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Abstract
The dynamical behaviors of two interacting dark energy models are considered. In addition to
the scaling attractors found in the non-interacting quintessence model with exponential potential,
new accelerated scaling attractors are also found in the interacting dark energy models. The

coincidence problem is reduced to the choice of parameters in the interacting dark energy models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There exists mounting evidences that the Universe is experiencing accelerated expansion,
driven by an unknown energy component called “dark energy”. The nature and origin
of dark energy have been an active research topic in the past years. Because the only
observable effect of dark energy is manifested by gravitational interaction, we know nothing
about the nature of dark energy except that it has negative pressure. One simple dark
energy candidate which is consistent with current observations is the cosmological constant.
However, the small value of the vacuum energy density imposes a big challenge to particle
physics. Furthermore, the cosmological constant model faces the “coincidence” problem:
Why is the dark matter energy density comparable to the dark energy density now?

To alleviate the coincidence problem, other dynamical dark energy models were proposed,
such as the quintessence model [1], the holographic dark energy model [2], the Chaplygin
gas model [3], and the tachyonic model [4]. Recently, the weak gravity conjecture was used
to constrain the property of dark energy [5]. It is also possible that the Einstein theory of
gravity needs to be modified in order to explain the accelerated expansion. These models
include the 1/R gravity [6], the f(R) gravity [7], the DGP model [§], and string inspired
models [9].

The attractor solution is independent of initial conditions. If the dark energy
model has an accelerated scaling attractor solution and the ratio of the energy density
Qqark energy/dark matter Detween the two dark sectors is order 1, then the coincidence problem
can be alleviated. It is well known that for the quintessence model, exponential potentials
have scaling attractor solutions [10]. For more general scalar field model, scaling attractor
solutions were also obtained [11]. In this Letter, we discuss the dynamical behaviors of the
quintessence model with exponential potential V(¢) = Vj exp(—#rA¢), here k? = 87G. Since
the late-time accelerated scaling attractors of the exponential potential is the scalar field
dominated solution, Qgak enerey = 1 [10], it does not provide a satisfactory solution for the
coincidence problem. In general, the dark energy may not evolve independently, a coupling
between the dark matter and dark energy is possible [12]. With the interaction between
the dark sectors, accelerated scaling attractors with Qqark energy/Sddark matter = O(1) can be
achieved, therefore the coincidence problem can be solved. The interaction between dark

sectors changes the perturbation dynamics and modifies the cosmic microwave background



spectrum [13]. For the dark energy model with constant equation of motion parameter w,
it was found that the curvature perturbation has a super-Hubble instability in the early
radiation dominated era, whenever a particular interaction term is present |14]. A more
careful analysis finds that the stability of the curvature perturbation depends on the form
of the interaction between dark sectors [15]. The dynamical quintessence model considered
in this Letter may not suffer the instability problem.

By introducing the interaction between dark matter and dark energy, the conservation

equations become

pm + 3Hpm = _Qa (1)
po + 3H (1 +wy)py = @Q, (2)

where the dark matter energy density is p,,, the dark energy density p, = $%/2+V(¢), the
dark energy pressure p, = $?/2—V (), the equation of state of the dark energy Wy = Do/ Po
and () stands for the interaction term. The phenomenological interaction term () is inspired
from the interaction between the dilaton field ¢ and the matter field in the scalar-tensor

theory of gravity |16],

L= V5| 5gR — 50" 0000 £(0) Lt E(0) " g)]| ®

For a general coupling function (o), the interaction term @ = —3p,,, H[d(In¢)/d(Ina)]/2
[17].

The Letter is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the method of the phase-plane
analysis by studying the model discussed in [18]. In section 3, we discuss the interaction
model Q = apx?H 1p?, and its accelerated scaling attractors. In section 4, we study the
interaction model Q = Bk2H 'p,,¢? and its accelerated scaling attractors. We conclude the

Letter in section 5.

