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Abstract. We study the global dynamics of the universe within the franré of the Interacting Dark Matter (IDM) scenario.
Assuming that the dark matter obeys the collisional Boltzmequation, we can derive analytical solutions of the dldbasity
evolution, which can accommodate an accelerated expareipiivalent to either thquintessence or the standardx models,
with the present time located after the inflection point.sTisi possible if there is a disequilibrium between the DM ipkat
creation and annihilation processes with the former pdesninating, which creates affective source term with negative
pressure. Comparing the predicted Hubble expansion of bt dDM models (the simplest) with observational data we fin
that the &ective annihilation term is quite small, as suggested byri@tyeof other recent experiments.
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1. Introduction and references therein) proposing that the DE and DM could
be coupled, assuming also that there is only one type of non-
Over the past decade the analysis of high quality Cosmolqgt—eracting DM.
ical data (supernovae type la, CMB, galaxy clustering,)etc. However, there are other possibilities: (a) It is plausthb
have suggested that we live in a flat and accelerating umiyefe dark matter is self-interacting (IDM) [Spergel & Stedmtit
which contains cold dark matter to explain clustering and 3M00], a possibility that has been proposed to solve discrep
extra component with negative pressure, the vacuum enegg¢ies between theoretical predictions and astrophyisar-
(or in a more general setting titark energy), to explain the yations, among which the less cuspy halo profiles, predicted
observed accelerated cosmic expansion (Spergel et al, 2qg7the IDM model, allowing for the observed gamma-ray and
Davis et al. 2007; Kowalski et al. 2008; Komatsu et al. 200Qicrowave emission from the center of our galaxy (Flores
and references therein). Due to the absence of a physicgyorimack 1994; Moore et al. 1999; Hooper, Finkbeiner &
well-motivated fundamental theory, there have been maey tihopler 2007; Regis & Ullio 2008 and references therein) and
oretical speculations regarding the nature of the abovéiexghe discrepancy between the predicted optical deptfrom
dark energy (DE) among which a cosmological constant, scalge Gunn-Peterson test in the spectra of high-z QSOs and the
or vector fields (see Weinberg 1989; Wetterich 1995; Caltwe)ymAP-based value (eg., Mapelli, Ferrara & Pierpaoli 2006;
Dave & Steinhardt 1998; Brax & Martin 1999; Peebles & Ratrgg|ikov & Hooper 2009; Cirelli, locco & Panci 2009 and ref-
2003; Perivolaropoulos 2003; Brookfield et al. 2006; Boehmgrences therein). It has also been shown that some darkrmatte
& Harko 2007 and references therein). interactions could provide an accelerated expansion pbiase
Most of the recent papers in this kind of studies are basttee Universe (Zimdahl et al. 2001; Balakin et al. 2003; Lima,
on the assumption that the DE evolves independently of thdva & Santos 2008), (b) The DM could potentially contain
dark matter (DM). The unknown nature of both DM and Dnore than one particle species, for example a mixture of cold
implies that we can not preclude future surprises regardiagd warm or hot dark matter (Farrar & Peebles 2004; Gubser &
the interactions in the dark sector. This is very importast bPeebles 2004), with or without inter-component interargio
cause interactions between the DM ajuchtessence could pro- In this work we are not concerned with the viability of the
vide possible solutions to the cosmological coincidenadpr different such possibilities, nor with the properties of intéra
lem (Grande, Pelinson & Sola 2009). Recently, several pag DM models. The single aim of this work is to investigate
pers have been published in this area (eg., Amendola etvahether there are repercussions of DM self-interactiont®
2003; Cai & Wang 2005; Binder & Kremer 2006; Campo et agjlobal dynamics of the universe and specifically whethehsuc
2006; Wang, Lin & Abdalla 2006; Das, Corasaniti, & Khourynodels can yield an accelerated phase of the cosmic expansio
2006; Olivares, Atrio-Barandela & Pavon; He & Wang 2008yithout the need of dark energy. Note that we do not “design”
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the fluid interactions to produce the desired acceleratechim the collisional Boltzmann equation reduces to the usuadi flui
evolution, as in some previous works (eg., Balakin et al.3300 equation;p’'+ 3H(p + P) = 0. Inserting egd.(3) and](5) into
but rather we investigate under which circumstances the aeg.[2) we now obtain:

lytical solution space of the collisional Boltzmann eqaatiin

the expanding Universe, allows for a late accelerated pbfse; e kp? — ¥ e
the Universe. —=-—\p =-—(p+3P) . (6)
a 3 H 3
2. Collisional Boltzmann Equation in the Obviously, a negative pressure (whichever its cause) can ef
Expanding Universe fectively act as a repulsive force possibly providing a cizsm

