this model, we draw from the prior for the q̃i
parameters 5000 times, and show the density of trajec-
tories through any given point using shading. We choose
a narrower prior for q̃1, q̃2 and q̃3 than for the higher
redshift control points. We found that large variations
in this region often caused CLASS to fail, so excluding
such extreme variations with our priors aided the emu-
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FIG. 2. Approximations to physically-arising ∆Xe(z)’s
within our model of modified recombination. Solid lines indi-
cate the target ∆Xe(z) and dashed are approximations with 7
control points. The gray band indicates the 95% probability
interval for the standard visibility function — this is the re-
gion where poor approximations have the most impact on the
resulting χ2 once changes in recombination are propagated
through to observables. The PMF scenario mimics the treat-
ment of Galli et al. [20], whereas the varying me and decaying
dark matter ionization fractions are computed using CLASS.

lator training process discussed in the following section.
Additionally, this is the redshift range that the angular
power spectra are most sensitive to, and therefore we ex-
pect such extreme variations to be excluded by the data.
This narrower prior still allows for a wide range of ioniza-
tion histories, and as we see in Sec. III these variations
are further constrained by data.

The choices defined above restrict the space of pos-
sible ionization histories obtainable in our phenomeno-
logical model. Ideally, the allowed space of ionization
histories includes a sufficiently good approximation to
any that might arise in some physical model. To as-
sess our model for this ability to reproduce ionization
histories from physical models, we approximate several
such ∆Xe(z)’s with 7 control points and compare the
χ2 that results once those ionization histories are prop-
agated through to observables. For this comparison we
chose a model containing primordial magnetic fields [20],
one with time varying electron mass, and one with dark
matter decay to electron/positron pairs. In each case,
we have chosen parameter values which are not ruled out
by existing data. For the varying electron mass model
we use a value of ∆me/me = 10−3, which is consistent
with Planck 2018 data [15]. For the decaying dark mat-
ter we use a lifetime of τ = 1012 s and decay fraction
ffrac = 8.6 · 10−11, which are below the 95% confidence
exclusion limit from a combination of Planck and FIRAS
data [34]. Finally, for the PMF model we adopt a clump-
ing factor of b = 0.5, which corresponds to the 95% upper
limit from Planck data [20].
For each comparison, we first obtain ∆Xe(z) from the

physical model. These models introduce other effects be-

yond changes in Xe(z) which can affect the final Cℓ’s,
which we do not want to consider here. To remove
these effects in the comparison, we mimic the ∆Xe(z)
from the physical model with 50 control points evenly
placed between zmin = 500 and zmax = 3000 to closely
trace the target functional shape. We insert this target
∆Xe(z) into CLASS to compute the power spectra result-
ing from this recombination history, absent other physical
effects from the models. We do the same for our approx-
imation with 7 control points between zmin = 533 and
zmax = 1600, and use the change in quality of fit ∆χ2 to
Planck 2018 TTTEEE+low-ℓ TT+low-ℓ EE to assess the
quality of our approximation. The cosmological param-
eters are the same for all models, corresponding to the
Planck 2018 mean parameters, which we hereafter refer
to as the fiducial cosmology. The target and approximate
∆Xe(z)’s are shown in Fig. 2.
For all of these models, ∆χ2 < 1, and additionally the

differences between the target ∆Xe(z) and our approxi-
mation to it are significantly smaller than the reconstruc-
tion uncertainties presented in Sec. III. We conclude from
this assessment that sufficiently accurate approximations
to realistic ∆Xe’s are within our prior function space.
To summarize, our model of modified recombi-

nation has seven control points placed at zi ∈
{666, 800, 933, 1066, 1200, 1333, 1466}, and outside of
zmin = 533 and zmax = 1600 the ionization fraction
has its standard value. In total our model has 13
free parameters once the standard 6 ΛCDM parameters
{ωb, ωcdm, τreio, ns, As, H0} are included. We also include
one species of massive neutrino with mν = 0.06 eV. We
refer to this model throughout as the “ModRec” model.

B. Accelerated inference using an emulator

Parameter inference using Markov-Chain Monte Carlo
with the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm is a popular
choice to infer cosmological parameters from CMB data.
However, it is difficult to find an efficient generating func-
tion for the Metropolis-Hastings proposal step in higher
dimensional parameter spaces, as in general posteriors
become more non-Gaussian as more degeneracy direc-
tions open up, along with the geometric volume effects
of increasing dimension. This results in inefficient sam-
pling as many proposed steps are rejected, each of which
requires the evaluation of the likelihood function. Both
the evaluation of the likelihood itself as well as the re-
quired theoretical calculation to do so can be computa-
tionally expensive, especially as the latter involves (in
the context of constraints using CMB data) the com-
putation of angular power spectra CX

ℓ for the candi-
date set of parameters. Depending on the data sets
used, X ∈ {TT, TE,EE, ϕϕ}. This presents a consider-
able computational burden: a typical calculation of these
quantities using CLASS at the necessary precision up to
ℓmax = 5000 takes O(1 min) on a single CPU. This ℓmax

is necessary if we wish to enable forecasting for future
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CMB experiments which will measure these small angu-
lar scales.

We accelerate this inference process by creating an em-
ulator of the Einstein-Boltzmann solver. An ideal emu-
lator takes a given input and reproduces the output that
would come from an Einstein-Boltzmann solver, and does
so much more rapidly. This approach has gained popular-
ity as a method to accelerate the analysis of cosmological
data. There now exist many emulators such as [35–39],
as well as publicly available frameworks to create custom
emulators [23, 40].

We here used the CONNECT framework of Nygaard et al.
[23] to create an emulator for the ModRecmodel. CONNECT
generates training data and uses it to train a neural net-
work which can reproduce the output of the full Einstein-
Boltzmann calculation 103 − 104 times faster than the
Einstein-Boltzmann solver itself. The training data set
consists of pairs of input parameter vectors and the corre-
sponding output observable vectors, which must be pre-
computed. Carefully selecting which input vectors to be
included in the training set can reduce the overall size
of the set needed to reach a fixed emulator accuracy.
Popular strategies such Latin Hypercube Sampling [41]
or Fisher Sphere Sampling [42] offer significant improve-
ment over grid-based approaches.
CONNECT uses an iterative strategy to construct the

training data, so that it is concentrated near the region
of high posterior probability. The observation underpin-
ning this strategy is that the final emulator is unlikely to
be used far away from the maximum of the posterior, as a
MCMC sampler spends negligible time there after the ini-
tial burn-in phase. Therefore it is inefficient and unneces-
sary to include points from these regions in the training
set. To estimate the region of high posterior probabil-
ity (which is unknown prior to inference), CONNECT be-
gins by training an initial emulator on a Latin hypercube
with O(104) points, with the edges of the cube chosen so
that the region of high likelihood is contained within the
cube. The initial emulator is used to provide theoret-
ical observables during a high-temperature Metropolis-
Hastings random walk of the parameter space. While
the accuracy of the emulator at this stage may be low,
it is sufficient to bias the random walk towards regions
of higher likelihood. Once the MCMC has converged, se-
lected points from the chain are added to the training set
and an Einstein-Boltzmann solver is used to compute the
true theoretical outputs for those points. A new emulator
is trained on the expanded training set, at which point
the process begins a new iteration and is terminated after
a convergence criterion is met. See Nygaard et al. [23]
for full details.