II. INTERACTING MODEL 1

In this section, we consider the interaction Q = aHp,, |18] to show the phase-plane

analysis. Using the dimensionless variables
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Egs. (1), @) and the Friedmann equation become

— —3x+§)\y2+§x(1+x2—y2)+a#, (5)
6 3
J = _gmy + A2’ —y?), (6)

where a prime denotes d/dIna. Setting ' = 0 and ¢y’ = 0, we find that the fixed points of

the autonomous system (Bl and (@) are

o A A2
c:ila c:O> c:j: ) c:(]’ 3= =y Ye3 = 1__7
A N R 7 S
a+3 V(o +3)2 —2aN2

).

Tea = — = Yed =
( 4 \/6 \ Yea \/6 3
In terms of the variables x and y, the dark energy density and the equation of state of

the total matter are

Qy = 2+ Y, Wi = s ]—jl—d)p =% -y (8)

Since the model was already discussed in [18] and the other fixed points are not interesting for
our purpose, here we use the fixed point (.4, y.4) as an example to discuss the stability of the
fixed point. For the existence of the the fixed point (7.4, y.4), we require (a+3)%—2aA\? > 0

and 0 <, < 1. Therefore, we get the existence conditions

N>a+3, 0>a>-3
(a+ 3)*

>AM>a+3, 3>a>0, (9)
2a

To discuss the stability of the fixed point, we need to expand the system (5] and ([6) around

the fixed point. In general, for an autonomous system
o' = f(z,y), ¥ =g(zy), (10)
we have a constant nonsingular matrix at the fixed point (z., ¥.),

apr = %(l'c, Ye) Q12 = g—g(%, Ye)

g1 = %($ca yc) Qg2 = g_Z(a:ca yc)

M= (11)

The eigenvalues of the matrix M are

ay + ag + \/(an + a22)? — 4(a11a22 — G12a21)
5 )

(12)
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If the real parts of the eigenvalues of the matrix M are negative, then the fixed point is a

stable point. So the conditions for the fixed point to be stable are
a1 + a9 < O, a110a922 — Q12021 > 0. (13)

Combining equations (5l), (6) and the conditions (I3]), we find that the stability conditions
for the fixed point (Z.4, yes) are

3(a+3)(a— 1)
2a
(a + 3)*
2a

>M>a+3, 0>a>-3

>N >a+3 3>a>0. (14)

The result is plotted in Fig. [Il From Fig. [I we see that the parameter space for the fixed
point to be stable is much larger than that obtained in [18]. To verify the correctness of our
result, we numerically solve the system equations (H) and () with different initial conditions
for the parameters (a, A\)=(0.6, 2.5) and (a, A\)=(-0.3, 2.6). The results are shown in Figs.
and Bl The parameters are outside the parameter space for the fixed point (x4, yes4) to be
stable in [18], but satisfy our conditions (@)). From Figs. [l 2 and B we see that the fixed
point (.4, yeq) is a stable point when (o, A\)=(0.6, 2.5) or (a, A\)=(-0.3, 2.6).

III. INTERACTING MODEL 2

The interaction Q = aHp,, can take the more general form Q = qox** 2H>2"p"  so

that the dynamical system still has the attractor solution x? + y? = 1. In this section, we

consider n = 2 for simplicity. The autonomous system is

@ 3 3 (1 — g2 — 2)2
= -3z + g)\yz + §x(1 + a2 — ) + 5040—( zI v) ) (15)
V6 3
y = —TAZEy-I- 59(1+$2 7). (16)

For this system, the fixed points are

(za = £1, ya =0), (Te2==% %an, Y2 =0), (ze3= %7 Yz = (/1 — %2)7 an
(Ted, Yo = \/1 + 22 — V6Azes/3), (Tes, Yes = \/1 + 2% — V62.5/3),
where
ot — (a0 — DA+ /A2 (g — 1)2 + 120y 18)

2\/60(0 ’
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FIG. 1: The region I is the parameter space for the fixed point (zc4, yc4) in model 1 to be stable.

and

(g — DA — /A2(ap — 1)2 + 120
2\/60(0 .