) . ) acceleration.
It is well established that the global dynamics of a homoge- In this paper we investigate theffects of DM self-

neous, isotropic and flat Universe is given by the Friedmaffe actions to the global dynamics of the Universe and tnde

equation: which circumstances they can produce a negative pressdre an
a\?  8nG thus provide an alternative to the usual dark energy. It i we
(;) =3~ (1) known that negative pressure implies tension rather tham co

with p the total energy-density of the cosmic fluid, containi
(in the matter dominated epoch) dark matter, baryons and
type of exotic energy. Dierentiating the above, we derive the
second Friedmann equation, given by:

hysical systems which depart from thermodynamic equilib-
(Landau & Lifshitz 1985).

The particle annihilation regime has been described by
Weinberg (2008), using the collisional Boltzmann formula-
@ 4G (—Zp 3 ﬁ) @) tion, in which the physical properties of the DM interacton
@ 3 H/ -~ are related to massive particles (still being present) kiific

As we have mentioned in the introduction, the dark mai?@Y carry a conserved additive or multiplicative quanturmn
ter is usually considered to contain only one type of particPel, would imply that some particles must be left over after
that is stable and neutral. In this work we investigate, gigiie 2!l the antiparticles have annihilated (Weinberg callstifie
Boltzmann formulation, the cosmological potential of a-sc@articles). The L-particles may annihilate to other pésc
nario in which the dominant “cosmic” fluid does not contaiif'hich during the period of annihilation can be assumed tmbe i
dark energy, is not perfect and at the same time it is not §iermal and chemical equilibrium (see Weinberg 2008). $uch
equilibriumll. Although our approach is phenomenological, weM self-interacting model has repercussions to the glopal d
will briefly review a variety of physically motivated dark ier "@mics of the Universe (see oDase 2 below).

nEression, an impossibility for ideal gases, but not so fonso

self-interaction models, which have appeared in the liteea The correspondingfects to the global dynamics of the
The time evolution of the total density of the cosmic fluidparticle creation regime, providing arffective negative pres-

is described by the collisional Boltzmann equation: sure, has also been investigated by a number of authors (eg.,

q Prigogine et al. 1989; Lima et al. 2008 and references therei

d_ﬁt) +3H(tp + k> -¥ =0, 3) Generally, in the framework of a Boltzmann formalism, a

negative pressure could indeed be the outcome of dark mat-
whereH(t) = @/« is the Hubble functiony is the rate of cre- ter self-interactions, as suggested in Zimdahl et al. (2001
ation of the DM particle pairs ane(> 0) is given by: and Balakin et al. (2003), if an “antifrictional” force is e
(ou) consistently exerted on the particles of the cosmic fluidsTh
= (4) possible alternative to dark energy has the caveat of its un-

M known exact nature, which however is also the case for ald dar
whereo is the cross-section for annihilatiomis the mean par- energy models. Other sources of negative pressure have also
ticle velocity, andVy is the mass of the DM particle. been proposed, among which gravitational matter “creation

Note that, in the context of a Spatlally flat FLRW Cosmolprocesses (Ze|d0vich 1970), viewed through non_equuibri
ogy, for an éective pressure term of: thermodynamics (Prigogine et al. 1989) or even the C-field of

Ko? — ¥ Hoyle & Narlikar (1966). The fects of the former proposal
P= (5) (gravitational matter creation) on the global dynamicshuf t

