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In this work the observational constraints on interaction coupling parameter between dynamical
dark energy and cold dark matter were obtained using CMB, BAO and SN Ia data. The dark energy
in considered models is dynamical and evolution of its equation of state parameter depends on dark
coupling and internal properties of the dark energy. Such model is believed to be more physically
consistent than models of interacting dark energy considered in previous works. Constraints were
made for three types of interaction. The first two are the types which are often considered in other
works on interacting dark energy. The third type has the non-linear dependence on densities of dark
components and is studied for the first time. Observational constraints on Hubble constant H0 for
the first two models are in strong disagreement with so called local measurements of H0. And the
third model is in better agreement with local measurements than ΛCDM model. Also for the last
non-linear model existence of non-zero interaction was found at greater than 1σ significance level.

PACS numbers: 95.36.+x,95.35.+d,98.80.-k
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I. INTRODUCTION

Interacting dark energy (IDE) is an extension of cos-
mological model which aim to explain the accelerated ex-
pansion of universe [1, 2]. In this model some form of new
interaction is present between dark energy (DE) which
causes this acceleration and another component the dark
matter (DM) in addition to the four known fundamental
interactions [3, 4]. The existence of these dark compo-
nents follows from their gravitational impact on visible
matter and radiation as it didn’t interact through other
three fundamental forces. As the result the presence of
such DE-DM interaction can be concluded if it make sig-
nificant impact through gravitational interaction to make
imprint on cosmic microwave background and other as-
trophysical data. This fact will be the possible indication
that DE and DM have the quantum-field nature. In the
most well studied IDE model the DE equation of state
(EoS) parameter does not vary in time and the DE-DM
interaction is proportional to the energy densities of DE,
DM or to the sum of both and is generated by the expan-
sion rate of universe [5–9]. The constraints on parameters
of such models using data on cosmic microwave back-
ground, baryon acoustic oscillations and type Ia super-
nova give the non-zero energy transfer between DE and
DM with a low confidence level or interaction is absent at
all. [10, 11]. Also the constraints on DE-DM interaction
parameter proportional to the density of DM or to the
density sum of dark components were made for phantom
DE model only [12, 13]. For quintessence model such
analysis is impossible due to non-adiabatic instabilities
of cosmological perturbations in the radiation-dominated
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epoch of universe for these IDE models [14]. But obser-
vational constraints for such models is possible when DE
EoS parameter varies in time and its evolution can be
tuned in such way that non-adiabatic instabilities will not
arise. Hence in this work the Markov Chain Monte-Carlo
constraints on parameters of dynamical quintessence IDE
with these interaction forms were done for the first time.
The model of quintessence IDE EoS parameter evolution
that was used here was proposed in works [15, 16], which
is more physically consistent, than the well-known lin-
ear model for EoS evolution w(a) = w0 +w1(1− a) [17].
The second part of this work is dedicated to the analy-
sis of another type of DE-DM interaction (also for the
first time), which is not depended on expansion rate of
universe and has the form of Coulomb-type interaction
function (e. g. the energy-momentum exchange rate be-
tween dark components is proportional to the product of
densities of this components). Such interaction form is
physically well motivated as it doesn’t vanishes when uni-
verse is not expanding and its form often occurs among
other interactions in nature also.

In the chapter I of this work the brief introduction into
the models of dynamical IDE were analyzed is done. In
the chapter II the observational data and method of sta-
tistical constraints which were used are described. And
in the chapter III the impact of DE-DM interaction on
the formation of high-scale structure of universe and the
results of parameters’ observational constraints of con-
sidered models are shown and discussed.

II. I. MODELS OF DYNAMICAL IDE

The description of each component of universe is done
in the perfect fluid approximation with the following
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stress-energy tensor:

T k
i = (ρ+ p)uiu

k
− pδki . (1)

Universe is considered to be homogeneous and isotropic,
which is described by Friedman-Lemâıtre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) metric with zero spatial curvature in
relation to which the small perturbations of metric (per-
turbations are given in synchronous gauge):

ds2 = a2(η)[dη2 − (δαβ + hαβ)dx
αdxβ ] , (2)

where a denotes a scale factor, η is conformal time and
hαβ is perturbation of metric tensor. For each compo-
nent the general-covariant equation of stress-energy ten-
sor conservation is true except for DE and DM, which in
the result of non-gravitational interaction between them
modifies into the following form:

T k
(de)i;k = J(de)i , (3a)

T k
(c)i;k = J(c)i . (3b)

