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Abstract

We here investigate a cosmological model in which three fluids interact with each other
involving certain coupling parameters and energy exchange rates. The motivation of the
problem stems from the puzzling ‘triple coincidence problem’ which naively asks why the
cosmic energy densities of matter, radiation and dark energy are almost of the same order
of magnitude at the present time. Our model of interacting fluids present a solution of this
problem by giving a phantom crossing scenario.
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1 Introduction

Despite several successes of the standard big bang cosmology based on Friedmann-Robertson-
Walker (FRW) model, there is still a series of problems to be resolved like horizon problem,
flatness problem, dark matter (or missing mass) problem, structure formation, topological
defects, matter-antimatter asymmetry and cosmic coincidence problem etc. Most of these
problems deal with the cosmic past of the observable universe but the cosmic coincidence
problem has its origin in the present time since it naively asks why certain cosmolog-
ical phenomenon are occurring in our presence or in our times. Recent astrophysical
observations give convincing evidence of an accelerating universe caused by dark energy
characterized by the equation of state (EoS) parameter w with value around to —1. It is
still unknown why the present energy density of the dark energy is approximately equal
to that of dust-like matter. This is termed as cosmic coincidence problem [I]. Up till
now several explanations have been proposed to solve this problem such as ‘tracker field’
[2], oscillating dark energy [3] and the variable constants approach [4], to name a few.
It appears that the energy density of the radiation component is also almost equivalent
to that of the matter and the dark energy i.e. p,, ~ p, ~ pp or ,, ~ Q, ~ Q\, the
so-called ‘cosmic triple coincidence problem’ [5]. The question is: Why this happens at
the currently or in recent times. The history of the parameter w suggests that it is no
more a constant but possesses a parametric form w(z), where z is the redshift parameter.
Thus in the past w = 1/3 corresponds to radiation and then w = 0 for matter. Later
it evolved to quintessence w < —1/3 to cosmological constant w = —1. This behavior
suggests that in future, w will be super-negative i.e. w < —1, which corresponds to the
phantom energy. Thus in totality, we have the transition from w > —1 to w < —1 the
so-called ‘phantom crossing’ or ‘phantom divide’ scenario, while we are observing w = —1
at the current time [6]. The coincidence problem in this context is rephrased as ‘why is
w = —1 now?’

In recent years, the usual coincidence problem is addressed by proposing an exotic
interaction between dark energy and matter in which energy from p, is diluted or decayed
into the p,, [7, 8 O, 10, 1], 12] 13| 14} 15, 16} I7]. It is recently proposed that if these
two components interact then some energy might dissipate into a third component p,
which is as yet hypothetical [I8]. The third component can be known form of matter
or an altogether exotic fluid in which case some new physics will be required to explain
the interaction. If we assume p, = p, then the interaction between three fluids i.e.
matter, radiation and dark energy will be quite interesting. It is well-known that matter
and radiation were decoupled at the time of emission of cosmic microwave background
(CMB) radiation at a redshift z ~ 1100. Thus both matter and radiation are almost non-
interacting components but it can be anticipated that these two components do supposedly
interact with the dark energy. Thus if dark energy and matter interact, the energy



dissipated in the interaction is assumed to transfer to the radiation component and vice
versa for the radiation and the dark energy interaction. This dynamic interaction than
hugely alters the effective equation of state of the three interacting fluids. Our analysis in
this paper suggests that effective EoS of the three fluids will be interlinked to each other
considerably and also constrained by coupling parameters. Moreover, the interaction
naturally leads to the phantom crossing scenario.

We here present a model in which three anonymous cosmic fluids interact with each other
with equal degree of freedom. Hence there are three coupling parameters involved which
can take arbitrary positive or negative values with the exclusion of zero. The positive
and negative values correspond to back and forth nature of energy exchange between the
fluids. We emphasis here that the coupling parameters in our model are only constrained
by the choices of effective EoS of the fluids and hence they will be varying over cosmic
time. Thus in our model, exact EoS of the fluids like in the non-interacting FRW model is
not possible. As the exact EoS for the dark energy is unknown, its interaction with other
fluids creates ambiguities in the determination of the exact EoS of the other fluids. Hence
we also stress that precise values of the interacting fluids can be deduced only empirically
from the phenomenology of the interacting fluids.

2 The model of triple interacting fluids

We start by assuming the background to be spatially flat, homogeneous and isotropic
FRW spacetime
ds* = —dt* + a*(t) |dr? + r*(d6? + sin® 0de?)] (1)

where a(t) is the scale factor. We consider three fluids having the equations of state
(EoS) p; = wipi, i = 1,2,3 where p; and p; are the corresponding pressures and the energy
densities of the fluids, respectively. Also w; are the dimensionless EoS parameters. For
the sake of simplicity, we assume the three fluids to be perfect fluid-like since in general,
interaction between fluids might lead to local inhomogeneities, which are ignored in the
present paper. The equations governing the interaction of three fluids are expressed as

pr+3H(1+w)p = Q3 —Qy, (2)
po+3H(1+wi)ps = Q1 —Qs, (3)
p3+3H(1+ws)ps = Q2 — Q1. (4)

Here the energy exchange (or dissipative) terms (); are specified by [19]

Qi = )\inioa—?)(l—i-wi)’ 1= 1, 2, 3. (5)



See [20] for more exotic expressions for ;. In the above equations, A; are the coupling
constants which can take positive or negative values to yield two-sided energy exchange
rather than one-sided. Also Eqs. (2) to (5) show that this a coupled system of three
differential equations which needs to be solved. Further p;, are the constant energy
densities at some reference time ¢ = t,. Also H = a/a is Hubble parameter which
determines the rate of expansion of the universe. Sum of Eqgs. (2) to (4) yield the
combined energy conservation