We modify the CONNECT code to include additional ob-
servables in addition to CMB power spectra in the train-
ing set. Our emulator is trained to reproduce the follow-
ing quantities:

1. The TT, TE, EE, and ϕϕ CMB power spectra com-
puted for ℓmin = 2 and ℓmax = 5000. The default
CLASS settings are insufficient to ensure accuracy at

FIG. 3. Contours from a MCMC chain using the final trained
emulator for the ModRec model as well as the reweighted con-
tours using CLASS computed spectra. We used Planck 18 high-
ℓ TTTEEE, low-ℓ TT and EE, and lensing data for this iter-
ative process. We also bin all points from the chain and show
the 95th percentile of |∆χ2| = |χ2

emulator − χ2
CLASS|. The χ2

values in each case were calculated using only the high-ℓ nui-
sance parameter marginalized likelihood [43, 44]. Inset: A
histogram of ∆χ2 values for all points in the chain, indicating
that on this set of points the emulator predictions marginally
skew towards better fits than the CLASS computed likelihoods,
as might be expected since the chain was generated using the
emulator.

high ℓ, so increased precision settings are required.
We use settings adopted from [35], modified to opti-
mize performance in our use case while maintaining
accuracy. A full description of the settings used can
be found in Appendix A. To reduce the length of
the output vector, the power spectra are saved on
a grid of ℓ values: the emulator is trained on these
values, and other values are obtained via interpo-
lation.

2. The ionization fraction Xe(z), visibility function
g(z), DA(z), H(z), and σ8(z). The latter three
quantities are the angular diameter distance, Hub-
ble parameter, and amplitude of matter fluctua-
tions on 8h−1 Mpc scales, and are required in or-
der to place constraints using BAO measurements.
These quantities are also saved on a grid of z values,
and interpolation is used with the emulated result
to recover function values at other redshifts. Our
output grid for the DA(z), H(z), and σ8(z) covers
a redshift range from z = 0 to z = 5, sufficient
for current and upcoming data which measure the
BAO feature.

3. Other derived parameters: the current density pa-
rameter of dark energy, ΩΛ; σ8; the primordial he-
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lium fraction, Yp; the redshift of the baryon drag
epoch, zdrag; the sound horizon at baryon drag,
rdrags ; the redshift at which Xe(z) = 0.5, zrec; the
conformal time of recombination, τdrag; the angu-
lar diameter distance to zrec, D

rec
A ; the redshift of

reionization, zreio; the redshift of last scattering, z⋆;
the conformal time of last scattering τ⋆; the sound
horizon at last scattering, r⋆s ; the angular diameter
distance to last scattering, D⋆

A; and the angular size
of the sound horizon at last scatter, 100θ⋆. Some
of these do not enter into this analysis, but were
included for possible future use.

Due to the increased precision settings, each CLASS cal-
culation takes O(1 min) using 8 threads. While assessing
the accuracy of our emulator during the training data
generation process, we found that the high temperature
MCMC used by CONNECT failed to properly explore the
T = 1 regions of high likelihood. As such, on subsequent
iterations we added priors to ensure these regions were
adequately represented in the training set, and contin-
ued generating data. The final training set contained
182640 models, of which 5% were reserved for test data.
These are the only CLASS executions required for the en-
tire analysis, which is the same order of magnitude as
the number of accepted steps in a single chain within the
ModRec model, although additional computations would
be required for rejected steps. Furthermore, since we are
emulating the theoretical quantities directly as opposed
to the likelihoods, the same emulator can be used with a
variety of data combinations. As long as some observable
is included among or can be computed from the emulated
quantities, the emulator can be used in combination with
these data at no additional cost. Avoiding these compu-
tations with the trained emulator represents a significant
acceleration of the inference process.

The emulator had 6 hidden layers with 512 fully con-
nected nodes per layer. We trained the emulator for 150
epochs with a batch size of 256 using a mean square
error loss function. We terminated the iterative pro-
cess once the 95th percentile errors on angular power
spectra were below 1%. As an additional post hoc as-
sessment of the emulator accuracy, we importance sam-
pled an MCMC chain produced with this emulator, with
weights set by the likelihood as computed using CLASS-
calculated power spectra. This re-weighted distribution
showed little change as compared to the original distri-
bution obtained using the emulator, indicating that the
emulator is sufficiently accurate for inference in regions of
appreciable likelihood. A comparison of the original and
re-weighted distributions in the H0 − ωb plane is shown
in Fig. 3. We also show the 95th percentile ∆χ2 val-
ues for points drawn from the posterior in this region.
See Appendix A for further details on the emulator and
additional error quantification.

III. RECONSTRUCTIONS OF THE
IONIZATION FRACTION HISTORY

Using a trained emulator, we run a MCMC analysis
using the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm as implemented
in the COBAYA sampler [45]. Plots are made using the
GetDist package [46]. For every data combination con-
sidered below, we use the same priors which are compiled
in Table I. We use the the Planck 2018 high-ℓ and low-ℓ
data for temperature and polarization, as well as Planck
lensing data, in our reconstruction of the ionization his-
tory using CMB data alone. For the high-ℓ likelihood
we use the nuisance-parameter marginalized likelihood
detailed in Aghanim et al. [43]. We then combine this
with BAO data from the eBOSS [47] DR16 release and
SDSS DR7 Main Galaxy Sample (MGS) [48]. We also
consider the impact of including the H0 determination
from the SH0ES team, inferred from Cepheid calibrated
supernovae. We begin with a brief overview of the origin
of constraints on Xe from CMB data.

TABLE I. Priors used throughout this analysis for the stan-
dard cosmological parameters, as well as the new ModRec

control point parameters. All parameters have a uni-
form prior between the specific ranges. For the con-
trol point parameters, these values were chosen as q̃i ∈
[−0.9Xfid

e (zi),min(10Xfid
e (zi), X

max
e (zi)], where the fiducial

ionization history is computed using Planck and assuming
ΛCDM.

Name Prior range Notes
ωb [0.0177, 0.0271] –
ωcdm [0.1028, 0.1374] –
ns [0.8784, 1.0533] –
τreio [0.0276, 0.1] –
ln
(
1010As

)
[2.837, 3.257] –

H0 [50, 85] –
q̃1 [-0.00117, 0.0131] z1 = 666.6
q̃2 [-0.00321, 0.0356] z2 = 800.0
q̃3 [-0.0182, 0.203] z3 = 933.3
q̃4 [-0.0939, 0.988] z4 = 1066.6
q̃5 [-0.290, 0.770] z5 = 1200.0
q̃6 [-0.581, 0.447] z6 = 1333.3
q̃7 [-0.827, 0.174] z7 = 1466.6

A. Information about Xe(z) from CMB data

All of the CMB constraints on the ionization history
arise from the sensitivity of the photon scattering rate
to the ionization history. At fixed baryon fraction and
helium fraction, Xe(z) is the only unknown quantity in-
fluencing the average photon scattering rate:

ΓT(z) = Xe(z)nH(z)σT (5)

where σT is the Thomson scattering cross section, and

nH(z) =

(
Ωbh

2

0.022

)(
1− Yp

0.76

)
1.8 · 10−7

cm3
(1 + z)3 (6)
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is the density of hydrogen nuclei (nH ≡ nHI + nHII).
In the following we discuss the impact of the Thom-

son scattering rate on i) the redshift of last scattering,
ii) photon diffusion damping, and iii) polarization gener-
ation. We argue that photon diffusion and polarization
generation effects on the power spectra are sufficiently
high-dimensional to enable constraints on the free func-
tion Xe(z).

1. Preliminaries

The rapid drop in Xe(z) during recombination leads
to a proportional drop in the scattering rate. As
ΓT(z)/H(z) ≲ 1 the radiation component effectively de-
couples from the matter and free-streams to the present
day, where it is observed as the CMB [49, 50]. This no-
tion can be made precise by introducing the visibility
function

g(z) ≡ de−τ(z)

dη
= −τ ′(z)e−τ(z). (7)

where τ is the optical depth to Thomson scattering and
τ ′ = dτ/dη = −ΓTa is its conformal time derivative.

