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ABSTRACT

We present a complete numerical study of cosmological nsogih a time dependent
coupling between the dark energy component driving thegoitesccelerated expansion of the
Universe and the Cold Dark Matter (CDM) fluid. Depending oe tnctional form of the
coupling strength, these models show a range of possitdeneidiate behaviors between the
standard\CDM background evolution and the widely studied case ofautng dark energy
models with a constant coupling. These different backgdawolutions play a crucial role in
the growth of cosmic structures, and determine strikingffecent effects of the coupling on
the internal dynamics of nonlinear objects. By means of tablé modification of the cosmo-
logical N-body codesADGET-2we have performed a series of high-resolution N-body simu-
lations of structure formation in the context of interagtifark energy models with variable
couplings. Depending on the type of background evolutioa hialo density profiles are found
to be either less or more concentrated with respedt@®M, contrarily to what happens for
constant coupling models where concentrations can onlgedse. However, for some spe-
cific choice of the interaction function the reduction ofdabncentrations can be larger than
in constant coupling scenarios. We also find that differgpé$ of coupling evolution deter-
mine specific features in the growth of large scale strustuilee peculiar distortions of the
matter power spectrum shape or different time evolutiorth@halo mass function. Further-
more, also for time dependent couplings baryons and CDMIdp\&ebias already on large
scales, which is progressively enhanced for smaller andlansgales, and the effect can be
significantly larger compared to constant coupling scesaiihe same happens to the baryon
fraction of halos, which can be more significantly reducddéts universal value in variable
coupling models with respect to constant coupling cosmietodn general, we find that time
dependent interactions between dark energy and CDM camie sases determine stronger
effects on structure formation as compared to the constamtling case, with a significantly
weaker impact on the background evolution of the Univerad,might therefore provide a
more viable possibility to alleviate the tensions betweksesvations and thACDM model
on small scales than the constant coupling scenario.
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1 INTRODUCTION ent and complementary cosmological datasets, ranging @om
mic Microwave Backround (CMB)_(Komatsu et al. 2009, 2010),

Acc;,or(j|n?(j'[ottht(|eq ptr(re]sentblnterpre”tatltoré of thethvalst ?motﬁrg)q to Large Scale Structure surveys (Percival et al. 2001; €iodd.
mological data that have been collected over the last ytrersni- 2005;|Reid et al._ 2010), to observations of Type la Supemova

verse in .Wthh we live has ajllearly ﬂ?t spatial geometry, it ex (Snla) (Riess et al. 1998; Perlmutter et al. 1999; Astiet.€2G06;
pands W't.h a ratg o 70 km 5= Mpc ", and the tOta.‘l. amount o walski et al. 2008) and Baryon Acoustic Oscillations (BAO
of matter I.t contallns accpunts o.nly.fe{ 27% O.f the critical en- (e.g.|Percival et al. 2010). While the matter fraction ofltheéverse
ergy density that is required to justify its spatial flatnésgrther- is known to be composed only for 15% by baryonic particles,
more, the expansion seems to have entered an acceleratsel pha with the remaining mass in the form of some collisionlessakiy

since aboub .blll.lon years, and the.m|ssmg 73% of the critical interacting Cold Dark Matter (CDM) component, the naturehef
energy density is assumed to be in the form of some dark eNnergy ne fraction is yet completely unknown, and its understagdian-

(DE) component able to drive such accelerated expansida.deh . ; .
} . . e . o stitutes one of the major challenges in modern cosmology.
tailed picture can be obtained by combining a wide variewittér- I g 9y
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The simplest possibility of a cosmological constAntwhose
energy density remains constant throughout the whole eigan
history of the Universe, is in good agreement with a verydarg
amount of cosmological and astrophysical data, and thitwisda-
son for the establishment of theCDM scenario as the present
standard cosmological model. Nevertheless, the naturecofas-
mological constant raises two fundamental questions coirae
the very finely tuned value of its energy density (the “fineitign
problem”) and the beginning of its domination over CDM onty a
relatively recent cosmological epochs (the “coincidenmibdiem”).

For this reason, alternative possibilities of dynamicalpolving

DE components have been proposed, in particular modelsewher
the DE is identified with a classical scalar field as for theeaafs
quintessence (Wetterich 1988; Ratra & Peebles|1988) oséres
(Armendariz-Picon et al. 2000, 2001).

As a further extension of these dynamical DE scenarios, dif-
ferent possible forms of interaction between the DE compbne
and the matter sector of the Universe have been suggestad-and
vestigated in the literature, as e.g.the generalized @bapbas
(see e.g. Kamenshchik et al. 2001; Bilic etlal. 2002; Bentd et
2002;| Carturan & Finelli_ 2003;_Amendola et al. 2003a), unifie
dark matter models_(Mainini & Bonometio 2004; Bertacca et al
2007,/ 2010), extended quintessence models (PerrottalZ0G0;
Baccigalupi et all_2000;_Pettorino et al. 2005), and coupDdl
(Wetterichl 1995 Amendala 2000, 2004; Pettorino & Bacaigal
2008). Any form of interaction between the DE sector and
other matter species, like CDM or massive neutrinos (asgn e.
Amendola et al. 2008) would leave distinctive features atiack-
ground expansion history of the Universe and in the growth of
cosmic structures (see e.g. Brax étlal. 2010) which could pro
vide new ways to tackle the problem of the nature of DE. It
is therefore essential to understand the impact that treraot
tion would have on observable quantities as e.g.the priegert
of CMB (Amendola et gl. 2003h; Amendola & Quercellini 2003;
Bean et al. 2008; La Vacca etial. 2009), of large scale streitu-
mation (Koivistol 2005; Bean etlal. 2008; Baldi & PettorinalfQ
Baldi & Viel 2010), and of the nonlinear newtonian dynamics
at small scales (Perrotta ef al. 2004; Mainini & BonomettOe20
Maccio et all 2004; Saracco eflal. 2010; Baldi et al. 2010).

