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Adopting the modifications induced by the Kaniadakis entropy on the Friedmann equations, we
explore some relevant aspects of this cosmological scenario at the background level. We analyze the
constraint imposed on the parameter K obtained from the accelerated cosmic expansion condition,
and we also study the role of such a parameter as a cosmological constant.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of late-time cosmic acceleration remains one
of the most intriguing challenges in modern cosmology.
Although the ΛCDM model has been remarkably suc-
cessful in describing observational data [1], fundamen-
tal questions about the nature of dark energy and cos-
mic expansion persist. In this sense, the intersection of
gravity and thermodynamics has been a fertile ground
for theoretical physics since Bekenstein and Hawking’s
groundbreaking work on black hole thermodynamics [2].
The gravity-thermodynamic conjecture, which suggests
a deep connection between gravitational dynamics and
thermodynamic principles, has provided valuable insights
into the nature of spacetime and cosmic evolution; see,
for instance, [3]. In recent years, exploring generalized
entropy formulations [4] has opened new avenues to un-
derstand these connections, with the Kaniadakis entropy
emerging as a particularly intriguing framework [5]. The
Kaniadakis entropy formulation, which generalizes stan-
dard Boltzmann-Gibbs statistics while maintaining cru-
cial mathematical and physical properties, has found suc-
cessful applications in various physical systems exhibiting
power-law behavior [6]. When applied to cosmological
scenarios, especially in late-time evolution, this frame-
work provides natural modifications to standard gravita-
tional dynamics that could address current observational
tensions without invoking exotic forms of matter or en-
ergy; see Ref. [7] as an example.

This letter focuses on the late-time cosmological impli-
cations of the Kaniadakis entropy formalism, and we ex-
amine the consequences of the modifications to the stan-
dard cosmological equations introduced by this entropy.
Of particular interest is how this framework naturally
incorporates features that could explain the observed ac-
celeration without explicitly introducing a cosmological
constant. The structure of the letter is as follows: In the
next section, the generalities of the cosmological equa-
tions at the background level are described, we explore
some conditions to have accelerated cosmic expansion in
the model, and we end the section by exploring the iden-
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tification of the Kaniadakis parameter as the cosmolog-
ical constant. Finally, in section III, we give some final
comments on our work.

II. COSMOLOGICAL MODEL

In this section, we provide some highlights of the
cosmological model to consider in our analysis for a
Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) space-
time with null spatial curvature in the context of the
apparent horizon description, 8πG = c = 1 units will be
used. The subscript zero will denote the evaluation of
cosmological quantities at the present time. It is well-
known that in the context of black holes physics, the
Kaniadakis entropy (K) can be written in terms of the
quarter area Bekenstein-Hawking entropy (BH), as fol-
lows

SK =
1

K
sinh(KSBH), (1)

where K is the Kaniadakis parameter restricted to the
interval, 0 < K < 1. As mentioned above, SBH = A/4
being A the area of the apparent horizon, A = 4πR2

A with
radius given by RA = H−1, as usual for a flat spacetime,
the radius of the apparent horizon is the inverse of the
Hubble scale. If only small deviations from the BH en-
tropy are expected, then the Eq. (1) takes the following
form after a series expansion

SK = SBH +
K2

6
S3
BH +O(K4), (2)

from which it is clear to observe that the limit,
K → 0, recovers the BH entropy. From the gravity-
thermodynamics conjecture, it was found that entropy
(1) leads to the following set of cosmological equations
modulus an integration constant, usually denoted as Λ,
for a flat spacetime [8]

3H2 [cosh (KSBH)−KSBHshi (KSBH)] = ρm, (3)

Ḣ cosh (KSBH) = −1

2
(ρm + pm), (4)

where shi(x) is a mathematical odd function of x whose
definition is shi(x) =

∫ x

0
sinh(x′)

x′ dx′ and the dot stands for
derivatives with respect to cosmic time. It is worth men-
tioning that under the series expansions of the function
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coshx = 1+ x2

2 + x4

24 + ... and shi(x) = x+ x3

18 + x5

600 + ...,
the dynamical equations (3) and (4) coincide with those
obtained in Ref. [9], as discussed in Ref. [10].