3H Universe have been investigated, under the assumptioththat
! Initially, the total energy density is = ppm + pr. We consider particles created are non-interacting (Lima et al. 2008 T
that the self interacting dark matter does not interactiigmtly with  merit of all these alternative models is that they unify tlaekd
the background radiation, and thus in the matter domingtedte ra- sector (dark energy and dark matter), since just a single dar

diation is irrelevant to the global dynamics (due to the welbwn de- 130 nent (the dark matter) needs to be introduced in the cos
pendencep, « a=*). Therefore, taking the above considerations 'ntﬂﬂc fluid

account and assuming that there are no residual radiataztupts of ) o

the DM interactions (otherwise see Appendix A), we concltig in In what follows we present, in a unified manner, the out-
the matter dominated era the total cosmic dark-matter teresiuces come for the global dynamics of the Universe ofelient type

to that of the IDM density 4 ~ piom) Which obeys the collisional Of dark matter self-interactions, using the Boltzmann folan
Boltzmann equation (see €g. 3). tion in the matter dominated era.
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3. The Cosmic Density Evolution for different DM therein] in which annihilation processes are also inclydéd
interactions though the matter creation component dominates over annihi

lations. In such a scenario, as well as in any interacting-dar

ll‘ﬁatter model with a left-over residual radiation, a possdan-

tribution from the radiation products to the global dynasnis

do ) negligible, as we show in appendix A.

do - f(@)p” +9(@)p + R(a) () In general, forx # 0 and¥ # O it is not an easy task to

solve analytically eq[{7), which is a Riccati equation, doe

We proceed to analytically solve ef] (3). We change vargab
fromt to @ and thus ed.{3) can be written:

where the fact that it is a non-linear fierential equation. However,
B K 3 _ Y() eq.[7) could be fully solvable if (and only if) a particulas-s
f(a) = ~aH(e) 9@ =-7 R@)= aH(a) @) lution is known. Indeed, we find that for some special cases

e regarding the functional form of the interactive term, siash
:(V'th'!" :]hf|s framevyglrk,[l)t)'\a/llsedlfo_n te@'[g;’ 7) (8), we can d@ = ¥(a, H), we can derive analytical solutions. We have iden-
mggls qur) EOS_S'” ti DI\/IS? "””e.“f"c Ilng cas?rs]. llisional tified two functional forms for which we can solve the prexdou

ALl F=5 € IS Collisioniess or the CONSIonal ;ga e nig| equation analytically, only one of which is of inte

‘?J”E'h”gt'ot?] sr(‘:?)ﬁ:g C(;ﬁgit:?ns%nzii?)isgftﬁ;e;rl;g\?gsldhit:r(;l:izl est since it provides @ a3 dependence of the scale factor (see
= kp°), p 9 appendix B). This is:

equation ip o« a2 (Wwherea is the scale factor of the universe),
and thus we obtain, as we should, the dynamics of the Einstgigy) = oH(a)R(e) = C1(m+ 3)a™H(a) + xC2a®™ . (11)
de-Sitter model, withH(t) = 2/3t.

Case 2: P = kp?/3H: If we assume that in the matter era thélthough, the above functional form was not motivated by
particle creation term is negligibl&, = 0 [R(a) = 0], (the case some physical theory, but rather phenomenologically by the
discussed in Weinberg 2008), then the corresponding mesdact that it provides analytical solutions to the Boltzmauua-
becomes positive. It is clear that eQl (7) becomes a Beiinotiibn, its exact form can be justified posteriori within the
equation, the general solution of which provides the eimtut framework of IDM (see appendix C).
of the global energy-density, which is that correspondiniipe The general solution of equationl (7) for the total energy-
IDM ansanz: density, using ed.(11), is:

a o @ 3F(a)

¥ = . (9) o) = am
C2— ), x~3f(x)dx Cz+/<ft: a~3(t)dt pla) = Cra™+ [Cz—fla X—Sf(X)F(X)dX] ’

Prior to the present epoch we have that) « o3, while at where the kernel functioR (a) has the form:
late enough timesy > 1) the above integral converges, which

pla) = (12)

impl_ies that the corresponding global o_Iensity tends tO.WOIF(a) _ eXp[—ZK(Jl fw &ldx} a3
again as the usual dark matter (see Weinberg 2008), with H(x)
= 3 Note thatxC; has units of Gyr!, while m, C; andC; are the
pla) = Co+ Kf“’ a-3(t)dt xa (10) corresponding constants of the problem. Obviously, e}¢ag
o be seen as
wherety is the present age of the Universe. The latter analysis, ,
relevant to the usual weakly interacting massive partiakec pa) = pe(a) +p (a) , (14)