The quantity g(z)dz gives the probability that a CMB
photon observed today last scattered between redshift z
and z + dz, so the region of support of g(z) defines the
epoch during which we are able to observe the plasma.
The peak of the visibility function is often used to define
z⋆ and η⋆, the redshift and conformal time of last scat-
tering1. This redshift is used to define r⋆s , the comoving
size of the sound horizon at last scattering, and D⋆

A, the
comoving distance to the last-scattering surface:

r⋆s =

∫ ∞

z⋆

cs(z)

H(z)
dz (8)

D⋆
A =

∫ z⋆

0

dz

H(z)
(9)

where cs(z) is the sound speed in the plasma. Although
for precise definitions like that of r⋆s or D⋆

A it is conve-
nient to use ‘the’ redshift of last scattering, the process
is of course extended, and as we shall see much of the
information on Xe(z) from the CMB arises from features
of angular power spectra generated during this extended
decoupling.

2. Redshift of last scattering

Modified recombination can shift z⋆, altering r⋆s and
therefore the phase of oscillation at decoupling for any

1 CLASS defines z⋆ as τ(z⋆) = 1. While the two definitions result
in similar z⋆ for the standard recombination scenario, they can
lead to differences within modified recombination.

given mode with wavenumber k. In order to avoid chang-
ing the angular size of the sound horizon, θ⋆ = r⋆s/D

⋆
A,

which is measured to within 0.03% precision by Planck
[1], there must be an equivalent fractional change to D⋆

A.
This shift can be accomplished by adjusting ΩΛ or, equiv-
alently, H0 [24]. As we discuss below, BAO data are sen-
sitive to this adjustment and its alteration to the low-z
distance-redshift relation, and can thus contribute indi-
rectly to Xe(z) reconstruction.

3. Diffusion damping

At sufficiently early times, the plasma can be approxi-
mated as a tightly-coupled baryon-photon fluid at scales
above the mean free path of the photons, kℓmfp ≪ 1,
where ℓmfp = 1/ (aΓT) is the comoving mean free path.
For perturbations at or below this scale, the diffusive ef-
fects of thermal conduction and viscosity must be taken
into account [51]. To second order in kℓmfp these effects
lead to exponential damping with a characteristic scale
[52, 53]

k−2
D (z) =

∫ ∞

z

1

6H(z′)ΓT(z′)

(
R2

1 +R
+

16

15

)
dz′

(1 +R)
(10)

where R(z) = 3ωb/[4ωγ(1 + z)] is the baryon-to-photon
energy ratio at a redshift z. We use this expression to
explicitly show how the damping scale depends on z and
the scattering rate.
If the effects of damping were completely captured by

a single damping scale, e.g. kD(z⋆), then from damping
effects we could only extract one number for constraining
Xe(z). However, due to the finite width of the visibility
function, there is sensitivity to kD(z) over a range of
redshifts. The cumulative damping in a given mode k
can be approximated by averaging over g(z) [52]

D(k) ∼
∫ η0

0

g(η) exp
(
−k2/k2D(η)

)
dη. (11)

This sensitivity to the damping scale across the shape
of the visibility function allows for damping effects to
be a high-dimensional source of information about the
ionization history, providing information on skewness and
higher order moments of the visibility function.
CMB data are also sensitive, via damping effects, to

changes in the ionization history at redshifts above where
the visibility function has appreciable support. Such
changes to the scattering rate cumulatively affect kD(z)
at all lower redshifts, via the integral in Eq. 10, including
at redshifts where g(z) is non-zero. We illustrate this in
Fig. 4 by varying Xe(z) only above where the standard
g(z) has support. DecreasingXe(z) in this redshift range,
relative to some fiducial, results in a decreased scatter-
ing rate and therefore an increase in diffusion damping
for modes which have entered the horizon by this point.
The net result is an increase in damping, as shown in
the bottom panel. High redshift changes to Xe(z) only
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FIG. 4. High redshift (1333 ≲ z < 1600) changes to the ion-
ization fraction and corresponding effects on the temperature
power spectrum.

impact CMB power spectra through this effect on damp-
ing. We will see below that this is an important degree
of freedom in our model.

One should bear in mind that Eq. 10 is derived from
a tight coupling approximation. This is a very relevant
caveat as we are using the expression to guide our intu-
ition through a regime where tight coupling completely
breaks down. We suspect that our qualitative conclu-
sion, about sensitivity to damping over a range of red-
shifts resulting in high-dimensional sensitivity to Xe(z),
still holds.

For more on the performance of this approximation
through decoupling, see [54]. Of course in Einstein-
Boltzmann solvers the tight coupling approximation is
abandoned sufficiently early to preserve the accuracy of
model power spectra [e.g. 33].

4. Polarization generation

Polarization is generated from unpolarized light when
an electron scatters incident radiation with a quadrupo-
lar structure [53]. Quadrupoles are generated during
decoupling by free-streaming from the spatially varying
monopole. Photons scattering off an electron during de-
coupling previously scattered an average distance ℓmfp

away, so for a given mean free path polarization is gen-

erated by modes kℓmfp ≈ 2. Viewed from the present
day, these k modes are converted by free streaming to
anisotropies at angular scales ℓp ∼ kD⋆

A = 2D⋆
A/ℓmfp.

Small angle polarization is sourced when the mean free
path is small at early times, and larger scales are sourced
as the mean free path grows during recombination. Thus,
in principle one could use polarization to probe the ion-
ization history to arbitrarily high redshifts; however, at
sufficiently early times the modes that generate polar-
ization are inaccessible due to damping. The corre-
spondence between polarization at a given angular scale
and the epoch at which it is generated is another high-
dimensional source of information regarding the ioniza-
tion history: measurements of CEE

ℓ can be used to con-
strain the free function Xe(z).
It should be noted as well that the amplitude of the

polarization signal from a single k mode is proportional
to the width of the last-scattering surface [53], and the
ratio of the temperature and polarization power spectra
can constrain the width of the visibility function [55].

B. Reconstruction from Planck CMB data

Our reconstruction using Planck data is presented in
the left-hand column of Fig. 5. We find that the recon-
structed ionization fraction localizes around the standard
Xe(z), which can be viewed as validation of the standard
ΛCDM picture of hydrogen recombination: out of quite
general possible recombination histories, the fiducial his-
tory is clearly consistent with CMB data. The absolute
uncertainty in the reconstruction increases sharply above
z ≈ 1350, which is also where the visibility function has
vanishing support. Essentially none of the CMB signal is
sourced from these early redshifts, and consequently the
constraining power of anisotropy measurements is weak-
ened. The constraints that are present are due to the
high redshift sensitivity due to damping effects discussed
in Sec. III A.
The overall constraining power of CMB data is empha-

sized by comparing the posterior distribution of ∆Xe(z)
in the final row to the prior distribution illustrated in
Fig. 1. We find that fractional uncertainty in this re-
construction of Xe(z) is to within roughly 45% at 68%
confidence (c.f Fig. 15).
Parameter constraints are significantly affected by the

new freedom in recombination. Table II shows the 1D
marginalized 68% confidence intervals for all parameters.
This is most pronounced with H0, which we find to be
H0 = 69.2±6.6 km/s/Mpc, compared to the Planck con-
straint assuming ΛCDM of 67.36± 0.54 km/s/Mpc. The
1D marginalized posterior for H0 in this chain shows a
large region, from 63 to 75 km/s/Mpc, of roughly equal
posterior probability, which highlights the broad degener-
acy between variations in the ionization fraction and H0.
We see only minor shifts in mean values for parameters
compared to the baseline Planck mean values assuming
ΛCDM.
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FIG. 5. Reconstruction of recombination quantities for combinations of Planck 2018 data, eBOSS BAO data, and the SH0ES
distance-ladder H0 measurement. The color indicates the density of trajectories through a given point in the plane, normalized
so that the point passed through by the most trajectories at a given redshift has a color value of 1. The emulator was used to
compute the plotted quantities for every model in the chain. The light blue line indicates the pointwise mean within the chain,
and the light red line indicates the value for that quantity using the fiducial Planck mean cosmology and assuming ΛCDM. In
the last row, ∆Xe(z) = Xe(z)−Xfid

e (z). The black dashed lines indicate the bounds from enforcing electron conservation.