Ref. [8] discussed the role of the integration constant
Λ; the case Λ = 0 imposes the condition K ̸= 0 since
K = 0 only describes a CDM scenario. For this scenario,
K should vary consistently with the observational range
of Ωm,0. However, in such a study, the case Λ ̸= 0 was
chosen since it reproduces the thermal history of the uni-
verse (matter and dark energy epochs), and under the
limit K → 0, the ΛCDM model is recovered. Addition-
ally, Λ = 0 leads to a dark energy sector that behaves
as phantom dark energy in the past, and only in the far
future, a de Sitter phase dominates the cosmic evolution;

as stated by the authors of [8], this latter scenario is less
attractive. During the study of Ref. [8], the presence of
Λ and the parameter K was studied separately. We will
discuss this aspect of the model below. An interesting
fact of the set of equations (3)-(4) is that the geometry
of the field equations is modified due to the generaliza-
tion of the entropy; then these emergent geometric terms
can be associated to a dark energy sector whose origin
is known; for K = 0, we recover the CDM scenario and
thus we must impose the condition K ̸= 0 in order to
have extra contributions. If we assume a barotropic EoS
for the matter sector, pm = ωρm, together with Eq. (4),
we can write the deceleration parameter q(t) = −1− Ḣ

H2 ,
as follows.

1 + q(t) =
1

2
(1 + ω)

ρm
H2 cosh (KSBH)

=
3

2
(1 + ω)

[
1− KSBHshi (KSBH)

cosh (KSBH)

]
, (5)

where Eq. (3) was also considered. Taking the derivative
w.r.t. cosmic time of Eq. (3) we get ρ̇m = −6H3(1 +
q) cosh (KSBH), then if we insert the term given in the
first equality of Eq. (5), we obtain the usual conservation
equation for the matter sector, ρ̇m + 3H(1 + ω)ρm = 0.

In order to have an accelerated cosmic expansion, the
condition q(t) < 0, must be satisfied. According to the
expression (5) for K = 0, we obtain q = (1/2)(1 + 3ω),
which coincides with the standard cosmology for a single
fluid described by the parameter state ω. Taking into
account the condition q(t) < 0, the values taken by the
term KSBHshi(KSBH)

cosh(KSBH) must be restricted.

In Fig. (1), we show the intervals of KSBHshi(KSBH)
cosh(KSBH)

leading to q(t) < 0, we observe that for a matter con-
tent given by radiation (ω = 1/3) or stiff matter (ω = 1)
the possible values of KSBHshi(KSBH)

cosh(KSBH) lie within the inter-
val obtained for CDM (ω = 0). Therefore, the range of
the function KSBHshi(KSBH)

cosh(KSBH) must be constrained to the
half-open interval (1/3, 1/2] to have a physically consis-
tent cosmic evolution, i.e., we must exclude radiation and
stiff matter as possible sources of the accelerated cosmic
expansion, as is well known; this latter condition is very
restrictive for the K parameter. As expected, the value
of the parameter state ω that describes the content of
the universe determines the type of cosmic evolution. As
observed, accelerated cosmic evolution can be obtained
from Kaniadakis’s cosmology for a universe filled with a
CDM fluid without needing a dark-energy contribution.

If we consider the expression (2) for the Kaniadakis en-
tropy, we can compute its derivative w.r.t. time, yielding

ṠK =
2π

H
[1 + q(t)]

(
1 +

K2

2
SBH

)
, (6)

therefore the second law of thermodynamics [11], ṠK ≥ 0,
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Figure 1: Validity region for the term KSBHshi(KSBH)
cosh(KSBH)

for which q(t) < 0 with ω = 0 (solid line), ω = 1/3
(dotted line) and ω = 1 (dashed line).

is guaranteed always that q(t) ≥ −1, i.e., quintessence
scenario. This can be fulfilled since for cosmic expansion
we have H(t) > 0. As commented above, the condition
q(t) ≥ −1 is contained in the expression given in Eq. (5).

For thermodynamics consistency, two conditions must
be satisfied simultaneously by the entropy, positive pro-
duction, ṠK > 0, and the convexity condition, S̈K < 0,
from our previous result we obtain that S̈K < 0 is satis-
fied for

q̇(t) < −[1 + q(t)]2
(
2π + 3K2S2

BH

)(2π

H
+K2S2

BH

)−1

,

(7)
no change of sign is expected in the expression given
above, then both conditions can be satisfied by the Ka-
niadakis entropy always that q(t) ≥ −1.

