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Abstract

Dark energy is the candidate that can produce effective negative pressure

and make the galaxies and galaxy clusters move away from each other in an

accelerated way. The structures of the Universe have evolved from some initial

primordial fluctuations and depend on the background dynamics of different

components of the Universe like dark matter, dark energy and others. The

motivation of this thesis is to investigate how some of the dark energy models

manifest themselves in the formation of the structures in the Universe.

In this work, four different types of dark energy models are discussed in

Chapter 3 to Chapter 6. The dark energy models considered in Chapter 3 are

reconstructed from a kinematical quantity jerk parameter, which is the third-

order derivative of the scale factor. The reconstructed models are such that

dark energy has an energy transfer with dark matter in the first case, and they

conserve together, while in the second case, both dark matter and dark energy

are conserved independently. Here the evolution of dark matter perturbation

has been studied, and it has been found that non-interacting models perform

better in the context of structure formation.

Holographic dark energy with future event horizon as the characteristic

Infra-Red cut-off is another model considered in the present thesis. In this

case, dark energy interacts with dark matter. Here perturbations of both dark

matter and dark energy are studied, and it is found that the evolution of per-

turbation is consistent with the requirement of structure formation. Further-

more, the effective sound speed of dark energy perturbation is considered to

be a parameter, and it has been found that dark energy can cluster similar to

dark matter in the absence of effective sound speed.

A scalar field with a suitable potential is considered as the next model. The

potential is constructed such that at the early epoch, the scalar field tracks the



dominant background component and at the later epoch, the scalar field be-

haves like a cosmological constant (Λ) and drives the recent cosmic accelera-

tion. This cosmological constant like behaviour is ensured for any values of the

model parameters. Perturbations in dark matter and dark energy have been

studied, and it is concluded that the evolution of dark matter perturbations is

similar to the concordance ΛCDM model.

Lastly, an interacting dark matter and dark energy model in which the cou-

pling between them has an “evolving” parameter is considered. This coupling

parameter is so chosen that the interaction is either dominant in the early epoch

or at a later time. It is found that an early interaction describes the evolution

of the perturbations better than a late interaction. In this case, the models are

also constrained with recent observational datasets, and Bayesian evidence is

computed.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

For the last two decades, the most bewildering observation in cosmology is

that the galaxies and galaxy clusters are moving away from one other in an

accelerated way. Explaining this bizarre behaviour needs an agent that leads

to an effective repulsive gravity strong enough to overcome the gravitational

attraction of normal matter and make matter move away from each other at

an increasing speed. An enormous amount of cosmological models have been

put forward to explain the repulsive nature of gravity including modification

of General Relativity as the theory of gravity, but arguably the most widely

accepted one is the presence of an exotic component named dark energy. How-

ever, one of the essential aspects of any cosmological model is to produce large

scale structures like the galaxies, galaxy clusters in the Universe as we see to-

day. These large scale structures have grown from some initial density fluctua-

tions and depends on the background evolution. Different cosmological mod-

els will have different imprints on the large scale structures. Thus structure

formation helps in breaking the degeneracy between different cosmological

models and can identify a more suitable one. The motivation of the thesis is to

investigate if some dark energy models can provide a congenial environment

for structure formation.

In the remainder of this chapter, we will discuss the background dynamics

of the standard cosmological model.
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1.1 Cosmology: A Brief History

The human mind, has always been fascinated by the night sky. The inquiring

mind could not help but wonder what surrounds us and started the quest to

know the unknown — the cosmos. The study of the cosmos or Universe from

its origin to the future, its evolution, is called Cosmology. Though the study of

the Universe dates back to the 16th century BC to 12th century BC, and then

Copernicus, Galileo, Kepler, Newton in the 16th - 17th century AD, the dawn

of modern cosmology with a mathematical model was marked by Einstein’s

development of the General Theory of Relativity in 1915 [1]. The General The-

ory of Relativity1 [2–5] is the theory of gravity that unites matter distribution

with the geometry of spacetime. The gravitational attraction among the mat-

ter distribution is determined by curving the spacetime around the matter dis-

tribution and is described by the famous Einsteins field equations. In 1917,

Einstein himself provided the first exact cosmological solution to the Einsteins

field equations after modifying the equations for a static Universe [6]. In the

same year, de Sitter provided another exact solution for an empty Universe [7].

In 1922, Friedmann presented new solutions to the Einsteins field equa-

tions, and for the first time, predicted the possibility of an expanding (or con-

tracting) Universe [8, 9]. In 1927, Lemaître independently derived the expand-

ing solution and pointed out that galaxies (“nubelæ” then) would be moving

away from one another due to cosmic expansion. At that time, the dataset

measuring the galaxy recession velocities by Slipher was the only dataset avail-

able [10]. It was Robertson who, in 1928, attributed the galaxy velocities to

overall cosmic expansion and predicted the linear velocity distance relation-

ship. A year later, in 1929, Hubble observed the same linear relation combin-

ing the extragalactic distance measurements from his previous work and the

measurements from Slipher [11–13]. The same year saw the homogenous and

1English translations are available at: https://einsteinpapers.press.princeton.edu/vol6-trans/

https://einsteinpapers.press.princeton.edu/vol6-trans/
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isotropic solution for expanding Universe by Robertson and Walker. The so-

lution presented by Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) laid the

cornerstone of the Standard Cosmological Model.

The following decades witnessed significant developments in both the the-

oretical and observational fronts. Many important ideas were introduced

and discussed, of which the Hot Big Bang model supported by Lemaître,

Gamow [14–17] and the Steady State model supported by Bondi, Gold, Hoyle,

Narlikar [18–20] were the competing models. The observation of Hubble that

the Universe was expanding indicated that it started from a singularity called

a “Big Bang”2, and all matter was created at thereafter. In 1933, Milne formu-

lated the perfect cosmological principle — that the Universe would look identical

at all place and at all time [21], which eventually led to the development of

the Steady State model. The one-time singularity of the FLRW model was un-

aesthetic for many favouring the Steady State model, while the success story

of the cosmic nucleosynthesis [16, 22–24] clearly favoured the Hot Big Bang

model creating a caustic dispute on which model describes the Universe best.

The discovery of cosmic microwave background (CMB) radiation by Penzias

and Wilson in 1965 settled the debate once and for all, announcing the Hot

Big Bang model as the winner [25, 26]. The cosmic microwave background

radiation is the relic of the radiation after the hot and dense Universe cooled

as it expanded [27]. The following year, 1966, sealed the triumph of the Hot

Big Bang model by Peebles with the prediction of currect Helium abundance,

produced as a result of early Universe Big Bang Nucleosynthesis [28, 29] and

by Hawking and Ellis with the singularity theorem, stating that a singularity

is inevitable in the Universe within a finite past [30]. Meanwhile, in 1933 as-

tronomer Fritz Zwicky inferred the existence of non-luminous, non-baryonic

dark matter from the rotation curves of the Coma Cluster [31].

The detection of the relic radiation presented the most outstanding puzzle

2The term was coined later by Hoyle in 1950
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of that era — the origin of galaxies. The remarkable uniform temperature of

the CMB across the sky indicated that the early Universe was smooth, whereas

the Universe being dotted with galaxies would appear clumpy at a smaller

scale. Long before the discovery of CMB and the establishment of Hot Big

Bang model, James Jeans, in 1902, put forth the Newtonian theory of gravi-

tational instability in a non-expanding incompressible fluid medium [32] and

Gamow and Teller in 1939, using Jeans length in the context of the expanding

Universe made early efforts to explain the formation of galaxies [33]. Later,

in 1946, Lifshitz formulated the relativistic treatment of gravitational instabil-

ities in an expanding Universe and set the groundwork for the formation of

cosmic structures [34, 35]. With his work on Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN),

Gamow showed in 1948, that radiation density should be less than matter den-

sity for “gravitational instability” to take over [36]. The year of detection of the

CMB radiation, 1965, witnessed another pioneering development — Peebles

explained how the blackbody spectrum of the remnant fireball radiation would

affect the formation of galaxies [37]. In 1967, Sachs and Wolfe first predicted

the presence of anisotropies in the background radiation and showed that cos-

mic structures were formed from those primordial inhomogeneities [38]. The

following years focused on understanding how the primordial anisotropies

lead to the large scale structures of the Universe. Notable contributions came

from Doroshkevich, Zel’dovich, Novikov, Sakharov, Silk, Sunyaev, Peebles and

Yu [39–45]. By the end of that decade in 1970, the existence of dark matter was

confirmed by Rubin, Ford and Freeman [46, 47].

Though the Big Bang model was gaining success in connection with struc-

ture formation, its success was challenged once again when it could not ad-

dress puzzles like why the CMB temperature in the sky is so evenly distributed

in all directions even for causally disconnected regions, why the Universe is

spatially almost flat, why there is no abundance of magnetic monopoles, where
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the primordial fluctuations came from. In the late 1970s and early 80s, the the-

ory of inflation came to its rescue and became a landmark in the history of

cosmology. The cosmic inflation or exponential expansion of the Universe at

a very early epoch came with the revolutionary works of Starobinsky, Sato,

Guth, Linde and Steinhardt [48–55]. However, it was Guth who employed the

inflationary models to solve the “horizon problem”, “flatness problem” and

“monopole problem” in 1981 [50]. Inflation also provided quantum fluctua-

tions as the seeds for the growth of large scale structures in the Universe.

The subsequent years underwent a journey of remarkable theoretical and

observational advancements. Though the study of cosmic structures using

simulations dates back several decades [56], the cosmological simulations with

high resolution became a reality with the Particle-Particle-Particle-Mesh (P3M)

simulation code by Efstathiou, Davis, Frenk and White [57–59]. Further devel-

opments on the N-body simulations of structure formation opened avenues

for studying more realistic models of the Universe. Mapping of the Universe

with different surveys dominated the period. Redshift surveys like the Cen-

ter for Astrophysics (CfA) Redshift Survey [60, 61] comprising a “slice of the

sky” passing through the Coma cluster being one of them. The slice named

de Lapparent Slice revealed clusters of galaxies, filaments and voids on an enor-

mous scale (∼ 1100 galaxies in a 6◦ wide and 130◦ long strip on the sky) [62].

The primary filament of size 60× 170 Mpc, observed in the slice is called the

Great Wall [63]. Galaxy catalogue surveys like the Automatic Plate Measuring

(APM) survey [64] catalogued millions of galaxies to unprecedented depths

over a large area of the sky, correlation function consistent with previous mea-

surements. The Cosmic Background Explorer (COBE) satellite launched by

NASA in 1989 not only presented concrete evidence of the perfect blackbody

spectrum [65] of the CMB of temperature 2.726 ± 0.01 K but made a break-

through discovery of the anisotropies of 10−5 in the CMB temperature [66]

as predicted by Sachs and Wolfe and measured its amplitude accurately by
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1992. Another ambitious redshift survey of the age was the Two-degree-Field

Galaxy Redshift Survey (2dFGRS) that mapped more than 200, 000 galaxies to

a depth of around 2.5 billion light-years and became the largest redshift survey

around 1998. In 1998, two groups, Supernova Cosmology Project and High-Z

Supernova Search Team, measuring the luminosity distance of the Type Ia su-

pernova, observed the dimming of the supernovae. The observation that the

distant supernovae, objects of fixed intrinsic brightness, appear to be fainter

than expected in an empty Universe led to the conclusion that the light sources

are moving away from each other at a faster rate, possibly with an acceler-

ation [67–70]. The discovery that the Universe is expanding with an accelera-

tion brought back the long lost idea of cosmological constant and has set a new

milestone in the history of cosmology. Subsequently, with the onset of the mil-

lennium commenced the era of precision cosmology, with a flurry of high pre-

cision observational data from surveys like Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS),

Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP), Planck, Dark Energy Sur-

vey (DES) [71–79] and the notion of accelerated expansion of the Universe is

quite firmly established.

1.2 The Standard Model

The standard model or the Big Bang model is based on the cosmological princi-

ple, which states that the Universe is spatially homogeneous and isotropic on

sufficiently large scales. The cosmological principle gives up the homogeneity

in time, unlike the perfect cosmological principle. Large-scale structures like

galaxies and galaxy clusters indicate that the Universe is inhomogeneous and

anisotropic at smaller scales. The Universe is inhomogeneous at length scales

smaller than 100 Mpc to 300 Mpc [80, 81]3, while it is anisotropic to one part

31 pc = 3.0857× 1016 m = 3.26 lightyears
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in 10−5 as observed from the cosmic microwave background radiation in the

sky [82].

On large scales, the Universe is described by a homogeneous and isotropic

Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric, given as

ds2 = gµνdxµdxν = −dt2 + a2(t)
[

dr2

1− Kr2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2
)]

, (1.1)

where gµν is the metric tensor describing the space-time geometry. Hereafter,

the Greek indices µ, ν . . . denote the space-time coordinates or 4-coordinates

while the Latin indices i, j . . . denote the coordinates in the spatial hypersur-

face or 3-coordinates and speed of light c is considered to be unity. In Eq. (1.1),

the coordinate t is cosmic time or proper time as measured by a comoving ob-

server, (r, θ, φ) are comoving spherical polar coordinates and a(t) is the scale

factor. The scale factor accounts for the time evolution of the physical distance,

D, between two comoving spatial coordinates as, D = a∆xi. The constant K

is the curvature parameter that determines curvature of the spatial geometry. If

K = 1, the spatial geometry is a 3-sphere (closed), while for K = 0, the spatial

geometry is an infinite plane (flat) and for K = −1, the spatial geometry is

a 3-hyperboloid (open). Recent observations like WMAP and Planck satellite

suggest that the space section is very close to flat [83–85] and hence, for the

rest of the work, the Universe is considered to spatially flat, homogeneous and

isotropic, given by,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
(

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
)

, (1.2)

in cartesian coordinates.

Another crucial assumption of the standard model is that the Universe in

all length scale is described by Einstein’s Theory of General Relativity defined
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by the Einstein-Hilbert action

S =
∫ √

−g
(

1
16πGN

R + Lm

)
d4x, (1.3)

where GN is the Newtonian gravitational constant, g ≡ det
(

gµν

)
is the deter-

minant of the space-time metric tensor and the Lagrangian density L of the

gravitational sector is the Ricci scalar R = Rµνgµν obtained by contracting the

Ricci tensor Rµν while Lm is the Lagrangian density of matter sector.

The Einsteins equations, connecting the geometry and the matter content

of the Universe, is arrived at by varying the action S (Eq. (1.3)) with respect to

gµν as

Gµ
ν ≡ Rµ

ν −
1
2

Rgµ
ν = 8πGNTµ

ν, (1.4)

where Gµ
ν is the Einstein tensor and Tµ

ν is the total energy-momentum tensor

of the matter and is defined as

Tµ
ν = −2

∂Lm

∂gµν
+ δµ

νLm. (1.5)

It is considered that the Universe is filled with different fluid components la-

belled as fluid ‘A’, each with an energy-momentum tensor Tµ

(A)ν
such that

Tµ
ν = ∑A Tµ

(A)ν
. The energy-momentum tensor for fluid ‘A’ is given by,

Tµ

(A)ν
= (ρA + pA)u

µ

(A)
uν(A) + pAgµ

ν + πµ
ν(A) + qµ(A)u

ν
(A) + qν(A)u

µ

(A)
, (1.6)

where ρA is the energy density, pA is the pressure, uµ(A) is the comoving 4-velocity,

πµ
ν(A) is the anisotropic stress (with πµ

µ(A) = 0) and qµ(A) is the momentum den-

sity or the spacelike heat flux vector such that qµ(A)u
µ

(A)
= 0. In absence of any

anisotropic stress and heat dissipation, the fluid is said to be a homogeneous,
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isotropic perfect fluid described by the stress-energy tensor,

Tµ

(A)ν
= (ρA + pA) uµ

(A)
uν(A) + pAδµ

ν. (1.7)

Using the metric given by Eq. (1.2) and the stress-energy tensor given by

Eq. (1.7), the field equations (1.4) are written as

3H2 = −8πGN ∑
A

ρA, (1.8)

2H2 + 3Ḣ = 8πGN ∑
A

pA, (1.9)

where, H(t) = ȧ
a is the Hubble parameter and an overhead dot (̇) denotes the

derivative with respect to time. The Hubble parameter relates how fast two

distant points are moving away from each other to their distance through Hub-

ble’s law,

V ' HD. (1.10)

In Hubble’s law given by Eq. (1.10), V = ȧ∆xi, is the recession velocity of dis-

tant galaxies. A spatially flat geometry demands the Universe to have some

critical amount of energy density, called the critical density, ρcrit = 3 H2/8πGN.

If the energy density the Universe is greater than the critical value, the geom-

etry is closed (K = −1), whereas a smaller density leads to an open geometry

(K = +1).

In absence of any non-gravitational interaction among the different compo-

nents, from the contracted Bianchi identity, Gµ
ν; µ = 0, the energy conservation

equation for the fluid ‘A’ follows as

ρ̇A + 3H(ρA + pA) = 0. (1.11)

It must be noted that for a perfect fluid there is no momentum transfer.
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Equation (1.11) can be obtained from Eqs. (1.8) and (1.9) as a consequence of

Bianchi identities, thus does not add to the number of independent equations.

For a barotropic fluid the pressure, pA is related to the energy density ρA

by an equation of state as

pA = wAρA. (1.12)

In the equation (1.12), wA is called the equation of state (EoS) parameter of the

fluid. For any EoS parameter, wA(a), Eq. (1.11) can be integrated as

ρA = ρA0 e−3
∫
[1+wA(a)] da

a . (1.13)

Here, ρA0 is the value of the energy density at the present epoch, a = a0. It is

always convenient to express the results in terms of dimensionless quantities.

Hence, two important dimensionless quantities, namely density parameter and

cosmological redshift are defined below.

Density Parameter : Density parameter is defined as the fractional energy

density of the Universe as ΩA = ρA
3 H2/8πGN

, such that for a spatially flat Uni-

verse ∑A ΩA = 1.

Cosmological Redshift : Cosmological redshift or redshift is the fractional

change in wavelength of a distant luminous source due to the expansion of the

spacetime. If λe is the emitted wavelength and λ0 is the observed wavelength

at the present epoch, then redshift in wavelength as observed by an observer

at the present epoch is given as,

z =
λ0 − λe

λe
. (1.14)
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Since, the wavelength emitted by the source is stretched as λe ∝ a, redshift, z

is related to the scale factor a at the epoch of emission as,

1 + z =
a0

a
. (1.15)

It should be noted that in all the subsequent discussion, the scale factor, a, is

scaled such that its present value, a0 = 1.

1.3 Need For An Exotic Component

The contents of the Universe can be broadly divided into non-relativistic and

relativistic fluids. For non-relativistic fluid, pressure due to the thermal energy

is negligible compared to the rest-mass energy, and the EoS parameter can be

assumed to be wA = 0. For relativistic fluid, the pressure due to the thermal

energy dominates the energy density, and the EoS is written as wA = 1/3.

Hence, non-relativistic fluid corresponds to pressure-less (cold) matter or dust,

while relativistic fluid corresponds to radiation. Thus for constant EoS, Eq.

(1.13) can be readily written as

ρA = ρA0

(
a
a0

)−3(1+wA)

. (1.16)

Pressure-less matter (m) in the Universe constitutes of baryons (b), cold dark

matter (c) with wb = wc = 0, whereas radiation (r) constitutes of photons (γ)

and neutrinos (ν) with wγ = wν = 1/3. For a matter dominated Universe, the

matter density evolves as

ρm = ρm0

(
a
a0

)−3

, (1.17)
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while for a radiation dominated Universe, the radiation energy density evolves

as

ρr = ρr0

(
a
a0

)−4

. (1.18)

The dimming of the high redshift supernovae [67–70] predicts that the Uni-

verse is expanding with an acceleration which immediately suggests the exis-

tence of an exotic matter. Rewriting the Friedmann acceleration equation (1.8)

and (1.9) as,
ä
a
= −4πGN

3 ∑
A
(ρA + 3pA), (1.19)

it can be directly seen that for the Universe to expand with acceleration (ä >

0); the strong energy condition (∑A(ρA + 3pA) > 0) must be violated. Gravity

being an attractive force, cannot make matter move away from each other in

accelerated way; hence there must be an exotic component called “dark energy”

(DE) that enables the Universe to overcome the attractive nature of gravity and

make matter move away from each other at a faster rate. Mathematically, the

pressure (pA) of the exotic component must be sufficiently negative, making

its ratio with the energy density (ρA) at least less than −1
3 (pA/ρA = wA <

−1/3). A non-zero cosmological constant, Λ, is undoubtedly one of the preferred

choices [72, 86–92]. For a very recent review on accelerated expansion, we refer

to the work of Haridasu et al. [93] and also Rubin and Hayden [94]. The story

so far is summarised in a recent work by Brax [95].

1.4 Cosmological Constant

The cosmological constant (Λ), introduced by Einstein for a static cosmologi-

cal solution in 1917, was discarded for expanding cosmological solution and

Hubble’s discovery in 1929. Later in 1981, it returned to explain the exponen-

tial expansion in the context of inflation, and finally came on-stage to explain

the repulsive gravity in 1998.
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Theoretically, a cosmological constant (Λ = 8πGNρvac) is predicted to arise

from the zero-point vacuum fluctuations of quantum fields, and the energy-

momentum tensor of the cosmological constant is equivalent to that of the

vacuum energy. The vacuum energy-momentum tensor is given as,

Tµ

(vac)ν = −ρvac gµ
ν, (1.20)

which represents a perfect fluid with a negative pressure such that,

pvac = −ρvac, (1.21)

or equivalently,

pΛ = −ρΛ ≡ −
Λ

8πGN
, (1.22)

with an EoS parameter, wΛ = −1. Hence a positive cosmological constant

(Λ > 0) with (ρΛ + 3pΛ) = −2ρΛ can lead to repulsive gravity. In an expand-

ing Universe with a decreasing ρm and a constant ρΛ, matter will accelerate

away from each other when ρm < 2ρΛ, in agreement with the observation

from the Type Ia Supernovae (SNe Ia) measurements [67–70].

1.4.1 Shortcomings Of Cosmological Constant

The cosmological constant is plagued with quite a few problems. Recent obser-

vational data [72] predicts the value of Λ to be 123 orders of magnitude smaller

than the value estimated from Quantum Field Theory calculation, in different

theories. This huge discrepancy between the observationally required value

and the theoretically predicted one is called the cosmological constant problem.

The discovery of the recent accelerated expansion confirmed the existence of

a small cosmological constant and has worsened the problem. To match the

observational value of Λ with the theoretical one, extreme fine-tuning is re-

quired.
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Recent observations confirm that dark matter constitutes 27% of the energy

budget in the Universe, while cosmological constant as dark energy constitutes

68% of the energy budget. When the Universe was small, dark matter dom-

inated the energy content, but as the Universe expands, the energy density

of matter decreases while the energy density of the cosmological constant re-

mains constant throughout the evolution. The coincidence problem is why both

dark matter and dark energy have comparable energy densities precisely at

the present epoch? Had it been before, the Universe would have accelerated

before the formation of galaxies, whereas if it were to happen in future, ob-

servations would not have shown accelerated expansion at the current epoch.

For detailed review on the shortcomings of the cosmological constant we refer

to [86–88, 96–100].

1.5 Possible Alternatives

In the era of precision cosmology, the cosmological constant with cold dark

matter (ΛCDM) gives quite an accurate description of the evolution of the

Universe, but it is still plagued with the fine-tuning problem and the cosmic

coincidence problem. These problems in the ΛCDM model have forced one

to look for other candidates that can drive the acceleration or even go beyond

General Relativity at large scales.

1.5.1 Quintessence Models

A scalar field rolling down a slowly varying potential, introduced by Ratra

& Peebles [101], Peebles & Ratra [102] and by Wetterich [103], not only gives

rise to acceleration but also alleviates the cosmological coincidence problem.

Such a scalar field dubbed “quintessence” has been studied extensively in the

literature [97, 104–118] and many more.
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The “tracking” model was first introduced by Ratra & Peebles [101] and

Peebles & Ratra [102]. The idea was to resolve the fine-tuning problem, long

before the discovery of the present accelerated expansion of the Universe.

A lot of work followed from there for various purpose [101, 102, 105, 106].

Some “scaling” models, which alleviates the fine-tuning problem, were also

discussed in [105, 106, 109, 119], which do not however drive the present ac-

celeration. Zlatev et al. [120] and Steinhardt et al. [121] later utilised a modified

version to incorporate the accelerated expansion.

The exponential potential, V (ϕ) = V0 e−λϕ introduced by Ratra & Pee-

bles [101] as a “tracking” model has two attractor solutions,

(a) where the scalar field follows the evolution of the dominant background

fluid with wϕ = wD and Ωϕ = 3(1 + wD)/λ2 with the condition λ2 >

3(1 + wD), wD being the EoS parameter of the background fluid and Ωϕ

is the energy density parameter. This solution is called the scaling solu-

tion [105, 106, 109] and

(b) where the scalar field acts as the dominant energy component with wϕ =

−1 + λ2/3 and Ωϕ = 1 with the condition λ2 < 3(1 + wD).

The attractor (a) allows the scalar field energy density to maintain a constant

ratio with the background component starting from any initial condition. The

attractor (b) allows cosmic acceleration for λ2 < 2. As λ is a constant, the scalar

field cannot exit the scaling regime (a) and approach (b) to give an accelerated

expansion. Solution to this problem was provided by Sahni and Wang [122]

with the potential V (ϕ) = (cosh ϕ− 1)α and Barreiro et al. [123] with the dou-

ble exponential potential, V (ϕ) = V0
(
e ακϕ + e βκϕ

)
.

Another possible solution to the coincidence problem was introduced by

Griest [124] as “thawing” model, where the EoS parameter w ≈ −1 at the

early epoch and increases with time. On the other hand, the tracking sce-

nario represents a “freezing” model, where EoS parameter freezes at close to
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−1 at late time, starting from any other value. The potential of the pseudo-

Nambu-Goldstone boson (PNGB) V (ϕ) = V0 [1 + cos(ϕ/ f )] proposed by

Kim [125] representing the thawing model. On the other hand, Albrecht and

Skordis [126] have developed an interesting freezing model with potential

V (ϕ) = V0
[
(ϕ− B)α + A

]
e−λϕ from string theory where the scalar field en-

ters a regime of damped oscillations with w → −1 leading to an accelera-

tion. Some other scalar field potentials that have been studied in literature in

the context of quintessence models are given in table (1.1). A comprehensive

TABLE 1.1: Some scalar field potentials that have been studied in the literature.

Potential References

V0 ϕ−α , α > 0 [101]

m2ϕ2, V0 ϕ4 [104]

V0

(
e Mp/ϕ − 1

)
[121]

V0 e λϕ2
/ϕα , α > 0 [127, 128]

V0 sinh−α(λϕ) [86, 129]

V0 e−λϕ(1 + A sin νϕ) [130]

study on theoretical and observational aspects of different scalar field dark en-

ergy models can be found in [116, 117, 131–136] whereas excellent reviews on

quintessence models are found in [97, 110, 137, 138].

The Lagrangian density for a scalar field ϕ with a potential V (ϕ) is written

as

Lϕ = −1
2

gµν ϕ;µ ϕ;ν −V (ϕ) , (1.23)

and the energy-momentum tensor is obtained as

Tµ
ν = gµα ϕ;α ϕ;ν − δµ

ν

(
1
2

gαβ ϕ;α ϕ;β + V (ϕ)

)
. (1.24)

The energy density and pressure of the scalar field are ρϕ = 1
2 ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ) and

pϕ = 1
2 ϕ̇2 −V (ϕ) respectively. The equation of state (EoS) parameter is given
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as

wϕ =
pϕ

ρϕ
=

1
2 ϕ̇2 −V (ϕ)
1
2 ϕ̇2 + V (ϕ)

= 1− 2 V (ϕ)

ρϕ
. (1.25)

The Klein-Gordon equation or the equation of motion of the scalar field can be

obtained as a consequence of the Bianchi identities as

ϕ̈ + 3H ϕ̇ +
dV
dϕ

= 0. (1.26)

It is clear from the expression (1.25) that wϕ has an evolution and ranges be-

tween −1 ≤ wϕ ≤ 1 for a real scalar field and a positive definite V (ϕ). When

the kinetic energy (EK = 1
2 ϕ̇2) is dominant with a negligible potential energy

(EP = V (ϕ)), the scalar field behaves as a stiff fluid with wϕ = 1, and when EP

dominates with a negligible EK, it gives rise to a cosmological constant with

wϕ = −1. For the recent accelerated expansion of the Universe, the scalar

field at late time should roll sufficiently slowly along the potential such that

EK � EP.

Among the quintessence models, some may evolve in a way such that the

EoS parameter of the dark energy attains a value less than −1 at the present

epoch or in a finite future called the “phantom” model [139–142]. In such cases,

the Universe has a future singularity where the scale factor a and Hubble pa-

rameter H attain infinitely large values. The scalar field models in which the

EoS parameter evolve to mimic the phantom fluid are called “quintom” mod-

els [143–146].