The increased uncertainty in standard parameters is
in contrast to previous perturbative phenomenological
studies which have found that constraints are not greatly
loosened [1, 7]. The increased uncertainty is a result of
our choice to avoid the LRA and to instead fully treat
the impact of a modified Xe(z) on the final radiation
anisotropies. Our results are consistent with other stud-
ies focused on particular physical models which do see
an effect on parameter constraints [e.g., 15], albeit in a
model-independent way.

C. Constraints from Planck and BAO data

The same initial conditions and dynamics that lead
to a series of peaks in the CMB power spectrum result

in a series of peaks in the matter power spectrum, and,
equivalently, a peak in the matter correlation function
[47, 56–59]. This BAO feature is observed as an excess
of clustering in the large-scale galaxy distribution on co-
moving scales roughly equal to the sound horizon at the
redshift zdrag at which baryons decouple from the radi-
ation. This occurs at a slightly later redshift than last
scattering due to the low baryon-to-photon ratio, and is
precisely defined conventionally as the redshift at which
the baryon optical depth passes unity. The sound horizon
at this epoch is

rdrags ≡
∫ ∞

zdrag

cs(z)

H(z)
dz. (12)

Analyses of galaxy survey data can determine the red-
shift interval that this feature covers along the line-of-
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sight, and in the transverse direction can determine the
angle that it subtends:

1

∆z
=

DH(z)

rdrags

and
1

∆θ
=

DA(z)

rdrags

. (13)

Here the distances are the Hubble distance and the co-
moving angular diameter distance

DH(z) =
c

H(z)
and DA(z) = c

∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
(14)

as we are assuming Ωk = 0.

Without calibrating rdrags from other early universe
measurements such as CMB anisotropies or BBN, these
measurements constrain the shape of the low-redshift ex-
pansion history. As we shall shortly see, including BAO
data in our analysis breaks the geometric degeneracy be-
tween cosmological parameters and variations in the ion-
ization history (referred to in Sec. III A), tightening our
reconstructions and constraints on parameters.

We use measurements of the BAO feature from the
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eBOSS DR16 release [47], including luminous red galax-
ies (LRG), emission line galaxies (ELG), quasars, and
Lyman-α forest samples. We also include the BOSS
galaxy sample [60] as well as the SDSS main galaxy sam-
ple (MGS). In total these data provide measurements of
the low redshift distances in Eq. 14 in seven bins be-
tween 0.15 < z < 2.33. We also include redshift space
distortion measurements in our analysis. Modern BAO
measurements use pre-computed templates of the matter
power spectrum exhibiting the BAO feature and using an
assumed cosmological model, which are then re-scaled to

fit the observed power spectrum. Following the analysis
of Bernal et al. [61], we verified that the ModRec model
does not introduce additional contributions which may
complicate the template-based determination.

In Fig. 8, we show these BAO measurements along
with low-redshift distances computed using models from
our Planck-only chain. For a given curve, we bin mod-
els drawn from the chain centered on integer values of
H0 with unit bin width, in units of km/s/Mpc, and plot
the mean of the resulting set of curves. Each curve is
therefore representative of models that have H0 near the
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TABLE II. Marginalized 68% confidence intervals model parameters using different data combinations. The first column are
reference constraints assuming ΛCDM and using the Planck baseline data. Note that within the ModRec model many parameters
have non-Gaussian posteriors, hence the quoted results are the two-tailed 68% confidence limits. The final row shows the 95%
one-tailed upper limits on H0 in each chain.

Parameter Planck (ΛCDM) Planck +BAO +SH0ES
H0 [km/s/Mpc] 67.36± 0.54 69.2± 6.6 68.9± 1.1 71.06± 0.77
ωb 0.02237± 0.00015 0.02245+0.00066

−0.00076 0.02241± 0.00021 0.02261± 0.00020
ωcdm 0.1200± 0.0012 0.1212+0.0047

−0.0042 0.1216± 0.0020 0.1239± 0.0018
ln
(
1010As

)
3.044± 0.014 3.040± 0.017 3.041± 0.017 3.037± 0.016

ns 0.9649± 0.0042 0.9609± 0.0096 0.9600± 0.0095 0.9574± 0.0089
τreio 0.0544± 0.0073 0.0533± 0.0077 0.0533± 0.0078 0.0503± 0.0075

q̃1 – −0.00003+0.00045
−0.00065 −0.00005± 0.00037 −0.00022+0.00032

−0.00037

q̃2 – 0.00008+0.00056
−0.0011 −0.00024+0.00048

−0.00059 −0.00038+0.00050
−0.00063

q̃3 – −0.0012+0.0052
−0.012 −0.0032± 0.0027 −0.0064+0.0018

−0.0021

q̃4 – −0.001+0.021
−0.046 −0.0078+0.0073

−0.0084 −0.0194+0.0056
−0.0064

q̃5 – −0.027+0.084
−0.14 −0.040± 0.032 −0.079+0.022

−0.026

q̃6 – 0.04+0.11
−0.17 0.024± 0.062 −0.017± 0.054

q̃7 – > −0.257 −0.134+0.096
−0.13 −0.214+0.074

−0.10

H0 [km/s/Mpc] (95% u.l.) < 68.2 < 80.1 < 70.7 < 72.3

labeled values. We only show curves representing H0 val-
ues within the 95% confidence limits for H0 in the Planck
chain.

As can be seen in the top panel of Fig. 8, DH(z)/rdrags

is nearly independent of H0 for z ≳ 1. This is because
DH(z) only depends on ωm at these redshifts, and this
value is tightly constrained due to its relationship to the
radiation driving envelope effect [51] in the CMB power
spectra. At z ≲ 1, dark energy significantly contributes
to the expansion rate, and the value of ΩΛ (or equiva-
lently H0) affects these low-redshift distances.
A similar level of convergence is not seen in the bottom

panel of Fig. 8, although by z ≈ 3 the trend has started
to become apparent. This is because the low-redshift
differences in DH(z)/rdrags , when integrated according to
Eq. 14, result in a spread of predictions for DA(z)/r

drag
s

at intermediate redshifts. However, all of these predic-
tions must still converge at z ≈ 1100 to be consistent
with the precise measurement of θ⋆s .
This illustrates why BAO data are so effective

at constraining models which alter recombination-era
physics. A fractional change to the sound horizon,
∆rdrags /rdrags , must be matched by comparable changes
in ∆DH(z)/DH(z) and ∆DA(z)/DA(z) in order to main-
tain values consistent with the BAO data. Without in-
troducing other model changes affecting low-redshift dis-
tances, H0 is the only free parameter available to adjust
that can affect these distances. However, it has already
been adjusted to maintain consistency with θ⋆s , and so
there is little room for further adjustment to maintain
the low-redshift values demanded by the BAO measure-
ments. These constraints can be evaded by introducing
an additional late-time degree of freedom to the model,
as was done, e.g., by Sekiguchi and Takahashi [16] who
introduced mean spatial curvature in addition to a time-
varying electron mass.

