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The purpose of this article is twofold. First, by means of Padmanabhan’s proposal on the emergence nature

of gravity, we recover the ΛCDM model and the effect of the dark matter in the context of cosmology. Toward

this goal, we use the key idea of Padmanabhan that states cosmic space emerges as the cosmic time progress and

link the emergence of space to the difference between the number of degrees of freedom on the boundary and in

the bulk. Interestingly enough, we show that the effect of the cold dark matter in the cosmological setup can be

understood by assuming an interaction between the numbers of degrees of freedom in the bulk. In the second

part, we follow the Jacobson’s argument and obtain the modified Einstein field equations with additional dark

matter component emerging due to the interaction term between dark energy and baryonic matter related by

ΩDM,0 =
√

2αΩM,0ΩDE,0, where α is a coupling constant. Finally, a correspondence with Yukawa cosmology

is pointed out, and the role of massive gravitons as a possibility in explaining the nature of the dark sector as

well as the theoretical origin of the Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) are addressed. We speculate that

the interaction coupling α fundamentally measures the entanglement between the gravitons and matter fields

and there exists a fundamental limitation in measuring the gravitons wavelength.

I. INTRODUCTION

After discovery of the black holes thermodynamics in

1970’s, physicists have been speculating that there should be

a correspondence between the laws of gravity and the laws

of thermodynamics. In 1995, Jacobson [1] disclosed that the

Einstein’s field equations of gravity can be derived by ap-

plying the first law of thermodynamics, δQ = T δS, on the

boundary of spacetime, where δQ is the energy flux across

the boundary, T and S are, temperature and entropy associated

with the boundary, respectively. This derivation is of great

importance and reveals that the first law of thermodynamics,

when is applied to a spacetime as a thermodynamic system at

large scales, can be translated to the field equations of gravity.

Following Jacobson, a lot of works have been done to address

the correspondence between the first law of thermodynamics

and the field equations of gravity in different setups [2–13].

According to the ΛCDM cosmological model (which

stands as a prominent and widely accepted framework in de-

scribing the evolution of the Universe), our Universe com-

prises three essential constituents: cold dark matter, dark en-

ergy, and baryonic matter [14]. Cold dark matter, a substance

that eludes electromagnetic interaction and manifests solely

through its gravitational influence, offers a potential solution

to many problems, including the observed flat rotation curves

of spiral galaxies [15–20]. In recent years, dark matter has

been widely believed to be made of particles beyond the stan-

dard model, which describes baryonic matter. However, to-

day, such an elusive dark matter particle remains undetected.

On the other hand, the cosmological constant gives the dark

energy, which emerges as a manifestation of energy permeat-

ing every corner of the Universe, frequently associated with

vacuum energy [21].

As an alternative to dark matter, in addressing the flat rota-

tion curves, the Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) the-
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ory was formulated by Milgrom [22–24] (see also [25–31]).

It was argued that the theoretical origin of the MOND theory

can be understood from Debye entropic gravity perspective

[32, 33]. The idea that gravity is not a fundamental interac-

tion and can be regarded as an entropic force caused by the

changes in the information associated with the positions of

material bodies, was proposed by Verlinde [34]. Verlinde’s

derivation of Newton’s law of gravitation at the very least of-

fers a strong analogy with a well understood statistical mech-

anism. Therefore, this derivation opens a new window to un-

derstand gravity from the first principles. The study on the en-

tropic force has raised a lot of attention recently (see [35–40]

and references therein). In the framework of mimetic gravity,

the MOND-like acceleration was recovered [41]. According

to the entropic force scenario, dark matter represents an ap-

parent manifestation, a consequence of baryonic matter [42].

Using the entropic force, modified Friedmann equations have

been obtained recently [43–45].

Verlinde’s proposal on the entropic nature of gravity opened

a new window on the origin of gravity, however, it assumes the

background geometry as a preexist structure. An important

question is how one can consider the spacetime as an emergent

structure? Padmanabhan [46] was the first who answered this

question and argued that the spatial expansion of our universe

can be regarded as the consequence of emergence of space and

the cosmic space is emergent as the cosmic time progresses.