1.5.2 Interacting Models

A cosmological model with an energy transfer between the dark matter (DM)

and dark energy (DE) can give rise to comparable energy densities at the
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present epoch. Wetterich [147] introduced coupling between the dark mat-

ter and scalar field to settle the coincidence problem, and later Amendola [148]

used it in the context of recent acceleration. If there is an energy transfer only

in the dark sector of the Universe, that the conservation equations are

ρ̇c + 3H(1 + wc)ρc = −Q , (1.27)

ρ̇de + 3H(1 + wde)ρde = Q. (1.28)

The other three fluids — photons (γ), neutrinos (ν) and baryons (b) conserve

independently and have no energy transfer among themselves. Their conser-

vation equations are written as

ρ̇A + 3H(1 + wA)ρA = 0 , (1.29)

where wA = pA/ρA is the equation of state parameter (EoS) of the A-th fluid

and A = γ, ν, b. For photons and neutrinos, the EoS parameter is wγ = wν =

1/3, for baryons, the EoS parameter is wb = 0. In Eqs. (1.27) and (1.28), the

EoS parameter of cold dark matter is wc = 0 and that of dark energy is wde =

pde/ρde. It is clear from equations (1.27) and (1.28) that the total of dark matter

and dark energy is conserved.

In Eqs. (1.27) and (1.28), Q gives the rate of energy transfer between the two

fluids. If Q < 0, energy is transferred from dark energy to dark matter (DE→
DM) and if Q > 0, energy is transferred from dark matter to dark energy (DM

→ DE). When Q > 0, dark matter redshifts faster than a−3 and when Q < 0,

dark matter redshifts slower than a−3. The dark energy evolution depends on

the difference wde − aQ
3Hρde

. Thus, the interaction manifests itself by changing

the scale factor dependence of the dark matter as well as dark energy. There

are different forms of the choice of the phenomenological interaction term Q,

the models with Q proportional to either ρc or ρde or any combination of them
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are among the more popular choices, [149–153] to mention a few. It must be

mentioned here that there is no particular theoretical compulsion for any of

these choices.

1.5.3 Other Dark Energy Models

Tachyon field model: A tachyon field produced at the time of decay of D-

brane with a negative squared mass and EoS parameter (wϕ) varying between

−1 and 0 can successfully produce the late time acceleration [154–169]. A

tachyon field (ϕ) rests on the maximum of the potential (V (ϕ)) and, when sub-

jected to a perturbation, rolls down to the real mass. The Lagrangian density

is given as

L = V (ϕ)
√

det
(

gµν + ∂µ ϕ∂ν ϕ
)
. (1.30)

The energy density and pressure are given as

ρϕ =
V (ϕ)√
1− ϕ̇2

and pϕ = −V (ϕ)
√

1− ϕ̇2, (1.31)

respectively in the context of a spatially isotropic and homogeneous cosmolog-

ical model. Hence the EoS parameter becomes wϕ =
pϕ

ρϕ
=
(

ϕ̇2 − 1
)
, where

an over-dot indicates derivative with respect to cosmic time, t. Thus it can be

seen that a tachyon field can generate the recent acceleration when ϕ̇2 < 2
3 .

Chaplygin gas: A generalised Chaplygin gas is defined with an EoS param-

eter w = p
ρ = − A

ρα+1 , where A is a positive constant and α is a parameter

(0 < α ≤ 1). A generalised Chaplygin gas can not only generate the recent ac-

celeration but also provide an unification of dark matter and dark energy [170–

175]. The CMB measurement constraints the allowed region of the parameter

α to be 0 ≤ α ≤ 0.2 [176].
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Holographic Dark Energy: Holographic dark energy (HDE) is based on the

holographic principle in quantum gravity theory [177]. The holographic princi-

ple, following the ’t Hooft conjecture [178], states that the information contained

in a volume can be ascertained with the knowledge about the degrees of freedom resid-

ing on its boundary. This principle actually stems from Bekenstein’s idea that

the entropy of a black hole is related to its area [179]. The quantum zero-point

energy of a system with size L should not exceed the mass of a black hole with

the same size and this relates the short distance or ultraviolet (UV) cut-off to

the long distance or infrared (IR) cut-off [180]. If ρvac is quantum zero-point

energy caused by a UV cut-off then the inequality, L3ρvac ≤ LM2
P, specifies

the maximum allowed size of the system or the IR cut-off. For largest allowed

value L of IR cut-off, the HDE is given as

ρHDE = 3C2M2
PL2, (1.32)

where MP = (8πGN)
−2 is the reduced Planck mass. For a detailed study on

different HDE models we refer to [181–188].

There are excellent reviews that summarise the list of candidates and their

strength and weakness [189–191]. The list of candidates as dark energy is ever

increasing in the absence of a universally accepted one.

1.5.4 Modified Gravity Models

The presence of dark energy in the contents of the Universe modifies the mat-

ter contribution to Einstein field equations. However, the late time acceler-

ation can also be achieved by suitably modifying the contribution from the

gravity sector. Modified theories of gravity also provide possible solution to the

cosmological constant problem. The gravity sector needs to be modified so that

the effect of such modifications is suppressed at scales where Einstein gravity

or General Relativity has been well tested. The stringent Solar System tests
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such as the bending of light rays [192] and time delation [193] by the Sun’s

gravitational field provide strong constraints on the modified gravity models.

Moreover, the modified gravity models must also survive the latest cosmolog-

ical observational tests like the EoS parameter of DE as wde = −1.03 ± 0.03

within the 68% confidence level [72]. Different screening mechanisms have

been developed to conceal or “screen” the effects of modified gravity on small

scales [194, 195].

One possible modification to General Relativity is in the form of the scalar-

tensor theories of gravity, where a scalar field is non-minimally coupled to ge-

ometry. The simplest example of scalar-tensor theory where a scalar field is

coupled to gravity is the Brans-Dicke theory [196]. The scalar-tensor theories

are some of the most established theories of gravity and some examples are

in [197–205]. In the context of late time cosmic acceleration, some of the nota-

bles investigations can be found in [206–211].

In General Relativity, field equations derived from the Einstein-Hilbert ac-

tion (Eq. (1.3)) in four dimensions are at most second-order derivatives of the

metric tensor, gµν [212]. Thus, one way to extend General Relativity is to al-

low the field equations to be higher than the second-order derivative, and the

models are classified as higher derivative theories. One of the most simplistic

options is replacing the Ricci scalar R in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian den-

sity with some non-linear function, f (R) and are popularly known as f (R)

gravity models. Some examples of f (R) gravity models can be found in [213–

219]. In the context of late time cosmic acceleration, f (R) gravity models

have been utilised in [220–225]. Examples on cosmological viability can be

found in [226, 227]. The Lagrangian density can also be a function of any

other scalar quantities constructed from the contraction of the Ricci or Rie-

mann tensors as RµνRµν and RµναβRµναβ [228, 229]. Other modified theories in-

clude the braneworld gravity in the form of the Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati (DGP)

model [230], f (T) gravity [231] and f (T, TG) gravity [232] models. For detailed
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reviews of different modified gravity theories we refer to [233–239].

1.6 Outline Of The Thesis

The Universe on larger scales is spatially homogeneous and isotropic. As we

start zooming in, at some smaller scales, we start seeing the inhomogeneities

ie. the structures like galaxies, galaxy clusters and so on. These structures have

grown from some primordial fluctuations generated at the time of inflation

through gravitational instability. The principal idea is that any small overden-

sity will accrete matter from its surrounding area and will grow in time, even-

tually collapsing under self-gravity. However, due to increased matter in a

small region, the pressure due to random thermal motion tends to counter the

increasing gravitational attraction and cease the growth. Thus if the pressure

is small, density fluctuation grows, and if the pressure is large, fluctuations

oscillate with time. The typical length scale of fluctuation λJ ' ca(GNρ)−1/2

(ca =
√

p
ρ is the sound speed) above which fluctuations can grow is called

the Jeans length. The primordial fluctuations evolve through different stages of

the evolutionary history of the Universe and a detailed discussion is required.

As already mentioned, this thesis investigates the possibility of the growth of

matter perturbation in some dark energy models. The perturbation theory is

the mainstay of the present work, so it will be discussed in detail in chapter 2.

In chapter 3, we considered density perturbation in dark energy models re-

constructed from the kinematical quantity, the jerk parameter, j = − 1
a3

d3a
dt3 . The

idea behind the reconstruction from the kinematical quantity is that one ignores

the theory of gravity and takes an ansatz of the kinematical quantity and then

attempts to develop the model from observation. The Hubble parameter, H = ȧ
a

is the oldest known observational quantity in cosmology and was found to

evolve with time. So the natural choice for the reconstruction has been the

next higher order derivative, the deceleration parameter, q = − aä
ȧ2 . From recent
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observational data it is found that q is also evolving with time. Hence the next

higher order derivative, j plays a significant role in the game of reconstruction

through kinematical quantities. The models used to study the growth of dark

matter perturbations in chapter 3 are discussed in detail in [240, 241]. The re-

constructed models are such that in one of them there is an interaction in the

dark sector while in the other one the constituents of the dark sector conserve

individually. We have showed that the models allowing interaction in the dark

sector mostly fail to yield the large scale structures as the perturbations decay

during the late time. The density fluctuation for the non-interacting models

has growing modes during the later time. So the non-interacting models ap-

pear to be favoured for structure formation.

Chapter 4 deals with the evolution of the density contrasts for a cosmologi-

cal model where along with the standard cold dark matter (CDM), the present

Universe also contains holographic dark energy (HDE). The HDE is allowed to

interact with the CDM. The characteristic IR cut-off is considered to be the fu-

ture event horizon, following [181]. An inclusion of interaction between com-

ponents of dark sector prevents the future “big-rip” singularity, which is the

ripping apart of the Universe due to an accelerated expansion with an effec-

tive EoS parameter of the Universe, w < −1. The equations for the density

contrasts of both dark matter and dark energy are integrated numerically. It is

found that irrespective of the presence of an interaction, the matter perturba-

tion has growing modes. The HDE is also found to have a growth of perturba-

tion in the absence of any effective sound speed (c2
s,de ≡

δpde
δρde

= 0), hence it can

be said that HDE can also cluster.

In chapter 5, we investigate the perturbations in a scalar field model with

a potential. The potential of scalar field is constructed such that the scalar

field drives the recent acceleration in a similar fashion that the cosmological

constant does and has the dark energy (DE) density comparable to the dark

matter (DM) energy density at the recent epoch starting from arbitrary initial
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conditions. Thus the scalar field model is free from the initial condition prob-

lem. We have considered perturbation of both dark matter and scalar field

and studied their evolution. The perturbations show that this model, though

it keeps the virtues of a ΛCDM model, has a distinctive qualitative feature —

it reduces the amplitude of the matter power spectrum on a scale of 8 h−1 Mpc,

σ8 at the present epoch.

Dark matter and dark energy are evolving together from the early epoch

and an interaction between the two cannot be ruled out a priori. This naturally

raises the question when is the interaction significant in the evolutionary his-

tory of the Universe — if it was there from the early epoch and stays through

the evolution or it is a more recent phenomenon or it was entirely an early phe-

nomenon. A simple modification of the interaction term with evolving coupling

parameter may answer this question. The motivation of the work in chapter 6

is to look for any preferable stage of evolution when the interaction is signifi-

cant. Chapter 6 deals with the perturbation analysis, parameter estimation and

Bayesian evidence calculation of interacting models with dynamical coupling

parameter that determines the strength of the interaction. We have considered

two cases, where the interaction is a more recent phenomenon and where the

interaction is a phenomenon in the distant past. Moreover, we have considered

the quintessence DE equation of state with Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL)

parametrisation and energy flow from DM to DE. Using the current observa-

tional datasets like the cosmic microwave background (CMB), baryon acoustic

oscillation (BAO), Type Ia Supernovae (SNe Ia) and redshift-space distortions

(RSD), we have estimated the mean values of the parameters. Using the pertur-

bation analysis and Bayesian evidence calculation, we have shown that inter-

action present as a brief early phenomenon is preferred over its being a recent

phenomenon.

Finally, in chapter 7, we conclude with a brief summary and relevant dis-

cussions regarding the work presented in this thesis.
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Chapter 2
Cosmological Perturbation Theory

2.1 Introduction

The large scale structures like the galaxies and cluster of galaxies that we ob-

serve today grew from the primordial density fluctuations with very small am-

plitudes. On scales greater than the Hubble horizon, H−1, the amplitude of

the perturbations in geometrical quantities are comparable or larger than the

perturbations in density. To understand the growth of density fluctuations,

in a homogeneous and isotropic background on super-horizon scales, gauge-

invariant perturbation theory is useful.

2.2 Metric Perturbation

The Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric in an unperturbed

Universe is written as

ds2 = ḡµν(xα)dxµdxν = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + γij dxidxj

)
, (2.1)

where a(τ) is the scale factor and the conformal time τ is related to the cosmic

time t as a2dτ2 = dt2. In Eq. (2.1), ḡµν is the unperturbed 4-metric tensor and

γij = δij is the 3-metric tensor of the spatially flat, constant-τ hypersurface.

Small deviations from the spatially homogeneous and isotropic spacetime in
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the form of first-order perturbations, δgµν are considered such that the metric

tensor gµν can be spilt as

gµν(xα) = ḡµν(xα) + δgµν(xα) (2.2)

As a symmetric, 4× 4 matrix, the metric tensor, gµν has 10 independent com-

ponents, hence 10 degrees of freedom. For a linear theory of perturbation, the

metric can be decomposed into scalar, vector and tensor perturbations depend-

ing on their transformation properties on the spatial hypersurfaces. The scalar-

vector-tensor (SVT) decomposition of the metric was presented by Lifshitz [35],

Lifshitz and Khalatnikov [242] in 1946. After that, SVT decomposition in cos-

mological perturbations were studied in detail by Peebles [243], Bardeen [244],

Kodama & Sasaki [245] to name a few. Later, Stewart [246] had given a co-

variant description of tensor decomposition. This decomposition of the metric

is based on the (3 + 1) Arnowitt, Deser and Misner (ADM) formalism on slic-

ing of the spacetime [247, 248]. The (3 + 1)-decomposition is a “slicing” of

spacetime into a series of spatial hypersurfaces each of which is labelled by a

coordinate time τ.

The different components of the metric perturbations in general are written

as follows,

δg00 = −a22φ, δg0i = a2wi, δgij = a22
(
ψγij + hij

)
with γijhij = 0. (2.3)

Here, two 3-scalar fields φ
(
xi, τ

)
and ψ

(
xi, τ

)
, one 3-vector field Bi

(
xi, τ

)
and

one symmetric traceless second-rank 3-tensor field hij
(
xi, τ

)
are introduced.

The trace part of hij has been absorbed into ψ without any loss of generality,

leaving hij with 5 independent components. Thus, 10 independent fields are

introduced; same as the number of independent components of the perturbed
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metric. The inverse 3-metric, γij
(

γikγkj = δi
j

)
, is used to raise indices of 3-

vectors and 3-tensors on the spatial hypersurfaces.

Any 3-vector on the 3-hypersurface can be decomposed as the sum of lon-

gitudinal and transverse components as

wi = w‖i + w⊥i . (2.4)

The decomposition is such that the longitudinal part, w‖i is irrotational (curl-

free) while the transverse part, w⊥i = −Si is solenoidal (divergence-free) and

w‖i = ∇iB, for some scalar field B. The longitudinal component that can be

derived from the covariant derivative of a scalar field contributes to the scalar

part of the metric perturbation, while the transverse component, which is not

derived from any scalar, contributes to the vector components of the pertur-

bation. This decomposition of a vector field into longitudinal and transverse

parts in Euclidean space comes from the Helmholtz’s theorem.

Similarly, any symmetric, traceless, second-rank 3-tensor on the spatial hy-

persurface can be decomposed as the sum of doubly longitudinal, singly lon-

gitudinal and doubly transverse components as

hij = h‖ij + h⊥ij + hTT
ij with γik∇ihTT

kj = 0. (2.5)

The doubly longitudinal (or longitudinal) and singly longitudinal (or

solenoidal) parts can be derived from the gradients of a scalar field, E and

a transverse vector field Fk respectively as

h‖ij =
(
∇i∇j −

1
3

γij∇2
)

E, h⊥ij =
1
2
(
∇iFj +∇jFi

)
. (2.6)

The longitudinal part, h‖ij and the solenoidal part, h⊥ij contribute to the scalar

and vector components of the perturbation respectively and the divergence-

free, traceless transverse part, hTT
ij contributes to the tensor components of the
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perturbation.

Thus, the linearly perturbed line element in a flat spacetime can be written

in the general form as4

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
− (1 + 2φ)dτ2 + 2(∂iB− Si)dτdxi

+
[
(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE + 2∂iFj + hTT

ij

]
dxidxj

}
,

(2.7)

consisting of four scalars (φ, ψ, B, E) each having 1 degree of freedom, two

divergence-less vectors (Si, Fi) each with 2 degrees of freedom and a symmet-

ric, traceless transverse tensor (hTT
ij ) having 2 degrees of freedom, totalling 10

degrees of freedom [249, 251–253]. Out of these 10 degrees of freedom, only

six are physical degrees of freedom as the four coordinates can be transformed

without affecting the physical quantities, making 4 degrees of freedom coor-

dinate dependent. The 6 physical degrees of freedom come from two scalar

fields, two vector fields and two tensor fields as the tensor components are

gauge-invariant. The 4 coordinate or “gauge” degrees of freedom correspond

to two of the scalar fields, and one transverse vector [249, 252, 253]. The dif-

ferent coordinate choices can eliminate these 4 coordinate degrees of freedom

and is discussed later in Sections 2.3 and 2.7.

Physically, the scalar perturbations of the metric coupled with matter per-

turbations, lead to the growth of inhomogeneities, resulting in the formation

of the galaxies and galaxy clusters in the Universe. The scalar perturbations

are the relativistic modifications of Newtonian gravity; the 2 physical scalar

degrees of freedom correspond to the Newtonian gravitational potential and

the relativistic correction. The vector perturbations exhibit no instability and

decay in expanding background. The 2 physical degrees of freedom of vector

perturbations correspond to gravitomagnetism. On the other hand, the ten-

sor perturbations produce gravitational waves and do not couple to matter

4The factor− 1
3 γij∇2E is absorbed 2ψ and the factor of 2 is absorbed in hTT

ij , so that the resulting
form matches with the standard notation [249–251]



2.3. Gauge Transformation 29

perturbations in the first order. The 2 tensor degrees of freedom are the two

polarization states of gravitational waves. In the linear perturbation theory,

the scalar, vector and tensor perturbations evolve independently. As the scalar

perturbation contributes to the clustering of matter this will only be considered

in the present work. The scalar perturbation is described by the line element

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
− (1 + 2φ)dτ2 + 2∂iBdτdxi +

[
(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE

]
dxidxj

}
.

(2.8)

The scalar metric perturbation will be discussed in the subsequent sections

and chapters. In the (3 + 1)-formalism, the term φ called the lapse function, is

the perturbation in the lapse of proper-time between any two neighbouring

constant time hypersurfaces, the term ∂iB called the shift vector, represents the

perturbation in the rate of deviation of a constant space-coordinate line from a

line normal to a constant time hypersurface. The term ψ is the spatial curva-

ture perturbation and E is the anisotropic perturbation of each constant time

hypersurface (off-diagonal spatial perturbation).

2.3 Gauge Transformation

General relativity is a theory which is covariant under general changes of co-

ordinates (or equivalently a theory about differential manifolds with no pre-

ferred coordinate charts) [246]. In simple terms, all the physical quantities that

can be calculated are independent of any particular coordinate choice. How-

ever, an infinitesimal change in the coordinates will introduce coordinate in-

duced (fictitious) fluctuations in the physical quantities like the density per-

turbations. These fluctuations in density are not physical inhomogeneities

that can grow in time to produce the large scale structures. This infinitesimal

change in the spacetime coordinates is called gauge transformation. The intro-

duction of these “spurious” fluctuations due to gauge transformation is called
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the gauge problem while the freedom to choose the coordinate system is called

gauge freedom.

It is necessary to explain the meaning of gauge transformation to study

the physical perturbations further. Gauge transformation can be realised both

from a coordinate and covariant point of view. The coordinate approach was

first developed by Lifshitz [35] in 1946, used in the gauge-invariant description

of cosmological perturbations by Bardeen [244] in 1980 and was further devel-

oped by Kodama & Sasaki [245], Mukhanov [249], Ma & Bertschinger [254].

The second approach, known as the covariant approach, was first developed

by Sachs [255] in 1964 and used for relativistic fluids by Hawking [256] in 1966.

Thereafter, the coordinate-independent approach was further developed by

Stewart and Lemma [257], Stewart [246], Ellis [258–260] and Bruni [261].

x1
b

x2
b

x1

x2

x̃1

x̃2

D (P)

D̃ (P)

M0
M

D

D̃
O

D (O)

D̃ (O)

P

FIGURE 2.1: Two dimensional representation of two diffeomorphisms D and D̃ be-
tween the two manifolds M0 (background Universe) and M (physical perturbed
Universe). The coordinate system xµ

b on M0 is mapped to two different coordinate
systems xµ and x̃µ onM by the maps D and D̃ respectively. The point, P corresponds
to the same point in different coordinate systems.

In a coordinate dependent approach [249, 251], an ideal manifoldM0, de-

scribing the homogeneous and isotropic Universe given by FLRW metric and

a physical manifoldM, describing the physical perturbed spacetime are con-

sidered. The coordinate system in M0 is represented as xµ
b , (b stands for
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‘background’) while that in M is represented as xµ. Any diffeomorphism5

D :M0 → M, maps the points xµ
b into xµ on M. Another diffeomorphism

D̃ :M0 → M maps the same points xµ
b on M0, into different points x̃µ on

M, as shown in Fig. (2.1). Now a physical quantity Q(0) onM0 and the cor-

responding physical quantity Q on M are considered. For the given diffeo-

morphism D, the perturbation δQ of the quantity Q at any point, P ∈ M
associated with coordinates xµ(P) is defined as

δQ(P) = Q(P)−Q(0)
(
D−1(P)

)
. (2.9)

Similarly, for the other diffeomorphism D̃, the perturbation δ̃Q of the same

quantity Q̃ at the same point, P associated with coordinates x̃µ(P) is defined

as

δ̃Q(P) = Q̃(P)−Q(0)
(
D̃−1(P)

)
. (2.10)

The transformation δQ(P) → δ̃Q(P) is called the gauge transformation, gen-

erated by the change of correspondence, D → D̃ between the manifolds M0

andM. This change in correspondence can be associated with the change in

coordinates, xµ → x̃µ induced onM. The difference between the two choices

∆δQ = δ̃Q− δQ (2.11)

generates to the fictitious fluctuations and are called gauge modes.

For an infinitesimal coordinate transformation,

x̃µ = xµ + ξµ, (2.12)

5For any two manifoldsM and N , a map f :M→ N is called diffeomorphism, if f is bijective,
differentiable and its inverse, f−1 :N →M is also differentiable.
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described by the 4-vector ξµ, the difference is given by

∆δQ = δ̃Q− δQ = LξQ (2.13)

where LξQ is the Lie derivative of Q in the direction of the vector ξ. The

quantity Q is called guage independent only if either Q = 0 on M0, or Q is a

constant scalar field onM0 or Q is a constant linear combination of products

of δ
µ
ν [257]. Thus any physical quantity like, density perturbation will be gauge

invariant only in a non-expanding Universe.

For convenience, the spatial parts of the 4-vector ξµ have been split into a

gradient of a scalar, ξ and a divergence-free 3-vector, ξ̂ i components.

τ̃ = τ + ξ0
(

τ, xk
)

, x̃i = xi + γij∂jξ
(

τ, xk
)
+ ξ̂ i

(
τ, xk

)
(2.14)

Here, the scalar function ξ0 determines the constant τ-hypersurface while ξ

and ξ̂ i determines the coordinates within the hypersurface. These infinites-

imal coordinate transformations must also change the perturbation fields

(φ, ψ, wi, hij) so that the line element ds2 remains invariant. Under the trans-

formation (2.12), the metric tensor transforms as

g̃µν(xσ) =
∂xα

∂x̃µ

∂xβ

∂x̃ν
gαβ(xσ − ξσ),

= gµν(xσ) + gαν∂µξα + gαµ∂νξα − ξλ∂λgµν +O
(

ξ2
)

. (2.15)

It must be noted that the transformation is evaluated at the same coordinate

point, xσ of the two different gauges. Since the background quantities are same

for both the guages, to first order the perturbation in the metric tensor trans-

forms as

δ̃gµν(xσ) = δgµν(xσ) + gαν∂µξα + gαµ∂νξα − ξλ∂λgµν, (2.16)
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and the scale factor a, transforms as

a(τ̃) = a(τ)
(

1 + ξ0H
)

. (2.17)

Using Eqns. (2.16) and (2.17) to the Eqn. (2.8), gives the transformation of the

scalar metric perturbations as

φ̃ = φ−Hξ0 − ξ0 ′, (2.18a)

ψ̃ = ψ +Hξ0, (2.18b)

B̃ = B + ξ0 − ξ ′, (2.18c)

Ẽ = E− ξ. (2.18d)

Here H(τ) = a′
a is the conformal Hubble parameter and prime (′) denotes

a derivative with respect to conformal time τ. Though only scalar perturba-

tion will be discussed further, for completeness the vector transformations are

given. Similarly, using Eqns. (2.16) and (2.17) to the vector metric components

in Eqn. (2.7), leads the vector metric perturbations to transform as

F̃i = Fi − ξ̂i, (2.19a)

S̃i = Si + ξ̂′ i, (2.19b)

and the tensor metric perturbation hTT
ij is gauge invariant.

The presence of gauge transformation variables, ξ0 and ξ make the pertur-

bations gauge-dependent and, only gauge-independent quantities are phys-

ically relevant [244]. The simplest gauge-invariant linear combinations con-

structed from ψ, φ, B and E being

Φ ≡ φ +H
(

B− E′
)
+
(

B− E′
)′, (2.20)

Ψ ≡ ψ−H
(

B− E′
)
. (2.21)
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These gauge-invariant variables, Φ and Ψ were introduced by Bardeen [244]

in 1980 and are known as Bardeen potentials. The significance of these two vari-

ables will be discussed later. Needless to say, there are infinite numbers of

gauge-invariant variables, since any combination of gauge-invariant variables

will also be gauge invariant.

2.4 Matter Perturbation

The energy momentum tensor of the perfect fluid in an unperturbed Universe

is given by

T̄µ
ν = (ρ̄ + p̄)ūµūν + p̄δµ

ν, (2.22)

where ρ̄ is the background energy density, p̄ is the background isotropic pres-

sure and ūµ is the background energy frame 4-velocity of the fluid as measured

by a comoving observer at rest with respect to the fluid at any instant of time.