The results of the Planck+BAO MCMC chain are

shown in the red contours in Fig. 6. Consistent with
the discussion above, constraints on H0 are tightened
from H0 = 69.2 ± 6.6 in the case of Planck data alone
to H0 = 68.9 ± 1.1 when including BAO data. This is
consistent with the conclusions in [15] for a varying me

model.

IV. THE H0 TENSION WITH MODIFIED
RECOMBINATION

Distance ladder based measurements of the expansion
rate are in significant tension with inferences using early
universe data and assuming ΛCDM. The most recent
SH0ES measurement, using Cepheid-calibrated super-
novae, yields a value of H0 = 73.04 ± 1.04 km/s/Mpc
[62], to be compared with the indirect measurement
from Planck assuming ΛCDM, which yields 67.36± 0.54
km/s/Mpc [1]. Although the tension is often summa-
rized in terms of tension between Planck and SH0ES, it
is in fact robust to changes in CMB dataset [63–66], and
is even present, albeit at lower significance, when CMB
data are removed altogether in favor of BBN-calibrated
BAO measurements of the sound horizon [67]. See [25]
for a detailed review of the current status of the H0 ten-
sion.
This robustness has made it exceedingly difficult to re-

solve the tension through simple extensions to ΛCDM
and thus more radical departures have enjoyed increased
attention [68, 69]. Much of this attention has been fo-
cused on resolving the tension by modifying ΛCDM in
the two decades of scale factor expansion preceding re-
combination [64, 70]. Models modifying this epoch are
perhaps uniquely capable of re-calibrating the early uni-
verse standard ruler used to infer H0 from CMB data
and galaxy clustering surveys while leaving late time dis-
tances unaffected.
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FIG. 8. Top panel: The low redshift Hubble distance rela-
tive to rdrags for models with a given value of H0, drawn from
the CMB data only chain. Each curve is the mean of the
corresponding distance measure in a unit bin centered on the
labeled values of H0. Only bins with a center value within
the 95% limits for H0 within the Planck chain are shown
here. Also shown are the eBOSS and BOSS data used in
this analysis. Bottom panel: Similar to the top panel, but for
DA(z)/r

drag
s . We do not show the MGS data point as it is re-

ported in terms of a spherically-averaged distance DV (z) and
converting would require assuming a model. Redshift-space
distortion measurements of fσ8 are also used in the analysis
but not presented here as they are only weakly constraining.

Modified recombination falls within this category pro-
posed solutions to the Hubble tension, and different vari-
ations have been previously studied. For example, Chi-
ang and Slosar [24] explored changes to the position and
width of the visibility function as one possible solution,
and Lee et al. [22] explored more general perturbative
changes to the ionization fraction. The modified recom-
bination history was able to partially (in the former case)
or fully (in the latter case) eliminate the tension when
only CMB data was considered, but lacked the flexibil-
ity to evade the constraints from late-time distance mea-
surements, discussed in Sec III, once such data are in-
cluded in the analysis. Hart and Chluba [15] first rec-
ognized the role that a time-varying me might play in
resolving the Hubble tension, and placed constraints us-
ing Planck data. Sekiguchi and Takahashi [16] reached a
similar conclusion studying modified recombination via
a time-varying me, but found that concordance with the
late-time distance measurements could be preserved by
freeing Ωk, the mean spatial curvature.

Using our reconstructions of the ionization history, we

examine the extent to which non-perturbatively mod-
ified recombination can accommodate higher values of
H0. This extends existing phenomenological studies [e.g.,
8, 21] to non-perturbative changes to the recombination
history in a physical model-independent way. We are also
able to study where in redshift space modifications to Xe

become important in terms of resolving the tension and
identify specific modifications which do a good job of al-
leviating the tension while maintaining a fit to the data.
This may be useful to model builders seeking to alleviate
the H0 tension through models which primarily affect the
ionization history. We begin with a brief review of why
modified recombination is able to alleviate the tension
at all, and then study which recombination histories can
achieve this while maintaining a good fit to the data.

A. How modified recombination affects inferences
of H0

Assuming a flat universe, and ignoring massive neutri-
nos for simplicity, we can write the expansion rate as

h(z) =
√
ωm(1 + z)3 + ωr(1 + z)4 + ωΛ (15)

where h(z) ≡ H(z)/ (100 km/s/Mpc) and ωΛ = h2 −
ωm − ωr. Increasing H0 while keeping the physical den-
sities ωr and ωm fixed therefore only changes ωΛ, which
has no effect on H(z) at redshifts z ≳ 1. As such, a
high value of H0 implies a decreased distance to the last-
scattering surface but has no implications for r⋆s , due to
the different redshift ranges over which Eqs. 9 and 8 are
integrated. The net result is an increase in the angular
size of the sound horizon θ⋆s , and the same argument also
applies to other angular scales. This is a reflection of the
same principle as is illustrated in Fig. 8: changes to H0

affect low and high redshift distances differently.
In the power spectrum, these changes correspond to a

decrease in the spacing between acoustic peaks as well
as a shift in the onset of damping to lower multipoles,
features which are both tightly constrained by Planck.
To maintain the fit with the data while inferring a higher
H0, these changes in the power spectra must be addressed
in some way by any alternative model.

Within ΛCDM, these effects can be partially compen-
sated by allow the physical matter density ωm to vary.
Increasing the matter density at fixed H0 decreases the
sound horizon at z⋆ and also affects the height of the
acoustic peaks, partially accommodating the decreased
distance to last scattering and change in damping scale
introduced by raising H0. However, as pointed out by
[70], there is no value of ωm which can simultaneously ac-
commodate local measurements of H0, BAO constraints,
and Planck data. We are therefore motivated to find an-
other way to adjust the sound horizon and damping scale
in order to maintain the fit with the data. As discussed
in Sec. III, both kD and r⋆s are sensitive to changes in
Xe(z) and it is therefore possible to adjust the recombi-
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FIG. 9. Temperature power spectrum residuals for the differ-
ent adjustments described in the text. The line labeled “High
H0” corresponds to the case in which only H0 is adjusted to
have a high value: all other parameters are fixed to their fidu-
cial value. Likewise, the “MR” line has the fiducial value of
all cosmological parameters (including a low H0), but a mod-
ified recombination history. The line labeled “MR+high ωm”
has the same recombination history as the previous, but now
ωm has been adjusted to tune the peak heights. Finally, a
full MR solution is presented which has a high H0, high ωm,
modified recombination, and minor shifts in ln 1010As, τreio,
and ns.

nation history in such a way as to accommodate different
values of H0.

As a concrete example, in Fig. 9 we demonstrate these
effects in the temperature power spectrum. We begin
with the mean parameters from Planck assuming ΛCDM
and artificially adjust H0 to 73.4 km/s/Mpc, resulting in
the blue curve. This value was chosen as it corresponds
to the H0 value from the best fitting model in a bin
centered at H0 = 73.0 km/s/Mpc from the Planck only
chain. This curve has both an oscillatory feature, follow-
ing from the change in angular-diameter distance to last
scattering, as well as a downwards tilt at smaller scales as
a result of the changed damping scale. We then allow the
recombination history to vary in an attempt to preserve
the fit to the data, as indicated by the green curve. The
modified recombination history is one in which the visi-
bility function peaks earlier and has an increased width
(see Fig. 10), which is able to partially restore the fit to
the data. However, modifications to recombination are
not completely degenerate with changes to H0, and in
general we find that ωm must be increased to further ad-
just the peak heights, as shown in the red curve. Minor
adjustments to other parameters further restore the fit
with the data, which we call the “full solution”.