> [ +3H(1+w;)pi] =0, (6)

i=1

Also the energy conservation for the individual component yields
pi = pioa )i =123 (7)

Thus using Egs. (5) and (7) combined with Eqgs. (2), (3) and (4), we arrive at the density
evolution of the interacting fluids as

)\ o a—3(1+w2) )\ o a—3(1+w3)

pl — Cla—3(1+w1) _'_ 2p2 + 3p3 : (8)
3 Wy — W1 3 W1 — W3
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Here C;’s are constants of integration. Now addition of Egs. (8), (9) and (10) results in

p=p1 X1+ p2Xao + p3Xs, (11)
where

)\1 Wo — W3
X, = 1+2 : 12
! 3 (wl — W3)(WQ — wl) ( )

)\2 W3 — W1
Xy = 1+22 , 13
2 3 (WQ — wl)(wg — u)g) ( )

A —

Xy = 1+22 i (14)

3 (wl — W3)(W3 — CUQ) '

Here we have assumed C; = p;, and p = p; + p2 + ps3 is the total energy density. Note
that the case of non-interacting fluids is obtained by choosing A\; = Ay = A3 = 0 which
yield X; = Xy = X3 = 1. Using the first FRW equation

B G

H? 3p

(15)



Differentiating Eq. (7) w.r.t ¢, we obtain
pi = —3(1 + wi)Hpioa 209 =123, (16)

Differentiating Eq. (15) w.r.t ¢ and then using (16), we find
H = —HV 247TGZ[pZ’(1 + w;) X (Z piXZ-) ) (17)
i=1 i=1

The parameter H is significant as its possible signature governs the dynamics of the
universe. For instance H < 0 represents the deceleration phase of the expanding universe.
This slowing down in the expansion takes place when

3((,01 — (.Ug)(tdg — wl)

wp > —1, AL > s (18)
w3 — W2

wy> <1, Ay > Sz w)lbs Zws) (19)
W1 —Wws

3(wp — ws)(ws — wg)'

Wy —wWq

wsy > —1, A3 >

(20)

Thus H will be negative when all the w; > —1. This result corresponds to the quintessence
dominated universe.

Note that the vanishing H in Eq. (17) will yield a de Sitter universe or a cosmological
constant dominated universe i.e.

H:0:>W1:MQZW3:—1. (21)

Moreover H > 0 corresponds to an accelerating universe. This situation arises in our
model when

(1+w)X; < 0, (22)
(I+w)Xy < 0, (23)
(1+ws3)Xs < 0. (24)

The above Eqs. (22), (23) and (24) yield respectively

oy < —1, A > ST ws)(wr —w) (25)
w3 — W2

wy < —1, Ay > 3(W2 - Wl)(w?: — W2)7 (26)
W1 — W3

3((,01 — W3)(W3 — CUQ)
W — W1 )

wg < —1, Az > (27)



Thus H will be positive when all the w; < —1. This result corresponds to the phantom
energy dominated universe. Note that the coupling parameters \; have to be positive both
for the decelerating and the accelerating universe. Therefore the universe evolves from
the earlier quintessence to cosmological constant and then later to the phantom energy
dominated universe. Hence the interacting triple fluids can explain the cosmic-coincidence
problem effectively.

3 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper, we have attempted to resolve the cosmic triple coincidence problem which
naively asks why the energy densities of the three major ingredients of the cosmic com-
position namely matter, radiation and dark energy are of same order at current time.
Rephrasing, why w has evolved to —1 in recent times. We here point out that the EoS
p = wp used in this paper is not, in general, a true EoS for any cosmic fluid. Rather it
is a phenomenological relationship suitable for the configuration. The actual EoS may
not be that simple and may have dependencies on various other cosmological parameters
like redshift, time, Hubble parameter and its derivatives etc [§]. However to a first order
approximation, it may be taken for such analysis. Further, the standard non-interacting
FRW model cannot resolve the coincidence problem since it predicts a hierarchial system
in which radiation density decreases faster compared to matter, while density of dark en-
ergy remains either constant (if it is cosmological constant) or increases (if it is phantom
energy). Therefore it contradicts with the observations where all the three components
have equivalent densities. Model of interacting dark energy, which is a modification of
the FRW model, have enormous potential to explain this cosmological conundrum. It
naturally predicts that if the cosmic fluids interact with each other, it leads to a scenario
compatible with the observations [21].

In our analysis, we assumed three fluids to interact mutually. The strength of the
interaction is determined by the coupling parameters A;. These coupling constants are
expressed in terms of the equation of state parameters w;. Since each w; is allowed
to change during the interaction, it yields \; to alter consequently. It shows the very
dynamic nature of the interaction unlike the standard FRW model where matter and
radiation preserve fixed equations of state. We here stress that the exact nature of the
interaction is largely unknown i.e. the mediating particles of the interaction are not yet
identified. Any interacting dark energy model should, in principle, be motivated from
the particle physics or the corresponding phenomenology, however there are as yet no
sound theoretical models which could identify the particle interactions. There are some
arguments that the phantom-like dark energy can decay into at least one ordinary particle
and some other phantom-like particles [22].



We have found that in the interacting fluid model, the three fluids can achieve super-
negative equation of state. If matter and radiation are among the components then
they will induce negative pressure along with the dark energy to produce accelerated
expansion. This result has earlier been shown for the interacting Chaplygin gas model in
[7]. Moreover the three components can induce deceleration and de Sitter expansion by
interacting cohesively. Finally, the question that we posed in the title is answered in the
affirmative.
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