Here ”;” denotes the general-covariant derivative and Ji
is the 4-vector of energy-momentum exchange between
DE and DM or in other words it describes the DE-DM
interaction. The demand of conservation of energy and
momentum of total DE and DM fluid implies that J(c)i =
−J(de)i = Ji.
To solve the system of equations (3) along with Ein-

stein’s gravitational field equations the 4-vector Ji must
be given as function of variables which describe the state
of DE and DM. In the most works on IDE this interaction
is taken in the form which in FLRW universe is propor-
tional to Hubble parameter H and some function of dark
components’ densities ρ̄de, ρ̄c. In the cases considered in
this work J̄0 is taken in the following forms [8, 9]:

J̄0 = 3βaHρ̄c , (4a)

J̄0 = 3βaH(ρ̄de + ρ̄c) . (4b)

Here β is the interaction parameter and when it goes
to zero the DE-DM interaction disappears. When the
consideration of these interaction forms is extended on
the small linear cosmological perturbations in the re-
lation FLRW universe, then, as was mentioned above,
the problem of instabilities of these perturbations in the
radiation-dominated epoch occurs [14]. To avoid this
problem DE EoS parameter must be allowed to evolve
with universe’s expansion. In this study the model of
IDE is considered which in the evolution of this EoS pa-
rameter is given by DE-DM interaction parameter and
DE adiabatic sound speed. Consequently equations (3)
with additional equation for DE EoS parameter evolution
in FLRW universe take the following form:

˙̄ρde + 3aH(1 + w)ρ̄de = −J̄0 , (5a)

˙̄ρc + 3aHρ̄c = J̄0 , (5b)

ẇ = 3aH(1 + w)(w − c2a) +
J̄0
ρ̄de

(w − c2a) . (5c)

Here dot over quantity is the derivative on conformal time
η, w is the DE EoS parameter and c2a = ˙̄pde/ ˙̄ρde is the
square of DE adiabatic sound speed (p̄de is the DE pres-
sure). The solutions of these equations were obtained in
works [15, 16]. To extend our models to the case of small
perturbations in relation to the background universe the
general-covariant form of DE-DM interactions must be
given at first. In this study the following form is used
which was proposed in [18, 19]:

Ji = βρcu
k
;ku

(c)
i , (6a)

Ji = β(ρde + ρc)u
k
;ku

(c)
i , (6b)

where u
(c)
i is a four-vector of DM velocity and uk is a

velocity four-vector of all components’ center of mass.
Beside two forms of DE-DM interactions (6), in this

study is considered another form of Ji which is not gen-
erated by the expansion rate of universe. In other words
it is not proportional to Hubble parameter H in FLRW
universe as the previous two types. Also such interaction
is proportional to the product of DE and DM densities.
So its general-covariant form is as follows:

Ji = 3βH0
ρdeρc

ρde + ρc
u
(c)
i . (7)

The presence of Hubble constant H0 in this interaction
form is for normalization of interaction parameter β only.
The interaction (7) is motivated by those that frequently
occur in different areas of physics such as Coulomb elec-
trostatic interaction, Newtonian gravitational interaction
and etc.. Such interaction is being studied for the first
time.
The resulting equations for the evolution of cosmolog-

ical perturbations for DE and DM with interaction (6a)
in synchronous gauge comoving to DM are as follows:

δ̇de = −3aH(c2s − w)δde − (1 + w)
ḣ

2
−

−(1 + w)[k2 + 9a2H2(c2s − c2a)]
θde
k2

−

−β
ρ̄c
ρ̄de

[

3aH(δc − δde)+

+
ḣ

2
+ θ + 9a2H2(c2s − c2a)

θde
k2

]

, (8a)

θ̇de = −aH(1− 3c2s)θde +
c2sk

2

1 + w
δde+

+3aH
β

1 + w

ρ̄c
ρ̄de

(1 + c2s)θde , (8b)

δ̇c = −

ḣ

2
+ β

[

ḣ

2
+ θ

]

, (8c)

where θN ≡ i(
−→

k ,−→v N ), c2s is a comoving effective DE
sound speed which in this work is taken as c2s = 1 and

θ =

∑

N(ρ̄N + p̄N )θN
∑

N (ρ̄N + p̄N )
,



3

where N is a number of universe’s each component.
For the interaction (6b) we have such equations:

δ̇de = −3aH(c2s − w)δde − (1 + w)
ḣ

2
−

−(1 + w)[k2 + 9a2H2(c2s − c2a)]
θde
k2

−

−β
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

ρ̄de

[

3aHδc+

+
ḣ

2
+ θ + 9a2H2(c2s − c2a)

θde
k2

]

, (9a)