B. High H0 recombination histories

We now examine in more detail those recombination
histories which can alleviate the Hubble tension. As
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FIG. 10. Top panel: Recombination histories that allow
for the labeled values of H0 while maintaining a good fit to
the data. Bottom panel: Residuals of the top panel with
respect to Xe(z) in the ΛCDM model, using the Planck best-
fit cosmology.
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FIG. 11. Top panel: Similar to Fig. 10 but for the vis-
ibility function. Bottom panel: Visibility function maxi-
mum, z⋆, and FWHM. Points outlined in black are from the
Planck+BAO chain.

a criterion to identify models which maintain a fit to
the data, we select models from the chains with ∆χ2 ≡
χ2
ModRec − χ2

ΛCDM,bf < 0. Here, χ2
ΛCDM,bf is χ2 of the

best fit to the Planck+BAO data combination, assuming
ΛCDM.

We bin these well-fitting models according to their val-
ues of H0, with bins centered at integer values and unit
bin widths. We discard bins centered at values of H0
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above or below the marginalized 68% confidence levels
in each chain. In the Planck-only chain, the 68% two-
tailed lower and upper limits are H0 = 61.77 km/s/Mpc
and H0 = 75.92 km/s/Mpc, and in the Planck+BAO
chain they are H0 = 67.82 km/s/Mpc and H0 = 69.97
km/s/Mpc. Within each bin, Xe(z) and g(z) are com-
puted for each model using the emulator, and the point-
wise means are plotted in Figs. 10 and 11. Dashed
lines indicate quantities computed from the Planck-only
chain and solid lines indicate quantities computed from
the Planck+BAO chain.

In Fig. 10, we show the ionization fractions for this se-
lection of models. Allowing for non-perturbative changes
to recombination, a wide range of H0 values are consis-
tent with Planck data, including values as high as the
SH0ES [62] measurement. For these high H0 models,
the required departures from the standard recombination
scenario are as large as ∼ 40% near z ∼ 900, and have an
oscillatory redshift dependence. We note that a similar
feature was identified by Lee et al. [22] in the context of
perturbative changes introduced by a time-varying me.

One notable feature of these ionization histories is the
trend seen in the highest control point q̃7, placed at
z = 1466. This control point almost exclusively impacts
redshifts where the visibility function has no support,
which, following the discussion in Sec. IIIA, primarily af-
fects the amount of damping. This feature can therefore
be understood as a way for the ModRec model to com-
pensate for the larger physical damping scale implied by
the decreased D⋆

A associated with a high H0. The return
to ionization fraction values near the standard Xe(z) at
z ≈ 1300 is because this is where g(z) begins to be non-
zero, and as such constraints arising from polarization
begin to be important.

As expected following the discussion in Sec. III, in-
cluding BAO data restricts the range of H0 values which
can be obtained while maintaining a good fit to all
of the data. The estimate for H0 from this chain is
H0 = 68.9 ± 1.1 km/s/Mpc, indicating a reduction of
the tension to a 2.7σ level. The ionization fraction is
restricted to near its standard value, with the maximum
departure among models satisfying our selection criterion
being around 15% near z = 900. This restriction is once
again a consequence of the sensitivity of BAO data to
low-redshift distance measures, as highlighted in Fig. 8
and Sec. III [see also the discussion in 15].

We show the corresponding visibility functions in
Fig. 11. There is a slight increase in z⋆ for high-H0

models, resulting in the lower r⋆s needed to accommo-
date the decreased distance to last scattering that comes
with a high H0. The broadening of the visibility func-
tion for these models is not symmetric, and in particular
the high-z tail of the visibility function is increased rela-
tive to the standard recombination scenario. As we will
see below, this seems to be a common feature in recom-
bination models with varying electron mass or PMFs,
pointing towards a new degree of freedom that has been
excited beyond just a change of the mean and width.

C. A FFAT Scaling Perspective

In [27], a new path toward a possible solution of
the Hubble tension was introduced that also required a
change to the Thomson scattering rate and is thus worth
remarking upon here. Central to that work was the dis-
covery of a symmetry of dimensionless observables under
a scaling transformation of all the rates in the relevant
Einstein-Boltzmann equations and the amplitude of the
initial power spectrum, a scaling transformation more
thoroughly explored in [71]. They called this FFAT scal-
ing, for free-fall, amplitude, and Thomson since the rates
are gravitational free-fall rates (

√
Gρi for each compo-

nent i) and the Thomson scattering rate. Note that the
expansion rate scales as well given the Friedmann equa-
tion (and an assumption of zero mean curvature).
This symmetry can, in principle, be exploited to ad-

dress the Hubble tension. To boost H0 by 8%, one can
FFAT transform from the Planck best-fit ΛCDM model,
with all rates boosted by 8%, and have no impact on the
statistical properties of CMB temperature and polariza-
tion maps or BAO observables. The search for models
that can implement this scaling, or approximate it well
enough, is non-trivial. One cannot implement the free-
fall rate scaling directly because of FIRAS constraints on√
Gργ but it can be mimicked with the introduction of

atomic dark matter. It is possible that a time-varying
fine structure constant could deliver the required boost
in ΓT [72]. A single correlated variation of fine struc-
ture constant and electron mass was shown to work in
[73, 74]. In [27] and [71] the helium abundance was low-
ered to boost ΓT. All of these solutions face challenges
with light element abundances from big bang nucleosyn-
thesis. To date, the intriguing possibility of an FFAT-
scaling solution to the Hubble tension has raised more
questions than it has answered.
Note that such a solution to the Hubble tension is quite

different to the ones we have referenced already and seen
emerge in our Xe(z) reconstructions. These have recom-
bination occur at higher redshift in order to reduce r∗s .
These are thus reductions in ΓT, whereas FFAT scaling
solutions require a boost.
We do not see this boosted ΓT solution arise in our

work here because the ΛCDM + ModRec model (com-
bined with our implicit incorporation of the FIRAS con-
straint) does not allow for the scaling of all free-fall rates.
It would be interesting to explore what is needed, in prac-
tice, from the ionization history, for a solution of the
Hubble tension, in a model that includes ModRec and al-
lows for a (mimicked) scaling of free-fall rates. We have
kept such exploration beyond the scope of this paper.

D. Inclusion of SH0ES data

We now include SH0ES data in our analysis to il-
lustrate how distance-ladder based measurements of H0

drive a preference for non-standard recombination. We
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curve is almost entirely obscured by the varying me curve.

.

adopt the SH0ES measurement of H0 as the mean and
standard deviation of a simple Gaussian likelihood for
H0, and include this in a chain along with the Planck
and BAO data sets. Fig. 7 shows the constraints on the
control point parameters for each data combination con-
sidered in this work. We see that including the SH0ES
measurement drives recombination quantities away from
their ΛCDM values in an attempt to reconcile high H0

with the early universe data.

The final column of Fig. 5 shows our reconstruction of
recombination quantities when SH0ES data are included.
These recombination histories differ substantially from
the ΛCDM predictions, with the means for q̃3,q̃4, and
q̃5 being 3.3σ, 3.1σ, and 3.3σ away from 0 deviation re-
spectively. One interpretation of this is that within our
model space, if distance ladder based determinations of
H0 are taken at face value, then Planck and BAO data fa-
vor a non-standard recombination over the redshift range
933 ≲ z ≲ 1200. This is an analogous result to previ-
ous studies which have also identified that non-standard
recombination-era physics is preferred, if one includes the
SH0ES result in the analysis [e.g. 15, 22, 75]. Our re-
sult shows this independently of the assumed alternative
model, and also identifies the recombination history that
best accommodates both early and late universe mea-
surements.