The accelerated attractors that solve the coincidence problem are the fixed points (.4,

Les =

(19)

Yes) and (x5, Yes). For the existence of the fixed point (Z.4, yes), We require

3(1 + 2ay)?

3N | —————— =\, >0
\/7 - - 20&0(1+OZ0) @0
A>3, —1<ay <0, (20)
—12
A> fofyzAlor—ﬁgAg—Al, ap < —1.
g —
The stability conditions are
V3 <A<\, ag > 0,
V3<A< Ay,  —1/2<ay <0,
V3<A<A, —l<ag<-—1/2,
AN <A<, -3 <ap< -1, (21)



0.8 T T T T T

0.7f b

0.6 J

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

FIG. 2: Phase-space trajectories for the model 1 with o = 0.6 and A = 2.5, the stable fixed point
is (Ze4, Yea)=(0.59, 0.38).

where
A |30 =200+ V1 — dag — 28af — 32a5) (22)
4 (1 + ay)
and
o [0 20— /T day 2507~ 003) )
4 (1 + ap)

The regions of the parameters oy and A for the fixed point (x.4, ye4) to be stale are plotted
in the region I in Fig. [l

Note that the stability condition for the fixed point (z.3, ¥e3) is A < 3. From Fig. M, we
see that for oy < —1 and A < /3, both the fixed points (2.3, ¥e3) and (24, yes) are stable
points, so they are local stable points for those parameters. In other words, when oy < —1
and A < /3, different initial conditions may lead to either the fixed point (s, yes) Or (2o,
Yea)-

To get acceleration, we require w;; = 2 — y* < —1/3. For the stable point (Tes, Yes),
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FIG. 3: Phase-space trajectories for the model 1 with o = —0.3 and A = 2.6, the stable fixed point
is (Ze4, Yea)=(0.42, 0.53).

the acceleration conditions are

40[0
1+ 20&07

A >

—2<qay<-—1

The accelerated region is also shown in Fig. [l
For the fixed point (x5, ye5), the existence conditions and the stability conditions can be
obtained from those of the fixed point (x., y.4) by replacing A with —\ in equations (20)

and (2I)). The existence conditions are

A< V3, —1<ap<0, (25)
V3> A> N\ or A< )\, ag < —1.



FIG. 4: The stability conditions for the fixed points in model 2. The region I is the parameter
space for the fixed point (x4, yes) to be stable and the region II is the parameter space for the

fixed point (z.5, ye5) to be stable. The dash-dot line denotes the acceleration condition.

The stability conditions are

—V3>A> ), ag >0,
—V3>A>-)\, —1/2<ay<0,
—V3>A> A, —l<ag<-1/2
“N>A> A -3 << —1, (26)

The condition (26]) is shown in the region II in Fig. @l The acceleration conditions are

40(0
A< — —2 —1
< 1+ 2ap’ <00 < —4

These results are summarized in Table [I.

From Fig. [l we see that the attractors (2.4, ye4) and (2.5, yes) lead to accelerated scaling



T Y Stability Condition| Qg |Acceleration Condition
1 0 Unstable 1 No
-1 0 Unstable 1 No
Tres 0 ap >0, A >\, e No
—\/Tres 0 ap >0, A< =X, | 2 No
/6 1-)2/6 A <3 1 A <2
Tea Yed Equation @I) |22, + v Equation (24))
Zes Yes Equation @8) |72 + v Equation (27))

TABLE I: The behaviors of the fixed points in model 2.

attractors only when —A_ < X\ < —(4dag/(1 + 209))/? or Ao > XA > (dag/(1 + 2a)) V2 if
2<ap<—land =\ >A> - Ad_or <A< A_if -3 <y < -2

IV. INTERACTING MODEL 3

2nfpi=2npn 32 The dynamical system

In this section, we take the interaction term () = Gk
has the attractors 2% +y? = 1. For simplicity, we consider n = 1 case, the autonomous system

is

o' = =3z + ?Ay%gx(lmz —y?) + 3621 — 2® — y?), (28)
6 3
Yy = —g)\xy + §y(1 + 2% — 7). (29)
The fixed points are
(x +1, vy 0), (z 0, y 0), (z A Y 1 )\2)
cl — y Yel = s c2 =Y, Ye2 = s c3 — — =y Ye3 — - =)
V6 6 (30)