θ̇de = −aH(1− 3c2s)θde +
c2sk

2

1 + w
δde+

+3aH
β

1 + w

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
ρ̄de

(1 + c2s)θde , (9b)

δ̇c = −

ḣ

2
+ β

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
ρ̄c

[

3aHδde +
ḣ

2
+ θ

]

. (9c)

And for the interaction (7):

δ̇de = −3aH(c2s − w)δde − (1 + w)
ḣ

2
−

−(1 + w)[k2 + 9a2H2(c2s − c2a)]
θde
k2

−

−3βaH0
ρ̄c

ρ̄de + ρ̄c

[

δc + 3aH(c2s − c2a)
θde
k2

−

−

ρ̄de
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

δde −
ρ̄c

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
δc

]

, (10a)

θ̇de = −aH(1− 3c2s)θde +
c2sk

2

1 + w
δde+

+
3aH0β

1 + w

ρ̄c
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

(1 + c2s)θde , (10b)

δ̇c = −

ḣ

2
+ 3βaH0

ρ̄de
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

[

δde−

−

ρ̄de
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

δde −
ρ̄c

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
δc

]

. (10c)

To make numerical integration of this system of equa-
tions the initial conditions for the background system (5)
and for perturbed system (8), (9), (10) must be set up.
The background initial conditions are given at present
epoch at a0 = 1 and the perturbation initial conditions
are given at early epoch of electro-magnetic radiation
dominance.
Initial conditions for perturbation equations are taken

as their solutions at radiation-dominated epoch when
the perturbations not enter yet into the Hubble horizon.
These solutions satisfy the following condition for the ar-
bitrary two components x and y

Sx,y = aH

(

δx
( ˙̄ρx/ρ̄x)

−

δy
( ˙̄ρy/ρ̄y)

)

= 0 , (11)

and as the result the fluids are adiabatic. When DE does
not interact with DM the small deviations from adia-
batic perturbations are damped and as the result these

perturbations stay stable until they enter into the Hub-
ble horizon. But when DE-DM interaction of form (6a)
or (6b) is present and DE is quintessential this adiabatic
mode could become unstable if DE EoS parameter w is
close −1 [14]. To avoid this problem the stability anal-
ysis of adiabatic solutions of perturbation equations was
made. From this the ranges of values for interaction pa-
rameter and DE adiabatic sound speed c2a for which adi-
abatic mode is stable were derived [18, 19] for each of the
interactions (6a), (6b). It must be noted that for inter-
action of type (7) the adiabatic mode, as it follows from
analysis, at the early epoch is always stable. Hence for
all three types of DE-DM interaction there can be used
the standard adiabatic initial conditions without inter-
action even if they differ by a small value from the true
initial conditions with non-zero interaction, because as
was mention above small deviations in the true initial
conditions disappear.

III. II. OBSERVATIONAL DATA AND
STATISTICAL METHOD

To make the constraints on parameters of IDE models
(4a) (it will be called Model I), (4b) (Model II) and (7)
(Model III) the following observational data were used:
Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)

anisotropies: the dataset consisting of high-l TT,
EE, TE power spectra and low-l TT, EE power spectra
of Planck collaboration (2018 data release) [20]; This
dataset is supplemented by additional data on CMB
weak gravitational lensing of same collaboration (2018
data release) [21];
Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO): the 6dF

Galaxy Survey [22] consisting of one data point at ef-
fective redshift zeff = 0.106, SDSS DR7 Main Galaxy
Sample [23] of data point at zeff = 0.15 and SDSS-III
Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey, DR12 [24] con-
sisting of three data points at zeff = 0.38, 0.51, 0.61;
Type Ia supernova (SN Ia): Pantheon dataset con-

sisting of data on 1048 type Ia supernova [25].
To confront the Models I, II and III with these ob-

servational data the corresponding observable quantities
must be calculated. For this purpose was modified the
code IDECAMB [26] which is the modification of pro-
gram package CAMB [27] and is specially designed for
considering IDE models. In this program to calculate
the cosmological perturbations’ evolution the Parame-
terized Post Friedman (PPF) method adapted for IDE
models was used [28]. To be suitable for Models I and
II it must take into account the local Hubble parameter
perturbations described by perturb part of uk

;k in expres-

sions (6). It was done by modifying the expressions (3.14)
and (3.15) given in work [26]:

∆Q = C1δde + C2δc +Q

(

kV

3aH
+

ζ′

aH
− ξ

)

, (12a)

fk = Q(θc − θ) , (12b)
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TABLE I: Priors of independent parameters for each IDE
model.