For the unperturbed fluid, the momentum flux relative to ūµ is zero such that

T̄µ
νūν = ρ̄ūµ. From the normalisation condition, ūµūν = −1, the comoving

4-velocity can be written as

ūµ = a−1
(

1,~0
)

, ūν = a
(
−1,~0

)
. (2.23)

Small deviations from the background isotropic fluid in the form of first-order

perturbations are considered such that the stress-energy tensor of the per-

turbed fluid, Tµ
ν, can be spilt as

Tµ
ν(xα) = T̄µ

ν(xα) + δTµ
ν(xα), (2.24)
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with the perturbations in energy density, pressure and 4-velocity written re-

spectively as

ρ ≡ ρ̄ + δρ, p ≡ p̄ + δp and uµ ≡ ūµ + δuµ. (2.25)

The normalisation condition uµuν = −1, gives the 4-velocity, uµ as

uµ = a−1(1− φ, vi), uν = a(−1− φ, vi − wi) (2.26)

where vi is the coordinate velocity of the fluid and wi comes from metric per-

turbation in Eqn. (2.3). Using Eqns. (2.39) and (2.26), the perturbed compo-

nents of the stress-energy tensor are written as

T0
0 = −(ρ̄ + δρ), (2.27a)

T0
j = (ρ̄ + p̄)(vi + wi), (2.27b)

Ti
0 = −(ρ̄ + p̄)vi, (2.27c)

Ti
j = ( p̄ + δp)δi

j + Πi
j , Πi

i = 0. (2.27d)

Here, Πi
j is the traceless anisotropic stress tensor present in the perturbed

fluid. Like the metric, the stress-energy tensor is also symmetric, has 10 in-

dependent components — two 4-scalar fields δρ and δp, one 3-vector field

vi and one symmetric, traceless second-rank 3-tensor field Πij. These fields

are gauge-dependent and are divided into scalar, vector and tensor (SVT)

parts, for first order perturbations. Similar to the metric perturbations, on

the 3-hypersurface, the 3-vector can be decomposed into scalar part v and

divergence-free vector part Vi as

vi = v‖i + v⊥i = ∇iv + Vi, (2.28)
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and the symmetric, traceless second-rank 3-tensor can be decomposed into

into a scalar part π, transverse vector part Σi, and transverse, traceless tensor

part ΠTT
ij , expressed as

Πij = Π‖ij + Π⊥ij + ΠTT
ij , (2.29)

where Π‖ij =
(
∇i∇j −

1
3

γij∇2
)

π, Π⊥ij =
1
2
(
∇iΣj +∇jΣi

)
, (2.30)

and γik∇iΠTT
kj = 0. (2.31)

Thus, the stress-energy tensor has 4 scalar (δρ, δp, v, π) degrees of freedom, 4

vector (Vi, Σi) degrees of freedom and 2 tensor (ΠTT
ij ) degrees of freedom, of

which 6 are physical and 4 are gauge degrees of freedom. Under the trans-

formation rule defined in Eqn. (2.14), the perturbed energy-momentum tensor

transforms, to first order,

δ̃T
µ

ν(xσ) = δTµ
ν(xσ)− Tα

ν∂αξµ + Tµ
α∂νξα − ξλ∂λTµ

ν. (2.32)

Using Eqn. (2.27) with Eqns. (2.17) and (2.32), the gauge transformation of the

scalar perturbations of the physical quantities are given as

δ̃ρ = δρ− ρ̄′ξ0, (2.33a)

δ̃p = δp− p̄′ξ0, (2.33b)

ṽ = v + ξ ′, (2.33c)

π̃ = π. (2.33d)

The physical scalar fields δρ and δp are dependent only on the choice of the

temporal gauge,ξ0, and are independent of the spatial gauge ξ i on the 3-

hypersurface. It must be mentioned that like the metric counterpart, the trace-

less, transverse tensor perturbation ΠTT
ij is gauge-invariant.
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2.5 Conservation Of Multi-Component Fluid

The Universe is filled with a mixture of different fluid components like pho-

tons (γ), neutrinos (ν), baryons (b), cold dark matter (c) and dark energy (de),

which dominate at different epochs of the evolutionary history. In a multi-

component fluid mixture, the different components may transfer energy and

momenta among themselves and are not conserved independently. The non-

relativistic fluid description is valid for the baryons and the cold dark matter.

In this Section, an interaction only between cold dark matter and dark energy

is considered. From the Bianchi identity, it follows that the total matter content

of the Universe must be conserved and consequently

Tµ
ν; µ = 0, (2.34)

where Tµ
ν is the energy-momentum tensor of the total fluid mixture and

Tµ
ν = ∑A Tµ

(A)ν
. Here, Tµ

(A)ν
is the energy-momentum tensor of the individ-

ual fluid ‘A’; ‘A’ can be cold dark matter and dark energy, if dark energy is

assumed to be represented by a perfect fluid. The properties of the energy-

momentum tensor discussed in the previous Section 2.4 are valid for the in-

dividual components as well for the combination. as the total fluid, The total

energy density is ρ = ∑A ρA, the total pressure is p = ∑A pA and the total 4-

velocity uµ is the average for all fluids6. Thus, for the total energy frame with

zero momentum flux, the coordinate velocity of the total fluid vi is related to

the coordinate velocity, vi
A of fluid ‘A’ as

(ρ̄ + p̄)vi = ∑
A

(ρ̄A + p̄A)vi
A. (2.35)

6Individual fluid components will be labelled with subscript ‘A’ and total fluid will be without
label



38 Chapter 2. Cosmological Perturbation Theory

When there is an energy transfer among the different components, the di-

vergence of the energy-momentum tensor of each component has a general

source term, Q̄(A)ν. Thus, the covariant form of the conservation equation for

fluid ‘A’, follows from Eqn. (2.34) as,

T̄µ

(A)ν; µ
= Q̄(A)ν , where ∑

A

Q̄(A)ν = 0. (2.36)

It must be mentioned here that energy-momentum is transferred between fluid

‘A’ and other fluid so that Q̄µ

(A)
is source for fluid ‘A’ and sink for other fluids,

which leads to ∑A
Q̄(A)ν = 0. The source term for the interaction is a 4-vector

and has the form

Q̄µ

(A)
=

1
a

(
Q̄A,~0

)
, (2.37)

where Q̄A = Q̄0
(A)

, the time component of the four vector Q̄µ

(A)
. It is assumed

that there is no momentum transfer in the background Universe. Thus, in a

homogeneous and isotropic background, the energy balance equation for the

fluid ‘A’ is written as

ρ̄′A + 3H (1 + w̄A) ρ̄A = aQ̄A, (2.38)

where w̄A(= p̄A/ρ̄A) is the equation of state (EoS) parameter of fluid ‘A’. The

non-interacting scenario can be recovered by setting Q̄A = 0.

To study the effect of interaction in the interaction, it is convenient to de-

compose the source term relative to the total 4-velocity as,

Q µ

(A)
= QAu µ + F µ

(A)
, Q µ

(A)
= Q̄ µ

(A)
+ δQ µ

(A)
, (2.39a)

uµF µ

(A)
= 0 , F µ

(A)
= a−1

(
0, ∂i fA

)
. (2.39b)

Here, δQ µ

(A)
is the perturbation in energy transfer rate, F µ

(A)
is the perturba-

tion in the momentum density transfer rate and fA is the momentum transfer
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potential. From Eqn. (2.36), it is clear that the perturbations, δQA and fA, will

vanish when the total fluid mixture is considered,

∑
A

δQA = ∑
A

fA = 0. (2.40)

In the linear perturbation theory, the 4-vector, Q(A)ν can also be decomposed

into scalar, vector and tensor parts. Using Eqns. (2.26) and (2.39) the temporal

and spatial components of the source term are obtained as,

Q0
(A) = a−1 [Q̄A(1− φ) + δQA] , (2.41a)

Qi
(A) = a−1 ∂i(Q̄A v + fA). (2.41b)

Under the transformation rule defined in Eqn. (2.14) to the first order, the

perturbed source vector transforms as,

δ̃Q
µ

(A)(xσ) = δQµ

(A)
(xσ)−Qα

(A)∂αξµ − ξλ∂λQµ

(A)
. (2.42)

Using Eqn. (2.41) with Eqns. (2.17) and (2.42), the gauge transformation of the

scalar perturbations of the energy transfer rate and the momentum transfer

potential are given as,

δ̃Q(A) = δQ(A) −Q′(A)ξ
0, (2.43)

f̃(A) = f(A). (2.44)

Thus, the momentum transfer potential is invariant under gauge transforma-

tion.

In the perturbed spacetime, the conservation of the energy-momentum of
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the fluid ‘A’ are governed by the energy conservation and the momentum conser-

vation equations respectively, as

δρ′A + 3H (δρA + δpA)− 3(ρ̄A + p̄A)ψ
′+∇2(ρ̄A + p̄A)

(
vA + E′

)

= aQ̄Aφ + aδQA,
(2.45)

[(ρ̄A + p̄A)(vA + B)]′ + 4H(ρ̄A + p̄A)(vA + B) + (ρ̄A + p̄A)φ + δpA

+
2

3a2∇
2π = aQ̄A(v + B) + a fA.

(2.46)

The conservation of the energy density, Eqn. (2.45), depends on the back-

ground expansion rate, evolution of the metric perturbation, the spatial evolu-

tion of the velocity field and the energy transfer with other components. Sim-

ilarly, the conservation of the momentum, Eqn. (2.46), depends on the back-

ground expansion rate, the metric perturbation, the spatial evolution of the

anisotropic pressure field and the momentum transfer with other components.

It must be noted again, there is no momentum transfer in the unperturbed

background, but there is a momentum transfer in the perturbed Universe.

2.5.1 Pressure Perturbation And Sound Velocity

In an arbitrary gauge, the pressure perturbation, δpA, depends on the density

perturbation, δρA, as [262–264]

δpA = c2
a,AδρA +

(
c2

s,A − c2
a,A

) [
δρA + ρ̄′A(vA + B)

]
, (2.47)

where the first term in the right hand side represents adiabatic pressure per-

turbation and the second term represents the non-adiabatic or entropic pressure

perturbation. The quantity

c2
a,A =

p̄′A
ρ̄′A

= w̄A +
w̄′A

ρ̄′A/ p̄′A
(2.48)
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is the square of adiabatic speed of sound in the fluid ‘A’and c2
s,A is the square

of effective speed of sound in the fluid ‘A’, defined as

c2
s,A =

δpA

δρA

∣∣∣∣
rest,A

(2.49)

is the ratio of pressure fluctuation to density fluctuation in the rest frame of

fluid ‘A’. In presence of an interaction, the dependance on the interaction term,

Q̄A, manifests itself through the non-adiabatic pressure. Thus, from Eqns.

(2.38) and (2.47), the pressure perturbation can be expressed as

δpA = c2
s,AδρA +

(
c2

s,A − c2
a,A

)
[−3H(1 + w̄A)ρ̄A + aQ̄A] (vA + B). (2.50)

It deserves mention that, in general, the effective sound speed c2
s,A, in Eqn.

(2.49), is different from the adiabatic sound speed c2
a,A, in Eqn. (2.48). For a

fluid with pA ∝ ρA, the two sound speeds are equal, c2
a,A = c2

s,A. For a dark

energy model with dynamical EoS parameter, wde, the effective sound speed

is set as, c2
s,de = 1, to avoid instabilities in the dark energy perturbations. As

shown in [265], c2
s,de plays a significant role in DE clustering and hence DM

clustering. When c2
s,de ' 1, the pressure perturbation should suppress any

growth in DE perturbation whereas when c2
s,de � 1, DE perturbation should

grow like that of DM. It is shown in [265–267] that DE can cluster like DM

when c2
s,de = 0.

2.6 Gauge-dependent Field Equations

The Einstein equation, Eqn. (1.4), in an inhomogeneous and anisotropic Uni-

verse can be split into background and perturbation equations. The perturbed

Einstein equations to first order are written as

δGµ
ν = 8πGNδTµ

ν. (2.51)
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For the scalar metric perturbation given by the line element in Eqn. (2.8) in

an arbitrary gauge, the (0-0), (0-i) and (i-j) components of the perturbed field

equations [249] are, respectively,

[
−3H

(
Hφ + ψ′

)
+∇2{ψ−H

(
B− E′

)
}
]
= −4πGNa2δρ, (2.52)

∂i
[
Hφ + ψ′ −H

(
B− E′

)]
= 4πGNa2(ρ̄ + p̄)∂iv, (2.53)

[
ψ′′ +

(
2H′ +H2

)
φ +H(φ + 2ψ)′ +

1
2
∇2D

]
δi

j −
1
2

γik∂k∂jD

= 4πGNa2
[

δpδi
j + p̄

(
γik ∂k∂j −

1
3

γi
j∇2
)

π

]
,

with D = (φ− ψ) + 2H
(

B− E′
)
+
(

B− E′
)′.

(2.54)

The (i-j) component, Eqn. (2.54), can be separated into trace and traceless parts

as

ψ′′ +
(
2H′ +H2)φ +H(φ + 2ψ)′ + 1

3∇2D = 4πGNa2δp, (2.55a)
(

γik ∂k∂j − 1
3 γi

j∇2
)
D = −8πGNa2 p̄

(
γik ∂k∂j − 1

3 γi
j∇2
)

π. (2.55b)

The Eqns. (2.52), (2.53) and (2.55), are gauge-dependent linear perturbation

equations. For a set of linearised equations, it is convenient to solve them in

the Fourier space [268]. Any perturbation, f (τ,~x) can be expanded in Fourier

modes as

f (τ,~x) =
∫ d3k

(2π)3 fk(τ)ei
~k·~x, i ≡

√
−1 (2.56)

where~k is the comoving wave-vector and ~x = xi are the spatial coordinates.

The comoving wavenumber, k ≡ |~k|, is related to the physical wavenumber, kp

as k = a kp, where a is the scale factor. Since each Fourier mode evolves inde-

pendently for first-order perturbation, they can be studied separately. So, for

brevity, the subscript k is omitted henceforth. In Fourier space the perturbed
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field Eqns. (2.52), (2.53) and (2.55) are expressed as

[
−3H

(
Hφ + ψ′

)
− k2{ψ−H

(
B− E′

)
}
]
= −4πGNa2δρ, (2.57)

[
Hφ + ψ′ −H

(
B− E′

)]
= 4πGNa2(ρ̄ + p̄)v, (2.58)

ψ′′ +
(

2H′ +H2
)

φ +H(φ + 2ψ)′ − 1
3

k2D = 4πGNa2δp, (2.59)

k2D = −8πGNa2 p̄π, (2.60)

with D = (φ− ψ) + 2H
(

B− E′
)
+
(

B− E′
)′.

Equations (2.58) and (2.59) give the evolution of the metric perturbations

whereas Eqns. (2.57) and (2.60) provide the necessary constraint on the metric

perturbations. The evolution equations with the constraint are solved using

specific gauges.

2.7 Choice of Gauges

To specify a gauge, two conditions on the gauge-dependent variables must be

imposed — one for the time-coordinate and one for the space-coordinate. The

fixing of time-coordinate is the choice of time slicing of the perturbed spacetime

while that of the scape-coordinate is the threading of the perturbed spacetime.

Thus, ξ0 changes the slicing and ξ i changes the threading. In the following,

only two particular choices of slicing and threading will be considered.

Longitudinal gauge : Longitudinal gauge conditions can be implemented by

setting B̃ = 0 and Ẽ = 0 [249] in Eqns. (2.18c) and (2.18d) respectively such that

ξ0 = −
(

B− E′
)
, (2.61a)

ξ = E. (2.61b)
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Thus, the condition E = 0, fixes ξ uniquely while the condition B = 0 which

means the threads are orthogonal to the slices, fixes ξ0 uniquely. Hence, the

longitudinal gauge has no residual gauge modes. With the conditions (2.61a)

and (2.61b), the metric perturbation variables transform as

φL = Φ, ψL = Ψ, (2.62a)

BL = 0, EL = 0, (2.62b)

and the matter perturbation variables transform as

δρL = δρ + ρ̄′
(

B− E′
)
, (2.63a)

δpL = δp + p̄′
(

B− E′
)
, (2.63b)

vL = v− E′, (2.63c)

πL = π. (2.63d)

The superscript ‘L’ in the above expressions stands for longitudinal gauge. In

longitudinal gauge, the gauge-invariant variables, Φ and Ψ denote the ampli-

tude of metric perturbations and the perturbed metric takes the form

ds2 = a2(τ)
[
−(1 + 2Φ)dτ2 + (1− 2Ψ)dxidxj

]
. (2.64)

From Eqn. (2.55), in absence of anisotropic stress, φ = ψ or Φ = Ψ, the metric

perturbation depends on the generalised Newtonian potential, Φ only. For this

reason, the longitudinal gauge is also called the conformal-Newtonian gauge or

simply Newtonian gauge. This choice of gauge will be used in Chapter 4.

Synchronous gauge : Synchronous gauge conditions can be arrived at from

any arbitrary initial coordinate system by setting φ̃ = 0 and B̃ = 0 [35, 249] in

Eqns. (2.18b) and (2.18c) respectively and solving the differential equations for



2.7. Choice of Gauges 45

ξ0 and ξ as,

ξ0 ′ = φ−Hξ0, (2.65a)

ξ ′ = −ξ0 − B. (2.65b)

The condition φ = 0 implies that for the two adjacent hypersurfaces, proper-

time distance coincides with the coordinate-time distance along the normal

vector defining these hypersurfaces, while B = 0, means that the space coordi-

nates are specified by the condition that the threads are orthogonal to the slices.

Synchronous gauge conditions do not specify the initial hypersurface and the

coordinate system, and hence synchronous gauge conditions do not eliminate

all gauge freedom. It can be assumed that there exists a set of non-trivial

comoving observers, free-falling along the constant space-coordinate lines or

threads (xi = constant) called the “fundamental observers”. These fundamen-

tal observers densely populate the spacetime. The synchronous gauge space-

time coordinates are defined by the conformal time read by the observer’s

clock and the constant spatial coordinate labelled by their positions. The resid-

ual gauge freedom arises from the freedom to choose the initial clock settings

and the spatial coordinate labels of the observers.

In synchronous gauge only the spatial hypersurface is perturbed and the

metric takes the form

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
−dτ2 +

[
(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE

]
dxidxj

}
, (2.66)

Inspite of having residual gauge freedom, synchronous gauge is used in the

publicly available Boltzmann’s solvers like CAMB7 [269] and will be used in the

Chapters 5 and 6.

7Available at https://camb.info

https://camb.info
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In synchronous gauge, φS = BS = 0 and the perturbation is only in the

spatial hypersurface,

hij = −2ψδij + 2∂i∂jE. (2.67)

Using the notation of [254], two functions η(τ,~k) and h(τ,~k) in the Fourier

space are defined as η ≡ ψ and h ≡ hi
i, such that spatial perturbation hij in

Fourier space is

hij = −2ηδij + 2∂i∂jE. (2.68)

In synchronous gauge, the metric perturbation is discussed in terms of the

variables η and h in Fourier space [254]. Rearranging the trace of Eqn. (2.68)

as,

2∇2E = h+ 6η, (2.69)

yields the relation between E and η in Fourier space, as

k2E = −h/2− 3η. (2.70)

2.8 Perturbation In A Scalar Field Model

For the scalar field ϕ with a potential V (ϕ), energy density and pressure are

given as ρϕ = 1
2a2 ϕ′ 2 + V (ϕ) and pϕ = 1

2a2 ϕ′ 2 − V (ϕ) respectively and the

EoS parameter is given by

wϕ =
pϕ

ρϕ
=

1
2a2 ϕ′ 2 −V (ϕ)
1

2a2 ϕ′ 2 + V (ϕ)
= 1− 2 V (ϕ)

ρϕ
. (2.71)

The Klein-Gordon equation in conformal time can be obtained as

ϕ′′ + 2Hϕ′ + a2 dV
dϕ

= 0 . (2.72)
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The perturbation δϕ in the scalar field has the equation of motion

δϕ′′ + 2Hδϕ′ −∇2δϕ + a2 d2V
dϕ2 δϕ +

1
2

ϕ′h′ = 0, (2.73)

δϕ′′ + 2Hδϕ′ −∇2δϕ + a2 d2V
dϕ2 δϕ + 2a2 dV

dϕ
φ− ϕ′φ′ − 3ϕ′ψ′ = 0, (2.74)

in the Fourier space with wavenumber k. The perturbation in energy density

δρϕ and pressure δpϕ are given as

δρϕ = −δT0
0(ϕ) =

ϕ′δϕ′

a2 + δϕ
dV
dϕ

, (2.75)

δT0
j(ϕ) = −ϕ′

a2 ∂jδϕ, (2.76)

δpϕδi
j = δTi

j(ϕ) =

(
ϕ′δϕ′

a2 − δϕ
dV
dϕ

)
δi

j, (2.77)

when expanded in the Fourier space. Here, δTµ
ν(ϕ) is the perturbed stress-

energy tensor of the scalar field. For the evolution of perturbations in different

scalar field models we refer to [270–273].

2.9 Evolution Equations For Radiation

The evolution equations for the relativistic components like photons and neu-

trino are obtained by the first order Boltzmann equation. Schematically, the evo-

lution of the distribution function f , in absence of any collision is written as

d f
dt

= 0. (2.78)

This is known as the collisionless Boltzmann equation and expresses the Liouville’s

theorem which states that the number of particles in a given element of phase space

does not change with time. The distribution function, f is a function of spacetime
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xµ and on the momentum vector in comoving frame as Pµ ≡ dxµ

dλ , where λ is

the parameter giving the particle’s path.

In presence of all the possible collision terms C [ f ], the collisional Boltzmann

equation is schematically written as

d f
dt

= C [ f ] . (2.79)

The collision term includes the Thomson scattering of photons with the elec-

trons. The electrons on the other hand are tightly coupled to the baryons and

can be considered as a single electron-baryon fluid.

2.9.1 Boltzmann Equation For Photons

In an inhomogeneous spacetime, the photon distribution function f depends

on cosmic time t, position xi, magnitude of generalised momentum p = E,

E being the energy of photon and direction vector p̂i which is normalised as

δij p̂i p̂j = 1. The left hand side of Eqn. (2.79) can be expanded as

d f
dt

=
∂ f
∂t

+
∂ f
∂xi ·

dxi

dt
+

∂ f
∂p

dp
dt

+
∂ f
∂ p̂i ·

dp̂i

dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(2)

. (2.80)

The photon distribution in the background Universe depends only on the mag-

nitude of momentum, p and not on the direction p̂i and the photon travels in

straight line. So, both ∂ f
∂ p̂i and dp̂i

dt are first order in perturbation and are ne-

glected as a product. The coefficients dxi

dt and dp
dt are computed in cosmic time t

following [274]. Due to the masslessness of photon

P2 ≡ gµνPµPν = g00(P0)2 + gijPiPj = 0. (2.81)
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Defining, gijPiPj = p2 and using the longitudinal gauge metric components in

(2.64) in cosmic time, the time component of Pµ is obtained as

P0 = p(1−Φ). (2.82)

Using the definition of the comoving momentum vector, the coefficient dxi

dt is

written as
dxi

dt
=

dxi

dλ

dλ

dt
=

Pi

P0 , (2.83)

where P0 ≡ dt
dλ is given by Eqn. (2.82) and Pi ≡ dxi

dλ is obtained as p̂i p(1−Ψ)/a,

following [254, 274]. Combining, P0 and Pi, Eqn. (2.83) is written as

dxi

dt
=

p̂i

a
(1 + Φ−Ψ). (2.84)

In an overdense region, Φ < 0 and Ψ > 0, making the term in the paren-

theses less than one. Thus, Eqn. (2.84) says that the gravitational force of the

overdense region slows down the photon (dxi

dt becomes smaller).

Following [274], the coefficient dp
dt is obtained as

1
p

dp
dt

= −H − ∂Ψ
∂t
− p̂i

a
∂Φ
∂xi . (2.85)

Eqn. (2.85) gives the change in momentum as the photon moves through the

perturbed Universe. The first term on the right hand side denotes the loss of

momentum due to the Hubble expansion. The second term says in an over-

dense region, the photon loses more energy to emerge from a deepening grav-

itational well ( ∂Ψ
∂t > 0). The third term says that a photon travelling into a well

(p̂i ∂Φ
∂xi < 0) gains energy as it is being pulled into the centre. Plugging expres-

sions (2.84) and (2.85) in Eqn. (2.80) and neglecting all second order terms, the
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total derivative of f is written as

d f
dt

=
∂ f
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂ f
∂xi − p

∂ f
∂p

[
H +

∂Ψ
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂Φ
∂xi

]
. (2.86)

In Eqn. (2.86), axi is the physical distance.

In an unperturbed Universe, the photon distribution is identified as the

Bose-Einstein distribution with zero chemical potential and is expressed as

f (0) =
1

exp(p/T)− 1
, (2.87)

where T(t) is the temperature of the photon distribution and is obtained to

be 2.7255 K as the microwave background temperature [275]. Adding a per-

turbation δT to the temperature T such that the temperature anisotropy is

Θ ≡ δT/T, the distribution function is written as

f (t,~x, p, p̂) =
1

exp{p/T [1 + Θ(t,~x, p̂)]} − 1
. (2.88)

Expanding upto first order, f is written as

f ' f (0) + T
∂ f (0)

∂T
Θ = f (0) − p

∂ f (0)

∂p
Θ. (2.89)

Putting Eqn. (2.89) into Eqn. (2.86) and collecting terms first order in perturba-

tion, the first order Boltzmann equation results into

d f (1)

dt
= −p

∂ f (0)

∂p

[
∂Θ
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂Θ
∂xi +

∂Ψ
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂Φ
∂xi

]
. (2.90)

The first two terms on the right hand side of Eqn. (2.90), accounts for free

streaming which denotes anisotropies on increasingly small scales as the Uni-

verse evolves. The last two terms account for the effect of gravity.
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The collision term C [ f (~p)] on the right hand side of Eqn. (2.79) for the pho-

ton is obtained following [274] as

C [ f (~p)] = −p
∂ f (0)

∂p
neσT [Θ0 −Θ( p̂) + p̂ ·~vb] , (2.91)

where ne is the electron density, σT is the Thomson scattering cross-section and

~vb is the velocity of the electrons, which are tightly coupled to the baryons.

Here Θ0 is the monopole part of the perturbation and is defined as an integral

of the perturbation over all the directions as

Θ0(t,~x) =
1

4π

∫
Θ
(
t,~x, ˜̂p

)
dΩ̃. (2.92)

The monopole term Θ0 denotes the perturbation at a given point in space over

its average in all space.

Finally, combining Eqns. (2.90) and (2.91), the collisional Boltzmann equa-

tion at first order for photon is written as

∂Θ
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂Θ
∂xi +

∂Ψ
∂t

+
p̂i

a
∂Φ
∂xi = neσT [Θ0 −Θ + p̂ ·~vb] . (2.93)

In terms of conformal time τ, the Boltzmann equation becomes

Θ′ + p̂i ∂Θ
∂xi + Ψ′ + p̂i ∂Φ

∂xi = aneσT [Θ0 −Θ + p̂ ·~vb] . (2.94)

Using Eqn. (2.56), in Fourier mode, Eqn. (2.94) can be written as

Θ′ + i k µ Θ + Ψ′ + i k µ Φ = −τ′d [Θ0 −Θ + µvb] , (2.95)

where µ ≡ ~k· p̂
k is the cosine of the angle between the wavevector~k and photon

direction p̂, electron velocity is irrotational ie. p̂ ·~vb = µvb and τd is the optical



52 Chapter 2. Cosmological Perturbation Theory

depth defined as

τd(τ) ≡
∫ τ0

τ
neσTadτ̃. (2.96)

Thus the evolution equation of photon in longitudinal gauge is given by

Eqn. (2.95). For the corresponding equations in synchronous gauge we refer

to [254].

2.9.2 Boltzmann Equation For Neutrinos

For massless neutrino distribution, the collisionless Boltzmann equation simi-

lar to photon distribution is obtained as

N ′ + i k µN + Ψ′ + i k µ Φ = 0, (2.97)

where N is the neutrino temperature distribution. For discussion on massive

neutrinos we refer to [254].

2.10 Perturbation Equations For Baryons

Protons and electrons couple tightly via Coulomb scattering to form the bary-

onic matter. The coupling is so strong that the overdensities of the both com-

ponents attain a common value. Following [274], perturbation equations for

baryons in longitudinal gauge are obtained from the Boltzmann Eq. (2.79). For

baryons, energy E is related to mass m and momentum p as

E =
√

p2 + m2, (2.98)

such that

P2 ≡ gµνPµPν = −m2. (2.99)
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Momentum p is defined as p2 = gijPiPj. Following in the similar fashion as

for photon, the comoving 4-momentum of a particle of mass m is obtained as

Pµ =

[
E(1−Φ), p̂i p

(1−Ψ)

a

]
. (2.100)

Defining the common density fluctuation as δb = δρb/ρb and 3-velocity as vb,

the perturbation equations are written as

δ′b + i k vb + 3Ψ′ = 0, (2.101)

v′b +Hvb + i k Φ = τ′d
4ργ

3ρb
[3iΘ1 + vb] .(θγ − θb). (2.102)

Here τd is defined via Eqn. (2.96) and comes into Eqn. (2.101) from the Thom-

son scattering of electrons and photons. For the corresponding equations in

synchronous gauge, we refer to [254].

2.11 Density Fluctuations

A simple way to analyse the matter distribution is through the matter power

spectrum. In Fourier space, the fluctuations are considered as uncorrelated and

Gaussian random fields. Defining the density fluctuations as δ = δρ/ρ, the

two-point function of δ in Fourier mode called the matter power spectrum P(k),

and is defined as

〈δ(~k1)δ
∗(~k2)〉 = (2π)3P(k)δ3

D

(
~k1 −~k2

)
, (2.103)

where angular brackets indicate ensemble average and δ3
D is the Dirac delta

function. In Eqn. (2.103), the perturbations are considered real, so δ∗(~k) =

δ(−~k) and k = |~k|. The power spectrum is the spread in the matter distri-

bution implying the power spectrum will be small if the matter distribution

is smooth while it will be large if there are a lot of over and under-densities.
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Following [274], the power spectrum is given as

P (k, a) = Askns T2 (k) D2 (a) , (2.104)

where As is the normalizing constant, ns is the spectral index, T (k) is the matter

transfer function which relates the primordial fluctuations with those at some

later epoch and D (z) = δm(a)
δm(a=1) is the normalized density contrast.

Another important statistical quantity is the root-mean-square (rms) mass

fluctuation in sphere with radius 8 h−1 Mpc called σ8. The mean-square or

variance of the matter density fluctuation within the sphere of radius R is given

by

σ2 (R, a) =
1

2π2

∫
k3P (k, a)W (kR)2 dk

k
, (2.105)

where P (k, a) is the matter power spectrum given in Eqn. (2.104) and W (kR)

is the top-hat window function given by

W (kR) = 3

[
sin (kR)

(kR)3 −
cos (kR)

(kR)2

]
. (2.106)

When the size of the filter is R = 8 h−1 Mpc, σ2(R, a) ≡ σ2
8 (a).