By calculating the difference between the surface degrees of

freedom and the bulk degrees of freedom in a region of space

and equating the result with the volume change of the space,

he derived the Friedmann equations describing the evolution

of the universe [46]. Following Padmanabhan, a lot of works

have been carried out to investigate the emergence nature of

gravity and various aspects/extension of this theory have been

addressed in the literatures [47–54].

In this paper, we would like to employ a novel idea and

address the dark matter problem in the context of Padmanab-

han’s proposal of emergence gravity. This leads to modifica-

tion of Einstein equations of general relativity, too. This pa-

per is structured as follows. In the next section we recover the
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ΛCDM model by assuming an interaction between baryonic

matter and dark energy in the bulk. In section III, Following

Jacobson [1], we recover the modified Einstein’s field equa-

tion with an additional energy-momentum term which can be

regarded as the apparent dark matter. In section IV, we estab-

lish a correspondence with Yukawa cosmology and explain

the role of the massive gravitons as a possible candidate to

explain the nature of the dark sector and the emergence of

MOND. We finish with final remarks in section V.

II. RECOVERING ΛCDM IN PADMANABHAN’S

EMERGENT UNIVERSE

To explain why our Universe is expanding, Padmanabhan

used the holographic principle and the equipartition law of

energy [46]. According to Padmanabhan the basic law gov-

erning the emergence of space must relate the emergence of

space to the difference between degrees of freedom on the

surface and in the bulk, namely (Nsur −Nbulk). He proposed

relation [46]

dV

dt
= L2

P(Nsur −Nbulk), (1)

where V and t are, respectively, the volume and the cosmic

time in Planck units. More generally, it is expected (∆V/∆t)
to be some function of (Nsur−Nbulk) which vanishes when the

latter does (note also that L2
P = h̄G/c3). In the present paper,

we would like to modify the above relation as

dV

dt
= L2

P

[

Nsur −
(

Nbulk +Nint
bulk

)]

, (2)

where we assume there is an additional term for the degrees of

freedom in the bulk denoted by Nint
bulk, which originates from

the interaction between matter/energy components in the bulk.

The origin of this interaction term will be discussed later on.

Such a universe obeys the holographic principle where Nsur,

the number of degrees of freedom on the spherical surface of

Hubble radius H−1, given by [46]

Nsur =
4π

L2
PH2

. (3)

Here Nbulk is the effective number of degrees of freedom

which obeys the equipartition law of energy contained inside

the universe [46]

Nbulk =
|E|

(1/2)kBT
. (4)

We shall assume a multi-fluid matter inside the universe with

proper Komar energy density

E = ∑
i

(ρi + 3pi)V, (5)

and hence we can write the equipartition law of energy as

Nbulk =−∑
i

εi
2(ρi + 3pi)V

kBT
, (6)

along with

dV

dt
= L2

P

[

Nsur −
(

εiNbulk + ε intNint
bulk

)]

, (7)

where, in our definition, εi = −1 stands for baryonic mat-

ter and radiation and εi = 1 for dark energy [in order to en-

sure that Nbulk > 0; for matter and radiation ρM
i + 3pM

i > 0

and ρR
i + 3pR

i > 0, and ρDE + 3pDE < 0 for dark energy, re-

spectively]. Furthermore, we take ε int = −1, meaning that

Nint
bulk > 0, which should behave as baryonic matter for reasons

that we will explain below.