A. Interpreting the role of the K-parameter

According to our definitions, the parameter K and the
Hubble constant are related by the following equation

KSBH,0 =
πK

H2
0

. (8)
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Consequently, the fractional energy density, ΩK,0, asso-
ciated with the Kaniadakis parameter will be simply the
equation given above divided by 3. Therefore, at second
order in ΩK,0, the deceleration parameter (5) with ω = 0,
takes the form

q0 =
1

2

(
1−

6Ω3
K,0

2 + Ω2
K,0

)
, (9)

where 6Ω3
K,0 > 2 + Ω2

K,0 in order to have q0 < 0. This
condition can be fulfilled since 0 < ΩK,0 < 1. For K = 0,
the expression given above is consistent with the CDM
scenario q0 = 1/2. As commented previously, the accel-
erated phase for the universe with a CDM sector can be
possible due to the presence of the parameter K. Us-
ing the series expansion mentioned before, we obtain the
modified Friedmann equation (3)

H2(z) ≃ ρm(z)

6

1 +
√
1 + 2

(
3πK

ρm(z)

)2
 , (10)

where z is the redshift given by the usual formula 1 +
z = a(t)−1. Assuming the typical behavior for the CDM
sector, ρm(z) = ρm,0(1 + z)3, in the limit z → −1, we
have

H(z → −1) →

√
πK√
2
, (11)

which is a constant value corresponding to de Sitter evo-
lution. This latter result indicates that the model has
a self-accelerated branch since ρm(z → −1) → 0. It is
worth mentioning this kind of cosmic evolution, as given
by Eqs. (10) and (11), was also obtained within the con-
text of a variable dark energy known as ghost dark energy
in which the CDM contribution is considered [12, 13].

From the result given above in Eq. (11), we can es-
tablish a correspondence between the cosmological con-
stant, Λ, and the Kaniadakis parameter by establishing
Λ/3 = πK/

√
2. Then, in this case, we have

ΩK,0 =

√
2

3π
ΩΛ. (12)

As can be seen, the accelerated stage of cosmic evolution
will be dominated by a de Sitter phase carried out by the
parameter K that mimics a cosmological constant. No-
tice that in this case, the well-known fundamental prob-
lem regarding the value of the cosmological constant can
be solved since, in this case, K emulates such a con-
stant, therefore ΩK,0 only should vary consistently with
the observational range of ΩDE,0. Therefore, in contrast
to what was done in Ref. [8], if we do not think in devi-
ations from the ΛCDM model and treat the Kaniadakis

cosmology as a new model, we observe that in the far
future, the de Sitter phase can be accomplished from a
quintessence type evolution in a universe filled with only
CDM at late times.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have investigated the cosmologi-
cal implications arising from the application of gravity-
thermodynamics conjecture using the Kaniadakis en-
tropy formalism.

Our analysis has revealed several significant findings
that contribute to our understanding of cosmic evolu-
tion and the fundamental relationship between gravity
and thermodynamics. As the first main result of this
work, we note that the cosmic evolution of the model
can have an accelerated stage for a universe filled with
a CDM fluid due to the presence of the parameter K
without the need for dark energy contribution, as can be
seen from the expression for the deceleration parameter
in which the relation between ω and q is more complex
than in the standard case. Secondly, the model’s afore-
mentioned characteristic is backed by the identification
of the mimicry between the parameter K and the cosmo-
logical constant at a certain stage of cosmic evolution.
Therefore, Kaniadaki’s cosmology is free of some issues
inherent to the cosmological constant when interpreted
as a fundamental constant of gravitational theory.

On the other hand, we also found that the model ex-
hibits similarities to some other dynamical dark energy
models with the following two important characteristics:
the existence of a self-accelerated branch and de Sitter
evolution recovered in the far future. However, several
important questions remain open for future investiga-
tion. As found in this work, the precise physical inter-
pretation of the K-parameter in a cosmological context
requires further exploration, as does the potential con-
nection between this formalism and quantum gravity ap-
proaches. Furthermore, given this new correspondence
between K and Λ, more detailed observational tests will
be necessary to fully constrain the model’s parameters
and establish its viability as a competitive cosmological
framework, particularly those involving structure forma-
tion and cosmic microwave background data. This point
will be crucial to fully validate the model.
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