2.12 Temperature Anisotropies

The anisotropies observed in the CMB radiation is the fluctuations in the pho-

ton temperature coming at the present epoch from different directions. The

temperature fluctuation Θ is expanded in spherical harmonics Y`m with coeffi-

cients a`m as

Θ(τ,~x, p̂) =

∞

∑̀
=0

`

∑
m=−`

a`m(τ,~x)Y`m( p̂). (2.107)

Here, ` is the multipole index and is related to the angular size of the sky as

` ∼ 180◦/θ while m is the phase. Considering initial Gaussian fluctuations,
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mean of all a`m vanishes and the variance of a`m is obtained as

〈a`ma∗`′m′〉 = δ``′δmm′C`, (2.108)

where C` is the angular power spectrum of the temperature field. The angular

power spectrum is related to the statistical correlation between temperature

fluctuations in two directions p̂ and q̂ averaged over the entire sky via

〈Θ( p̂)Θ∗(q̂)〉 = 1
4π ∑̀(2`+ 1)C`P`( p̂ · q̂), (2.109)

where, p̂ · q̂ ≡ cos θ, θ being the angle between the two directions and P` are

Legendre polynomials. The temperature fluctuations in the Fourier space is

now expanded in terms of Legendre polynomials as

Θ(τ,~k, µ) ≡
∞

∑
l=0

(−i)`Θ`(τ,~k)P`(µ), (2.110)

where Θ` are the multipole moments of the distribution. The temperature transfer

function is defined as Θ`(k) ≡ Θ`(τ,~k)
R(~k)

, where R is the curvature perturbation.

The transfer function relates the primordial power spectrum ∆R(k) to the an-

gular power spectrum C` through

C` =
4π

(2`+ 1)2

∫
d ln k ∆2

R(k)Θ
2
`(k). (2.111)

The angular transfer function is calculated by solving the Boltzmann equation

for photons (2.95) for different multipole index `. For a detailed analysis on

the CMB spectrum one may refer to [274, 276, 277].
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Chapter 3
Density Perturbation In The Models

Reconstructed From Jerk Parameter

3.1 Introduction

In the absence of a universally accepted model for the accelerated expansion,

attempts have also been there to “reconstruct” a dark energy model. The idea

is to guess a model of evolution that explains the observations and find the

distribution of matter that can give rise to that [278]. As there is no dearth of

observational data now, various improvisations of the methods of reconstruc-

tion have been suggested, making use of the data efficiently. For a scalar field

model, Starobinsky showed that one can exploit the data on density perturba-

tion to reconstruct the scalar potential [279]. Huterer and Turner, on the other

hand, utilized the distance measurement data for the same purpose [280, 281].

Reconstruction of dark energy models normally start with some physical

quantity, like the potential of the quintessence field, or the equation of state

parameter w which is the ratio of the pressure and the energy density of the

corresponding matter [86, 132, 133, 282–291].

There is a new trend in reconstruction of dark energy models where one

ignores the physical quantities and bank on kinematical parameters. With the

The work presented in this chapter is based on “Density Perturbation In The Models Recon-
structed From Jerk Parameter”, Srijita Sinha and Narayan Banerjee, Gen. Rel. Grav., 50, 67
(2018)
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assumption of spatial isotropy and homogeneity, the spacetime geometry is

determined by the scale factor a. The derivatives of a with respect to the cosmic

time of various orders yield the kinematical quantities. The first few of them

are the Hubble parameter H = ȧ
a , the deceleration parameter q = − aä

ȧ2 , the jerk

parameter j = − 1
a3

d3a
dt3 and so on. The basic idea is to write an ansatz for some

kinematical quantity which involves some parameters and then an estimation

of the parameters using observational data. In a way, this is an attempt to

construct the model through cosmography, where one builds up the model

from observables rather than modelling from a theory. Cosmography may

be related to a particular data set. For example, the baryon acoustic oscillation

(BAO) [292], Supernovae data [293], observations at high redshift [294] to name

a few. Cosmographic methods without using standard candles and standard

rulers are discussed by Xia et al. [295]. Cosmography, using a Markov Chain

method, has been discussed by by Capozziello, Lazcoz and Salzano [296]. For

a very recent account of cosmography, one can see [297].

Hubble parameter is the oldest observational quantity in cosmology and

it was found to have an evolution. So the natural choice for a reconstruc-

tion through a kinematical quantity has been the next higher order deriva-

tive, namely the deceleration parameter q. Attempts to build up a dark energy

model with q as the starting point have been made by Gong and Wang [284]

and by Ting et al. [298]. The deceleration parameter q at various epoch can be

estimated today with the help of observational quantities like luminosity of su-

pernovae and the corresponding redshift, and is found to be evolving as well.

For a recent work on this estimation, we refer to the work of vanPutten [299].

Hence the next higher order derivative of the scale factor, the jerk parameter j,

is of importance now and should play a significant role in the game of recon-

struction through kinematical quantities. Some work in this direction has been

initiated by Luongo [300] and by Rapetti [301]. Zhai et al. [302], starting from
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a parametric ansatz for j such that the present (at z = 0) value of j is -1, recon-

structed quite a few dark energy models. The motivation behind the choice of

j = −1 at z = 0 is the fact that it mimics the standard ΛCDM model of the

present acceleration of the Universe. That the jerk parameter should be instru-

mental for the reconstruction through kinematical quantities was categorically

indicated a long time back by Alam et al. [303].

In a very recent work, Mukherjee and Banerjee [240] relaxed the require-

ment that j(z = 0) = −1, and reconstructed several dark energy models. This

is more general in the sense that the present value of j is not controlled by hand.

This work also involves diverse data sets for the estimation of the model pa-

rameters as opposed to the work by Zhai et al. [302] where only Observational

Hubble Data (OHD) and the Union 2.1 Supernovae data were employed. In

a later work, Mukherjee and Banerjee [241] looked at the possible interaction

between the cold dark matter and the dark energy, with the help of a model

reconstructed through the jerk parameter, with an assumption that the jerk is

varying very slowly, and can be approximated as a constant.

The reconstructed models, with a good choice of parameters, can fit well

with various observational data. But in order to provide a useful description

of the evolution, a model should also be able to describe certain other things.

One crucial aspect is certainly a consistency with a growing mode of density

perturbations, without which the formation of structures cannot be explained.

The motivation of the present work is to investigate the density perturbations

and to check whether the models reconstructed via j can give rise to a growing

mode of such perturbations. There is hardly any work on the matter pertur-

bations in reconstructed models, except that of Hikage, Koyama and Heav-

ens [304], where the perturbation of a model reconstructed from BAO data has

been discussed. There is, however, some work on the reconstruction of pertur-

bation itself [305–308].

This chapter deals with the density perturbation of models reconstructed
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from an ansatz on the jerk parameter. For a varying jerk, we pick up the mod-

els from reference [240], as that is more general. We also consider interacting

models, where the jerk is very slowly varying, as in reference [241]. For detail

discussion on the models considered here, we refer to [309].

It should be realised that the perturbations of the model based on Einstein

equations and that of a kinematically reconstructed model could well be dif-

ferent even for the same energy budget of the Universe. This is for the simple

reason that in the former, one has more independent equations and thus con-

tributions to perturbation from other sectors, such as the velocity perturbation

could be manifest.

3.2 Background

A spatially flat, homogeneous and isotropic Universe is given by the metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)γijdxidxj, (3.1)

where γi
j = δi

j is the metric in the constant time hypersurface and a(t) is the

scale factor. The kinematic quantities of our interest are

(i) the fractional first order time derivative of the scale factor a, the well

known Hubble parameter, H = ȧ
a ;

(ii) the second order derivative of a, defined in a dimensionless way, the

deceleration parameter, q = − ä/a
ȧ2/a2 ;

(iii) the third order derivative of a, again defined in a dimensionless way, the

jerk parameter j(t) = − 1
aH3

(
d3a
dt3

)
.

We pick up the convention in which j is defined with a negative sign so

that we can make use of the results from references [240, 241, 302] without any

modification. In terms of redshift, z = a0
a − 1, (a0 is the present value of the



3.3. Standard Distribution Of Matter 61

scale factor, taken to be unity throughout the calculation), the jerk parameter

takes the form

j(z) = −1 + (1 + z)

(
E2)′

E2 −
1
2
(1 + z)2

(
E2)′′

E2 , (3.2)

where E(z) = H(z)
H0

, H0 being the present value of the Hubble parameter and

prime denotes a differentiation with respect to redshift, z.

3.3 Standard Distribution Of Matter

Although we shall be working with Eq. (3.2), pretending that we do not know

anything about the matter distribution in the universe, we should be able to

identify the terms with the corresponding standard matter distribution con-

sisting of a dark matter and a dark energy at some stage.

The energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid distribution is

T(m)
µν = (pm + ρm)uµuν + pmgµν, (3.3)

where ρm is the fluid density, pm is the pressure and uµ is the comoving 4-

velocity, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). For a cold dark matter (CDM) pm = 0.

The contribution to the density and pressure from the dark energy are ρde

and pde respectively. The dark energy is also assumed to mimic a fluid dis-

tribution, and the corresponding energy momentum tensor is the same as Eq.

(3.3) with ρm and pm being replaced by ρde and pde respectively. The equation

of state (EoS) parameter of the dark energy component is wde =
pde
ρde

.

If an interaction between the dark matter and the dark energy is allowed,

they do not conserve individually, and one can write the rate of transfer of
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energy in terms of an interaction term Q so that

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = Q, (3.4)

ρ̇de + 3H (1 + wde) ρde = −Q. (3.5)

Thus the above two equations combine to give the total conservation equation,

which would follow from the standard Einstein equations. In the absence of

any interaction, both the components conserve individually, indicating Q = 0.

3.4 Interacting Model

If we now consider the jerk to be a very slowly varying function of z so that

one can consider it to be a constant for the purpose of integration [241], the Eq.

(3.2) can be integrated to yield

E2(z) = A (1 + z)
3+
√

9−8(1+j)
2 + (1− A) (1 + z)

3−
√

9−8(1+j)
2 . (3.6)

Here A is a constant of integration. From definition, E2(z = 0) has to be unity,

so that the second constant of integration is chosen to be (1− A) in order to

satisfy the condition. From Eq. (3.6), one can easily see that for j = −1, which

corresponds to a ΛCDM model, the first term redshifts as a pressureless fluid

and the second term corresponds to a constant. With this identification, the

first term is easily picked up as the matter density parameter Ωm and the sec-

ond term as the dark energy density parameter Ωde which reduces to a cos-

mological constant for j = −1. So one actually recovers the G0
0 component of

Einstein equations in terms of the dimensionless quantities as,

E2 = Ωm + Ωde, (3.7)
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where

Ωm = A (1 + z)
3+
√

9−8(1+j)
2 , (3.8)

and Ωde = (1− A) (1 + z)
3−
√

9−8(1+j)
2 . (3.9)

For values of j other that −1, the second term is clearly an evolving dark en-

ergy rather than a constant. The sector identified to be the dark matter does

not redshift as (1 + z)3 in this case. However, one can still identify that with

the standard pressureless matter but has to allow an interaction amongst the

dark sector as shown in reference [241]. The interaction, Q between the two

components can be expressed in terms of z as

Q(z) = Aρc

(
3−

√
9− 8(1 + j)

2

)
(1 + z)

3+
√

9−8(1+j)
2 H(z). (3.10)

The EoS of dark energy in terms of z is obtained as

wde(z) = −
(

3 +
√

9− 8(1 + j)
6

)

−
(

A
1− A

)(
3−

√
9− 8(1 + j)

6

)
(1 + z)

√
9−8(1+j) .

(3.11)

Now small perturbations of densities and interaction are considered in the

form ρ̄m = ρm + δρm, ρ̄de = ρde + δρde and Q̄ = Q+ δQ and the resulting metric

perturbation as , H̄ = H + δH in Eqs. (3.4), (3.5) and (3.7). Expanding upto the

first order the equations are obtained respectively as

−H (1 + z) δρ′m + 3Hδρm + 3δHρm = δQ, (3.12)

−H (1 + z) δρ′de + 3H (1 + wde) δρde + 3δH (1 + wde) ρde = −δQ, (3.13)

2HδH = δρm + δρde. (3.14)
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Using Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11) in (3.12)-(3.14), a second order differential equation

for the density contrast of the dark matter δ = δρm
ρm

is obtained as

2 (1 + z)2 H2ρmδ′′(z)

− δ′(z)
Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm

(
(1 + z)

(
−4 (1 + z) HρmH′

(
Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm

)

+ 2H2 (ρm
(
3Aβρc (1 + z)α wde + A (α + 5) βρc (1 + z)α + 3 (1 + z) ρ′m

)

− 2Aβρc (1 + z)α+1 ρ′m − 3ρ2
m (3wde + 5)

)

+ 3ρm (ρde (wde + 1) + ρm)
(

Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm
)))

− δ(z)
Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm

(
−4 (1 + z) HH′

(
(1 + z) ρ′m − 3ρm

)

(
Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm

)
− 2H2 (3ρm (3wde

(
Aβρc (1 + z)α + (1 + z) ρ′m

)

+ 3Aβρc (1 + z)α + Aαβρc (1 + z)α − (1 + z)2 ρ′′m + 2 (1 + z) ρ′m
)

+ (1 + z)
(

Aβρc (1 + z)α+1 ρ′′m

−Aβρc (1 + z)α (α + 3wde + 5) ρ′m + 3 (1 + z) ρ′2m
)

− 27ρ2
m (wde + 1)

)
+ 3

(
Aβρc (1 + z)α − 3ρm(z)

)
(−ρm

(
−Aβρc (1 + z)α wde − (1 + z) ρ′m + 3ρm (wde + 1)

)

− ρde (wde + 1)
(
3ρm − (1 + z) ρ′m

)))
= 0,

(3.15)

where α =
3+
√

9−8(1+j)
2 and β =

3−
√

9−8(1+j)
2 .

The differential Eq. (3.15) gives the evolution of the density contrast δ with

z. This equation is solved numerically from z = 1100 to the present epoch

z = 0 with standard initial conditions as given by Cembranos et al. [310] and

Mehrabi et al. [311] like δ(z = 1100) = 0.001 and δ′(z = 1100) = 0. The value

of the constant A, which is actually Ωm0 is taken as 0.286 [241]. It deserves

mention that the value is not taken from any particular observation, it is rather
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the best fit value as found by the statistical analysis given in reference [241].

In order to get a qualitative picture of the perturbation, we scale H0 to unity.

The estimates are in gravitational units, where G = 1. The evolution of δ

is investigated for three different values of j namely, −1.027, −0.975 and −1.2.

The best fit value is j = −1.027, and the other two are roughly the two extremes

of the 2σ confidence region as given in [241]. Although the initial conditions

are taken for z = 1100, we show the plots of δ between a = 1 (i.e. z = 0) and

a = 0.09 (i.e. z = 10) so as to have a closer look into the late time behaviour. The

plots for the whole domain will give a much poorer resolution. The qualitative

behaviour is shown in figure (3.1). In order to have tractable plots, we have

normalised the value of δ by that at a = 1. It is quite clearly seen from the plots

that close to a = 1, all the plots are linear.

One can see from Fig. 3.1 that for less that the best fit value of j, the density

contrast changes sign with the evolution. However, if j > −1.027, the best

fit value, the matter perturbation has a monotonic growing mode. Thus even

within the 2σ confidence level, the interacting model has a problem.
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FIGURE 3.1: Plot of δ against z for j = −0.975 , −1.027 and −1.20. The vertical dotted
line corresponds to x = 0.09 and the horizontal dotted line corresponds to the zero
crossing line.
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FIGURE 3.2: Plot of δ against z for ΛCDM and j = −1. The vertical dotted line
corresponds to x = 0.09.

In figure (3.2) we show the plots of the standard ΛCDM model. Vale and

Lemos [312] gave the evolution equation of δ for ΛCDM as

(z+ 1)2δ′′Λ(z)+ (z+ 1)
(
−1 +

(z + 1)H′(z)
H(z)

)
δ′Λ(z)+

(
Λ

2H(z)2 −
3
2

)
δΛ(z) = 0.

(3.16)

We numerically integrate this with the boundary conditions used in the

present work and plot the result in figure (3.2) in a blue crossed line. The

one in a red squared line is the plot of δ against a from our numerical analysis

of Eq. (3.15) with j = −1 which is supposed to correspond to a ΛCDM. The

plots are not really coincident even though the same initial conditions are used

to integrate the Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16). Both the plots are linear close to a = 1,

but definitely with a different slope. The difference is due to the following rea-

son. The present model has only one equation, namely the Eq. (3.6), which is

used for the perturbation. A standard ΛCDM model, on the other hand, has

an additional equation, that for Ḣ. So the model from the reconstruction of

jerk indeed mimics the ΛCDM kinematically, but they are not really identical.
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Perturbations of the models strongly indicate that.

3.5 Non-Interacting Model

We now relax the requirement of a very slowly varying jerk and allow the jerk

to be a function of z. But the interaction in the dark sector is switched off, such

that both DM and DE have their own conservation as in reference [240].

The general form of j, as suggested by Mukherjee and Banerjee [240] is

j(z) = −1 + j1
f (z)

E2(z)
, (3.17)

where f is an analytic function of z and j1 is parameter to be determined by

observational data. The four different forms of f (z) from [240] are

Case I: j(z) = −1 + j1
1

E2(z)
, (3.18)

Case II: j(z) = −1 + j1
(1 + z)
E2(z)

, (3.19)

Case III: j(z) = −1 + j1
(1 + z)2

E2(z)
, (3.20)

Case IV: j(z) = −1 + j1
1

(1 + z) E2(z)
. (3.21)

The second order differential Eq. (3.2) can be integrated using these expres-

sions for j to get four different cases as

Case I: E2(z) = c1 (1 + z)3 + c2 +
2
3

j1 log (1 + z) , (3.22)

Case II: E2(z) = c1 (1 + z)3 + c2 + j1 (1 + z) , (3.23)

Case III: E2(z) = c1 (1 + z)3 + c2 + j1 (1 + z)2 , (3.24)

Case IV: E2(z) = c1 (1 + z)3 + c2 + j1
1

2 (1 + z)
, (3.25)

where c1 and c2 are integration constants, which can be evaluated using initial
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data. The constants c1, c2 and the model parameter j1 are connected by the

fact that h(z = 0) = 1 from its definition. The values of j1 and c1 are used

from [240] as given in table (3.1).

TABLE 3.1: Values of the constants c1 and j1.

Cases value of c1 value of j1
Case I 0.2985 0.078
Case II 0.299 0.045
Case III 0.30 0.017
Case IV 0.298 0.112

As the left hand side, of all the Eqs. (3.22)-(3.25), is the square of the Hubble

parameter scaled by its present value, it is easy to pick up the first term in each

equation as Ωm, the density parameter of the cold dark matter which does not

interact with the other components of matter, as it redshifts as (1 + z)3. Also,

the constant of integration c1 can thus be identified with Ωm,0, the value of the

density parameter at z = 0. The rest of the right hand side of Eqs. (3.22)-(3.25)

is thus picked up as the net Ωde. Thus the evolution of Ωde, in the four cases,

will look like

Case I: Ωde(z) = 1− c1 +
2
3

j1 log (1 + z) , (3.26)

Case II: Ωde(z) = 1− j1 − c1 + j1 (1 + z) , (3.27)

Case III: Ωde(z) = 1− j1 − c1 + j1 (1 + z)2 , (3.28)

Case IV: Ωde(z) = 1− j1
2
− c1 + j1

1
2 (1 + z)

. (3.29)
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The corresponding expressions for wde, the equation of state parameter of

the dark energy, are used as given in [240].

Case I: wde(z) = −1 +
2
9 j1

2
3 j1 log (1 + z) + (1− c1)

, (3.30)

Case II: wde(z) = −1 +
1
3 j1 (1 + z)

j1 (1 + z) + (1− c1 − j1)
, (3.31)

Case III: wde(z) = −1 +
2
3 j1 (1 + z)2

j1 (1 + z)2 + (1− c1 − j1)
, (3.32)

Case IV: wde(z) = −1 +
j1

6(1+z)
−j1

2(1+z) +
(

1− c1 +
1
2 j1
) . (3.33)

Considering a small perturbation, as discussed in the Section (3.4), Eqs.

(3.4), (3.5) and (3.7) are combined to obtain the differential equation for the

density contrast δρm
ρm

= δ as

2 (1 + z)2 H2ρ2
mδ′′(z) +

(
− (1 + z)

(
3ρ2

m (ρm + ρde (1 + wde))

− 4 (1 + z) HH′ρ2
m + 2H2ρm

(
ρm (5 + 3wde)− (1 + z) ρ′m

)))
δ′(z)

+
(
4 (1 + z) HH′ρm

(
−3ρm + (1 + z) ρ′m

)

− 3ρm
(
−ρde (1 + wde)

(
3ρm − (1 + z) ρ′m

)
+ ρm

(
−3ρm (1 + wde) + (1 + z) ρ′m

))

(3.34)

+ 2H2
(

9ρ2
m (1 + wde) − (1 + z)2 ρ′2m

+ (1 + z) ρm
(
− (2 + 3wde) ρ′m + (1 + z) ρ′′m

)))
δ(z) = 0.

Equations (3.22)-(3.25) explicitly show that the first term redshifts as (1+ z)3, it

is easily picked up as the contribution from the pressureless dark matter which

conserves by itself. So we have to fix Q = 0 in Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5), allowing

both the components to have their own conservation.

Equation (3.5) is the dynamical equation for the density contrast δ against

the redshift z. The said equation is solved numerically for each of the four
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ansatz mentioned in Eqs. (3.19)–(3.21) as the unperturbed background.
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FIGURE 3.3: Plot of δ against z for different cases of varying jerk parameter. The
vertical dotted line corresponds to x = 0.09.

Figure (3.3) shows the plots of δ against a. All of them appear to be quali-

tatively similar, and they also possess the required nature of the perturbation,

i.e. grow with the evolution (increase with a). Like the interacting case pre-

sented in Section (3.4), here also the initial conditions are chosen at z = 1100 as

given by Cembranos et al. [310] and Mehrabi et al. [311], but the plots are given

between a = 0.09 (corresponding to z = 10) and a = 1 for the sake of better

resolution.
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3.6 Summary And Discussion

Albeit there is a proliferation of dark energy models reconstructed from the

observational data, their suitability in connection with the structure formation,

i.e., the possibility of the growth of density fluctuation, has very rarely been

dealt with. The present work is an attempt towards looking at the growth

of density perturbation in models reconstructed from the jerk parameter, the

kinematical quantity gaining relevance recently. The perturbation equations

are linearised in the fluctuations. The second order differential equations are

solved numerically to plot the density contrast δ against the redshift z.

In both the examples of an interacting dark energy and a non-interacting

one, the values of the parameters, though identified with some physically rel-

evant quantities like the density parameter, are not taken from observational

results, but rather from the best fit values as given in the reconstruction of the

respective models. However, the values appear to be not too different from the

recent observations like the Planck mission.

It appears quite conclusively that the models allowing interaction in the

dark sector fail to yield the required behaviour of δ even within the 2σ confi-

dence level. The discrepancy is observed close a = 0.09, i.e., roughly z = 10.

Non-interacting models, however, produce quite a suitable environment for

the structure formation, at least qualitatively. The density contrast indeed has

growing modes during the later time. So the non-interacting models appear to

be favoured so far as the structure formation is concerned.
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Chapter 4
Density Perturbation In An

Interacting Holographic Dark Energy

Model

4.1 Introduction

One of the most talked about forms of dark energy is the so-called holographic

dark energy (HDE) based on the holographic principle in quantum gravity the-

ory [177]. Based on the holographic principle, one of the characteristic features

of the HDE is the long distance cut-off, called the infra-red (IR) cut-off [180].

In the context of cosmology, this cut-off is not uniquely specified but rather

realised in various ways. One of the natural choices is the Hubble radius [313],

but as shown by Hsu [314], it does not provide the recent acceleration. In

this context, Zimdahl and Pavón in [182, 183] showed that allowing a non-

gravitational interaction in the dark sector of the Universe not only solves this

problem but also alleviate the nagging coincidence problem [288, 315]. Other

possibilities are the particle horizon as suggested by Fischler and Susskind [316]

and Bousso [317] and the future event horizon as suggested by Li [181] and

Huang and Li [318]. A more recent choice for the cut-off scale is the Ricci scalar

The work presented in this chapter is based on “Density Perturbation In An Interacting Holo-
graphic Dark Energy Model”, Srijita Sinha and Narayan Banerjee, Eur. Phys. J. Plus, 135, 779
(2020)
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curvature used by Gao et al. [319], Feng [320, 321], to name a few. Although

the HDE model is quite lucrative in many ways, it cannot avoid the phantom

Universe [313, 322]. One way of preventing the future “big-rip” singularity

is to allow some phenomenological interaction between the dark matter and

dark energy as shown by Wang et al. [323, 324]. Thereafter the interacting HDE

model has been studied extensively in [325–329] and references therein. As

there is a host of observational data in cosmology, almost all kinds of holo-

graphic dark energy models can now be tested against observations [330–339].

In this chapter, we will show how the evolution of perturbation of dark

matter (DM) and holographic dark energy (HDE), are affected in the presence

of an interaction between them. In this work, the characteristic infra-red (IR)

cut-off is considered to be the future event horizon [181] as this ensures the

recent acceleration even in absence of interaction. The evolution of the mat-

ter density perturbation can provide some knowledge about the components

affecting it, in this case, the HDE. Since HDE is an evolving component of

the Universe, it will have fluctuations like that of the DM and hence will not

only affect the growth of matter perturbations [340] but also may cluster on its

own [265, 266]. The inclusion of interaction leads to a brief transient oscilla-

tory period for the density contrast for both HDE and DM. This existence of

growing mode with a transient oscillatory behaviour is an interesting feature.

4.2 The Background

We consider a spatially flat, homogeneous and isotropic Universe, described

by the FLRW metric in conformal time as given in Eq. (1.2),

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + γij dxidxj

)
.
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It is assumed that the Universe is filled with a perfect fluid dominated by a

pressureless (cold) dark matter (CDM) and holographic dark energy (HDE).

The energy densities and pressure are such that ρ = ρm + ρde and p = pde

respectively. Subscript ‘m’ denotes the contribution of the CDM while ‘de’ de-

notes that of the HDE. There is an interaction between the two components of

the Universe, CDM and HDE, hence a transfer of energy between the two. The

total energy balance equation

ρ′ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0, (4.1)

is thus divided into two equations,

ρ′m + 3Hρm = aQ, (4.2)

ρ′de + 3H (1 + wde) ρde = −aQ, (4.3)

where Q is the rate of energy density transfer, wde =
pde
ρde

is the equation of state

(EoS) parameter for the HDE. It is clear that equations (4.2) and (4.3) together

give the conservation equation for the net matter content. The non-interacting

scenario can be recovered simply by setting Q = 0. If Q > 0 energy is trans-

ferred from dark energy to dark matter and vice versa. There is, however, no

compelling observational binding to take this interaction into account, but as

the two sectors, DM and DE evolve together, this interaction adds to the gen-

erality of the model.

The expression for the energy density of HDE is

ρde = 3C2M2
PL2, (4.4)

where 3C2 is a numerical constant introduced for convenience, MP =
√

1
κ is

the reduced Plank mass, L is the characteristic length scale of the Universe

which provides the IR cut-off of ρde. In the present work this cut-off is chosen
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as the future event horizon as suggested by Li [181],

L = a
∫ ∞

t

dt̃
a

= a
∫ ∞

a

dã
Hã2 , (4.5)

where H is the Hubble parameter in cosmic time t. It has already been men-

tioned in the introduction that this is by no means the unique choice as the

infra-red cut-off.

The energy-momentum tensor of the fluid ‘A’ (which stands for either ‘m’

or ‘de’) is Tµ

(A)ν
and is given by

Tµ

(A)ν
= (ρA + pA) uµ

(A)
u(A)ν + pAδµ

ν. (4.6)

As discussed in Section (2.5), the source term for the interaction has the form

Qµ
m =

1
a

(
Qm,~0

)
=

1
a

(
Q,~0

)
=

1
a

(
−Qde,~0

)
= −Qµ

de. (4.7)

4.3 Interacting Holographic Dark Energy

The evolution of the dimensionless HDE density parameter Ωde = ρde
ρc

where

ρc = 3H2
0 M2

P is the critical density of the Universe, and the dimensionless

Hubble parameter E, in the presence of an interaction are governed by the

simultaneous differential equations [186]

dΩde
dz

= −2Ωde (1−Ωde)

1 + z

(
1
2
+

√
Ωde
C2 −

ΩI

2 (1−Ωde)

)
, (4.8)

1
E

dE
dz

= − Ωde
1 + z

(
1
2
+

√
Ωde
C2 +

ΩI − 3
2Ωde

)
, (4.9)

where E = H
H0

is the Hubble parameter scaled by its present value H0. The

evolution equations (4.8) and (4.9) are given in terms of the cosmic redshift z,

which is a dimensionless quantity and is related to the scale factor a as z =
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a0
a − 1, a0 being the present value of the scale factor (taken to be unity). These

two equations are obtained following the usual steps (also shown in [186]).