Parameter ΛCDM Model I Model II Model III

Ωbh
2 [0.005, 0.1] [0.005, 0.1] [0.005, 0.1] [0.005, 0.1]

Ωch
2 [0.001, 0.99] [0.001, 0.99] [0.001, 0.99] [0.001, 0.99]

100θMC [0.5, 10] – – [0.5, 10]

H0 – [40, 100] [40, 100] –

τ [0.01, 0.8] [0.01, 0.8] [0.01, 0.8] [0.01, 0.8]

log(1010As) [1.61, 3.91] [1.61, 3.91] [1.61, 3.91] [1.61, 3.91]

ns [0.8, 1.2] [0.8, 1.2] [0.8, 1.2] [0.8, 1.2]

w0 – [-1, -0.333] [-1, -0.333] [-3, -0.333]

c2a – [-1, 0] [-0.533890, 0] [-3, -1]

β – [0, 0.08] [0, 0.5] [-1.5, 1.5]

where J̄0 = −aQ and ζ′ is given by expression (4.9) in
[26]. For Model I Q = −3βHρ̄c, C1 = 0, C2 = Q and for
Model II Q = −3βH(ρ̄de + ρ̄c), C1 = Q, C2 = Q. For
Model III the expression (12a) takes the following form:

∆Q = C1δde + C2δc , (13)

where

Q = −3βH0
ρ̄deρ̄c

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
,

C1 =
ρ̄c

ρ̄de + ρ̄c
Q , C2 =

ρ̄de
ρ̄de + ρ̄c

Q .

Constraints on interaction parameters and other pa-
rameters of IDE models were obtained using Markov
Chain Monte-Carlo method with modifying of CosmoMC
program package [29] for this purpose. There were ran 12
Monte-Carlo chains for each of the studied IDE models
with a convergence condition (using the Gelman-Rubin
parameter) to be R − 1 < 0.01. The priors for inde-
pendent parameters which describe the pressure of DE
w0 and c2a were taken in quintessence range of values
and for interaction parameter β they were taken in posi-
tive range of values (case when energy flows from DE to
DM) for Model I and Model II. Also the additional pri-
ors for these models were taken derived from positivity
of energy density of dark components conditions [15, 19]
and stability of early cosmological perturbations condi-
tions [18, 19]. For Model III priors for c2a were taken in
phantom range, for w0 they were taken in quintessence
and phantom ranges and β is bounded by negative lower
value and positive upper value. For Models I, II the H0-
parametrization instead of 100θMC-parametrization was
used and for Model III the 100θMC-parametrization was
used. Beside this there were ran 12 Monte-Carlo chains
for ΛCDM model with the same observational data to
compare its constraints with the results for IDE models.
Priors for ΛCDM and all three interaction models are
given in Table I.

FIG. 1: Dependence of the matter power spectrum at red-
shift z = 0 on the interaction parameter β for Model I in
the upper panel and for Model II in the lower panel. The
independent model parameters that were used are as fol-
lows: Ωbh

2 = 0.0226, Ωch
2 = 0.112, H0 = 68.2, ΩK = 0,

As = 2.1 × 10−9, ns = 0.96, τ = 0.09, c2s = 1, w0 = −0.9,
c2a = −0.5.

IV. III. RESULTS

At first the dependence of high scale structure of uni-
verse on DE-DM interaction coupling was studied for
Model I, Model II and Model III. In Fig. 1 and Fig.
2 the modification of matter power spectrum at redshift
z = 0 by the value of interaction parameter β is shown for
all of three models. For Models I and II the modifications
are similar with the suppression of structure formation at
small scales and with some larger inhomogeneities at very
high scales in Model I compared to non-interacting case
(in these figures for Models I, II the interaction parameter
β is bounded to positive values only, the same as in priors
in MCMC simulations). For Model III the distribution of
matter in universe is more inhomogeneous at high scales
and sufficiently more homogeneous at small scales when
β is positive. When we have negatively-valued β (it’s
corresponding to the case when energy flows from DM to
DE) the impact of DE-DM interaction is exactly opposite
– at high scales matter is distributed slightly less homo-
geneous and at small scales the matter structure growth
is larger.
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FIG. 2: Dependence of the matter power spectrum at redshift
z = 0 on the interaction parameter β for Model III with
c2a = −0.5 in the upper panel and c2a = −1.2 in the lower
panel. The independent model parameters that were used
are the same as in Fig. 1.