The volume of the universe and the temperature associated

with the horizon are given by

V =
4π

3H3
, T =

H

2π
. (8)

The novel idea is to consider an interaction term between

baryonic matter and dark energy in the bulk. As a result,

we propose there is an additional degrees of freedom which

comes from the interaction term and assume, for pure dimen-

sional reasons, it can be written as

Nint
bulk =−ε int

√

α NM
bulkNDE

bulk, (9)

where α is a coupling constant, NM
bulk and NDE

bulk are the degrees

of freedom of baryonic matter and dark energy in the bulk,

respectively. In the next section, we will give further physical

arguments about α . Since pM = 0 for baryonic matter, and

pDE = −ρDE for dark energy fluid, then, for the interaction

term, we get

Nint
bulk =

√

2αρMρDE
2V

kBT
. (10)

Let us now obtain the standard Friedmann equation. Using

Eqs. (7), (3), (6), (8), (10) and pi = ωiρi, we get

dV

dt
= 4πL2

P

[ 1

L2
PH2

+∑
i

ρi(1+ 3ωi)
4π

3H4

+
√

2αρMρDE
4π

3H4

]

, (11)

where we have set kB = 1. From the last equation, we obtain

ä

a
=−4πL2

P

3

[

∑
i

ρi(1+ 3ωi)+
√

2αρMρDE

]

. (12)

In the second term, we have an evolving matter given by

ρM = ρM,0(1+ z)3 and dark energy ρDE = ρDE,0, where it is

natural to identify this term as the dark matter for reasons we

shall argue below. Let us define the following equation as an

evolving dark matter

ρDM

(1+ z)3/2
≡
√

2αρMρDE , (13)

with using ρM = ρM,0(1+ z)3 and ρDE = ρDE,0, leads to

ρDM = ρDM,0 a−3, (14)
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where 1+ z = a−1 and ρDM,0 ≡
√

2αρM,0ρDE,0. Note that

assuming dark matter is pressureless, then Eq. (14) is also

solution of the continuity equation ρ̇DM + 3HρDM = 0, as ex-

pected and justifies ansatz (13).

If we multiply both sides of Eq. (12) by 2aȧ, and using the

continuity equation

ρ̇i + 3H(1+ωi)ρi = 0, (15)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter and ρi =

ρi,0a−3(1+ωi), assuming several matter fluids with a constant

equation of state parameters ωi. We then arrive at

d(ȧ2) =
8πL2

P

3
d

(

∑
i

ρi,0a−1−3ωi +ρDM,0 a−1−3ωDM

)

, (16)

where ΩDM = 0. In the l.h.s, we get a constant of integration

k as follows

ȧ2 + k =
8πL2

P

3

∫

d

(

∑
i

ρi,0a−1−3ωi +ρDM,0a−1

)

. (17)

By solving the integral in the r.h.s, we get

(

ȧ

a

)2

=
8πL2

P

3

(

ρR,0 a−4 +ρM,0a−3 +ρDM,0a−3

+ ρcura
2 +ρDE,0 a0

)

, (18)

where we have also included the spatial curvature density

ρcur ≡
3k

8πL2
Pa2

. (19)

If we use the critical density

ρcrit =
3H2

0

8πL2
P

, (20)

we get the equation in terms of the density parameters or in

terms of redshift z as follows

E2(z) = ΩR,0(1+ z)4 +Ωtot
M,0(1+ z)3 +Ωcurv(1+ z)2 +ΩDE,0,

(21)

where E(z) = H/H0, and

ΩDM,0 =
√

2α ΩM,0ΩDE,0, (22)

along with

Ωtot
M,0 = ΩM,0 +

√

2α ΩM,0ΩDE,0 = ΩM,0 +ΩDM,0. (23)

That suggests that dark matter can evolve due to the expansion

of the Universe, which is related to the fact that the baryonic

matter evolves, and the coupling parameter is a function of z,

as we pointed out. As a special case, if we consider a flat uni-

verse with k = 0 for the late-time Universe, which is consis-

tent with the result obtained in [55]. We shall elaborate more

about this connection in this work. However, it is important

to see from these equations that dark matter is only an appar-

ent effect due to the interaction between the dark energy and

matter. That is the key distinction as compared to the ΛCDM

model, whose respective Hubble parameter as a function of

the redshift for a flat space (Ωcurv = 0) is given by (written in

our notation)

H(z) = H0

√

ΩR,0(1+ z)4 +Ωtot
M,0(1+ z)3 +ΩDE,0, (24)

the last expression is obtained from Eq. (21) and it perfectly

matches the ΛCDM model.