(Tea, Yer = \/1 + 2% — VAT /3), (Tes, Yos = \/1 + % — V6 /3),

where

A+ /2123
Teg = 2\/66 ) (31)

A=A 128

and
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For the fixed point (.3, ye3), the existence condition is A?> < 6, and the stability conditions

are

—V6<A<VG,  B>1/2,

3 3
—,/ﬂ <)\<”ﬂ’ g <1/2. (33)

The condition (33) is shown in the region I in Fig. Bl The acceleration condition is —v/2 <

A < V2.

For the fixed point (2.4, Y1), the existence condition is
3 1
A< —y )/ —— < = 34
<-Jr5 853 (34)

3
A< —|—— <1/2. 35
the condition (BH) is shown in the region II in Fig. The acceleration condition is

—/3/(1=8)>A>—/—43 and 8 < 0.

For the fixed point (2.5, yes), the existence condition is

and the stability condition is

3
A> g —— <
>\io A<

3
A>,/m, B<1/2. (37)

The condition (B7) is shown in the region III in Fig. B The acceleration condition is
3/(1— ) <A< /=45 and § < 0. These results are summarized in Table [l

1

and the stability conditions are

V. DISCUSSIONS

We considered two phenomenological interacting models Q = agH> ?"p" and Q =
BH!2 p"méz. The scaling attractor solutions 2242 = 1 for the non-interacting quintessence
model with exponential potential remain to be the scaling attractors in the interacting mod-
els. We have studied the dynamical behaviors of the two interacting dark energy models.

For the interacting model Q = agH ~1p?, we find that the fixed points (7.3, ye3) and (2.4,

11



FIG. 5: The stability conditions for the fixed points (x.3, ¥c3), (Tc4, Yea) and (x5, yes5) in model 3.
The region I is the parameter space for the fixed point (x.3, yc3) to be stable, the region II is the
parameter space for the fixed point (x4, yc4) to be stable and the region III is the parameter space

for the fixed point (x5, ye5) to be stable. The dash-dot line denotes the acceleration condition.

Ye4) are stable points if ag < —1 and A < /3, and the fixed points (2.3, ¥e3) and (2e5, Yes)
are stable points if oy < —1 and A > —v/3. In other words, in the parameter region ay < —1
and A < v/3 or A > —/3, the fixed points (23, Ye3), (Tea, Yes) and (s, yes) are local stable
points. This type of local stable points are new in the dark energy models.

These models have the late time accelerated scaling attractors with €/, = O(1). We
can easily match €4/, to observations by a simple choice of parameters. Since the solution
is a scaling attractor, the value of §2,/€2, is insensitive to initial conditions, therefore the
why now problem is resolved. For the interacting model Q = BH p,,¢?, when we choose
f = —2.0 and A = 2.5, the stable fixed point is (x5, ye5)=(0.31, 0.68) with wy,; = —0.37
and Q4 = 0.75. Note that to get accelerated attractor solution and alleviate the coincidence
problem, we find that a < 0 and 5 < 0, so the energy transfer goes from dark energy to

dark matter. This result is easily understood. The energy transfer from dark energy to

12



T Y Stability Condition Qy  |Acceleration Condition
1 0 B>1/2and X\ > V6 1 No

-1 0 B>1/2and A< —V6] 1 No

0 0 Unstable 0 No
A/V6|\/1—)A2/6 Equation (33 1 A <2

Teq Yed Equation (B3] 22, + 32|\ > —v/—4B and 3 <0
Tes Yes Equation (37)) 2% +y%| A< /—4B and B <0

TABLE II: The behaviors of the fixed points in model 3.

dark matter makes the dark matter to decrease slower and dark energy to decrease faster,

therefore alleviating the coincidence problem.
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