Weinberg (2008), leads to the conclusion that the annibiiat herep, = Cia™ is the density corresponding to the residual
term has no fect resembling that of dark energy, but does a,\f\-/ ¢

; . . .."matter creation”, resulting from a possible disequilibri be-
fect the evolution of the self interacting DM component,hwit . 'ng POSSI quith
. . . . : tween the particle creation and annihilation processesewh
the integral in the denominator rapidly converging to a tants . . X .
: o ; can be viewed as the energy density of the self-interactanky d
(which does depend on the annihilation cross-section).

b (2 ] i matter particles which are dominated by the annihilatico pr
Case 3: P = (xp” — ¥)/3H: For the case of a non p?rf?thesses. This can be easily understood if we set the corgstant

DM fluid (le., hav_ln_g up to the pre_sent “!“”e a d.'sequ'l'b”ungtrictly equal to zero, implying that the creation term igng-
between the annihilation and particle pair creation preegs ble, which reduces the current solution [&8.14) to that o

we can either have a positive or a negatiieetive pressure .
S Note that near the present epoch as well as at late enough time
term. Although the latter situation may or may not appeanpla

. oo . > 1), as also inCase 2, thep evolves as the usual dark
sible, even the remote such possibility, ie., the case fachvh gatter ()see also Weinberg 200%) Finally, if batand¥ tend
tgme(x) prrfllfdi ((:)r)e?gc(); ;Z\rr:i]clusla:?zgteerrg;??otrhi(tasigglg:gjgo zero, the above cosmological model reduces to the usual

sions on the : . Elinstein-deSitter modeQase 1).
global dynamics of the Universe (see for example Note that, due tp’ > 0, the constant, obeys the follow-
Zimdahl et al. 2001; Balakin et al. 2003). i restriction: ; 2
It is interesting to note that this case can be viewed e '
a generalization of the gravitational matter creation nhade ¢ g
Prigogine et al. (1989) [see also Lima et al. 2008 and reterenC2 > G(@) = j; Xf()F(Qdx= 0 . (15)
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Evaluating now ed.(12) at the present time< 1, F(a) = 1),
we obtain the present-time total cosmic density, whiclpds: offrTITITIITTTITITTIT
C1+1/Cy,withC1 > 0andC; > 0. o F
Case4: P = —¥/3H: In this scenario we assume that the
annihilation term is negligible] = 0 and f(a)=0] and the
particle creation term dominates. Such a situation is mathe
matically equivalent to the gravitational DM particle diea
process within the context of non-equilibrium thermodyram
ics Prigogine et al. (1989), the important cosmologicakrep I
cussions of which have been studied in Lima et al. (2008 and o752 55 o7 o5 TR TR ye—
references therein). Using our nomenclature ard0, eq.[(¥) Q20 Qoo

becomes a first order linearftirential equation, a general so-_, . .
lution of which is: Fig. 1. Left Panel: The Q0 — «C1 solution space provided by

fitting our model to the early-type galaxy Hubble relation of
(16) Simon et al (2005)Right Panel: The correspondin®; o — My
solution space.

/Gyr)

—6:

log(M,/Gev)

log(xC

—8:

pla) = a3 [j:y XCR(X)dX + C2

The negative pressure can yield a late accelerated phalse of t
cosmic expansion (as in Lima et al. 2008), without the neggke slope of the interacting DM term is not far from the clas-
of the required, in the “classical” cosmological modelstkdasical DM evolution (we will explore further these issues in a
energy. forthcoming paper).
Below, we investigate the conditions under which €gsl. (12)
and [16) could provide accelerating solutions, similarte t .
usual dark energy case. 4.2. Relation to the Standard A Cosmology
As an example, we will show that fon = 0 (orwipy = —1) the
4 Case 3: P = (xo? — ¥)/3H global dynamics, provided by €g.{12), is equivalent to thfat
(ke )/ the traditionalA cosmology. To this end we use¢ € da/(aH)
4.1. Conditions to have an inflection point and galaxy  and the basic kernel (dg.]13) becomes:

formation

In order to have an inflection point at = a; we must have
a = 0 (see ed.]6). The latter equality implies thpat 3P = 0 , ) . ,
should contain a real root in the intervale (0, 1). Therefore, WNerelo is the present age of the universe. In addition, the in-
with the aid of eq[{T2)/15) and{L1), we derive the followin gral in equatior (12, see aIso@.lS) takes now the fatigwi
condition: orm: G(a) = —«Z(t) andZ(t) = [ o %e>“(~%). Note that at
the present time we haw&(1) = 0. Therefore, using the above
—(m+2)Cie™ =0, (17) formula, the global density evolution (dq.12) can be wnitte

— _ “ i _ a—2kCq(t-to)
F(a) = exp[ 2/<lel xH(x)dX] =€ (18)

a3F(H + 2C1a™) N ke 8F?
C2-G (C2-G)?2

g 2Ca(t-to)
from which we obtain tham > -2 (whereC; > 0,x > 0 p(@)=C1+a > ——— .
andC, — G > 0). Evidently, if we parametrize the constant [C2 = Gla)]
m according tom = -3(1 + wppm), We obtain the condi- As expected, at early enough times—¢ 0) the overall den-
tion: wipw < —1/3, which means that the current cosmologsity scales according tp{a) « a3, while close to the present
ical model can be viewed as a vialgjgintessence dark-energy epoch the density evolves according to:
look-alike, as far as the global dynamics is concerned.ddde ~
we remind the reader that the same restriction holds for the,) ~ ¢, + e
usual dark energy model in whidhg = wpg (W = const). C2

Since the avenue by which the IDM model provides cosmic agich is approximately the corresponding evolution in the
celeration may appear slightly involved, we presentin appe  cosmology, in which the terrg; acts as the constant-vacuum
D its correspondence to the usual dark energy models. term (o) and the 1C, term acts like mattery).

Furthermore, in order to have growth of spatial density fluc- note that the fective pressure term (€g. 5), for- 0, be-
tuations, the gective DM part should be capable of clusterggmesy ~ 3C1H, which implies thatP ~ —¥/3H = —C;.
ing and providing the formation of galaxies, while ttésetive  Therefore, this case relates to the traditionacosmology,
dark energy term should be close to homogeneous. Indeedjifzec; corresponds tp, (see eq20). We now investigate
our case theféective term that acts as dark energy is homoggy getail the dynamics of then = 0 model.
neous in the same sense as in the classical quintessente, whi grom eq[(ID), using the usual unit-leQdike parameteri-
the kp? term slightly modifies the pure DM evolution. In anyzation, we have after some algebra that:
case the interacting DM term after the inflection point teteds
an evolutionx a-3. During the galaxy formation epoch at high-{ H \? Q10Q 00 3e2C1lt-)

Zs we expect (due to the functional form of the DM term) tha(H_O) =0+ Q10+ kC1020Z(0)

(19)

(20)

(21)
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with Q10 = 81GC1/3H3 andQzo = 87G/3H3C>, which in
:_helusuaIA cosmology they correspond &), andQ.,, respec- X 7‘A7‘Cos‘mo‘log‘y T
ively. . 1 (-3
We can now attempt to compare the Hubble function of 250 X - - DM Gy =107Gy et
eq.[21) to that corresponding to the ustiahodel. To this end, N IDM =0 m=>-0.3
we use ay? minimization between the fierent models (our 5
IDM eq[21 or the traditionaACDM model) and the Hubble ﬁ
relation derived directly from early type galaxies at higll+ ¢
shifts (Simon, Verde, & Jimenez 2005). For the case of our IDM 150
model we simultaneously fit the two free parameters of theé
model, ie. Q0 and«C; for a flat background®; o = 1 — Q50) = 100
with Ho = 72 kmysegMpc andt, = Hy! ~ 13.6 Gyrs (roughly
the age of the universe of the correspondifigosmology).