III. EINSTEIN FIELD EQUATIONS WITH APPARENT

DARK MATTER

In this section, we will closely follow the seminal paper

by Jacobson [1]. Specifically, Jacobson derived the Einstein’s

field equations of gravity through the application of the first

law of thermodynamics and one can view the Einstein’s field

equation as an equation of state. In the current study, we

aim to extend this framework, incorporating the influences of

baryonic matter, dark energy, and an additional term stem-

ming from the interaction between baryonic matter and dark

energy. First, we need to consider the heat flow across the

horizon attributed to the energy carried by the matter field,

characterized by an energy-momentum tensor T M
ab represent-

ing baryonic matter

δQM =−κ

∫

H
ξ T M

ab ka kbdξ dS. (25)

In this equation with S we represent the area of the horizon

H. The vector ka corresponds to the tangent vector of the

horizon generators, further κ is known as the surface gravity

and, finally, ξ is an appropriate affine parameter. We also

introduce a dark energy term contribution

δQDE =−κ

∫

H
ξ T DE

ab kakbdξ dS. (26)

Building upon the concept introduced in the preceding sec-

tion, which serves as the fundamental idea in this paper, we

incorporate an interaction term between baryonic matter and

dark energy. Consequently, we anticipate the emergence of a

contribution term

δQint. =−κ
∫

H
ξ T int

ab ka kbdξ dS, (27)

where we have introduced an interaction term

T int
ab = uaub

√

2αρM,0ρDE,0 a−3, (28)

where α is an interaction parameter between dark energy and

baryonic matter, a is the scale factor, here 4-velocity of the

prefect fluid with gabuaub =−1. For reasons that will be clar-

ified later on we shall identify the interaction term as the dark

matter term, i.e. T DM
ab ≡ T int

ab . We get

T DM
ab = uaub

√

2αρM,0ρDE,0 a−3 ≡ ρDMuaub, (29)
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According to the Raychaudhuri equation, for the change of

the horizon area we have

δS =

∫

H
θdξ dS =−

∫

H
ξ Rabka kbdξ dS, (30)

in which θ is known as the expansion/contraction scalar. Fi-

nally, for the first law of thermodynamics we obtain

δ (QM +QDE +Qint) = TdS, (31)

where S is the entropy and we note that T is the temperature

and it reads T = κ/2π . Using the Bekenstein-Hawking rela-

tion between the entropy and the horizon area S = S/4, and

with the help of the above relations we get

∫

H
ξ
(

T M
ab +T DE

ab +T int
ab

)

kakbdξ dS=
1

8πG

∫

H
ξ Rabkakbdξ dS.

(32)

From the last equation it is evident that one has

1

8πG

(

Rab ka kb
)

=
(

T M
ab +TDE

ab +T int
ab

)

kakb, (33)

which is valid for all null vector ka. The last equation can be

further rewritten as

8πGT tot
ab = Rab + ζgab, (34)

with ζ being some function. In addition we have defined the

total energy-momentum tensor to be

T tot
ab = T M

ab +T DE
ab +T DM

ab . (35)

If we apply the covariant derivative to and we further utilize

the contracted Bianchi identity, we obtain:

∇b(Rab + ζgab) = 0 ⇒−∇b

(

R

2

)

= ∂bζ . (36)

We have also assumed ∇bT tot
ab = 0. From the last equation it

is easy to see that we get for the function ξ

ξ =−
(

R

2

)

+C. (37)

In our case we can fix the constant C to zero. But we further

define

T DE
ab =− Λ

8πG
gab. (38)

In this way we obtain the Einstein field equations as a thermo-

dynamics equation of state with dark matter

Rab −
1

2
Rgab +Λgab = 8πG

(

T M
ab +T DM

ab

)

. (39)