The EoS parameter of DE, wde, is an intrinsic characteristic of DE. From

the system of equations, given by Einstein’s equations and the conservation

equations, wde imposes a constraint on Q (see [186]) as

wde = −
1
3
− 2

3

√
Ωde
C2 −

ΩI

3Ωde
, (4.10)

where ΩI =
Q

Hρc
is the interaction term expressed in a dimensionless form.

To study the effect of interaction, we need to take a specific form of the inter-

action term Q. Models with interaction term Q proportional to either ρm or ρde

or any combination of them have been studied extensively in literature [149–

151, 186, 263, 341–346]. It should be noted that there is no theoretical or ob-

servational compulsion for any one of these choices. In the present work we

consider Q ∝ ρde. We have taken the covariant form of the source term Qµ
m (τ)

as

Qµ
m = −Qµ

de =
βHρdeu

µ
de

a
, (4.11)

where β is the coupling constant whose magnitude determines the strength

of the interaction rate and u(de)µ = −aδ0
µ is the comoving 4-velocity of DE.

Here we consider the Hubble parameterH to be a global variable without any

perturbation. When β < 0, it is clear from equations (4.2) and (4.3) that DM

redshifts faster than a−3 while DE redshifts at a slower rate. This is physically

problematic as more of the DM is expected to be transferred to the DE bud-

get in the late time, rather than in the beginning. For β > 0, this problem is

avoided. As shown by Feng and Zhang in [341], for an HDE model, this form

of interaction is favoured by geometrical data. We consider β to be a free pa-

rameter. Using uµ
de =

1
a δ

µ
0 and equation (4.7) in equation (4.11) the interaction

term Q is obtained as

Q =
βHρde

a
. (4.12)
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Since dark energy dominates at the present epoch, we assume wde < −1
3 .

As the motivation of the present work is to investigate the perturbation for

a model without a big rip singularity, we restrict wde > −1. For the non-

interacting case (β = 0), it is clear from (4.10) that for wde → −1 at z = 0,

C → √Ωde0, Ωde0 being the value of the dark energy density parameter at the

present epoch. The value of Ωde0 is taken from the Planck 2018 data [72] and

is close to 0.6834 which yields C = 0.8267 ' 0.83. In the presence of interac-

tion, C and β have a correlation. The big rip singularity can be avoided if the

interaction rate, β lies between

− 2

√
Ωde0

C2 < β 6 2− 2

√
Ωde0

C2 . (4.13)

The numerical values of C and β can be further constrained from other physical

quantities like the deceleration parameter, q. For the IHDE model, q depends

on the parameters C and β. In the subsequent part of this section, we will

investigate the effect of interaction on the different physical quantities and try

to constrain the parameter space for C and β.

Figure (4.1a) shows the variation of the deceleration parameter q with

(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for different sets of C and β. In all the cases, q

increases with z and approaches 0.5 at higher redshifts. As seen from Fig.

(4.1a), for a fixed value of C (0.6 and 0.75), the smaller the value of β (−2.0 and

−1.5 respectively), the more recent is the transition from decelerated to accel-

erated Universe. For higher values of the coupling constant β (−0.8 and−0.5),

q is nearly equal to −0.5 at present. Clearly, smaller values of β(< −1.5) will

give decelerated Universe at present. Thus future event horizon as IR cut-off

does not necessarily ensure accelerated Universe in the presence of an interac-

tion. For non-interacting case, acceleration comes naturally as pointed out by

Li [181]. This figure brings out some new features, such as it puts a limit on

the strength of interaction. For achieving an accelerated model, β should be
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FIGURE 4.1: (a) shows plot of q against (1 + z) and (b) shows the variation of ΩI
against (1 + z) in logarithmic scale for different values of C and β. The lines with
solid circles corresponds to C = 0.83 and β = 0. The lines with triangles correspond
to the interacting models with C = 0.6, β = −0.8 (solid) and β = −1.5 (hollow).
The lines with squares correspond to the interacting models with C = 0.75, β = −0.5
(solid) and β = −1.5 (hollow). In figure (a) the lines with crosses (C = 0.6) and stars
(C = 0.75) corresponds to the values of β for which there is no acceleration at present.

greater than −1.741 (for C = 0.75) or greater than −2.292 (for C = 0.6).

Figure (4.1b) shows the variation of the dimensionless interaction term ΩI

with with (1 + z) in logarithmic scale. For any pair of C and β ( 6= 0) the inter-

action term is nearly zero at higher redshifts and increases in magnitude with

decrease in z. For β < 0, from the definition of ΩI , we can see Q < 0, which

means energy is transferred from DM to DE. Thermodynamically energy trans-

fer should be from DE to DM following Le Châtelier–Braun principle as shown

by Pavón and Wang [347]. In case of an HDE model a negative β (DM→ DE)

is slightly favoured by the data as shown by Zhang et al. [186].
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4.4 The Perturbations

In what follows, a scalar perturbation of the metric in longitudinal gauge is

considered. The perturbed metric as given in Section (2.7), takes the form

ds2 = a2
[
− (1 + 2Φ) dτ2 + (1− 2Ψ) dxidxj

]
.

It is assumed that there is no anisotropic stress, hence longitudinal gauge be-

comes identical to Newtonian gauge, as discussed in Section (2.7), making

Φ = Ψ. Writing the perturbation in Fourier modes, the (00), (0i) ≡ (i0) and

(ij) components of the Einstein field equations up to the first order in pertur-

bation will read as [249],

2
[
−3H (HΦ + Φ′)− k2Φ

]
= 3H2

ρ δρ, (4.14)

2k2 (HΦ + Φ′) = −3H2

ρ (p + ρ) θ, (4.15)

−2
[(

2H′ +H2)Φ + 3HΦ′ + Φ′′
]

δi
j = −3H2

ρ δpδi
j. (4.16)

The temporal and spatial parts of the first order in perturbation of the energy

balance equation of the fluid ‘A’ [263] are

δρ′A + (ρA + pA)
(
θA − 3Φ′

)
+ 3H (δρA + δpA)

=aQAΦ + aδQA,
(4.17)

[θA (ρA + pA)]
′ + 4HθA (ρA + pA)− k2δpA

−k2Φ (ρA + pA) = −k2a fA + aQAθ.
(4.18)

For an adiabatic perturbation in interacting fluids, the pressure perturba-

tion δpA depends on δρA as well as on the interaction term QA as [262–264]

δpA = c2
s,AδρA +

(
c2

s,A − c2
a,A

)
[3H (1 + wA) ρA − aQA]

θA

k2 , (4.19)
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where

c2
a,A =

p′A
ρ′A

= wA +
w′A

ρ′A/p′A
(4.20)

is the adiabatic speed of sound of fluid ‘A’ and c2
s,A is the effective speed of

sound of fluid ‘A’, defined as

c2
s,A =

δpA

δρA

∣∣∣∣
rest,A

, (4.21)

i.e. the ratio of pressure fluctuation to density fluctuation in the rest frame of

fluid ‘A’.

4.5 Evolution Of The Density Contrasts

We shall now frame the differential equations for density contrasts for both

DM and DE that determine their evolution with redshift. For that, we need to

know the perturbation in the interaction term also. From equations (2.39a) and

(2.40), it follows that

δQm = −δQde =
βHδρde

a
, (4.22)

fm = − fde =
βHρde (θ − θde)

ak2 . (4.23)

The density contrasts of CDM and IHDE are δm = δρm
ρm

and δde = δρde
ρde

re-

spectively. Using (4.22) and (4.23), the equations (4.17) and (4.18) for CDM and

IHDE can be written respectively as

δ′m + θm − 3Φ′ = βHρde
ρm

(Φ− δm + δde) , (4.24)

θ′m +Hθm − k2Φ = −βHρde
ρm

(θm − θde) , (4.25)
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δ′de+3H
(

c2
s,de − wde

)
δde + (1 + wde)

(
θde − 3Φ′

)

+3H
[
3H (1 + wde)

(
c2

s,de − wde

)] θde
k2 + 3Hw′de

θde
k2

=− βH
[

Φ + 3H
(

c2
s,de − wde

) θde
k2

]
,

(4.26)

θ′de +H
(

1− 3c2
s,de

)
θde − k2Φ−

k2δdec2
s,de

(1 + wde)
=

βH
(1 + wde)

(
−c2

s,deθde

)
. (4.27)

Eliminating θm from equations (4.24), (4.25) and θde from equations (4.26),

(4.27), the coupled differential equations for CDM and IHDE are obtained re-

spectively in terms of redshift as

C(m)
1

∂2δm

∂z2 + C(m)
2

∂δm

∂z
+ C(m)

3 δm + C(m)
4

∂2δde
∂z2 + C(m)

5
∂δde
∂z

+ C(m)
6 δde

+ C(m)
7

∂2Φ
∂z2 + C(m)

8
∂Φ
∂z

+ C(m)
9 Φ = 0 ,

(4.28)

C(de)
1

∂2δde
∂z2 + C(de)

2
∂δde
∂z

+ C(de)
3 δde + C(de)

4
∂2δm

∂z2 + C(de)
5

∂δm

∂z
+ C(de)

6 δm

+ C(de)
7

∂2Φ
∂z2 + C(de)

8
∂Φ
∂z

+ C(de)
9 Φ = 0 .

(4.29)

The coefficients C(m)
i and C(de)

i where i = 1, 2, . . . , 9 are given in the Appendix

A. The coefficients C(de)
4 , C(de)

5 and C(de)
6 are zero in equation (4.29) indicat-

ing that the evolution of DE is not directly affected by DM fluctuation but the

converse is not true. The coefficients C(m)
j and C(de)

j where j = 7, 8, 9 are non

zero in both the equations (4.28) and (4.29) which implies that the potential Φ

will affect the evolution of both DM and DE density contrasts. The evolution

of Φ is governed by the equation (4.14) and is not approximated by the Pois-

son equation. The equations (4.28) and (4.29) along with the equation (4.14)

are solved numerically to find the evolution of the density contrasts of the

CDM and IHDE. In order to do that, in the matter-dominated era, i.e. from

the initial redshift zin = 1100, it is assumed that Φ (zin) = constant = φ0 and

Φ′ (zin) = 0. It is also assumed that Ωm (zin) >> Ωde (zin) so that the term

with the ratio Ωde(zin)
Ωm(zin)

can be neglected for δm (zin) only. As discussed in [340],
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the initial conditions for δm, δ′m, δde and δ′de are

δmi = δm (zin) = −2φ0

[
1 +

(1 + zin)
2 k2

in
3H2

in

]
, (4.30)

δ′mi =
dδm

dz

∣∣∣∣
z=zin

= −4φ0
(1 + zin) k2

in
3H2

in

[
1− 3

2

(
1 +

wdeiΩdei
Ωmi

)]
, (4.31)

δdei = δde (zin) =
δmi

3− β Ωdei
Ωmi

{3 (1 + wdei) + β}, (4.32)

δ′dei =
dδde
dz

∣∣∣∣
z=zin

=
3
(

dwde
dz

) ∣∣∣
z=zin

3− β Ωdei
Ωmi

+
δ′mi

3− β Ωdei
Ωmi

{3 (1 + wdei) + β}

+ δmi{3 (1 + wdei) + β}
β
[

d
dz

(
Ωde
Ωm

)]
z=zin(

3− β Ωdei
Ωmi

)2 , (4.33)

where Hin = H (zin), wdei = wde (zin), Ωmi = Ωm (zin), Ωdei = Ωde (zin) and

kin is the mode entering the Hubble horizon at zin. The value of kin is taken as

(1 + z)−1 Hin. The numerical values for Hin, wdei, Ωmi and Ωdei are obtained

from the solutions of the equations (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10). The value of φ0 is

given by hand.

For the Fourier mode, k in equations (4.28), (4.29) and (4.14), the domain

considered is in the linear regime given by the galaxy power spectrum [348]

0.01h Mpc−1 . k . 0.2h Mpc−1, (4.34)

where h = H0

100 km s−1Mpc−1 is the dimensionless Hubble parameter at the

present epoch. The value of H0 = 67.27 is taken from the Planck 2018 data [72].

For k > 0.2h Mpc−1 (smaller scales), non-linear effects become prominent

whereas for k < 0.01h Mpc−1 observations are not very accurate. So we con-

sider k = 0.1h Mpc−1 following [265]. For our calculation we have considered

φ0 = 10−5 and c2
s,de = 0.

The density contrast of DM (δm) has over density (positive solution) while

that of DE (δde) has under density (negative solution). All the Figs. (4.2) - (4.6)
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are shown in logarithmic scale from z = 0 to z = 100 with C = 0.83 and β = 0

for the non-interacting case. For the interacting case, we have chosen C = 0.75

and β = −0.5. In all the figures, the density contrast is scaled by its present

value. For C = 0.83 and β = 0, the present values of dark matter and dark

energy fluctuations are δc(z = 0) = 0.71068 and δde(z = 0) = −0.24166 respec-

tively, while for C = 0.75 and β = −0.5 the values are δc(z = 0) = 0.81901 and

δde(z = 0) = −0.23467 respectively. To study the effect of interaction in the

growth of the density contrasts we have considered different sets C and β.

Figure (4.2) shows the variation of δm and δde with (1 + z) in logarithmic

scale for the non-interacting case for φ0 = 10−5 and φ0 = 10−6. When scaled by

their respective present value, the nature of the growth of δm and δde is hardly

sensitive to the value of φ0. This is clear from Figs. (4.2a) and (4.2b). Figure

(4.3) shows the same for the interacting case with C = 0.75 and β = −0.5. One

can clearly see from Figs. (4.2a) and (4.3a) that the interaction (β 6= 0) makes

the slopes different. For the variation of δde, we see that it first grows up to a

maximum and then decreases to unity at z = 0. The position as well as the

height of this peak is different in the Figs. (4.2b) and (4.3b). The presence of an

interaction has decreased the height of the maximum and made the growth a

little flat.

Figures (4.4a) and (4.5a) show the variation of δm with (1 + z) in logarithmic

scale for the same value of C but different values of β. For C = 0.6, as β

decreases from−0.8 to−2.0 the curve tends to become steeper and the growth

becomes faster. This behaviour is similar in both the cases of C = 0.6 and

C = 0.75. For δde (Figs. (4.4b) and (4.5b)), the change in slope for smaller β is

more prominent in smaller C value. In Fig. (4.4b), for C = 0.6, δde for β = −1.5,

changes faster than that for β = −0.8. Similarly in Fig. (4.5b), for C = 0.75,

δde for β = −1.5 changes faster than that for β = −0.5. The change in the

direction of the growth rate takes place after the Universe starts accelerating

and has a correlation with the deceleration parameter q changing its sign. For
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FIGURE 4.2: (a) shows plot of δm against (1 + z) and (b) shows the plot of δde against
(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for C = 0.83 and β = 0. The line shows the variation of
δm and δde for the initial condition, φ0 = 10−5 and the solid circles represent the same
corresponding to the initial condition, φ0 = 10−6 .
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FIGURE 4.3: (a) shows plot of δm against (1 + z) and (b) shows the plot of δde against
(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for C = 0.75 and β = −0.5. The line shows the variation of
δm and δde for the initial condition, φ0 = 10−5 and the solid circles represent the same
corresponding to the initial condition, φ0 = 10−6 .

Fig. (4.4b), the maximum of δde for β = −1.5 is at a slightly lower redshift than

that for β = −0.8, and for Fig. (4.5b), the maximum of δde for β = −1.5 is at

a lower redshift than that for β = −0.5. If β is decreased below −1.5, no such

correlation is seen.

Figure (4.6) shows the variation of the density contrasts δm and δde for the
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FIGURE 4.4: (a) shows plot of δm against (1 + z) and (b) shows the plot of δde against
(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for C = 0.6 and two different values of β. The line with
circles is for β = −0.8 and the line with triangles is for β = −1.5 .
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FIGURE 4.5: (a) shows plot of δm against (1 + z) and (b) shows the plot of δde against
(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for C = 0.75 and two different values of β. The line with
circles is for β = −0.5 and the line with triangles is for β = −1.5 .

different values of the effective speed of sound of dark energy perturbation,

c2
s,de. From the expression of δpde Eq. (4.19), we can see that the pressure per-

turbation not only depends on the product c2
s,deδρde but also on the background

quantities like wde, ρde, Q as well as the velocity perturbation through θde.

With c2
s,de = 0, the effect of the velocity perturbation present in the second

term is prominent. The presence of the interaction Q actually decreases this
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FIGURE 4.6: (a) shows plot of δm against (1 + z) and (b) shows the plot of δde against
(1 + z) in logarithmic scale for different values of c2

s,de with C = 0.75 and β = −0.5.
The line with solid circles corresponds to c2

s,de = 0, the line with solid triangles corre-
sponds to c2

s,de = 0.01 and the line with solid squares corresponds to c2
s,de = 1.0 .

effect (Figs. (4.2b) and (4.3b)). In presence of the c2
s,de (i.e. any non-zero value),

the effect of δρde comes into play. When zoomed into smaller redshift region

(z = 0.1275 to z = 0.4875), rapid oscillations are observed (Fig. (4.7)).

Figure 4.8 shows the variation of δm and δde with k/h at z = 0. In Fig. (4.8a),

for a given value of C and β, as k/h increases δm0 increases — the growth rate

of DM over densities increase for smaller scales entering the horizon. Though

the increase is not linear for k/h less than ∼ 0.1h, but when scaled by δm0,

the growth rates of δm for different k-modes are independent of the k-modes.

For Fig. (4.8b), negative values of δde increases with larger scales. The change

in slope in this case is also not linear for modes smaller than ∼ 0.1h and the

growth of δde/δde0 for different modes are identical.

4.6 Summary And Discussion

The primary motivation of the present work is to study the effect of interaction

on density perturbation in the dark sector of the Universe in a Holographic

dark energy model. Among various possibilities, we have chosen the future
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FIGURE 4.7: (a) shows plot of δm against z and (b) shows the plot of δde against z from
z = 0 to z = 0.7 for c2

s,de = 1.0 with C = 0.75 and β = −0.5 .
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FIGURE 4.8: (a) shows plot of δm0 against k and (b) shows the plot of δde0 against k at
z = 0 for C = 0.75 and β = −0.5 .

event horizon as the IR cut-off for the HDE model for which the Universe can

accelerate even in the absence of an interaction. For the interaction between

the DM and DE, we have chosen the interaction term to be proportional to

the dark energy density ρde. The interaction term is of the form Q = βHρde
a ,

in which the dependence on cosmic time comes through the global expansion

rate, the Hubble parameter H and the scale factor a. The coupling constant β

determines the strength of the interaction as well as the direction of the energy
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flow. No interaction between DE and DM is characterised by β = 0. We re-

stricted the model parameters C and β in such a way that at present the DE EoS

parameter, wde is sufficiently negative to produce the late time acceleration but

can avoid the “phantom menace” (wde < −1).

The set of coupled second order differential equations for the density con-

trasts for the CDM (δm) as well as the HDE (δde) were obtained in the Newto-

nian gauge. Adiabatic initial conditions were used with the assumption that

the DE density parameter is small compared to the DM density parameter

(Ωde
Ωm
� 1) at the onset of the matter dominated epoch (z = 1100) and has

no influence on the estimation of δm at z = 1100. We solved the differential

equations numerically from z = 0 to z = 1100 and found that δm is increasing

in the positive direction, whereas δde is increasing in the negative direction.

However, as δm and δde are always scaled by their respective present values,

this difference in signature is not reflected in the plots.

A small negative value of β indicates that dark matter decays into dark

energy and the interaction in the dark sector, if any, has to be small.

The effect of effective sound speed of DE, c2
s,de on density perturbation was

also looked at. The absence of an interaction, with wde = −1 and c2
s,de = 0

indicates no pressure perturbation in DE and the DE density perturbation is

expected to grow like that of DM. In the present HDE model, the scenario is

entirely different; even in the absence of interaction and c2
s,de, the pressure per-

turbation remains non-vanishing as wde is now a varying function of redshift,

z. The pressure perturbation is then governed by the velocity perturbation

through θde and the background quantities ρde, wde and Qde.

The DE density contrast, δde also grows almost in a similar fashion like its

DM counterpart, δm, for most of the evolution after the radiation dominated

era, but right at the present moment is actually decaying after hitting a max-

imum in the recent past. This is true even in the absence of interaction (char-

acterised by β = 0). This maximum is found to occur after the onset of the
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present accelerated phase of expansion. The height of the maximum is related

to the strength of the interaction, β. On decreasing the strength (smaller mag-

nitude) of the interaction, the position of maximum shifts to lower redshifts

and the height decreases. This feature is observed for the zero value of the

effective sound speed, c2
s,de(Fig. 4.6b).

When c2
s,de = 0 the first part in the expression for δpde (see equation (4.19))

is zero and from the second part, we can say that δde reaching a maximum is

characterised by θde whereas Qde actually suppresses this feature (Figs. 4.2 b

and 4.3b). When c2
s,de 6= 0, the contribution from the first part (c2

s,deδρde) results

in the steep rise in δde at lower values of z (Fig. 4.6b). This apparently is engi-

neered by θde. Except for the peak in the growth rate, similar features are also

seen for δm (Fig. 4.6a). For c2
s,de = 1, a rapid short-lived oscillations in the DE

density contrast is found between z = 0.1275 to z = 0.4875. These oscillations

are characteristic of c2
s,de = 1 and β 6= 0 (Fig. 4.7). The oscillations in δm are

present only in presence of DE perturbations; in absence of DE perturbations

(smooth DE), oscillations in δm would vanish.

For an interaction in dark sector, without a holographic bound, there is an

instability in the perturbation [263]. This does not appear in the present case

where there is a holographic bound.

Thus the present investigation has some new inputs leading to quite new

and intriguing features. The new physical input at the outset is certainly the

introduction of an interaction between DM and DE in the study of density con-

trasts. In the techniques and approximations, writing down the full relativistic

perturbation equations a priori is new. Even in the most recent and general

treatment [311], Φ′ is neglected for the estimations, but in the present work, its

contribution is also respected. The appearance of a peak δde for c2
s,de = 0 is a

completely new feature observed, which is not due to the interaction, as it is

there even for β = 0 . So this is due to the inclusion of Φ′ in the estimation. For

c2
s,de = 1, no growth for δde is normally observed. The recent work of Batista
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and Pace [266] shows an almost negligible growth. The present work shows a

very steep growth for small z. This is there both in the presence and absence

of interaction. For an interacting scenario, there is also a short-lived oscillatory

period in the growing mode of δde (Figs. (4.7a) and (4.7b)).

We presented the calculations with φ0 = 10−5 and k = 0.1h, these results

are insensitive to changes in φ0 and k mode entering the horizon.
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Chapter 5
Perturbations In A Scalar Field

Model With Virtues Of ΛCDM

5.1 Introduction

Over the last decade, the availability of high precision data from various sur-

veys has suggested that EoS parameter of dark energy w = −1.03± 0.03 within

the 95% confidence level [72], consistent with a cosmological constant. One

is tempted to conclude that the cosmological constant as dark energy with

cold dark matter (ΛCDM) is by far the most suitable model that describes

the evolution of the Universe at the present epoch. But the ΛCDM model is

plagued with problems like the fine-tuning problem [97] and the coincidence

problem [99, 100]. The fine-tuning problem is that the initial conditions are

needed to be set to an exact value so that the cosmological constant term dom-

inates at the current epoch. The coincidence problem is related to the question

why the energy densities of dark matter and dark energy are of the same order

of magnitude at the present epoch. These problems in the ΛCDM model has

forced us to look for other candidates that can drive the acceleration. A scalar

field rolling down a slowly varying potential not only gives rise to acceleration

but also alleviates the cosmological coincidence problem. Such a scalar field,

The work presented in this chapter is based on “Perturbations In A Scalar Field Model With
Virtues Of ΛCDM”, Srijita Sinha and Narayan Banerjee, JCAP 04 060 (2021)
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dubbed as ‘quintessence’, has been studied extensively in the literature [101–

103, 105, 106, 109, 111, 119–123, 125–128, 130, 349–353].

The ‘tracking’ models as discussed in Section 1.5.1 can resolve the fine-

tuning problem and coincidence problem but cannot give rise to the accelera-

tion with w = −1. The values of w that can be obtained are w = −0.6 [350],

w = −0.8 [349], w ≈ −0.82 [127], w < −0.8 [120, 123] to mention a few. Thus,

the quintessence models do not appear to be a complete solution. One should

therefore look for a model that will have the virtues of both the ΛCDM and a

quintessence but will be devoid of the flaws. A ‘tracking’ quintessence model

with an inverse power law potential, however, was shown to be consistent

with observational data sets [354–357]. The inverse power law potential with a

dynamical dark energy gives w = −1.03± 0.07 at z = 0 within the 68.27% con-

fidence limit [356], in agreement with the recent observations. However, the

present model is different from that discussed in [120, 123, 127, 349, 350, 354–

358] and yields w = −1 at the present epoch independent of the model param-

eters.

To construct a model without the problem of fixing the initial conditions,

the “scaling” potentials or the “tracking” potentials are among the natural

choices. However, the scaling solution does not drive an acceleration, whereas

the best-known tracking potentials cannot give the observationally preferred

value of w ' −1. In the present work, we introduce a scalar field model with

a potential such that it will have an accelerated expansion with an equation of

state at the present epoch similar to that given by ΛCDM and the current dark

energy density comparable to that of dark matter independent of the initial

conditions. We engineer the model such that the scalar field ϕ is subdominant

as a tracking dark energy at early times and start dominating as a cosmologi-

cal constant in the recent past driving the acceleration. The presence of a scalar

field from early times will have its imprints on the growth of perturbations

and hence on the large scale structures of the Universe. The scalar field will
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evolve through the history of the Universe, and unlike ΛCDM, will have fluc-

tuations similar to the other matter components. These fluctuations will affect

the formation of structures [340] and can also cluster on their own [265, 266].

Thus, structure formation will help break the degeneracy between the ΛCDM

model and our scalar field model (ϕCDM). This work aims to investigate the

perturbation in such a dark energy model and look for the distinguishing fea-

tures from the standard ΛCDM model. The present work is not an attempt

to constrain the model parameters with the observational datasets but rather

to bring out the characteristic features of the model by solving the perturba-

tion equations. It must be mentioned that the motivation of this work is not

to unify inflation and dark energy and we will consider the evolution of the

ϕCDM long after the completion of inflation.

5.2 The Scalar Field Model

We consider a homogeneous and isotropic Universe with spatially flat constant

time hypersurface, described by the well-known FLRW metric in conformal

time as,

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + δij dxidxj

)
. (5.1)

The Universe is filled with non-interacting fluids, namely photons (γ), neu-

trinos (ν), baryons (b), cold dark matter (c) and a scalar field (ϕ) with a po-

tential V (ϕ) acting as dark energy. The energy density and pressure of each

component are respectively ρi and pi, where i = γ, ν, b, c, ϕ. The equation of

state (EoS) parameter is given as wi = pi
ρi

. For the photons and neutrinos,

wγ = wν = 1/3 , for baryons and CDM, wb = wc = 0 . For the scalar field,

ρϕ = 1
2a2 ϕ′ 2 + V (ϕ) and pϕ = 1

2a2 ϕ′ 2 − V (ϕ) and the EoS parameter is given
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by

wϕ =
pϕ

ρϕ
=

1
2a2 ϕ′ 2 −V (ϕ)
1

2a2 ϕ′ 2 + V (ϕ)
= 1− 2 V (ϕ)

ρϕ
. (5.2)

The equation of equation of the scalar field is written as

ϕ′′ + 2Hϕ′ + a2 dV
dϕ

= 0 . (5.3)

Here,H(τ) = a′
a is the conformal Hubble parameter and prime (′) denotes the

derivative with respect to the conformal time, τ.

We construct the potential such that the scalar field behaves as a

quintessence field in the past and a cosmological constant at the present epoch.

We consider the potential as the sum of an exponential potential and a constant

potential, shown in Fig. (5.1). The potential is written as,

V (ϕ) = V0 e−λκϕΘ(−ϕ) + V0 Θ(ϕ) , (5.4)

where V0 is a constant and Θ(ϕ) is the Heaviside theta defined as

Θ(ϕ) =





0 ϕ < 0,

1 ϕ ≥ 0.
(5.5)

The potential given in Eq. (5.4) is continuous. In the exponential part, the

scalar field tracks the evolution of the dominant background fluid with wϕ =

wD and Ωϕ = 3(1 + wD)/λ2 with the condition λ2 > 3(1 + wD), wD being the

EoS parameter of the background fluid and Ωϕ is the energy density param-

eter defined as ρϕ

3 H2/κ
. Here, H is the Hubble parameter defined with respect

to the cosmic time t. This attractor solution is called the “scaling solution”,

introduced by Ratra & Peebles in [101] (see also [105, 106, 109]). The scalar

field then leaves the scaling regime and enters the constant potential regime.
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FIGURE 5.1: Plot of the potential V (ϕ) in units of Gev4 against ϕ/κ with V0 = 2.510×
10−47 Gev4 and λ = 14.8 (dashed line), λ = 15.2 (solid line) and λ = 15.6 (dashed-dot
line). Changing V0 will change Ωϕ 0.