300

200

LB ‘ LB ‘ LB ‘ LB ‘ T T
e
Lol ‘ N - ‘ N - ‘ N - ‘ N -

50 I | I I | I I | I

This procedure yields, as the best fitted parameters, thlufol 04 0.6 0.8 1
ing: Qz0 = 0.3'53 and logkCy) ~ —9.3 (with stringent up- o

per limit = -3, but unconstrained towards lower values) witkig. 2. Comparison of the Hubble function provided by the tra-
Y?/d.f. = 1.29 (see left panel of Fig. 1). Using eq.(4) we caditional ACDM model, which coincides with oun = 0 model
now relate the range of values af; with the mass of the DM (for the best fit of the two free parameters - see text). The

particle from which we obtain that: dashed line corresponds to aur= 0 IDM model for the high-
estkC; bound, provided by our fitting procedure (073). The

1.205x 107*? (ou) dot-dashed line corresponds to oue= 0 IDM model Case

My = «C1 10-22 GeV, (22) 4) for the best fitted parametemni(= —0.3 andQ,o ~ 0.28).

Finally, the points correspond to the observational datad¢s

(see also right panel of Fig. 1) and sina@; is unbound to- et al. 2005).
wards small values, it is consistent with currently accépte
lower bounds ofMy(~ 10GeV) (eg., Cirelli et al. 2009 and
references therein). The corresponding Hubble relatiog. (F
2), provided by the best fitted free parameters, is indisisigy
able from that of the traditional CDM model, due to the very [ H \? 3 "
small value ofkC; ~ 1073, For completion we also show, (H_o) = Q00" + Qo (24)
as the dashed line, the IDM solution provided My ~ leV
(kC1 ~ 1073), which is the stringent lower bound found by ouwith Q0 = 81GD/3HZ and Q1o = 8rGC1/3H3. Finally,
analysis. In this case the predicted Hubble expansion tsviddy minimizing the corresponding? (as in section 4.2), we
significantly from the traditionah model at smalk values in- find that the best fit values a,o ~ 0.28 andm ~ -0.30
dicating that it would probably create significant altevat of (Wipm =~ —0.90) with y?/d.f. = 1.29. The corresponding
the standard BBN (eg. locco et al. 2009 and references thereHubble flow curve is shown in Fig. 2 as the dot-dashed line.

A|th0ugh the present ana|ysis does not provide any |mp(w.0te that this solution is mathematica”y eqUiValent tat thia
tant constraints OMX (W|th|n our mode|)' we p|an to use in the graVitational matter creation model of Lima et al. (2p08
the future a large number of cosmologically relevant dat-to
tempt to place strongéy constraints, also for the general casg  conclusions
of section 4.1.

orm > -2 (see appendix D). Notice, that the Hubble flow is
now given by:

In this work we investigate the evolution of the global dénsi

of the universe in the framework of an interacting DM scemari
5. Case 4: P = —¥/3H by solving analytically the collisional Boltzmann equatim

an expanding Universe. A disequilibrium between the DM par-
In this section we will prove that for = 0 (negligible anni- ticle creation and annihilation processes, whicheveraisse
hilation), the global dynamics resembles that of the tradél and in favor of the particle creation term, can createféecéve
quintessence cosmology &constant). Indeed, using again thgource term with negative pressure which, acting like dark e
phenomenologically selected form ¥f provided by edl(11), ergy, provides an accelerated expansion phase of the saiver
we haveR(a) = Ci(m+ 3)a™ . It is then straightforward to There are also solutions for which the present time is latate

obtain the density evolution from €g.{16), as: ter the inflection point. Finally, comparing the observedble
function of a few high-redshift elliptical galaxies withetpre-
p(@) = Da3 + Cra™, (23) dicted by our simplest IDM modeh{ = 0), we find that the

effective annihilation term is quite small. In a forthcoming pa
whereD = C2 — C;. The conditions under which the currenper we will use a multitude of cosmologically relevant obser
model acts as a quintessence cosmology,@re: 0, C1 > 0 vations to jointly fit the predicted, by our generic IDM model
andwpm = -1 — m/3, which implies that in order to have anHubble relation and thus possibly provide more stringent co
inflection point, the following should be satisfiedpy < —1/3  straints to the free parameters of the models. We plan also to
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derive the perturbation growth factor in order to studyatinre - Case 2: For the case where:
formation within the IDM model. ROO=H() with g(x) = —f(9h) (32)

Acknowledgements. We thank P.J.E. Peebles for critically reading our  the particular solution ish(X) [in our case we havén(x) =
paper and for useful comments. Also, we would like to thark th  _3,-1H(x)]. The general solution now becomes:
anonymous referee for Higer useful comments and suggestions.