The observational constraints on parameters of Model
I, Model II and Model III obtained from MCMC simula-
tion on 68% CL are given in Table II.
As we can see for the quintessence IDE of Model I

and Model II due to presence of DE-DM interaction the
relative part of DE component is much lower and DM
much higher compared to ΛCDM model. As the result
the Hubble constant H0 is much lower than the value ob-
tained in work [30]. So, such models only worsen the so
called Hubble tension, which is one of the major prob-
lems in modern cosmology. Also for both of these models
only the upper positive bounds on interaction parame-
ter β were obtained. The constraints on DE EoS pa-
rameter at present time w0 and EoS parameter evolu-
tion which mostly determined by DE squared adiabatic
sound speed c2a are strongly prefer the dynamical nature
of quintessence DE. In general the constraints on β using
CMB, BAO and SN Ia data described in chapter III do
not allow to determine whether DE-DM interaction of
Model I and Model II exists.
The constraints for Model III on interaction param-

eter β give the existence of its non-zero positive value
on > 1σ significance level. Also constraints on EoS pa-
rameter prefer of DE having the quintessential nature in

epochs closer to modern time and being phantom in the
early epochs of universe. It means that DE energy den-
sity ρ̄de begins to increase from some constant value after
universe’s expansion start and after approaching some
maximum follows the gradual decrease of DE density till
present epoch at a = 1. In this model there are higher
proportion of DM and lower of DE components compare
to ΛCDM model as in the previous two IDE models. The
Hubble constant H0 in Model III constraints has a bit
higher value than in ΛCDM model which may indicate
that this model maybe could give the resolution of Hub-
ble tension if for the constraining its parameters the next
generation BAO and SN Ia data will be used.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work the cosmological models of interact-
ing dynamical dark energy were studied in which non-
gravitational interaction between dynamical dark energy
and dark matter is present and is described by three dif-
ferent functions. The first two are well known in lit-
erature functions which are proportional to Hubble pa-
rameter and one is also proportional to the dark matter
energy density (Model I) and another to the sum of en-
ergy densities of both dark components (Model II). The
third one is not depended on expansion rate of universe
and is proportional the product of energy densities of
interacting components (Model III). Such interaction is
studied for the first time and must be more physically re-
alistic in comparison to previous two types of interaction
and other types which are proportional to the Hubble
parameter. By making Markov Chain Monte-Carlo con-
straints on parameters of these three models using the
CMB, BAO and SN Ia data it was found that Models I,
II are in large disagreement in determining the Hubble
constant H0 compare to the so called local measurement
of H0. Also it were determined only the upper bounds
of interaction parameter for these models. In contrary
Model III is in the more good agreement in determin-
ing H0 with local measurements then ΛCDM model us-
ing the same observational data. Also the constraints
give the non-zero positive value of interaction parameter
(which corresponds to the energy flow from dark energy
to dark matter) at > 1σ significance level for Model III.
It is expected that using next-generation data on BAO
and SN Ia along with current CMB data will give more
tight constraints on the interaction in the dark sector.
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TABLE II: Constraints on model parameters at 68% CL.

Parameter ΛCDM Model I Model II Model III

Ωbh
2 0.02242 ± 0.00014 0.02282 ± 0.00015 0.02282 ± 0.00014 0.02239 ± 0.00014

Ωch
2 0.11932 ± 0.00092 0.1142 ± 0.0010 0.1142 ± 0.0010 0.151+0.027

−0.017

τ 0.0573 ± 0.0074 0.083 ± 0.010 0.083 ± 0.010 0.0539 ± 0.0074

w0 — −0.99424+0.00086

−0.0057 < −0.994 −0.83+0.17

−0.29

c2a — −0.24553+0.00075

−0.0046 −0.24558+0.00072

−0.0045 −1.130+0.083

−0.074

β — < 9.43 · 10−5 < 8.29 · 10−5 0.27+0.23

−0.15

ln(1010As) 3.049 ± 0.014 3.092 ± 0.020 3.091 ± 0.020 3.042 ± 0.014

ns 0.9664 ± 0.0037 0.9805 ± 0.0041 0.9805 ± 0.0041 0.9658 ± 0.0040

H0 67.66 ± 0.42 56.51 ± 0.25 56.52 ± 0.25 68.37 ± 0.83

Ωde 0.6889 ± 0.0056 0.5690 ± 0.0066 0.5691 ± 0.0066 0.627+0.041

−0.055

Ωm 0.3111 ± 0.0056 0.4310 ± 0.0066 0.4309 ± 0.0066 0.373+0.055

−0.041

σ8 0.8110 ± 0.0060 0.6843 ± 0.0067 0.6843 ± 0.0068 0.756+0.036

−0.055

S8 0.826 ± 0.011 0.820 ± 0.011 0.820 ± 0.011 0.839+0.012

−0.011
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