The constant part of the potential arrests the fall of the scalar field and it starts

to slow-roll and eventually dominate the energy density of the Universe as the

cosmological constant. This drives an accelerated expansion at a late time with

wϕ = −1.
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FIGURE 5.2: (a) Plot of energy density ρ against scale factor a in logarithmic scale
where the role of dark energy is played by a scalar field (ϕ) in presence of photons
(γ), neutrinos (ν), baryons (b), cold dark matter (c). For simplicity, only radiation
(r ≡ γ + ν) and matter (m ≡ b + c) are shown along with ϕ, labelling the model
as ϕCDM. The late time evolution of ρ is enlarged in the inset. Only λ = 15.6 is
considered here. (b) Plot of ρϕ against scale factor a shows that the evolution of ρϕ at
late time is same for different values of the model parameter λ for a fixed value of V0.

Fig. (5.2a) shows the variation of the energy density of radiation, ρr (r ≡
γ + ν), matter, ρm (m ≡ b + c) and scalar field, ρϕ, with the scale factor a in
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logarithmic scale. Before reaching the tracking mode, the scalar field evolves

through different regimes as shown in Fig. (5.2a). We integrate the Klein-

Gordon equation (5.3) numerically, using the potential (5.4), starting from

a = 10−25 and consider that the initial ρϕ is smaller than ρr and ρm at that

epoch. As ϕ rolls down the potential, EK � EP suppressing dV
dϕ relative to

the first two terms in Eq. (5.3). EK redshifts as a−6 while EP remains constant

and ρϕ is dominated by EK. This kinetic-dominated regime is followed by the

potential-dominated regime, where ϕ rolls down very slowly making ϕ′′ in-

consequential. In this regime ρϕ is determined by V (ϕ) and becomes flat as

ϕ hardly evolves. When the dominant background, ρr in this case, reaches

the flat attractor value, they start evolving together. Thereafter, ρϕ tracks ρr

and subsequently ρm, depending on which dominates the background as dis-

cussed by Ratra & Peebles [101]. For a single component background along

with the scalar field, such as pure radiation and pure matter, similar results

can be obtained analytically as well [101, 110, 121]. Later, when the constant

potential V0 takes over, the scalar field energy density, ρϕ behaves like the cos-

mological constant. It should be noted that this transition is instantaneous as

it is implemented by a step function. Figure (5.2b) confirms that the cosmolog-

ical constant like behaviour is ensured for any value of the parameter λ for a

given value of V0.

The advantages of this potential (5.4) are that at late time wϕ = −1, irre-

spective of the model parameters, λ and V0, or initial conditions and that the

fraction of dark energy density present today, Ωϕ0 depends on the height of

the slow-roll region, V0. It deserves mention that V0 is not a free parameter but

is fixed by the other model parameters like the Ωbh2, Ωch2, H0, such that Ωϕ0

matches the observed value of ΩΛ (∼ 0.6847) [72]. The Θ function switches off

the effect of the exponential potential in the constant potential part so that the

scalar field is dominated completely by the EP after leaving the scaling region.

It deserves mention that the value of ϕ for the transition from exponential to
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constant potential is a free parameter. The effect in the evolution of the scalar

field due to the change in the transition value can be seen from Fig. (5.3), where

we consider three examples. When the transition point is shifted from zero to

ϕ0, the exponential part of the potential, Eq. (5.4) changes as V0 e−λκ(ϕ−ϕ0) to

accommodate for the continuity of V (ϕ). The change in the steepness of the

exponential potential changes the evolution of the scalar field before it behaves

as a tracking field. Once it starts to track the dominant background compo-

nents, its evolution remains unaffected by the change in the transition point,

ϕ0. So without loss of much of generality, we define our potential with ϕ0 = 0.
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FIGURE 5.3: (a) Plot of the potential V (ϕ) in units of Gev4 against ϕ/κ with V0 =
2.510× 10−47 Gev4, λ = 15.6 and transition at ϕ0/κ = −0.1 (dashed line), ϕ0/κ = 0.0
(solid line) and ϕ0/κ = 0.1 (dashed-dot line). Changing V0 will change Ωϕ 0. (b) Plot
of ρϕ against scale factor a shows that the evolution of ρϕ is different only at early
times for different values of transition point ϕ0 for fixed values of V0 and λ.

The constraint on the parameter λ comes from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis

(BBN) condition [103, 106, 109],

Ωϕ

(
a ∼ 10−10

)
. 0.09. (5.6)

It should be noted that in all the subsequent discussion, the scale factor,

a, is scaled so that its present value, a0 = 1. Considering V0 = 2.510 ×
10−47 Gev4 and λ = 15.6 with the parameter values listed in Table 5.1 gives

Ωϕ

(
a ∼ 10−10) = 0.01642 and Ωϕ(a = 1) = 0.6840. The parameter values
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listed in Table 5.1, are taken from the latest data release in 2018 of the Planck

collaboration [72] (Planck 2018, henceforth) and are based on the fiducial spa-

tially flat ΛCDM model. For our calculation we have considered ϕi = −8.99
κ

at ai = 10−25. It turns out that ϕ = 0 at a = 0.14237 (for the chosen val-

ues of V0 and λ), where the potential changes its role from a scaling po-

tential to effectively a cosmological constant. The dimensionless density pa-

rameter, Ωi is given by ρi
3 H2/κ

where the suffix i stands for the i-th compo-

nent. The dimensionless Hubble parameter at the present epoch is defined as

h = H0

100 km s−1Mpc−1 . Figure (5.2) is obtained by solving the Klein-Gordon Eq.

(5.3) numerically with the potential (5.4) using these parameter values. For the

study of detailed dynamics of the scalar field during tracking region we refer

to [101, 105, 106, 109, 110, 121].

TABLE 5.1: Values of background parameters from the Planck 2018 collaboration.

Parameter Value
Ωbh2 0.0223828
Ωch2 0.1201075

H0

[
km s−1Mpc−1

]
67.32117
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FIGURE 5.4: (a) Plot of density parameter Ω against scale factor a in logarithmic scale.
For simplicity, only radiation (r ≡ γ + ν) and matter (m ≡ b + c) are shown along
with ϕ. (b) Plot of deceleration parameter q against scale factor a for ϕCDM (solid
line) and ΛCDM (dashed-dot line). Only λ = 15.6 is considered here.
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The evolution of the energy density parameters, Ω(≡ Ωi) of radiation

(r ≡ γ + ν), matter (m ≡ b + c) and scalar field (ϕ) with the scale factor a,

in logarithmic scale, are shown in Fig. (5.4a) and that of the deceleration pa-

rameter q = −
(

a a′′
a′ 2 − 1

)
with a in Fig. (5.4b) for λ = 15.6. Figure (5.4) shows

that the evolution dynamics of the Universe is different from the ΛCDM model

even though wϕ = −1 at the present epoch. The two models are qualitatively

very similar, but not really overlapping. For the scalar field model, henceforth

called ϕCDM, the accelerated expansion starts at a little higher value of a com-

pared to the ΛCDM model.

5.3 The Perturbations

The scalar field model given by Eq. (5.4) can have fluctuations and thereby

affect the evolution of perturbations of other components. The scalar pertur-

bation equations in synchronous gauge are considered in the present work and

the differential equations are solved using the suitably modified version of the

publicly available Boltzmann code CAMB8 [269]. To study the dependence of the

fluctuations on the model parameters, we used different values of λ keeping

V0 constant (varying V0 will change Ωϕ 0).

5.3.1 Effect On Density Perturbation

The scalar perturbation of the FLRW metric takes the form as given in Eq. (2.8)

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
−(1 + 2φ)dτ2 + 2 ∂iB dτ dxi +

[
(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE

]
dxidxj

}
,

(5.7)

where φ, ψ, B, E are gauge-dependent functions of both space and time. In

synchronous gauge, φ = B = 0, ψ = η and k2E = −h/2 − 3η, where η

8Available at: https://camb.info

https://camb.info
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and h are the synchronous gauge fields defined in the Fourier space and k is

the wavenumber [254]. The perturbation equations in the matter sector in the

Fourier space are

δ′i + k vi +
h′

2
= 0, (5.8)

v′i +Hvi = 0, (5.9)

where δi = δρi/ρi is the density contrast and vi is the peculiar velocity of i-

th (i = b, c) fluid. Assuming there is no momentum transfer in CDM frame,

vc is set to zero. For the details of this set of equations, we refer to the refer-

nces [245, 249, 254, 359]. The perturbation δϕ in the scalar field has the equation

of motion [360]

δϕ′′ + 2Hδϕ′ + k2δϕ + a2 d2V
dϕ2 δϕ +

1
2

ϕ′h′ = 0, (5.10)

in the Fourier space with wavenumber k. The perturbation in energy density

δρϕ and pressure δpϕ are given as

δρϕ = −δT0
0(ϕ) =

ϕ′δϕ′

a2 + δϕ
dV
dϕ

, (5.11)

δT j
0(ϕ)

= − ik j ϕ′ δϕ

a2 , i ≡
√
−1 (5.12)

δpϕδi
j = δTi

j(ϕ) =

(
ϕ′δϕ′

a2 − δϕ
dV
dϕ

)
δi

j, (5.13)

when expanded in the Fourier space. Here δTµ
ν(ϕ)

is the perturbed stress-

energy tensor of the scalar field.

For an adiabatically expanding Universe, the square of sound speed is

c2
s,ϕ = p′ϕ/ρ′ϕ. Using the Klein-Gordon Eq. (5.3), the square of adiabatic sound

speed [110, 361] for the scalar field reads as

c2
s,ϕ = −1

3
− 2ϕ′′

3Hϕ′
= 1 +

2a2

3Hϕ′
dV
dϕ

. (5.14)
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In order to solve the perturbation Eq. (5.10), the second derivative of the po-

tential is written in terms of the square of sound speed, c2
s,ϕ as

d2V
dϕ2 =

3
2
H2

a2

[
c2 ′

s,ϕ

H −
1
2

(
c2

s,ϕ − 1
)(

3c2
s,ϕ + 5

)
+
H′
H
(

c2
s,ϕ − 1

)]
. (5.15)

The square of sound speed, c2
s,ϕ is constant in the different phases of evolu-

tion, e.g. in the scaling regime c2
s,ϕ = wϕ = wD and in the slow-roll regime

c2
s,ϕ = 1. We shall henceforth take it to be described by Eq. (5.14) but neglect

its derivative, c2 ′
s,ϕ [110] in Eq. (5.15). The perturbation Eqs. (5.8) and (5.9) are

solved along with Eqs. (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12) with adiabatic initial conditions

and k = [1.0, 0.1, 0.01] h Mpc−1 using CAMB.
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FIGURE 5.5: (a) Plot of the matter density contrast δm against a. Both the axes are in
logarithmic scale. (b) Plot of scalar field density contrast δϕ against a. In (b), only a is
in logarithmic scale. The solid line represents k = 1.0 h Mpc−1, dashed line represents
k = 0.1 h Mpc−1 and dashed-dot line represents k = 0.01 h Mpc−1 with λ = 15.6.

Figure (5.5a) shows the variation of the density contrast, δm = δρm/ρm for

the cold dark matter (c) together with the baryonic matter (b) and Fig. (5.5b)

shows the variation of the density contrast δϕ = δρϕ/ρϕ of the scalar field

against a in logarithmic scale for k = [1.0, 0.1, 0.01] h Mpc−1. In the matter

dominated era, the modes of δm grow in a very similar fashion. The modes

of δϕ oscillate rapidly with decreasing amplitude after entering the horizon.

Figure (5.6) shows the evolution of the matter density contrast δm, for ϕCDM

and ΛCDM. For a better comparison, δm for both the models have been scaled
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by δm0 = δm(a = 1) of ΛCDM. It can be seen that there is a difference in the

growth of δm in the two models (ϕCDM and ΛCDM). To distinguish the effect

of the parameter, λ, of the present potential with the ΛCDM model, we have

shown the fractional matter density contrast, ∆δm
δm, ΛCDM

=
(

1− δm, ϕCDM
δm, ΛCDM

)
in the

lower panel of Fig. (5.6). It is clearly seen that, δm for λ = 15.2 takes a slightly

smaller value compared to that of δm for λ = 15.6. Thus, the growth of matter

density fluctuation decreases with decrease in the parameter, λ.
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FIGURE 5.6: Upper Panel : Plot of the matter density contrast δm
δm 0, ΛCDM

against a in
logarithmic scale for ϕCDM with λ = 15.2 (solid line with solid circles) and λ = 15.6
(solid line) and ΛCDM (dashed-dot line) for k = 0.1 h Mpc−1. The difference in the
growth of δm for ϕCDM and ΛCDM is prominent in the recent past, so the plot starts
from a = 10−3. Lower Panel : Plot of the fractional growth rate relative to the ΛCDM
model. The fractional growth rate is defined as ∆δm

δm, ΛCDM
=
(

1− δm, ϕCDM
δm, ΛCDM

)
.

5.3.2 Effect On CMB Temperature, Matter Power Spectra And

f σ8

For more insight into the effect of the scalar field ϕ on different physical quan-

tities, we look at the CMB temperature spectrum, matter power spectrum and

f σ8. The CMB temperature power spectrum is given as

CTT
` =

2
k

∫
k2dk Pζ(k)∆2

T`(k), (5.16)
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where Pζ(k) is the primordial power spectrum, ∆T`(k) is the temperature trans-

fer function, ` is the multipole index and T stands for temperature. For the de-

tail calculation of the CMB spectrum we refer to [276, 277]. The matter power

spectrum is given as

P (k, a) = As kns T2 (k) D2 (a) , (5.17)

where As is the normalising constant, ns is the spectral index, T (k) is the

matter transfer function and D (a) = δm(a)
δm(a=1) is the normalised density con-

trast. For the detailed method of calculation we refer to the monograph by

Dodelson [274]. CTT
` and P(k, a) are computed numerically using CAMB. The

values As = 2.100549 × 10−9 and ns = 0.9660499 are taken from the Planck

2018 data [72], and hence, depend on the fiducial ΛCDM model. Figure (5.7a)

shows that the CMB temperature power spectra, CTT
` , are almost independent

of the values of the model parameter, λ. For clarity of the plots only two values

of λ are given. The presence of the scalar field ϕ decreases the matter content

of the Universe slightly during matter domination making the amplitude of

first two peaks of the CMB spectra marginally higher than that in the ΛCDM

model. The scalar field also lowers the low-` CMB spectrum through the inte-

grated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effect. These features are clear from the lower panel

of Fig. (5.7a), which shows the fractional change (= ∆CTT
` /CTT

`, ΛCDM) in CTT
` of

the ϕCDM models relative to the ΛCDM model; a smaller λ produces slightly

lower low-` modes. A lesser amount of matter leads to a marginally lower

matter power spectrum at small scales (Fig. (5.7b)), which is clear from the

positive fractional change in matter power spectrum, ∆P/PΛCDM, relative to

the ΛCDM model (lower panel). Both these figures are for the present epoch.

To differentiate the ϕCDM and ΛCDM decisively, we have studied the lin-

ear growth rate,

f (a) =
d ln δm

d ln a
=

a
δm(a)

dδm

d a
. (5.18)
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P(k) in units of

(
h−1Mpc

)3 with wavenumber k in units of h Mpc−1. Both the axes are
in logarithmic scales in (b). Lower Panel : Plot of fractional change in the temper-

ature spectrum, ∆CTT
`

CTT
`, ΛCDM

=

(
1− CTT

`, ϕCDM

CTT
`, ΛCDM

)
and the fractional change in matter power

spectrum, ∆P
PΛCDM

=
(

1− PϕCDM
PΛCDM

)
. For both panels, the solid line with solid circles rep-

resents ϕCDM with λ = 15.2 and solid line represents ϕCDM with λ = 15.6 while the
dashed-dot line is for ΛCDM at a = 1.

Observationally the growth rate is measured using the perturbation of the

galaxy density δg, which is related to the matter density perturbations δm as

δg = bδm, where b ∈ [1, 3] is the bias parameter. The estimate of the growth

rate f is sensitive to the bias parameter, and thus not very reliable. A more

dependable observational quantity is the product f (a)σ8(a) [362], where σ8(a)

is the root-mean-square (rms) fluctuations of the linear density field within the

sphere of radius R = 8h−1 Mpc. The rms mass fluctuation can be written as

σ8(a) = σ8(1)
δm(a)
δm(1)

, where σ8(1) is the value at a = 1 (Table 5.2), calculated by

integrating the matter power spectrum over all the values of the wavenumber

k using CAMB. Thus, the combination becomes

f σ8(a) ≡ f (a)σ8(a) = σ8(1)
a

δm(1)
dδm

d a
. (5.19)

Since f σ8 measurements provide a tighter constraint on the cosmological
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parameters, it will give a better insight into the growth of the density pertur-

bations. We have studied the variation of f and f σ8 with redshift z for three

different values of λ. Redshift z is related to the scale factor a as z =
( a0

a − 1
)
,

a0 being the present value. The linear growth rate f and f σ8 are independent

of the wavenumber k for low redshift. As the f σ8 analysis is valid for z ∈ [0, 2],

the redshift from z = 0 to z = 2 are considered here.

TABLE 5.2: Values of σ8 at a = 1 for the ϕCDM and ΛCDM models.

Model λ σ8
14.8 0.7638

ϕCDM 15.2 0.7664
15.6 0.7687

ΛCDM — 0.8123
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FIGURE 5.8: (a) Plot of Upper Panel : linear growth rate f and Lower Panel : fractional
growth rate, ∆ f

fΛCDM
=
(

1− fϕCDM
fΛCDM

)
relative to the ΛCDM model. (b) Plot of f σ8 against

redshift z. For all the plots, the dashed line represents ϕCDM with λ = 14.8, solid line
represents λ = 15.2 and dashed-dot-dot represents λ = 15.6 while the dashed-dot line
is for ΛCDM.

The linear growth rate f is almost same for all the models at low redshift

(Fig. (5.8a)). The little change in the growth rate, f due to change in λ is visi-

ble in the fractional change in growth rate, ∆ f / fΛCDM, relative to the ΛCDM

model (lower panel of Fig. (5.8a)). The difference in matter power spectrum is

manifested in its amplitude σ8 as given in Table (5.2) and in f σ8 in Fig. (5.8b). It

is interesting to note that there is a substantial difference in f σ8 for ϕCDM and
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ΛCDM which is not there in the CMB temperature and matter power spectra.

Thus, a low f σ8 can be said to be the characteristic distinguishing feature of

the present ϕCDM model from the ΛCDM model. It must be noted that λ is

chosen in such a way that is compatible with the age of the Universe which is

around 13.797± 0.023 Giga years according to the recent Planck 2018 data [72].

5.4 Summary And Discussion

In the present work, we have introduced a scalar field model that will retain the

virtues of the ΛCDM model without its shortcomings. We have investigated

the perturbation in such a dynamical dark energy model that will alleviate the

initial condition problem associated with the cosmological constant and attain

an EoS parameter wϕ = −1 at the present epoch. At early times the scalar field

energy density tracks the dominant component of the background fluid and

later on starts to roll sufficiently slowly to drive the accelerated expansion of

the Universe. A scalar field with an exponential potential at early epoch and

a constant potential at late time, connected by Heaviside Θ functions (Eq. 5.4),

appears to serve the purpose. That wϕ = −1 for the present epoch is inde-

pendent of the choice of the model parameters and the present dark energy

density parameter, Ωϕ 0 is dependent on the height of the constant potential,

V0.

We have worked out a detail perturbation analysis to differentiate the scalar

field model (ϕCDM) with the ΛCDM model. The linearised scalar perturba-

tions of the FLRW metric in synchronous gauge are studied using our modified

CAMB. The growth of matter density contrast, δm is similar to the ΛCDM model

and is smaller for the smaller value of λ. The linear growth rate f , which is the

logarithmic derivative of δm with respect to a is same for both the models. The

presence of the scalar field slightly decreases the matter content of the Universe

during the evolutionary history. This decrease in matter content is manifested
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in the matter power spectrum and even more clearly in the evolution of the

f σ8. Thus, f σ8 helps in breaking the degeneracy between the present ϕCDM

model and the standard ΛCDM. Another interesting result is that the decrease

in the rate of clustering decreases the variance of the linear matter perturba-

tion, σ8. As seen from Table (5.2), the σ8 obtained here is more towards the side

of the value obtained from the galaxy cluster counts using thermal Sunyaev-

Zel’dovich (tSZ) signature [72, 363], σ8 = 0.77+0.04
−0.03 rather than the value ob-

tained from Planck spectrum [72], σ8 = 0.811± 0.006. It must be mentioned

here that as shown in [364, 365], quintessence-CDM model also prefer lower

H0 compared to the standard ΛCDM model. A detailed study of the parameter

space is required to confirm if this model can solve the σ8 tension and prefer a

lower value of H0. Such an analysis is outside the scope of the present work

and will be considered in a separate work. It has already been mentioned that

the values of the background parameters (Ωbh2, Ωch2, H0, As and ns) are fixed

to the mean values obtained by the Planck 2018 collaboration [72], for the fidu-

cial spatially flat ΛCDM model. We have used them as an illustrative example

in the absence of any parameter values obtained by constraining the present

model with the observational data sets.

It can be said quite conclusively that this scalar field model resolves the

initial condition problem, produces late-time acceleration with wϕ = −1 as

predicted by the recent data as well as decreases rms mass fluctuation σ8. This

model is also successful in the context of the structure formation in the Uni-

verse. The model looks to be promising, but it has to be tested against obser-

vational datasets, and compared with ΛCDM and other competing models in

connection with the evidence criteria.
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Chapter 6
Differentiating Interaction In The

Dark Sector With Perturbation

6.1 Introduction

The fact that the dark matter and dark energy have energy densities of the

same order of magnitude opens the possibility that there is an energy exchange

between the two. Interactions between dark matter and dark energy in various

dark energy models have been studied and tested against observations exten-

sively [149, 152, 153, 241, 366–388]. For detailed reviews on interacting dark

matter-dark energy models, we refer to [345, 389, 390].

The presence of a coupling in the dark sector may not be ruled out a

priori [149, 152, 153, 241, 366–385, 391–395]. It naturally raises the question

whether the interaction was there from the beginning of the Universe and ex-

ists through its evolution or is a recent phenomenon, or it was entirely an early

phenomenon and not at all present today. A modification of the phenomeno-

logical interaction term by an evolving coupling parameter instead of its being

a constant, may answer this question. A constant coupling parameter indicates

the interaction is present throughout the evolution of the Universe [371, 396].

In this work, we have considered the coupling parameter to be evolving with

The work presented in this chapter is based on “Differentiating Dark Interactions With Pertur-
bation”, Srijita Sinha, Phys. Rev. D 103, 123547 (2021)
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the scale factor. Interaction with an evolving coupling parameter is not stud-

ied much in literature and warrants a detailed analysis. Rosenfeld [397] and

Yang et al. [398] have considered the dynamical coupling parameter, but the

motivation as well as the analytical form of the parameter used in the present

work are different.

There is no theoretically preferred form of the phenomenological interac-

tion term. In this work, two possible scenarios are considered — (a) the pres-

ence of interaction is significant during the late time but not at early time and

(b) the presence of interaction is significant in the early times but not at late

time. The rate of energy transfer is considered to be proportional to the dark

energy density. The dynamical coupling parameter will affect the evolution of

the dark matter and hence have its imprints in the growth of perturbations.

Thus the presence of dynamical interaction can give rise to new features in

structure formation. The motivation of the present work is to investigate the

effects of interaction on clustering of matter perturbation, understand the evo-

lution of the interaction using perturbation and test the models against obser-

vational datasets.

We tested the interacting models with different observational datasets like

the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [72], baryon acoustic oscillation

(BAO) [75, 399, 400], Type Ia Supernovae (SNe Ia) [70] data and their differ-

ent combinations. For a complete understanding of the effect of interaction

on structure formation, it is necessary to consider the effect of the large scale

structure (LSS) information on the cosmological constraints. In the present

work, we have considered the redshift-space distortions (RSD) data [401] as

the LSS data. Combining the RSD data with CMB, BAO and Supernovae data

is expected to break the degeneracy between the different interacting models

with similar background evolution as well as provide a tight constraint on the

interaction parameter.

The LSS data, which includes Planck Sunyaev-Zel’dovich survey [402],
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Canada France Hawaii Telescope Lensing Survey (CFHTLens) [403, 404],

South Pole Telescope (SPT) [405, 406], RSD survey, are in disagreement with

CMB observations for the root-mean-square mass fluctuation in sphere with

radius 8h−1 Mpc, (called σ8) and hence for the matter density parameter Ωm

and the Hubble parameter H0 [364, 365, 407–412]. The LSS observations prefer

lower values of σ8 and Ωm and a higher value of H0 compared to the CMB

results. Many attempts have been made to settle the disagreement between

the two datasets [356, 357, 413–416]. Some more of the notable work with RSD

data are [152, 188, 417–423].

It must be mentioned here that the model with constant coupling parameter

has been tested rigorously against different observational datasets and priors

ranges [411, 424, 425] to name a few. In this work, we used different datasets

and different prior ranges and an “evolving” coupling parameter in the in-

teraction term. Moreover, we considered an evolving dark energy with EoS

given by the Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) parametrisation. However, the

present work is not an attempt to alleviate the σ8 or H0 tensions but to under-

stand the evolution of the interaction using perturbation and test the models

against observational datasets.

6.2 Interacting Dark Matter-Dark Energy Fluid

The Universe is considered to be described by a spatially flat, homogeneous

and isotropic FLRW metric,

ds2 = a2(τ)
(
−dτ2 + δijdxidxj

)
. (6.1)

The Universe is filled with five components of matter, all formally represented

as perfect fluids — photons (γ), neutrinos (ν), baryons (b), cold dark matter (c)

and dark energy (de). We assume that there is an energy transfer only in the
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dark sector of the Universe such that the conservation equations are

ρ′c + 3Hρc = −aQ , (6.2)

ρ′de + 3H(1 + wde)ρde = aQ. (6.3)

A prime indicates differentiation with respect to the conformal time τ. The

pressure, pc = 0 for cold dark matter. The other three fluids — photons (γ),

neutrinos (ν) and baryons (b) conserve independently and hence, have no en-

ergy transfer among them. Their conservation equations are written as

ρ′A + 3H(1 + wA)ρA = 0 , (6.4)

where wA = pA/ρA is the equation of state parameter (EoS) of the A-th

fluid and A = γ, ν, b. For photons and neutrinos, the EoS parameter is

wγ = wν = 1/3, for baryons and cold dark matter, the EoS parameter is

wb = wc = 0 and for dark energy, the EoS parameter is wde = pde/ρde. In

Eqs. (6.2) and (6.3), Q gives the rate of energy transfer between the two fluids.

If Q < 0, energy is transferred from dark energy to dark matter (DE → DM)

and if Q > 0, energy is transferred from dark matter to dark energy (DM →
DE). When Q > 0, dark matter redshifts faster than a−3 and when Q < 0, dark

matter redshifts slower than a−3. The dark energy evolution depends on the

difference wde − aQ
3Hρde

. Thus, the interaction manifests itself by changing the

scale factor dependence of the dark matter as well as dark energy. There are

different forms of the choice of the phenomenological interaction term Q, the

models with Q proportional to either ρc or ρde or any combination of them are

among the more popular choices, [149–153] to mention a few. It must be men-

tioned here that there is no particular theoretical compulsion for any of these

choices. We have taken the covariant form of the source term such that it is

proportional to the dark energy density (Qµ ∝ ρde) and is written in terms of
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DM 4-velocity uµ
c as

Qµ =
Hρde uµ

c β(a)
a

. (6.5)

Here, β(a) is the coupling parameter evolving with the scale factor, a. The cou-

pling parameter determines the strength of interaction and direction of energy

flow; β = 0 indicates that there is no coupling in the dark sector. In this work,

we considered two possible scenarios,

Model L If the coupling was not significant in the early Universe (a = 0) and

is felt only at the recent epoch.

Model E If the interaction is predominantly an early phenomenon and is in-

significant now (a = 1).

We compared the models with the Universe with a constant interaction param-

eter (Model C). The ansatz chosen for the models are simple analytic functions

of a which are well-behaved in the region a ∈ [0, 1].

Model L : β(a) = β0

(
2 a

1 + a

)
, (6.6a)

Model E : β(a) = β0

(
1− a
1 + a

)
, (6.6b)

Model C : β(a) = β0. (6.6c)

The terms in parenthesis in the Eqs. (6.6a) and (6.6b) are positive definite for

the domain of a under consideration and hence the direction of energy flow is

determined by the signature of the constant β0.