The mean visibility function from our
Planck+BAO+SH0ES chain peaks at a slightly higher
redshift relative to the ΛCDM visibility function (com-
puted using the Planck mean parameters), and is also
skewed towards higher redshifts. As examples of physical
models which recover similar features, in Fig. 12, we
show the mean g(z) from the SH0ES chain, the ΛCDM
g(z), as well as g(z) arising from a model with primordial

TABLE III. Moments of the visibility functions compared in
Fig. 12

Model Mean Variance Skewness Kurtosis
ΛCDM 1064.1 9592 −864× 103 4.700× 108

ModRec 1088.0 10144 −913× 103 5.273× 108

PMF 1080.8 9967 −911× 103 5.058× 108

Varying me 1084.3 10018 −938× 103 5.217× 108
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FIG. 13. Marginalized 1D posterior distributions for H0 in
each of the three chains generated in our analysis.

magnetic fields and varying electron mass. It is apparent
that the latter exhibit a similar level of skewness and
even kurtosis (see Table III). However, for the PMF
scenario, a number of approximations are made in the
calculation of the related visibility function, which is
based on computing the averaged recombination history
including only second order effects of baryon-density
perturbations on the recombination dynamics [e.g.,
17, 18, for more details of the model]. Indeed the
non-linear nature of the ionization history responses to
baryon density fluctuations suggests that this may be
omitting additional effects, which in a more rigorous
treatment could manifest in enhanced higher order
moments of the Thomson visibility function, an aspect
that may be worth exploring in the future.
The status of the H0 tension in the modified recom-

bination scenario presented here is summarized by the
marginalized H0 posteriors presented in Fig. 13. Planck
data are able to accommodate SH0ES-consistent values
of H0, and there is a broad region of roughly equal pos-
terior probability spanning low and high values of H0.
This increased uncertainty highlights the crucial role of
the recombination model in the cosmological parameter
inference. Once BAO data are included, the SH0ES cen-
tral value of H0 = 73.04 km/s/Mpc cannot be accommo-
dated through modifications to recombination alone. In-
cluding SH0ES data does shift the mean H0, but prefers
a recombination history that looks very different from
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FIG. 14. Power spectra residuals between predictions from
the ModRec model and the Planck mean cosmology, taken as
the reference cosmology. Also shown are binned data from
Planck, as well as the forecasted bandpower errors for SPT-3G
in the Main-1500 configuration. Each have been binned with
∆ℓ = 75. The power spectra correspond to models having the
labeled values of H0, in the same manner as Fig. 8.

the standard picture. The crucial ingredients are a shift
in the visibility maximum, and an increased width and
skewness towards redshifts z > z∗.

V. FORECASTS FOR SPT-3G

The recombination histories identified above lead to
CMB power spectra which are consistent with current
data, but which can differ significantly from ΛCDM pre-
dictions at smaller scales which are unprobed by Planck.
Upcoming data from ground-based CMB experiments,
such as SPT-3G, will have an impact on the constraints
presented here. In this section we present forecasted con-
straints from forthcoming SPT-3G observations.

We have implemented a mock Gaussian likelihood for

SPT-3G in COBAYA,

logL =
(
Cℓ −Cfid

ℓ

)⊺
Σℓ

(
Cℓ −Cfid

ℓ

)
(16)

whereCℓ =
(
CTT

ℓ , CEE
ℓ , CTE

ℓ , Cϕϕ
ℓ

)
and the Planck 2018

mean cosmology is taken as the fiducial. The covariance
matrix Σℓ incorporates the effects of both instrumental
noise and foregrounds and is constructed in the man-
ner described in [76]. We use noise levels correspond-
ing to the Main-1500 configuration of SPT-3G, repre-
senting 5 years of observations on a sky area of 1500
deg2. This corresponds to the data that has already
been collected since SPT-3G began observations in 2019.
As the observation regions for Planck and SPT-3G are
not independent, we remove large scale modes from the
mock SPT-3G data to avoid double counting informa-
tion. The ℓmin threshold was determined as roughly
the multipole at which the signal-to-noise for SPT-3G
is twice that of Planck. This approach was validated in
Prabhu et al. [76], and was found to give results less
than 8% worse than a full Fisher accounting for the
overlapping sky regions. The multipole ranges we used
were ℓ ∈ [2000, 3500], [1000, 3500], [750, 4000], [30, 4000]
for TT, TE, EE, and ϕϕ respectively.
We find that these data will significantly further reduce

the remaining freedom in Xe(z). As shown in Fig. 15, as-
suming that SPT-3G continues to observe power spectra
consistent with ΛCDM conditioned on Planck data, un-
certainties for Xe(z) will be reduced to an approximately
15% level at 95% confidence around the standard predic-
tion. Additionally, we forecast that the resulting error
on the H0 from Planck + BAO + SPT-3G will be 67%
larger than from Planck alone assuming ΛCDM; i.e., the
increased uncertainty in H0 that one gets from freeing
up recombination, will be less than a 1σ increase. The
marginalized 1D posterior in the Planck+BAO+SPT-3G
chain is H0 = 68.36± 0.90 km/s/Mpc.
In Fig. 14, we show power spectra predictions from

well fitting models which have a range of values for H0;
these are the same models presented as dashed lines in
in Figs. 10 and 11. Also presented are current Planck
data, as well as binned bandpower errors for SPT-3G,
with bins of ∆ℓ = 50 in each case. The data presented
reflect the mock data used for these forecasts.
Even for H0 ≈ 68 km/s/Mpc, we see that the ModRec

model power spectrum predictions differ from the ΛCDM
power spectrum predictions. The new freedom intro-
duced in recombination is able to exploit some feature
of the data to improve the fit relative to the case of stan-
dard recombination. This is also reflected by the fact that
the median recombination history for the Planck chain in
Fig. 5 differs from the standard history.
For these models, there are deviations from ΛCDM at

the level of a few percent in the damping tail for the
TT and EE spectra. Additionally, there is a qualitative
change in the shape of the predicted power spectrum for
models with H0 ≈ 68 km/s/Mpc. In the TT spectrum,
for models with values above this, the predictions be-
tween 2500 ≲ ℓ ≲ 3500 collapse to roughly the same
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value. There is also a change in behavior for the EE
spectrum, but it is different in nature.

The largest deviation from the ΛCDM reference pre-
diction can be seen in the temperature and polariza-
tion cross-spectrum, which is consequently where SPT-
3G data has the largest impact. This highlights the im-
portance of precise measurements of the temperature and
polarization power spectra at small scales for constrain-
ing alternative models of the recombination era. SPT-
3G measurements will be sensitive enough to restrict the
range of possible recombination histories, or to detect
many such deviations should they be present.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We introduced a phenomenological model of modified
recombination which allowed us to study possible de-
partures that Xe(z), the ionization fraction, might have
from its ΛCDM values during hydrogen recombination,
533 < z < 1600. Using this model, we reconstructed the
range of possible recombination histories conditioned on
combinations of: CMB data from Planck, BAO data from
eBOSS and SDSS DR7, and the distance ladder-basedH0

determination from the SH0ES team. We did not employ
a linear response approximation, which allowed us to ex-
plore a functional space containing good approximations
to ionization histories arising from a variety of physical
models. These reconstructions are possible due to the
sensitivity of the photon scattering rate to the ioniza-
tion history. This analysis relied on the use of a neural
network emulator to accelerate the inference process.