X -1
y(X) = h(X) + ©(x) [Cz - f f(u)q)(u)du] (33)
Appendix A:The effect of the decay products o '
where
Here we attempt to investigate in the matter-dominatedvenather "
the possible radiation products due to dark matter intemagtcan af- D(x) = exp f f(u)h(u)du] . (34)
fect the global dynamics. A general coupling can be viewedhey 1
continuity equations of interacting dark mattgsy and residual radi- In this framework, using eq.[18) we finally geP(x) =
ationdpr, XH)R(X) = =3 XH()H'(X).
doipm +3H(O)piom + kB — ¥ = Q, (25) Note that the solution o€ase 1 is the only one providing & o2
dt dependence of the scale factor (seelegd. 12, 1Band 20).
dopr
+4HV)5pr = — 26 . . .
dt 2 Q (26) Appendix C: Justification of functional form of v

where Q is the rate of energy density transfer.@f < 0 then the Suppose that we have a non-perfect cosmic fluid in a diséquitn
IDM fluid transfers to residual radiation. As an example we ogae phase with energy densify. Then from the collisional Boltzmann
a generic model witlQ = —esp,, wheree > 0. Thus, egl{26) has an equation, we have:
exact solution
¥ =p+3Hp +xp? = d_p
Spr = Sproa e (27) da
Furthermore, we assume that for a convenient period of tiraeos-

V.Vith lo the pre_sent age O.f the Universe. This Sh_OWS_ t_hét th? contril:mic fluid, in an expanding Universe, is slowly diluted acéngdto
tion of the residual radiation to the global dynamics is igggle in the p ~ C1a™ (m < 0). From a mathematical point of view, the latter as-

i i 74 - . . . . .
past, since there is not only the usuab™ dependence of the back sumption simply means that a solution of the farm™ is a particular

ground radiation but also a further exponentlz_al drop, ans @ ~ 0 solution of the Boltzmann equation. Therefore, we havelfiriaht:
Therefore we conclude that we can approximate the totalggner

density with that of the interacting dark-matter densjty~{ pipm). ¥ =~ C;y(m+ 3)a™H + «C2a®" . (36)
Note, that Je can be viewed as the mean life time of the residual
radiation particles.

aH + 3Hp + «kp? . (35)

Appendix D: Correspondence between our model

and the usual Dark Energy models

Appendix B: Solutions of the Riccati equation ) _ _
We remind the reader that for homogeneous and isotropic dkgt ¢

With the aid of the dierential equation theory we present solutiongologies Qn + Qg = 1), driven by non relativistic DM and a DE
that are relevant to our egl(7). In general a Riccadfedéntial equation with a constant equation of state parameter;, the density evolution

is given by of this cosmic fluid can be written as:
y = F(y* + g0y + R(¥) (28)  p(a) = pmoa® + pgoa ¥+ (37)
and tis fully solvable only when a particular solution isdem. Below Whereomo andpq, are the present-day DM and DE densities, respec-
we present two cases in which analytical solutions are plessi tively.
The necessary criteria to have cosmic acceleration andflag-in
— Case 1: For the case where: tion point in our pastt( < tp), are: (a)P < 0 and (b)a" = 0, which
leads to the conditions:
- m-1 _ ~2y2m _ m
RO = Cumx CixT09 - Cix"g9) (29) — Dark Energy models P = Py + Pg = Wpg < 0, Py, = 0 with
. L . -1/3.
the particular solution i™ and thus the corresponding general W< 52
solution can be written as: - IDM.models. P=xo*-¥ <0andm> -2 (orwpym < —1/3 see
section 4).
X -1
y(X) = C1X™ + O(X) [Cz - f f(u)(D(u)du] (30)
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D(X) = exp j; ' (2C,u™f (u) + g(u)) du
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