It is considered in this work that the DE has a dynamical EoS parame-

ter given by the well-known Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) parametrisa-

tion [286, 287] as

wde = w0 + w1(1− a) , (6.7)

where w0 and w1 are constants. A dimensionless interaction term is defined

as ΩI = Q
3H3/κ

and the dimensionless density parameter of matter (baryonic
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matter and cold dark matter (DM), denoted as ‘m(= b + c)’) and dark energy

(DE) are defined as Ωm = ρm
3 H2/κ

and Ωde = ρde
3 H2/κ

respectively. Similarly,

energy density parameter for radiation is Ωr = ρr
3 H2/κ

. Here H is the Hubble

parameter defined with respect to the cosmic time t and the dimensionless

Hubble parameter at the present epoch is defined as h = H0

100 km s−1Mpc−1 . The

parameter values used in this work are listed in table 5.1, where the values are

taken from the latest 2018 data release of the Planck collaboration [72] (Planck

2018, henceforth).

As shown by Pavón and Wang [347], energy transfer from dark energy

to dark matter (DE → DM) is thermodynamically favoured following the Le

Châtelier-Braun principle. Observational data, on the other hand, prefer en-

ergy transfer from dark matter to dark energy (DM→ DE) [153, 186, 386, 394].

It must be noted that though the parameters β0 and wde are in principle in-

dependent, they largely affect the perturbation evolutions and hence are cor-

related in parameter space of perturbation constraints. It had been shown

in [263, 426, 427] that gravitational instabilities arise for constant wde ' −1

due the interaction term in non-adiabatic pressure perturbations of dark en-

ergy. The early time instabilities in the evolution of dark energy perturba-

tion [150, 263, 265, 426, 428–433] depend on the parameters β0 and (1 + wde)

via a ratio called the doom factor, given as

d ≡ − aQ
3Hρde(1 + wde)

. (6.8)

To avoid early time instabilities, d must be negative semi-definite (d ≤ 0) [428],

ensuring that β0 and (1 + wde) have the same sign. Thus stable perturbations

can be achieved with either energy flow from dark matter to dark energy (β0 >

0) and non-phantom or quintessence EoS ((1 + wde) > 0) or energy flow from

dark energy to dark matter (β0 < 0) and phantom EoS ((1 + wde) < 0).
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In this section and the next (Section 6.3), we have considered the en-

ergy flow from dark matter to dark energy and β0 to be positive and hence

wde > −1. We have chosen the magnitude of β0 to be small consistent with

the observational results given in [152, 384, 385, 388, 396]. The particular value

used here, β0 = 0.007, is an example chosen such that no instability in the

dark energy perturbation arises. For the background and perturbation analy-

ses (Section 6.3), we have chosen the example values of the parameter, w0 and

w1 in wde (Eq. (6.7)) as

w0 = −0.9995, w1 = 0.005. (6.9)

The chosen values of the parameters w0 and w1 also ensure that wde ∼ −1 at

a = 1. It must be mentioned that, EoS parameter in the quintessence region

is considered solely to avoid DE models with a future “big-rip” singularity

associated with phantom EoS parameter. Several instances of interacting DE

models with wde < −1 are found in the literature [153, 263, 384–386, 396, 428,

434, 435]. Figure (6.1a) shows the evolution of ΩI with scale factor a for Model

L, Model E and Model C. In Fig. (6.1a) the direction of energy flow is from dark

matter to dark energy and the magnitude of ΩI is the rate of energy transfer.

The variation of density parameters of radiation (Ωr), dark matter together

with baryons (Ωm) and dark energy (Ωde) with scale factor a in logarithmic

scale is shown in Fig. (6.1b) for the three models and the ΛCDM model. It is

clear from Figs. (6.1a) and (6.1b) that the effect of interaction will be very small

in its contribution to the density parameters, ΩA, where A = r, m, de. In Figs.

(6.1a) the y-axis is scaled by 10−3.
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FIGURE 6.1: Plot of (a) the dimensionless interaction parameter ΩI and (b) density
parameter Ω against scale factor a. The x-axis in Fig. (b) is in logarithmic scale The
solid line with solid circles represents Model L, solid line represents Model E and
dashed-dot line represents Model C while the dashed-dot-dot line is for ΛCDM. The
inset shows the zoomed-in portion for the region a = 0.76 to a = 0.78.

6.3 Evolution Of Perturbations

The perturbed FLRW metric in a general gauge takes the form [245, 249, 254,

359]

ds2 = a2(τ)
{
−(1 + 2φ)dτ2 + 2 ∂iB dτ dxi+

[
(1− 2ψ)δij + 2∂i∂jE

]
dxidxj

}
,

(6.10)

where φ, ψ, B, E are gauge-dependant scalar functions of space and time. In

presence of interaction, the covariant form of the energy-momentum conser-

vation equation will be

T µν

(A);ν = Q µ

(A)
, where ∑

A
Qµ

(A)
= 0 . (6.11)

The energy-momentum transfer function for the fluid ‘A’, Q µ

(A)
, can be split

into the energy transfer rate, Q(A) and the momentum transfer rate, Fµ

(A)
, rela-

tive to the total 4-velocity as [150, 263, 427]

Q µ

(A)
= Q(A)u

µ + F µ

(A)
, uµF µ

(A)
= 0 , F µ

(A)
= a−1

(
0, ∂i fA

)
. (6.12)
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Writing the total 4-velocity, u µ, in terms of the total peculiar velocity, v as

u µ = a−1
(

1− φ, vi
)

, (6.13)

the temporal and spatial components of the 4-energy-momentum transfer rate

can be written as

Q0
(A) = a−1 [QA(1− φ) + δQA] , (6.14)

and Qi
(A) = a−1

[
QA vi + ∂i fA

]
(6.15)

respectively, where δQA is the perturbation in the energy transfer rate and fA

is the momentum transfer potential.

The perturbed conservation equations of the fluid ‘A’ in the Fourier space

are written as

δρ′A − 3(ρA + pA)ψ
′+k(ρA + pA)

(
vA + E′

)
+

3H (δρA + δpA) = aQAφ + aδQA,
(6.16)

[(ρA + pA)(vA + B)]′+4H(ρA + pA)(vA + B)−

k(ρA + pA)φ− k δpA = aQA(v + B)− a k fA .
(6.17)

In Eqs. (6.16) and (6.17), δρA is the perturbation in the energy density, δpA is

the perturbation in pressure, u µ
A = a−1(1− φ, vi

A
)

is the 4-velocity with pe-

culiar velocity vA of the fluid ‘A’ and k is the wavenumber. For an adiabatic

perturbation, the pressure perturbation in presence of interaction is

δpA = c2
s, AδρA +

(
c2

s, A − c2
a, A

)
[3H(1 + wA)ρA − aQA]

vA

k
, (6.18)

where c2
a, A =

p′A
ρ′A

is the square of adiabatic sound speed and c2
s, A = δpA

δρA
is the

square of effective sound speed in the rest frame of A-th fluid.

The dynamical coupling parameter β0 defined in Eq. (6.5) in the previous
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section is considered to be not affected by perturbation. This assumption is

valid for the EoS parameter defined in Eq. (6.7) and the Hubble parameter,

H. These perturbation equations are solved along with the perturbation equa-

tions [245, 249, 254] of the radiation, neutrino and baryon using the publicly

available Boltzmann code CAMB9 [269] after suitably modifying it.

Using (6.13), Eq. (6.5) can be conveniently written as

Q =
Hρde β(a)

a
. (6.19)

Defining the density contrasts of the dark matter and dark energy as δc =

δρc/ρc and δde = δρde/ρde respectively and using Eqs. (6.18) and (6.19), the

perturbation Eqs. (6.16) and (6.17) are written in synchronous gauge [254] (φ =

B = 0, ψ = η and k2 E = −h/2− 3η, where η and h are synchronous gauge

fields in the Fourier space) as

δ′c + kvc +
h′

2
= Hβ(a)

ρde
ρc

(δc − δde), (6.20)

v′c +Hvc = 0 , (6.21)

δ′de + 3H
(

c2
s, de − wde

)
δde + (1 + wde)

(
kvde +

h′

2

)

+3H
[
3H(1 + wde)

(
c2

s, de − wde

)] vde
k

+ 3Hw′de
vde
k

= 3H2β(a)
(

c2
s, de − wde

)vde
k

,

(6.22)

v′de +H
(

1− 3c2
s, de

)
vde −

k δde c2
s, de

(1 + wde)
=
H β(a)

(1 + wde)

[
vc −

(
1 + c2

s, de

)
vde

]
. (6.23)

The coupled differential Eqs. (6.21)-(6.23) are solved with k = 0.1 h Mpc−1

and the adiabatic initial conditions using CAMB. Using the gauge-invariant

quantity [359, 426, 431, 432, 436] ζA =
(
−ψ−H δρA

ρ′A

)
and relative entropy

perturbation SAB = 3(ζA − ζB), the adiabatic initial conditions for δc, δde in

9Available at: https://camb.info

https://camb.info
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presence of interaction are obtained respectively as

δci =

[
3 +

ρde
ρc

β(a)
]

δγ

3(1 + wγ)
, (6.24a)

δdei = [3 (1 + wde)− β(a)]
δγ

3(1 + wγ)
, (6.24b)

Here, δγ is the density fluctuation of photons. As can be seen from Eq. (6.21),

there is no momentum transfer in the DM frame, hence initial value for vc is

set to zero (vci = 0) [263, 374, 431, 432]. The initial value for the dark energy

velocity, vde is assumed to be same as the initial photon velocity, vdei = vγ i. To

avoid the instability in dark energy perturbations due to the the propagation

speed of pressure perturbations, we have set c2
s, de = 1 [262–264, 437, 438].
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Panel : fractional growth rate is defined as ∆δm
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relative to the

ΛCDM model against a. The origin on the x-axis represents 10−5. (b) Plot of the dark
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inset shows the zoomed-in portion from a = 0.9 to a = 1.0.

Figure (6.2a) shows the variation of the density contrast, δm = δρm/ρm for

the cold dark matter (c) taken together and the baryonic matter (b) against

a for Model L, Model E and Model C along with the ΛCDM model. For a

better comparison with the ΛCDM model, δm is scaled by δm0 = δm(a = 1) of

ΛCDM10. As can be seen from the Fig. (6.2a), the growth of density fluctuation
10The origin on the x-axis is actually 10−5
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δm is similar in all the model at early times. The effect of interaction comes into

play at late time. The late-time growth of δm (inset of (6.2a)) shows that Model

E agrees well with the ΛCDM model, whereas Model L and Model C grow to a

little higher value. Figure (6.2b) shows the variation of the dark energy density

contrast δde for Model L, Model E and Model C. At early time, δde oscillates and

then decays to very small values. In Model C, the early time evolution of δde

is similar to Model E while the late time evolution is similar to Model L. To

understand the differences among the three models and the ΛCDM model, we

have shown the fractional matter density contrast, ∆δm
δm, ΛCDM

=
(

1− δm
δm, ΛCDM

)
in

the lower panel of Fig. (6.2a). It is clearly seen that, δm for Model E evolves

close to the ΛCDM model.

6.3.1 Effect On CMB Temperature, Matter Power Spectrum

And f σ8

It is necessary to have an insight into other physical quantities like the CMB

temperature spectrum, matter power spectrum and the logarithmic growth of

matter perturbation, to differentiate the interacting models. The CMB temper-

ature power spectrum is given as

CTT
` =

2
k

∫
k2dk Pζ(k)∆2

T`(k), (6.25)

where ` is the multipole index, Pζ(k) is the primordial power spectrum, ∆T`(k)

is the temperature transfer function and T represents the temperature. For

a detailed analysis on the CMB spectrum we refer to [276, 277]. The matter

power spectrum is written as

P (k, a) = As kns T2 (k) D2 (a) , (6.26)
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where As is the scalar primordial power spectrum amplitude, ns is the spectral

index, T (k) is the matter transfer function and D (a) = δm(a)
δm(a=1) is the nor-

malised density contrast. For a detailed description we refer to [274]. Both

CTT
` and P(k, a) are computed numerically using CAMB. The values of power

spectrum amplitude, As = 2.100549× 10−9 and spectral index, ns = 0.9660499

are taken from Planck 2018 data [72].
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FIGURE 6.3: Upper Panel : (a) Plot of CMB temperature power spectrum in units of
µK2 with the multipole index ` in logarithmic scale. (b) Plot of matter power spectrum
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(
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)3 with wavenumber k in units of h Mpc−1. Lower Panel :

Plot of fractional change in the temperature spectrum, ∆CTT
`

CTT
`, ΛCDM

=

(
1− CTT

`
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`, ΛCDM

)
and

the fractional change in matter power spectrum, ∆P
PΛCDM

=
(

1− P
PΛCDM

)
. For both the

panels, the solid line with solid circles represents Model L, solid line represents Model
E and dashed-dot line represents Model C while the dashed-dot-dot line is for ΛCDM
at a = 1. The inset shows the zoomed-in versions of the peaks.

Figure (6.3) shows the temperature and matter power spectrum for Model

L, Model E, Model C and ΛCDM at a = 1. In Model L and Model C, more

matter content results in lower amplitude of the first peak of the CMB spec-

trum compared to the ΛCDM model. The lower panel of Fig. (6.3a), shows the

fractional change (= ∆CTT
` /CTT

`, ΛCDM) in CTT
` . It is seen from the lower panel of

Fig. (6.3a), that the low-` modes of Model E increases through the integrated

Sachs-Wolfe (ISW) effect. More matter content also increases the matter power

spectrum compared to the ΛCDM model. The deviations from the ΛCDM
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model are prominent for the smaller modes. These features are clear from the

lower panel of Fig. (6.3b), which shows the fractional change in matter power

spectrum, ∆P/PΛCDM of the interacting models relative to the ΛCDM model.

The presence of the interaction modifies the logarithmic growth rate which

helps in differentiating between the models even better. The growth rate is the

logarithmic derivative of the density fluctuation of matter (baryon and CDM)

and is written as

f (a) =
d ln δm

d ln a
= a

d
d a

(
δρm

ρm

)
. (6.27)

Since, δρm = (δcρc + δbρb), δb being the baryon density fluctuation, in presence

of interaction the growth rate [419] will be

f (a) = a
(

δc, a ρc + δb, a ρb

δm ρm
− aQ δc

δm ρm
− aQ

ρm

)
, (6.28)

where ‘, a’ denotes the derivative with respect to the scale factor a and Q is

given by Eq. (6.19). It must be noted that the last two terms involving interac-

tion Q is introduced in Eq. (6.28) via the evolution of ρc (Eqs. (6.2)). We have

calculated the growth rate, f for the different models using CAMB.

Observationally the galaxy density fluctuation, δg is measured, which in

turn gives the matter density fluctuation, δm as δg = bδm, where b ∈ [1, 3] is

the bias parameter. This δm is used to calculate the logarithmic growth rate, f .

Thus, f is sensitive to b and is not a very reliable quantity. A more depend-

able observational quantity is defined as the product f (a)σ8(a) [362], where

σ8(a) is the root-mean-square (rms) mass fluctuations within the sphere of

radius R = 8h−1 Mpc. The rms linear density fluctuation is also written as

σ8(a) = σ8(1)
δm(a)
δm(1)

, where σ8(1) and δm(1) are the values at a = 1, and f and

σ8(1) for the different models are obtained from Eq. (6.28) and (2.105) using

our modified version of CAMB. The combination f σ8 is written as

f σ8(a) ≡ f (a)σ8(a) = σ8(1)
a

δm(1)
dδm

d a
. (6.29)
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Plot of fractional change in the temperature spectrum, ∆ f

fΛCDM
=
(

1− f
fΛCDM

)
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=
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)
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The logarithmic growth rates, f and f σ8 are independent of the wavenum-

ber k for smaller redshift, z, so only the domain z = 0 to z = 2 is considered

here. The redshift, z and the scale factor a are related as z = a0
a − 1, a0 being the

present value (taken to be unity). The difference in the models is magnified in

the f and f σ8 analysis. As can be seen from Fig. (6.4), growth rates ( f ) and f σ8

are different for the different models in the recent past. The differences due to

the evolution of interaction are seen in f and f σ8. Both Model L and Model C

have slightly higher values of f and f σ8 at z = 0, compared to the value ob-

tained from the ΛCDM model. For Model E and the ΛCDM model, the values

of f and f σ8 are same at z = 0. When the energy transfer rates were different in

the recent past, Model E had a slightly larger value of f and f σ8 (compared to

the ΛCDM model) when the interaction was non-zero. The fractional changes

in growth rate (∆ f / fΛCDM) and f σ8 (∆ f σ8/ f σ8, ΛCDM) of the interacting mod-

els relative to the ΛCDM model are shown in the lower panels. The difference

among the three models is distinctly seen.
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6.4 Observational Constraints

In this section, Model L, Model E and Model C are tested against observa-

tional datasets like the CMB, BAO, Supernovae and RSD data by using the

Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis of the publicly available, effi-

cient MCMC simulator CosmoMC11 [439, 440]. The datasets and the methodol-

ogy are discussed in the Appendix B. The datasets are used to constrain the

nine-dimensional parameter space given as

P ≡ {Ωbh2, Ωch2, 100θMC, τ, β0, w0, w1, ln
(

1010As

)
, ns}, (6.30)

where Ωbh2 is the baryon density, Ωch2 is the cold dark matter density, θMC

is the angular acoustic scale, τ is the optical depth, β0, w0 and w1 are the free

model parameters, As is the scalar primordial power spectrum amplitude and

ns is the scalar spectral index. The parameter space, P, for all the three models,

is explored for the flat prior ranges given in Table 6.1. We allowed the prior of

β0 to cross the zero and set the prior of w0 and w1 such that such that wde is

always in the quintessence region.

TABLE 6.1: Prior ranges of nine independent parameters used in the CosmoMC analysis.

Parameter Prior
Ωbh2 [0.005, 0.1]
Ωch2 [0.001, 0.99]

100θMC [0.5, 10]
τ [0.01, 0.8]
β0 [−1.0, 1.0]
w0 [−0.9999,−0.3333]
w1 [0.005, 1.0]

ln
(
1010As

)
[1.61, 3.91]

ns [0.8, 1.2]

11Available at: https://cosmologist.info/cosmomc/

https://cosmologist.info/cosmomc/
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6.4.1 Model L: β(a) = β0
( 2 a

1+a

)

For Model L, the marginalised values with errors at 1σ (68% confidence level)

of the nine free parameters and three derived parameters, H0, Ωm and σ8, are

listed in Table 6.2. Henceforth, the 1D marginalised values given in the ta-

bles will be referred to as mean values. The correlations between the model

parameters (β0, w0, w1) and the derived parameters (H0, Ωm, σ8) and their

marginalised contours are shown in Fig. 6.5. The contours contain 1σ re-

gion (68% confidence level) and 2σ region (95% confidence level). When

only the Planck data is considered, the mean value of the coupling parameter,

β0(= 0.00788+0.00815+0.0158
−0.00815−0.0162), is positive with zero in the 1σ region indicating

energy transfers from DM to DE. The parameters w0(< −0.909 < −0.800)

and w1(< 0.174 < 0.365) remain unconstrained even in the 2σ region. For

other parameters, the mean values are compared with their ΛCDM counter-

parts from the Planck estimation [72]. The Hubble expansion rate, H0, is ob-

tained at a value lower than 67.36± 0.54 in km s−1Mpc−1, as obtained for the

ΛCDM model [72]. Though the mean value is lower than that obtained from

the Planck estimate, the presence of high error bars results in 3.5σ tension with

the local measurement as H0 = 74.03± 1.42 km s−1Mpc−1. The value of the

late time clustering amplitude (σ8) is skewed towards the value, σ8 = 0.77+0.04
−0.03,

as obtained by the galaxy cluster counts using thermal Sunyaev-Zel’dovich

(tSZ) signature [72, 363]. Thus, Planck data alone alleviates the σ8 tension in

the Model L. Figure 6.5 highlights the positive correlation between H0 and σ8

and strong negative correlations of Ωm with H0 and σ8. The parameter w0 has

negative correlations with w1, H0 and σ8 and positive correlation with Ωm. The

coupling parameter (β0) is uncorrelated to the others.

Addition of the BAO to the Planck data, increases the value of β0 to

0.00814+0.00755+0.0146
−0.00755−0.0151 with zero outside the 1σ region. The Planck and BAO

combination cannot constrain the parameters w0 and w1. The mean value of
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the Hubble parameter increases considerably but is still smaller than the cor-

responding value for ΛCDM, H0 = 67.66 ± 0.42 in km s−1Mpc−1 in the 1σ

region. The considerable decrease in error bar increased the H0 tension to

∼ 4σ. The values of Ωm decreases and σ8 increases and are higher than the

ΛCDM counterpart (Ωm = 0.3111 ± 0.0056 and σ8 = 0.8102 ± 0.006) in the

1σ region. Thus, addition of the BAO data to the Planck data restores the σ8

tension (∼ 0.79σ) in Model L. The combination also lowers the error regions

substantially.

Interestingly, addition of f σ8 to the Planck data changes the parameter mean

values in the similar fashion like the Planck and BAO combination but the

error bars become higher. This is also clear from Fig. 6.5. The mean value

of β0(= 0.00752+0.00757+0.0145
−0.00757−0.0151) is smaller the Planck and BAO combination.

Clearly, addition of the f σ8 data restores the σ8 tension in Model L.

Addition of the BAO and Pantheon to the Planck data, increases the mean

value of β0(= 0.00859+0.00745+0.0145
−0.00745−0.0148) with zero in the 2σ region. The parame-

ters w0 and w1 still remain unconstrained. The combination increases the H0

mean value but is still slightly smaller than the fiducial ΛCDM value. The

central value of Ωm at the present epoch remains slightly larger whereas σ8 re-

mains slightly smaller than the ΛCDM case. Clearly, the σ8 tension is restored.

Combining f σ8 data with Planck, BAO and Pantheon lowers the mean val-

ues of both Ωm and σ8 but increases the value of H0 compared to the base-

line Planck values [72]. Thus, addition of all the datasets worsen the H0

tension (∼ 4.2σ) and the σ8 tension (∼ 0.87σ). The mean value of β0(=

0.00818+0.00731+0.0142
−0.00731−0.0146) decreases slightly with zero in the 2σ region. Although

the error bars on w0 and w1 become small, they still remain unconstrained.

Combination of all the datasets significantly reduced the error bars. The

parameters, β0 and w1 become very weakly correlated with other parame-

ters. However, the correlations among the rest of the parameters remain un-

changed.



6.4. Observational Constraints 129

TABLE 6.2: Observational constraints on the nine dependent model parameters with
three derived parameters separated by a horizontal line and the error bars correspond
to 68% confidence level for Model L, using different observational datasets.

Parameter Planck Planck + f σ8 Planck + BAO Planck
+ BAO + Pantheon

Planck + BAO
+ Pantheon + f σ8

Ωbh2 0.022362± 0.000168 0.022483± 0.000163 0.022487± 0.000156 0.022500± 0.000154 0.022542± 0.000152

Ωch2 0.12005± 0.00129 0.11853± 0.00117 0.11848± 0.00102 0.118381± 0.000977 0.117838± 0.000927

100θMC 1.040773± 0.000326 1.040938± 0.000316 1.040951± 0.000315 1.040954± 0.000316 1.041007± 0.000313

τ 0.05475± 0.00773 0.05641+0.00705
−0.00794 0.05732+0.00701

−0.00787 0.05707+0.00691
−0.00777 0.05791± 0.00760

β0 0.00788± 0.00815 0.00752± 0.00757 0.00814± 0.00755 0.00859± 0.00745 0.00818± 0.00731

w0 < −0.909 < −0.976 < −0.968 < −0.980 < −0.985

w1 < 0.174 < 0.0672 < 0.0707 < 0.0623 < 0.0500

ln(1010As) 3.0489± 0.0149 3.0489± 0.0147 3.0512± 0.0148 3.0507± 0.0145 3.0512± 0.0146

ns 0.96330± 0.00444 0.96672± 0.00436 0.96674± 0.00413 0.96690± 0.00418 0.96818± 0.00412

H0

[
km s−1Mpc−1

]
63.98+2.45

−1.47 66.93+1.04
−0.719 66.770+0.792

−0.602 67.179+0.579
−0.521 67.596± 0.524

Ωm 0.3507+0.0157
−0.0292 0.31643+0.00846

−0.0116 0.31778+0.00681
−0.00832 0.31368± 0.00632 0.30871± 0.00598

σ8 0.7825+0.0228
−0.0141 0.8027+0.0102

−0.00836 0.8020+0.0104
−0.00892 0.80541± 0.00862 0.80560± 0.00803
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FIGURE 6.5: Plot of 1-dimensional marginalised posterior distributions and 2-
dimensional marginalised constraint contours on the parameters of Model L contain-
ing 68% and 95% probability. The dashed line represents the β0 = 0 value.
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6.4.2 Model E: β(a) = β0
(1−a

1+a

)

For Model E, the mean values with 1σ errors of the nine free parameters along

with the three derived parameters, H0, Ωm and σ8, are given in Table 6.3. The

correlations of the model parameters (β0, w0, w1) with the derived parameters

(H0, Ωm, σ8) and their marginalised contours are shown in Fig. 6.6. When

only Planck data is considered, the mean value of β0(= 0.0339+0.0372+0.0724
−0.0372−0.0746)

is large compared to that in Model L, though β0 = 0 remains within the 1σ

region. The CPL parameters, w0(< −0.914 < −0.809) and w1(< 0.168 <

0.355), remain unconstrained even within the 2σ region. The values of H0 is

greater and that of σ8 is slightly grater whereas Ωm is slightly lower than those

in Model L. Similar to Model L, the discrepancy in the value of H0 with the

local measurement is at 3.5σ. In Model E also, the Planck data alleviates the σ8

tension. The distinguishing feature of Model E is that the mean value of β0 is

greater than that obtained in Model L for all the dataset combinations.

Addition of the BAO to the Planck data, increases the mean value of β0(=

0.0432+0.0376+0.0733
−0.0376−0.0744) with zero allowed in the 2σ region. The parameters w0

and w1 remain unconstrained. The mean value of H0 increases considerably

but is still smaller than the corresponding value for ΛCDM. The values of Ωm

decreases and σ8 increases and are higher than the ΛCDM counterpart. The

addition of BAO data to Planck data restores the H0 (∼ 4σ) and σ8 (∼ 0.77σ)

tensions in Model E. The combination also lowers the error bars considerably.

Similar to Model L, addition of f σ8 to the Planck data changes the param-

eter mean values like the Planck + BAO combination but the error bars still

remain a little higher. This is also clear from Fig. 6.6. The mean value of

β0(= 0.0395+0.0381+0.0735
−0.0381−0.0750) is slightly smaller than the Planck + BAO combina-

tion. The H0 and σ8 tensions are restored on addition of f σ8 to the Planck data.

Combining BAO and Pantheon with Planck data increases the mean value

of β0(= 0.0448+0.0377+0.0738
−0.0377−0.0733) and β0 = 0 is within the 2σ region. The Planck
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+ BAO + Pantheon results in a very small change in the mean values of the

parameters along with reduced error bars. The mean values of H0 and σ8 in-

crease and Ωm decreases relative to the Planck + BAO combination. Again, the

σ8 tensions are not alleviated.

Addition of f σ8 to the combination Planck + BAO + Pantheon, increases the

mean value of H0 slightly and decreases the mean value of Ωm very slightly

keeping σ8 almost unchanged. The mean value of β0(= 0.0446+0.0370+0.0724
−0.0370−0.0726)

decreases slightly with zero in the 2σ region. Clearly, the addition of datasets

do not improve the H0 and σ8 tension in Model E. Addition of the datasets

significantly reduces the error bars. The correlations between the parameters

for Model E remain same as in Model L.

TABLE 6.3: Observational constraints on the nine dependent model parameters with
three derived parameters separated by a horizontal line and the error bars correspond
to 68% confidence level for Model E, using different observational datasets.