One should keep in mind that the dark matter is only an appar-

ent effect and obtained via the interaction of dark energy and

matter. With this equation in hand, we can apply to find the

cosmological model of the universe. Let us now use the Ein-

stein equation with dark matter and extend our discussion of

the cosmological setup. Assuming the background spacetime

to be spatially homogeneous and isotropic, which is given by

the Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric

ds2 =−dt2 + a2

[

dr2

1− kr2
+ r2(dθ 2 + sin2 θdφ2)

]

, (40)

where we can further use R = a(t)r, x0 = t,x1 = r, the two

dimensional metric hµν . Here k denotes the curvature of

space with k = 0,1,−1 corresponding to flat, closed, and open

universes, respectively. The dynamical apparent horizon, a

marginally trapped surface with vanishing expansion, is deter-

mined by the relation hµν(∂µ R)(∂νR) = 0. A simple calcula-

tion gives the apparent horizon radius for the FRW universe

R = ar = 1/
√

H2 + k/a2. (41)

For the matter source in the FRW universe, we shall assume a

perfect fluid described by the stress-energy tensor

Tµν = (ρi + pi)uµuν + pigµν . (42)

this leads to the continuity equation have assumed several

matter fluids with a constant equation of state parameters ωi

and continuity equations we have the expression for densities

ρi = ρi0a−3(1+ωi) (this includes baryonic matter ωi = 0, radi-

ation ωi = 1/3, dark matter ωi = 0 and dark energy ωi =−1).

with H = ȧ/a being the Hubble parameter. If we rewrite the

Einstein equations as

Rab = 8πG

(

T tot
ab − 1

2
gabT tot

)

. (43)

From the Einstein field equations, we can obtain the Fried-

mann’s equation, namely

ä

a
=−

(

4πG

3

)

∑
i

(ρi + 3pi) . (44)

where we have the expression for densities ρi = ρi0a−3(1+ωi).

Eq. (44) becomes

ä

a
=−

(

4πG

3

)

∑
i

(1+ 3ωi)ρi0a−3(1+ωi). (45)

Next, by multiplying 2ȧa on both sides of Eq. (45), and by

integrating we obtain

(

ȧ

a

)2

+
k

a2
=

8πG

3
∑

i

ρi0a−3(1+ωi) (46)

or

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG

3
∑

i

ρi0a−3(1+ωi) (47)

We further assume, the energy-momentum tensor of each

component is in the form of the perfect fluid,

T i
ab = (ρi + pi)uaub + pigab (48)



5

where i = DM,DE,M and ua is the 4-velocity of the prefect

fluid with gabuaub =−1. For the pressureless dark matter with

pDM = 0, we have

T a
b

DM = ρDMuaub. (49)

Comparing with the equation

T a
b

DM = uaub

√

2αρM,0ρDE,0 a−3. (50)

Equating Eqs. (49) and (50) we finally get

ρDM =
√

2αρM,0ρDE,0(1+ z)3. (51)

Using the continuity equation for the matter, we have ρM =
ρM,0(1 + z)3, while for the cosmological constant (DE) the

energy density is constant, namely ρDE = ρ0
DE , in the general

case we define

ρDM =
√

2αρ0
Mρ0

DE(1+ z)3, (52)

or

ρDM = ρ0
DM (1+ z)3, (53)

that it we obtain the standard Friedmann equation

(

ȧ

a

)2

=
8πG

3

(

ρR,0 a−4 +ρM,0a−3 +ρDM,0a−3

+ ρcurva2 +ρDE,0 a0
)

, (54)

In addition, we have the spatial curvature density

ρcur =
3k

8πGa2
. (55)

If we use the critical density

ρcrit =
3H2

0

8πG
, (56)

we get the equation in terms of the density parameters or in

terms of redshift z as follows

E2(z) = ΩR,0(1+ z)4 +Ωtot
M,0(1+ z)3 +Ωcurv(1+ z)2 +ΩDE,0.

(57)

where Ωtot
M,0 = ΩM,0+

√

2α ΩM,0ΩDE,0. This result coincides

with Eq. (21) in the last section.