We found no preference for non-standard recombina-
tion from Planck data alone, and from Planck+BAO data
in combination. However, using only Planck data, we
found that uncertainties in cosmological parameters are
significantly increased when varying the recombination
model, in contrast to the case when a linear response ap-
proximation is employed. The dual sensitivity of BAO

measurements to the cosmic sound horizon at recombi-
nation and to low redshift distances makes it very helpful
in our reconstructions and determination of cosmological
parameters in the presence of modified recombination,
highlighting its continued importance in constraining al-
ternative models for the recombination era. We also fore-
casted the impact of forthcoming data from SPT-3G, and
found that these data will reduce the ionization fraction
reconstruction uncertainty to approximately 10% at 95%
confidence.
Our work has implications for solutions to the H0

tension which rely on modifications to the recombina-
tion process. We have identified recombination histo-
ries consistent with current data which can accommodate
high values of H0, providing possible targets for model
builders. However, the aforementioned data combination
did not prefer these recombination histories over the stan-
dard one. Only when including the SH0ES determination
in our likelihood does a non-standard recombination his-
tory become preferred. Including SH0ES data prefers a
visibility function which peaks early, has increased width,
and is skewed towards higher redshifts. The latter aspect
is also present in models with varying electron mass or
early structure formation. Throughout, we have empha-
sized the role of high dimensional information available
from damping and polarization generation, which enables
the reconstruction of these free functions.
Because of the tight constraints placed by BAO data on

modified recombination, and the impact this has on such
solutions to the H0 tension, in Sec. IV we have discussed
how these constraints may be evaded by using the FFAT
scaling symmetry of Cyr-Racine et al. [27]. We conclude
that any model resolving the H0 tension must have a
mechanism to maintain BAO-consistent values of DA(z)
andDH(z) at low redshifts. This cannot be accomplished
through changes to recombination alone.
Our analysis highlights a number of future directions.

Firstly, it may be interesting to directly phenomenologi-
cally model the skewness and higher order visibility mo-
ments, going beyond a Gaussian with mean and variance.
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This might reveal another independent perspective on
the origin of the Hubble tension in an efficient way. The
addition of new data from SPT-3G may be vital in this.

Secondly, we demonstrated that the cosmological data
can in principle be used to directly reconstruct the ioniza-
tion history. However, once including a modeling of the
freeze-out tail or reionization history one can expect a sig-
nificant reconstruction penalty, highlighting how the con-
straints may still be driven by prior choices. Ultimately,
it will be important to find more direct ways ofmeasuring
the recombination history. The most direct constraints
could be deduced from the cosmological recombination
radiation [77], which for ΛCDM can be computed ac-
curately using CosmoSpec [78]. However, non-standard
recombination processes and parameter variations lead
to changes of the recombination radiation [79–81]. In
this context, it was recently demonstrated that models
relating to varying electron mass, early structure forma-
tion and even early-dark energy may be distinguishable
[26, 82]. However, futuristic CMB spectrometers will be
required for this endeavour [83–87], calling for a signifi-
cant investment from the community.

Finally, we note that days before finishing this paper
new BAO results were released by the DESI Collabora-

tion [88, 89]. These data are in some degree of tension
with the ΛCDM model conditioned on Planck data [90].
It would be interesting to see if and how modifications to
recombination could restore concordance. It can already
be anticipated that from the observational point of view
extra freedom in the ionization history will play a cru-
cial role in quantifying the significance of any departure
from the ΛCDM model. In addition, the assumption of
the standard recombination history implies a significant
theoretical prior that has to be carefully evaluated. With
the present work, we now have the tools to explore these
important questions in upcoming analyses.
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Cruz Pérez, J. Delabrouille, J. Dunkley, C. Escamilla-
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Appendix A: Emulator details

Here we provide additional details regarding the
CONNECT settings used when creating our final ModRec
emulator, as well as additional error metrics used to as-
sess its accuracy.

1. CONNECT settings

In order to achieve the precision required for the SPT-
3G forecasting in Sec. V, we had to adjust the default
CLASS settings used by CONNECT when generating the
training data. Bolliet et al. [35] provide settings for
CLASS which match ultra-precise CAMB [91] calculations
for the multipole range considered in that paper, i.e. with
ℓmax = 11000 [92, 93]. We found that for our purposes,
we could relax some of theses settings to further optimize
the computational cost per Einstein-Boltzmann evalua-
tion. The final precision settings used were:

• accurate lensing=1.0

• k max tau0 over l max=15.00

• P k max 1/Mpc=500.00

• perturbations sampling stepsize=0.05

• start sources at tau c over tau h=0.004

• non linear=hmcode

• eta 0=0.603

• c min=3.130

These settings were found to match the ultra-precise
CAMB settings to within 0.25% for the TT, TE, EE and
ϕϕ power spectra with the fiducial cosmological param-
eters and standard recombination process. Due to the
prohibitive cost of generating ultra-precise power spectra
for a range of recombination histories, we did not assess
the impact of modified recombination on this agreement.
Using these settings, a CLASS computation takes O(102s)
on a single laptop using 8 CPUs.

Our choices for the boundaries of the initial Latin hy-
percube are shown in Table IV. For the standard cosmo-
logical parameters, the boundaries are chosen to cover
the ±10σ ranges around the Planck mean value, but are
in most cases much greater than this. For the control
point parameters, bounds are chosen to be larger than
prior bounds described in Sec. II.

2. Additional considerations

The agreement between constraints obtained using the
emulator and the reweighted constraints using CLASS are

shown in Fig. 3. Here we discuss additional consider-
ations that we found to be important when assessing

TABLE IV. Boundaries of the initial cube used to generate
training data for the emulator.

Parameter Lower bound Upper bound
ωb 0.01768 0.02707
ωcdm 0.1028 0.1374
ns 0.8784 1.053
τreio 0.02760 0.1000
ln
(
1010As

)
2.837 3.257

H0 50.00 90.00
q̃1 -0.001305 0.01305
q̃2 -0.003562 0.03562
q̃3 -0.02026 0.2026
q̃4 -0.1043 0.9883
q̃5 -0.3225 0.7700
q̃6 -0.6459 0.4467
q̃7 -0.9191 0.1735

emulator accuracy. The high temperature MCMC chain
generated during a single iterative phase did not fully ex-
plore the region of parameter space containing the T = 1
posterior. To increase the amount of training data in
these undersampled regions, we introduced priors in sub-
sequent iterations that forced training data to be gener-
ated from these areas. Because of these priors, succes-
sive iterations would often explore different parts of the
parameter space, preventing termination of the iterative
process based on CONNECT’s default internal convergence
criteria.

As such, we instituted two checks to decide when to
terminate the data generation process, and we subse-
quently validated an emulator trained on the compelete
training set using the test in Fig. 3. First, we required
that the 95th percentile errors in the CMB power spec-
tra were below 1% up to ℓ = 4000. These errors, as
well as errors for the other quantities reproduced by our
emulator, are presented in Figs. 16, 17, and 18.

The percentile errors do not contain information about
where in parameter space errors might be concentrated.
To identify such regions, our second check was to visually
assess heatmap plots similar to Fig. 3 and ensure there
were no concentrated regions where ∆χ2 for the test set
was large. If there were such regions, we introduced pri-
ors that would limit the next iteration to the area of poor
accuracy, increasing the amount of training data cover-
ing that region. As a result of these interventions, our
test set was not optimally distributed over the posterior
probability. However, we found that this method was
generally successful in eliminating regions of high error.
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FIG. 17. Error percentiles for the redshift dependent and derived quantities from our final emulator.

FIG. 18. Error percentiles for the recombination quantities. For Xe(z), the 68th percentile errors are mostly below 1% over
the redshift range in question. For g(z), the large errors at z ≳ 1050 are because the visibility function is very close to zero.
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