Parameter Planck Planck + f σ8 Planck + BAO Planck
+ BAO + Pantheon

Planck + BAO
+ Pantheon + f σ8

Ωbh2 0.022358± 0.000165 0.022490± 0.000162 0.022489± 0.000156 0.022500± 0.000152 0.022546± 0.000151

Ωch2 0.12008± 0.00126 0.11848± 0.00117 0.11850± 0.00101 0.118405± 0.000970 0.117845± 0.000909

100θMC 1.040769± 0.000324 1.040941± 0.000318 1.040941± 0.000313 1.040945± 0.000315 1.040999± 0.000313

τ 0.05466+0.00699
−0.00779 0.05630+0.00703

−0.00797 0.05704+0.00704
−0.00792 0.05697± 0.00749 0.05778+0.00700

−0.00790

β0 0.0339± 0.0372 0.0395± 0.0381 0.0432± 0.0376 0.0448± 0.0377 0.0446± 0.0370

w0 < −0.914 < −0.977 < −0.969 < −0.981 < −0.985

w1 < 0.168 < 0.0645 < 0.0707 < 0.0604 < 0.0489

ln(1010As) 3.0486± 0.0147 3.0488± 0.0148 3.0509± 0.0148 3.0507± 0.0144 3.0511± 0.0146

ns 0.96315± 0.00453 0.96681± 0.00434 0.96652± 0.00419 0.96672± 0.00418 0.96802± 0.00404

H0

[
km s−1Mpc−1

]
64.12+2.40

−1.39 67.00+1.02
−0.702 66.787+0.775

−0.600 67.200+0.577
−0.516 67.631± 0.516

Ωm 0.3492+0.0149
−0.0282 0.31569+0.00834

−0.0114 0.31765+0.00678
−0.00812 0.31353+0.00590

−0.00658 0.30842± 0.00588

σ8 0.7836+0.0221
−0.0138 0.80265+0.00992

−0.00800 0.8019+0.0102
−0.00866 0.80539± 0.00830 0.80573± 0.00774

6.4.3 Model C: β(a) = β0

The mean values of the parameters with 1σ errors for Model C are given in

Table 6.4. In Table 6.4, the mean values and 1σ errors of the three derived

parameters, H0, Ωm and σ8, are also quoted. The correlations between the

model parameters (β0, w0, w1) and the derived parameters (H0, Ωm, σ8) along
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FIGURE 6.6: Plot of 1-dimensional marginalised posterior distributions and 2-
dimensional marginalised constraint contours on the parameters of Model E contain-
ing 68% and 95% probability. The dashed line represents the β0 = 0 value.

with their marginalised contours are shown in Fig. 6.7. The parameter values

of Model C are very close to those of Model L and they respond to the datasets

in the similar fashion as well. Similar to Model L and Model E, H0 tension is

at ∼ 4σ and only the Planck data alleviates the σ8 tension in Model C whereas

consideration of other datasets restore the tension. The main difference is that

the mean values of β0 in Model C is slightly smaller than that in Model L.

These features are clearly seen from Table 6.4.

6.5 Bayesian Evidence

Finally, we aim to investigate which one of Model L, Model E and Model C is

statistically favoured by the observational data. Hence, the Bayesian evidence

or more precisely, the logarithm of the Bayes factor, ln Bij given in Eq. (C.3),
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TABLE 6.4: Observational constraints on the nine dependent model parameters with
three derived parameters separated by a horizontal line and the error bars correspond
to 68% confidence level for Model C, using different observational datasets.

Parameter Planck Planck + f σ8 Planck + BAO Planck
+ BAO + Pantheon

Planck + BAO
+ Pantheon + f σ8

Ωbh2 0.022358± 0.000164 0.022482± 0.000164 0.022487± 0.000156 0.022499± 0.000151 0.022545± 0.000152

Ωch2 0.12007± 0.00128 0.11854± 0.00118 0.11849± 0.00100 0.118388± 0.000977 0.117824± 0.000935

100θMC 1.040772± 0.000322 1.040939± 0.000321 1.040947± 0.000314 1.040954± 0.000312 1.041011± 0.000311

τ 0.05491± 0.00757 0.05638+0.00708
−0.00788 0.05718+0.00685

−0.00788 0.05730± 0.00751 0.05800+0.00707
−0.00790

β0 0.00624± 0.00673 0.00621± 0.00626 0.00696± 0.00629 0.00708± 0.00631 0.00693± 0.00615

w0 < −0.907 < −0.977 < −0.969 < −0.981 < −0.985

w1 < 0.174 < 0.0681 < 0.0728 < 0.0610 < 0.0511

ln(1010As) 3.0493± 0.0146 3.0489± 0.0147 3.0511± 0.0146 3.0511± 0.0144 3.0514± 0.0147

ns 0.96331± 0.00444 0.96670± 0.00435 0.96670± 0.00416 0.96695± 0.00415 0.96823± 0.00414

H0

[
km s−1Mpc−1

]
63.93+2.51

−1.44 66.93+1.03
−0.714 66.759+0.795

−0.594 67.187+0.581
−0.516 67.606+0.552

−0.493

Ωm 0.3513+0.0153
−0.0299 0.31643+0.00843

−0.0115 0.31789+0.00671
−0.00832 0.31361± 0.00631 0.30860± 0.00605

σ8 0.7821+0.0232
−0.0140 0.8026+0.0100

−0.00823 0.8020+0.0104
−0.00879 0.80558± 0.00856 0.80564± 0.00807
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FIGURE 6.7: Plot of 1-dimensional marginalised posterior distributions and 2-
dimensional marginalised constraint contours on the parameters of Model C contain-
ing 68% and 95% probability. The dashed line represents the β0 = 0 value.

for each of the three models is calculated. Here, i corresponds to Model L,

Model E and Model C for each of the the dataset combination, j corresponds

to the reference model, Mj. The details on the Bayes factor, Bij, are discussed

in Appendix C. The fiducial ΛCDM model is considered to be the reference
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model, and therefore, a negative value (ln Bij < 0) indicates a preference for

the ΛCDM model. The logarithmic Bayes factor, ln Bij, is calculated directly

from the MCMC chains using the publicly available cosmological package

MCEvidence12 [441, 442]. The computed values of ln Bij for Model L, Model

E and Model C are summarised in Table 6.5. From Table 6.5, it is clear that the

ΛCDM model is preferred over the interacting models by all the dataset combi-

nations. However, the motive is to assess if there is any observationally prefer-

able evolution stage when the interaction is significant. As can be seen from

the relative differences of |ln Bij| (values corresponding to column ∆ ln Bij) in

Table 6.5), when compared with Model C, Model L is strongly disfavoured

while Model E is weakly disfavoured by observational data over Model C.

TABLE 6.5: The values of ln Bij, where j is the ΛCDM model and i is the interacting
model. A negative sign indicates Mj is favoured over Mi. The |ln Bij| values are com-
pared with Table C.1. The column ∆ ln Bij corresponds to the comparison of Model L
and Model E with Model C.

Model Dataset ln Bij ∆ ln Bij

Model L

Planck −8.843 −2.244
Planck + f σ8 −11.410 −2.245

Planck + BAO −10.610 −2.187
Planck + BAO + Pantheon −11.354 −2.104

Planck + BAO + Pantheon + f σ8 −11.977 −2.328

Model E

Planck −7.233 −0.633
Planck + f σ8 −9.730 −0.566

Planck + BAO −9.047 −0.624
Planck + BAO + Pantheon −9.733 −0.483

Planck + BAO + Pantheon + f σ8 −10.192 −0.542

Model C

Planck −6.599 0.0
Planck + f σ8 −9.164 0.0

Planck + BAO −8.423 0.0
Planck + BAO + Pantheon −9.250 0.0

Planck + BAO + Pantheon + f σ8 −9.650 0.0

12Available on GitHub: https://github.com/yabebalFantaye/MCEvidence

https://github.com/yabebalFantaye/MCEvidence
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6.6 Summary And Discussion

The present work deals with the matter perturbations in a cosmological model

where the dark energy has an interaction with the dark matter. We investi-

gate the possibility whether the coupling parameter between the two dark

components can evolve. We have considered two new examples, (a) the in-

teraction is a recent phenomenon (Model L; Eq. (6.6a)), and (b) the interaction

is an early phenomenon (Model E; Eq. (6.6b)) and compared them with the

normally talked about model where the coupling is a constant (Model C; Eq.

(6.6c)), in the context of density perturbations. The results are compared with

the standard ΛCDM model as well. The rate of energy transfer is proportional

to the dark energy density, ρde and energy flows from dark matter to dark en-

ergy. The interaction term is given by Eq. (6.19). We have also considered the

dark energy to have a dynamical EoS parameter, wde being given by the CPL

parametrisation (Eq. (6.7)).

We have worked out a detailed perturbation analysis of the models in the

synchronous gauge and compared them with each other. The background dy-

namics of the three interacting models are almost the same, which is evident

from the smallness of the coupling parameter and the domination of dark en-

ergy at late times. The signature of the presence of interaction at different

epochs for different couplings are noticeable in the perturbation analysis.

In all the three interacting models, the fractional density perturbation of

dark matter is marginally higher than that in a ΛCDM model, indicating more

clumping of matter. From the CMB temperature spectrum, matter power spec-

trum and the evolution of growth rate, we note that the presence of interaction

for a brief period in the evolutionary history (Model E), makes the Universe

behave like the ΛCDM model with a slightly higher value of f σ8 at the epoch

when the interaction prevails. The first part of the present work shows that

Model E behaves in a closely similar fashion as the ΛCDM model and leads
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to the conclusion that Model E performs better than Model L and Model C in

describing the evolutionary history of the Universe.

To determine further the evolution stage when the interaction is significant,

we have tested the interacting models with the observational datasets. We

have tested Model E, Model L and Model C against the recent observational

datasets like CMB, BAO, Pantheon and RSD with the standard six parameters

of ΛCDM model along with the three model parameters, β0, w0 and w1. We

have obtained the mean value of the coupling parameter, β0 to be positive,

indicating an energy flow from dark matter to dark energy. When only CMB

data is used, β0 = 0 lies within the 1σ error region while when different com-

binations of the datasets are used, β0 = 0 lies outside the 1σ error region. The

priors of w0 and w1 are set such that wde remains in the quintessence region.

Hence, w0 and w1 remain unconstrained. Moreover, for all the three interact-

ing models, the σ8 tension is alleviated when CMB data is used. Though the

estimated parameter values are prior dependent, it can be said conclusively

that the CMB data and RSD data are in agreement when the interacting mod-

els are considered. Addition of other datasets restore the σ8 tension in all the

three interacting models. However, the tension in H0 value persists for all the

three interacting models.

From the Bayesian evidence analysis, we see that all the three interacting

dark energy models are rejected by observational data when compared with

the fiducial ΛCDM model. However, a close scrutiny reveals that both Model

E and Model C are favoured over Model L. Though the Bayesian evidence

analysis ever so slightly favours Model C over Model E, the difference is too

small to choose a clear winner. Thus, to conclude from the results of the pertur-

bation analysis and observational data we infer that the interaction, if present,

is likely to be significant only at some early stage of evolution of the Universe.
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Chapter 7
Conclusions

7.1 Summary And Discussion

Various independent cosmological observational data like the Type Ia Su-

pernovae (SNe Ia) measurements [67–70], cosmic microwave background

(CMB) [71, 72, 85], Particle Data Group [73], large scale structure (LSS) [74,

75, 78, 79] has consolidated the fact that the Universe is expanding with an

acceleration and 68% of the energy content of the Universe of unknown na-

ture is the reason for this acceleration. The cosmological constant Λ as dom-

inant component, named dark energy, though observationally most favoured,

is riddled with problems like cosmological constant and coincidence problem.

Hence, other candidates as dark energy have been looked for, and no one of

them seems to be a clear winner. Density perturbations may provide a way to

distinguish between dark energy models. The motivation of the present thesis

is to study linear density perturbations in different DE models. After a brief

description of the perturbation equations in chapter 2, the next four chapters

contain the perturbation evolution in different dark energy models.

Chapter 3 discusses density perturbations in dark energy models that are

reconstructed from the kinematical quantity jerk. The models, already there

in the literature [240, 241] are reconstructed independent of any prior assump-

tion about the theory of gravity or the nature of the DE, and considers only a
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parametric ansatz for jerk parameter. The present work deals with the possi-

bility whether these reconstructed models can successfully generate large scale

structures from fluctuations. We considered two types of reconstructed mod-

els – one in which the components of the dark sector conserves independently

and the other in which there is an energy transfer between DM and DE. It

can be said quite conclusively that the reconstructed models with no interac-

tion among the components in the dark sector favourably produce large scale

structures in the Universe.

In chapter 4, we have studied the effects of interaction in density pertur-

bations in a Universe dominated by Holographic dark energy at the present

epoch. We have considered the IR cut-off for the HDE to be the future event

horizon and the rate of energy transfer proportional to DE. The DE density

perturbations are found to grow in the absence of any effective sound speed of

DE perturbation (c2
s,de ≡

δpde
δρde

= 0).

In chapter 5, we have introduced a scalar field model that behaves like a

cosmological constant at the present epoch but is devoid of the initial condition

problem. The potential is so designed that at an early epoch, the scalar field

starts rolling down an exponential potential and tracks the dominant energy

component of the Universe until recently when it lands on a constant potential

and rolls sufficiently slowly to produce the late time acceleration. The EoS pa-

rameter for the scalar field at the present epoch is wϕ = −1 and is independent

of the model parameters. Though the background evolution in the recent past

is similar to the ΛCDM model, the growth of density perturbations is different

from ΛCDM. In the present work, we also studied the CMB temperature spec-

trum and the matter power spectrum and concluded that the power spectra

are different from that of the ΛCDM model. The striking characteristic of the

scalar field model is that it reduces the rms mass fluctuation σ8 substantially

to a value closer to that obtained from the galaxy cluster counts, hinting that it

might alleviate the σ8 tension.
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Chapter 6 deals with the matter perturbations in a cosmological model

where DE interacts with DM, and interaction between the two has an evolv-

ing coupling parameter. We have considered two possibilities — coupling pa-

rameter dominates at the late time (Model L), and coupling parameter dom-

inates at the early epoch (Model E). We have assumed the DE to be a fluid

with a dynamical EoS parameter described by the CPL parametrisation. We

compared the two models with the well-known case of constant coupling pa-

rameter (Model C) and the ΛCDM model. This work aims to study the effect

of dynamical coupling parameter on the growth of density perturbations and

different power spectra. It can be said conclusively that Model E is favoured

over Model L and Model C in describing the evolution of the perturbations in

the Universe. The models are then tested against recent observational datasets

using MCMC to obtain the mean values of the model parameters. From the

Bayesian evidence analysis, we have shown that all the three interacting mod-

els perform worse than the fiducial ΛCDM model. Amongst the interacting

models, Model E and Model C are marginally favoured over Model L. Thus, to

conclude from the results of the perturbation analysis and observational data,

we infer that the interaction, if at all present, is likely to be significant only at

some early stage of the evolution of the Universe.
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Appendix A
Coefficients Of The Coupled

Differential Equations

The coefficients of equations (4.28) and (4.29) are given below.

(i) The coefficients of equation (4.28) are:

C(m)
1 = −H0E , (A.1)

C(m)
2 = −E((2β− 1)H0Ωde + H0)/(z + 1)(Ωde − 1)− H0E′ , (A.2)

C(m)
3 =−

(
H0β

(
(z + 1)(Ωde − 1)ΩdeE′ +

E
(

2Ωde + (β− 2)Ω2
de − (z + 1)Ω′de

)))/
(z + 1)2(Ωde − 1)2 ,

(A.3)

C(m)
4 = 0 , (A.4)
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C(m)
5 =

(
H0βEΩde

(
−9H2

0w2
deE2+ wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(β + 3)c2

s,de − (z + 1)w′de

)))/
(z + 1Ωde − 1

(
−k2(z + 1)2 − 9H2

0w2
deE2+

wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(β + 3)c2

s,de − (z + 1)w′de

)))
,

(A.5)

C(m)
6 =(H0β(EΩde − E(Ωde − 1)Ωde − E(Ω2

de + βE(Ω2
de+

3c2
s,dek

2(z + 1)E(Ωde − 1)Ωde

/(
k2(z + 1)2+

9H2
0w2

deE2− wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2

s,de

))
+

3c2
s,dek

2z(z + 1)E(Ωde − 1)Ωde

/(
k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2

0w2
deE2−

wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2

s,de

))
−
(

3k2(z + 1)wdeE (Ωde − 1)Ωde)/
(

k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2
0w2

deE2− wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2

s,de

))
−
(

3k2z(z + 1)wdeE

(Ωde − 1)Ωde)/
(

k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2
0w2

deE2−

wde

(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
)

E2 + k2(z + 1)2
)
+

3H2
0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2

s,de

))
+ (z + 1)(Ωde − 1)ΩdeE′+

(z + 1)E(Ωde − 1)Ω′de − (z + 1)EΩdeΩ
′
de
))/

(z + 1)2(Ωde − 1)2 ,
(A.6)

C(m)
7 = 3H0E , (A.7)
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C(m)
8 =

(
H0

(
3βk2EΩde + 6βk2zE Ωde+

3βk2z2EΩde − 3βk2wdeEΩde − 6βk2zwdeEΩde − 3βk2z2wdeEΩde−

3E
(

k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2
0w2

deE2− wde

(
3H2
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(
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)
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+
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(
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s,de
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+ 3EΩde

(
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0w2
deE2−

wde

(
3H2
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(
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0 E2

(
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− 4βEΩde
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3(z + 1)(1−Ωde)
(

k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2
0w2

deE2−
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(
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0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2
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E′
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((z + 1)(1−Ωde)
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deE2−
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(A.8)

C(m)
9 =− k2

H0E
+

βH0ΩdeE′

(z + 1)(Ωde − 1)
+

(H0βE(Ωde − (Ωde − 1)Ωde − (Ω2
de + β(Ω2

de + βk2(z + 1)(Ωde − 1)Ωde

/
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k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2

0w2
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(
3H2

0

(
−β + 3c2

s,de − 3
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E2 + k2(z + 1)2
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+

3H2
0 E2

(
(z + 1)w′de − (β + 3)c2
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+

βk2z(z + 1)(Ωde − 1)Ωde

/(
k2(z + 1)2 + 9H2
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(A.9)
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(ii) The coefficients of equation (4.29) are:

C(de)
1 = −H0E , (A.10)

C(de)
2 =−
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H0
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−k2(z + 1)2E
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(
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,

(A.11)
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C(de)
4 = C(de)

5 = C(de)
6 = 0 , (A.13)
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C(de)
7 = 3H0(wde − 1)E , (A.14)
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Appendix B
Observational Data And

Methodology

Different observational datasets obtained from the publicly available cosmo-

logical probes have been used to constrain the parameters of the interacting

models. The datasets used in this work are listed below.

CMB We considered the cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies

data from the latest 2018 data release of the Planck collaboration13 [72,

443]. The CMB likelihood consists of the low-` temperature Commander

likelihood, CTT
` , the low-` polarization SimAll likelihood, CEE

` , high-`

temperature-polarization likelihood, CTE
` , high-` combined TT, TE and

EE Plik likelihood. The low-` likelihoods span from 2 ≤ ` ≤ 29 and the

high-` likelihoods consists of multipole values ` ≥ 30 and collectively

make the combination Planck TT, TE, EE + lowE. For CMB lensing data,

the power spectrum of the lensing potential measured by Planck collab-

oration is used. The Planck TT, TE, EE + lowE, along with the lensing

likelihood (Planck TT, TE, EE + lowE + lensing) are denoted as ‘Planck’

in the results given in Sect. 6.4. References [72, 443] provide a detailed

study of the CMB likelihoods.

13Available at: https://pla.esac.esa.int

http://pla.esac.esa.int/pla/#home
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BAO The photon-baryon fluid fluctuations in the early Universe leave their

signatures as the acoustic peaks in the CMB anisotropies power spec-

trum. The anisotropies of baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) provide

tighter constraints on the cosmological parameters [444]. The BAO sur-

veys measure the ratio, DV/rd at different effective redshifts. The quan-

tity DV is related to the comoving angular diameter DM and Hubble pa-

rameter H as

DV(z) =
[

D2
M(z)

c z
H(z)

]1/3

, (B.1)

and rd refers to the comoving sound horizon at the end of baryon drag

epoch. For the BAO data, three surveys are considered: the 6dF Galaxy

Survey (6dFGS) measurements [399] at redshift z = 0.106, the Main

Galaxy Sample of Data Release 7 of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS-

MGS) [400] at redshift z = 0.15 and the latest Data Release 12 (DR12) of

the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS) of the Sloan Digital

Sky Survey (SDSS) III at redshifts z = 0.38, 0.51 and 0.61 [75].

Pantheon We considered the latest ‘Pantheon’ catalogue for the luminosity

distance measurements of the Type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia) [70]. The

Pantheon sample is the compilation of 276 supernovae discovered by the

Pan-STARRS1 Medium Deep Survey at 0.03 < z < 0.65 and various low

redshift and Hubble Space Telescope (HST) samples to give a total of 1048

supernovae data in the redshift range 0.01 < z < 2.3.

RSD Redshift-space distortion (RSD) is the cosmological effect where spa-

tial galaxy maps produced by measuring distances from the spectro-

scopic redshift surveys show an anisotropic galaxy distribution. These

galaxy anisotropies arise due to the galaxy recession velocities having

components from both the Hubble flow and comoving peculiar veloci-

ties from the motions of galaxies and result in the anisotropies of the ob-

served power spectrum. However, additional anisotropies in the power
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spectrum arise due to incorrect fiducial cosmology, H(z) while con-

verting the relative redshifts to comoving coordinates. The introduc-

tion of anisotropies due to incorrect fiducial cosmology is called Alcock-

Paczyński (AP) effect [445]. The RSD surveys measure the matter pe-

culiar velocities and provide the galaxy matter density perturbation,

δg [401]. As mentioned in Sect. 6.3.1, the combination f σ8 is the widely

used quantity to study the growth rate of the matter density perturba-

tion. In the present work, we considered the f σ8 data compilation by

Nesseris et al. [420], Sagredo et al. [421] and Skara and Perivolaropou-

los [422]. The surveys and the corresponding data points used in this

work are shown in Table B.1, along with the corresponding fiducial cos-

mology used by the collaborations to convert redshift to distance in each

case. The fiducial cosmology in Table B.1 is used to correct the AP ef-

fect following Macaulay et al. [446] as discussed in [421, 422]. The RSD

measurement is denoted as ‘ f σ8’ data in the results given in Sect. 6.4.

The covariance matrices of the data from the WiggleZ [447] and the SDSS-

IV [448] surveys are given as

CWiggleZ = 10−3




6.400 2.570 0.000

2.570 3.969 2.540

0.000 2.540 5.184




, (B.2)

and

CSDSS-IV = 10−2




3.098 0.892 0.329 −0.021

0.892 0.980 0.436 0.076

0.329 0.436 0.490 0.350

−0.021 0.076 0.350 1.124




(B.3)

respectively.
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TABLE B.1: A compilation of f σ8 measurements with redshift z and fiducial value of
Ωm from different surveys.

Survey z f σ8(z) Ωm Refs.
6dFGS+SnIa 0.02 0.428± 0.0465 0.3 [449]
SnIa+IRAS 0.02 0.398± 0.065 0.3 [450], [451]

2MASS 0.02 0.314± 0.048 0.266 [452], [451]
SDSS-veloc 0.10 0.370± 0.130 0.3 [453]
SDSS-MGS 0.15 0.490± 0.145 0.31 [454]

2dFGRS 0.17 0.510± 0.060 0.3 [455]
GAMA 0.18 0.360± 0.090 0.27 [456]
GAMA 0.38 0.440± 0.060 [456]

SDSS-LRG-200 0.25 0.3512± 0.0583 0.25 [457]
SDSS-LRG-200 0.37 0.4602± 0.0378 [457]
BOSS-LOWZ 0.32 0.384± 0.095 0.274 [458]
SDSS-CMASS 0.59 0.488± 0.060 0.307115 [459]

WiggleZ 0.44 0.413± 0.080 0.27 [447]
WiggleZ 0.60 0.390± 0.063 Cij → Eq. (B.2) [447]
WiggleZ 0.73 0.437± 0.072 [447]

VIPERS PDR-2 0.60 0.550± 0.120 0.3 [460]
VIPERS PDR-2 0.86 0.400± 0.110 [460]

FastSound 1.40 0.482± 0.116 0.27 [461]
SDSS-IV 0.978 0.379± 0.176 0.31 [448]
SDSS-IV 1.23 0.385± 0.099 Cij → Eqn. (B.3) [448]
SDSS-IV 1.526 0.342± 0.070 [448]
SDSS-IV 1.944 0.364± 0.106 [448]

VIPERS PDR2 0.60 0.49± 0.12 0.31 [462]
VIPERS PDR2 0.86 0.46± 0.09 [462]

BOSS DR12 voids 0.57 0.501± 0.051 0.307 [463]
2MTF 6dFGSv 0.03 0.404± 0.0815 0.3121 [464]

SDSS-IV 0.72 0.454± 0.139 0.31 [465]

To compare the interacting model with the observational data, we calcu-

lated the likelihood as

L ∝ e−χ2/2, where χ2 = χ2
CMB + χ2

BAO + χ2
Pantheon + χ2

f σ8
. (B.4)

The quantity χ2 for any dataset is calculated as

χ2
i = Vi C−1

ij V j, (B.5)

where the vector, Vi is written as

Vi = Θobs
i −Θth(zi, P) (B.6)
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with Θ being the physical quantity corresponding to the observational data

(Planck, BAO, Pantheon, f σ8) used, zi being the corresponding redshift, C−1
ij is

the corresponding inverse covariance matrix and P is the parameter space. The

posterior distribution (see Eqn. C.1) is sampled using the Markov Chain Monte

Carlo (MCMC) simulator through a suitably modified version of the publicly

available code CosmoMC [439, 440]. The statistical convergence of the MCMC

chains for each model is set to satisfy the Gelman and Rubin criterion [466],

R− 1 . 0.01.

The correction for the Alcock-Paczyński effect is taken into account by the

fiducial correction factor,R [421, 422] given as

R(z) = H(z)DA(z)
Hfid(z)Dfid

A (z)
(B.7)

where H(z) is the Hubble parameter and DA(z) is the angular diameter dis-

tance of the interacting models and that of the fiducial cosmology are denoted

with superscript ‘fid’. The corrected vector, Vi
f σ8

(z, P) is corrected as

Vi
f σ8

(zi, P) ≡ f σobs
8,i −

f σth
8 (zi, P)
R(zi)

, (B.8)

where f σobs
8,i is the i-th observed data point from Table B.1, f σth

8 (zi, P) is the

theoretical prediction at the same redshift zi and P is the parameter vector

given by Eqn. 6.30. The corrected χ2
f σ8

is then written as

χ2
f σ8

= Vi
f σ8

C−1
ij, f σ8

V j
f σ8

, (B.9)
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where C−1
ij, f σ8

is the inverse of the covariance matrix, Cij, f σ8 of the f σ8 dataset

given by

Cij, f σ8 =




σ2
1 0 · · · 0 · · · 0

0 σ2
2 · · · 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
...

... 0

0 0 · · · CWiggleZ · · · 0

0 0 · · · 0 CSDSS-IV 0

0 0 · · · 0 · · · σ2
N




(B.10)

where N = 27 corresponds to total number of data points in Table B.1. Thus

the covariance matrix, Cij, f σ8 is a 27× 27 matrix with Eqns. (B.2) and (B.3) at

the positions of CWiggleZ and CSDSS-IV respectively and σi is the error from Table

B.1. To use the RSD measurements, we added a new likelihood module to the

publicly available CosmoMC package to calculate the corrected χ2
f σ8

. The results

obtained by analysing the MCMC chains are explained in Sect. 6.4.
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Appendix C
Model Selection

Bayesian evidence is the Bayesian tool to compare models and is the integration

of the likelihood over the multidimensional parameter space. Hence, it is also

referred to as marginal likelihood. Using Bayes theorem, the posterior proba-

bility distribution of a model, M with parameters Θ for the given particular

dataset x is obtained as

p(Θ|x, M) =
p(x|Θ, M)π(Θ|M)

p(x|M)
, (C.1)

where p(x|Θ, M) refers to the likelihood function, π(Θ|M) refers to the prior

distribution and p(x|M) refers to the Bayesian evidence. From Eqn. (C.1), the

evidence follows as the integral over the unnormalised posterior distribution,

E ≡ p(x|M) =
∫

dΘp(x|Θ, M)π(Θ|M). (C.2)

To compare model Mi with the reference model Mj, the ratio of the evidences,

called the Bayes factor is calculated.

Bij =
p(x|Mi)

p
(
x|Mj

) . (C.3)

The calculation of the multidimensional integral is undoubtedly computation-

ally expensive. This problem is solved by the method developed by Heavens

et al. [441, 442], where the Bayesian evidence is estimated directly from the
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MCMC chains generated by CosmoMC. This method for evidence estimation is

publicly available in the form of MCEvidence. The MCEvidence package pro-

vides with the logarithm of the Bayes factor, ln Bij. The value of ln Bij is then

used to assess if model Mi is preferred over model Mj and if so, what is the

strength of preference, by using the revised Jeffreys scale (Table C.1) by Kass

and Raftery [467]. Thus, if ln Bij > 0, model Mi is preferred over model Mj.

TABLE C.1: Revised Jeffreys scale by Kass and Raftery to interpret the values of ln Bij
while comparing two models Mi and Mj

ln Bij Strength
0 ≤ ln Bij < 1 Weak
1 ≤ ln Bij < 3 Definite/Positive
3 ≤ ln Bij < 5 Strong

ln Bij ≥ 5 Very strong

The results of model comparison from the Bayesian evidence are discussed

in Sect. 6.4
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