IV. CORRESPONDENCE WITH YUKAWA COSMOLOGY

AND RECOVERING MOND

A. Correspondence with Yukawa cosmology

In this section, we would like to elaborate more on the na-

ture of dark energy. Einstein famously introduced the cos-

mological constant into the field equation Gµν + Λgµν =

8πGTµν/c4 to explain the expansion of the Universe. Dark

energy is commonly linked to represent the energy density

of the vacuum [56]; hence, it is just a constant. Specifically,

the energy density can be calculated by integrating the vac-

uum fluctuation energies using ρvac
DE ≃ Λ4

cut where we inte-

grate up to a certain ultraviolet momentum cutoff kmax, we

get ρvac
DE ∼ h̄k4

max [56]. That is the origin of the famous dis-

crepancy, namely, when one compares the theoretical value

with the observed value, that gives a huge discrepancy of the

order ∼ 10120. Speculation regarding a potential symmetry

leads to a vanishing vacuum energy. The problem surround-

ing the cosmological constant remains unsolved and continues

to challenge researchers. Certainly, alternative concepts have

been proposed to elucidate the cosmological constant. In this

context, we will present an argument for the involvement of

massive gravitons in clarifying the nature of the cosmological

constant. Moreover, we will draw attention to a correlation

with Yukawa cosmology, the subject of recent investigation

in [55, 57]. At large distances, one can obtain a Yukawa-like

potential

Φ =−GMm

r
(1+α exp(−r/λ )) , (58)

with the wavelength of massive graviton reads [58]

λ =
h̄

mgc
. (59)

It is interesting to note that the Yukawa potential has been ob-

tained in modified theories of gravity such as the f (R) gravity

[59, 60]). It was shown that the dark matter can be viewed

as an apparent effect, namely, dark matter is obtained via the

long-range force modification in terms of the following equa-

tion [55, 57]. In particular, one can obtain effectively the

ΛCDM using [55, 57]

ΩΛCDM
DM,0 =

√

2ΩΛCDM
M,0 ΩΛCDM

DE,0 , (60)

where

ΩΛCDM
DE,0 ∼ c2α

λ 2H2
0

. (61)

We can therefore make the correspondence if we define the

dark energy density in the Padmanbhan universe as

ΩPadmanbhan
DE,0 ∼ c2

λ 2H2
0

. (62)

In other words, there is an equivalence with the Yukawa cos-

mology [55] with two parameters: λ that specifies the dark

energy density and it is related to the gravitons mass and α
that specifies the interaction between matter and dark energy.

We can further write the energy density of the cosmological

constant contribution in terms of the graviton mass. Since we

found a correspondence with Yukawa cosmology, one can see

that the parameter α appears in the modified Newton’s poten-

tial and, therefore, Newton’s law in large distances. The quest

for a viable theory grounded in a healthy and well-defined ac-

tion that can integrate the concept of massive gravitons re-

mains an ongoing endeavour that has yet to reach a conclu-

sive resolution. the parameter α plays a crucial role in al-

tering Newton’s law. Yet, an intriguing question emerges re-

garding the fundamental origin of this parameter. We shall
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present compelling arguments linking the modified entropy to

adjusted gravity, with α emerging as a consequence of en-

tropy modification. In some deep sense, α could potentially

be influenced by the entanglement entropy arising from the

intricate interplay between baryonic matter and the fluctua-

tions in the gravitational field (gravitons). One can already

see a hint for this if we use ΩΛCDM
Λ,0 = ρDE,0/ρcrit, where

ρcrit = 3H2
0/(8πG) and ρDE,0 = Λc2/(8πG) one can obtain

the cosmological constant in terms of α , as follows

Λ ∼ 3α

λ 2
. (63)

In this way, we get for the energy density of dark energy

ρDE ∼ 3α c2

8πGλ 2
, (64)

which has the form of a holographic dark energy expression

for the cosmological constant. This signals that α fundamen-

tally measures the entanglement between the gravitons and

matter fields.

B. Recovering MOND

In this section, we would like to point out that the parameter

α that modifies the Newton’s law in the large distances, can

explain theoretical origin of the MOND theory. To see this,

let us rewrite Eq. (12) as follows

R̈

R
=−4πG

3

[

∑
i

ρi(1+ 3ωi)+
√

2αρMρDE

]

, (65)

where we have restored the Newton’s constant G. This equa-

tion can also be written as

mR̈ =−Gm

R2

[

4πR3

3
∑

i

ρi(1+ 3ωi)+
4πR3

3

√

2αρMρDE

]

.

(66)

Using the fact that the Komar mass [similar to Komar energy

with pi = ωiρi] reads

M =
4πR3

3
∑

i

ρi(1+ 3ωi), (67)

and if we consider only matter [ωi = 0] and dark energy ωi =
−1] (we shall neglect radiation contribution), we get

mR̈ =−Gm

R2

[

4πR3

3
(ρM − 2ρDE)+

4πR3

3

√

2αρMρDE

]

.

(68)

For Newton’s law in cosmological scales, we therefore get

~F = m~a =−
[

G m(M−MDE)

R2
+

G m

R2
V
√

2αρMρDE

]

~r0,

(69)

where ~r0 is some unit vector, and M = 4πR3ρM/3 (although in

general M depends on R) along with MDE = 4πR3(2ρDE)/3.

On cosmological scales, the dark energy mass MDE domi-

nates over baryonic mass M, implying a negative sign which

means an expanding universe. Conversely, on galactic scales,

the baryonic mass dominates and the total force is toward the

galactic center. Nevertheless, the presence of the second term

which depends on α , yields an additional contribution from

the long-range gravity modification; such a term can be at-

tributed to the dark matter having a mass

MDM =
4πR3

3

√

2αρMρDE , (70)

we can restore Newton’s law of gravity

~F =−Gm(M−MDE +MDM)

R2
~r0. (71)

provided there is an extra mass term due to the dark matter.

However, there is another way of rewriting Eq. (66) as follows

a =
G (M−MDE)

R2
+

√

α

(

G M

R2

)(

G MDE

R2

)

(72)

Let us define the acceleration due to the matter and the dark

energy enclosed in that region of volume V as

aM =
G M

R2
and aDE =

G MDE

R2
, (73)

we obtain the total acceleration

a = aM − aDE +
√

αaMaDE . (74)

The last equation is the acceleration in MOND theory.

• Cosmological scales

In cosmological scales, as we pointed out the dark energy

dominates over baryonic matter [in general it also should de-

pend in the scale distance M = M(R)], and for cosmological

scales R ∼ 1026m, aM → 0, or aM << aDE and, from the lat

equation we get a = −aDE . It is clear that the negative sign

explains the expanding universe due to dark energy. One can

further check that

aDE =
G MDE

R2
∼ 4πGρDER

3
, (75)

where for the dark energy density we have

ρ
cosmology
DE ∼ 3α c2

8πGλ 2
cosmology

, (76)

hence we get

aDE ∼ αc2R

2λ 2
cosmology

∼ 10−10m/s2. (77)

The last result gives the acceleration of the universe. Here

we note that the value of λcosmology is of the order of the ob-

servable radius of the universe, i.e., λcosmology ∼ 1026 m (see

from observation constrains reported in [55, 57]). In addi-

tion, we have used α ∼ 0.41 along with R ∼ 1026m, and con-

sequently the energy density of dark energy can be approxi-

mated to ρDE ∼ 7× 10−27 kg/m3.
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• Galactic scales

Let us now elaborate the case of galaxies where R is of pc

or kpc order. However, near the galactic center in general

the mass term is a function of distance, i.e., M(R). In other

words, in the galactic center, we know that baryoinic matter

dominates compared to the dark energy (aM >> aDE), hence

we get

a = aM +
√

α aM aDE . (78)

Further let us define a0, by writing

a0 = α aDE , (79)

to get a MOND-like form for the acceleration

a = aM +
√

aMa0. (80)

The interesting part here is when one studies the large dis-

tances, say when R is of pc or kpc order. Hence let us take for

the outer part of the galaxy R∼ 1017 m, we can try to compute

a0 which gives

a0 = α aDE ∼ 4πα2GρDER

3
∼ 10−20m/s2! (81)

We have expected for a0, as MOND predicts, a0 ∼
10−10m/s2. To address this inconsistency, let’s initially high-

light that the energy density of dark energy on galactic scales

is given by

ρgalaxy
DE ∼ 3α c2

8πGλ 2
galaxy

, (82)

and rewrite a0 in terms of the energy density as follows

a0 ∼
α2 c2

2λ 2
galaxy

. (83)

As we shall elaborate the energy density of dark energy de-

pends on the scale of measurements (observations) due its

dependence on λ . In some sense there exists a fundamental

limitations on measuring the dark energy density due to the

uncertainty principle when we measure λ . To see this more

clearly, let us go back in Eq. (59) and after we set λ = ∆x,

and ∆p = mgc, for graviton we get the momentum-position

uncertainty relation

∆x∆p ∼ h̄. (84)

Now lets see the implications of this relation. When

λ cosmology ∼ 1026 m ., i.e. in cosmological scales, we have

more uncertainty in position λ cosmology = ∆xcosmology ∼ 1026

m, but more precision on the momentum ∆pcosmology, namely

∆pcosmology ∼ h̄

∆xcosmology
∼ 10−60 N · s . (85)

This simply means that when we apply the uncertainty rela-

tion for the graviton entirety of the universe, our knowledge

of position becomes more uncertain, but we gain greater preci-

sion in measuring momentum. Conversely, when focusing on

galactic scales, the uncertainty in position decreases, approx-

imately λ galaxy = ∆xgalaxy ∼ 1019 m. However, this reduction

in position uncertainty is accompanied by an increase in mo-

mentum uncertainty, denoted as ∆pgalaxy, specifically we can

see this from

∆pgalaxy ∼ h̄

∆xgalaxy
∼ 10−53 N · s . (86)

In order to obtain a consistent result, we need R & 1015 m,

namely

a0 ∼
α2 c2 R

2λ 2
galaxy

∼ 10−10m/s2. (87)

As we increase the scale of observations R, λ will increase

and there is no sense to speak about R > λ . Our findings align

with recent observations related to the applicability of New-

ton’s law over substantial distances, specifically employing

wide binary systems as exemplified by Hernandez and Chae

[61, 62]. Consequently, it is evident that there are inherent

constraints in accurately measuring the graviton wavelength

within the realm of cosmology. As we elaborated, the incon-

sistency that emerges when comparing analyses conducted on

galactic and cosmological scales, can be explained through

the prism of uncertainty relations.

V. FINAL REMARKS AND CONCLUSIONS

The central and novel result we found in this paper is that

by adopting the emergence perspective of gravity, one can in-

terpret the dark matter as an effective/apparent phenomenon.

In this viewpoint the dark matter appears as a result of interac-

tion between dark energy and baryonic matter which modifies

the numbers of degrees of freedom in bulk. This approach

leads naturally to derive the ΛCDM model of cosmology. The

second important result is that, we applied the Jacobson’s ap-

proach by taking into account an interaction term between

baryonic matter and dark energy which plays the role of dark

matter. We thus constructed the modified Einstein field equa-

tions as an equation of state. The Einstein field equations

obtained in this method, contains energy momentum tensor

of apparent dark matter as well as dark energy. Both meth-

ods are consistent and we confirm how dark matter naturally

emerges by including an interaction term between dark energy

and baryonic matter. Finally, we obtained the ΛCDM model

in cosmology and established a correspondence with Yukawa

cosmology. We then explored the relation and the role of mas-

sive graviton in the dark sector. For the energy density of

dark energy we obtained a holographic dark energy expres-

sion which implies that the interaction term α fundamentally

measures the entanglement between the gravitons and matter

fields. Finally, a MOND-like expression was obtained and the

role of uncertainty relation for the gravitons’ wavelength was

discussed in cosmological/galactic observations.
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