In the present work, in particular, we consider the case of a
cosmological scenario where the DE scalar field interactis thie
CDM fluid with a coupling strength that evolves in time, tHere
generalizing the very widely studied case of constant dngglfor
the DE interaction. Other forms of effectively time depemdeou-
plings, where the interaction depends on linear or nonticean-
binations of the energy densities of the interacting fluidd af
their time derivatives have been studeid in le.q. Barrow &taHi
(2006);| Caldera-Cabral etlal. (2009); Chimerito (2010).eHse
want to focus on general functional forms of the couplingrsgith
in the context of coupled quintessence models where theaiite
tion term is proportional to the energy density of the matiau-
pled fluid. One of the main motivations behind the introdowcti
of a time dependence of the DE coupling to the matter sectors —
besides the fact that an evolving couplingps se a more gen-
eral and natural assumption than a constant interacti@mgitn
— lies in the recent discovery (Baldi et al. 2010) that theeet
of the DE-CDM interaction on the formation and evolution of
structures at small scales, in particular in the nonlinegime,
might help alleviating the tensions between tt€DM model and
a series of astrophysical observations. These range frgnthe.
abundance of satellites in CDM halas (Navarro et al. 1996), t
the observed low baryon fraction in large galaxy clustertsofiz

2003 Allen et all. 2004; Vikhlinin et &l. 2006; LaRoque el2006;
McCarthy et al! 2007), to the so called “cusp-core” problemn f
the density profiles of the CDM halos of dwarf galaxies (Moore
1994; Flores & Primack 1994; Simon et lal. 2003), of spirabgal
ies (Navarro & Steinmetz 2000; Salucci & Burkert 2000; Saiuc
2001;/ Binney & Evans 2001), and of galaxy clusters (Sand.et al
2002/ 2004; Newman etial. 2009), or to the so called “Dark Flow
problem |(Watkins et al. 2008). Furthermore, some new piatient
challenges to theA\CDM scenario have been recently reported
based on the detection of very massive high-redshift alsigtee
e.g. . Jee et al. 2009; Rosati etlal. 2009) or on the observeahtyn
ical properties of CDM halo satellites (Lee & Komaisu 201@gL
2010).

In their recent study Baldi et al. (2010) showed by means of a
series of high-resolution N-body simulations how the DENCID-
teraction — for the case of constant coupling — could altevéame
of these problems; in particular, it was shown how the intitoa
can reduce the “cuspyness” of massive CDM halos, thereby go-
ing in the right direction for a solution of the “cusp-core’bplem.
Nevertheless, the magnitude of this effect is stronglytiahby the
tight observational constraints on constant coupling rso@s e.g.
Bean et al. 2008; La Vacca et al. 2009) that put a firm boundeto th
maximum allowed value of the coupling. It is therefore natuo
speculate about the possibility that a time dependent cayplith
a large value during the late stages of structure formatiah a
progressively smaller value at high redshift might incessignifi-
cantly the impact of the new physics introduced by the imtéoa
on e.g.the density profiles of CDM halos without perturbihg t
overall evolution of the Universe beyond the present olzgEmal
limits.

The present work constitutes the natural extension of the an
ysis done by Baldi et al. (2010) to the case of time dependmnt ¢
plings. In this paper we perform a complete numerical stufly o
some quite general classes of coupling functions, staiimg their
background evolution up to the nonlinear regime of striector-
mation, and we present the first high-resolution hydrodyinaim
N-body simulations of structure formation in the contexirger-
acting DE models with a time dependent coupling to date.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Secfibn 2 we de-
scribe the main features of the coupled DE models under tinves
gation with a particular stress on the differences with eesfo the
standard constant coupling models that have been widetijestu
in the literature. More specifically, in Séc. P.1 we discimshack-
ground equations and in SE€c.12.2 we illustrate the numemiesh-
ods used to integrate such equations backwards in time dif?S®
we discuss observational constraints on the coupled DEasicen
and a possible way to use the bounds derived for constantiegup
models to check the viability of the variable coupling cosmes
investigated in the present work. In SEC.]2.4 we study lipear
turbations equations and we discuss the evolution of lingstter
density fluctuations in variable coupling models.

In Sec[3 we briefly summarize the numerical methods useckin th
N-body simulations, and in Sdd. 4 we present and discussethe r
sults of our runs. Finally, in Selcl 5 we draw our conclusions.

2 COUPLED DARK ENERGY COSMOLOGIES WITH
TIME DEPENDENT COUPLINGS

Coupled DE cosmologies have been widely studied in the last
decade for what concerns their background and linear frations
evolution. In particular, we refer here to the derivatiomssented

© 2010 RAS, MNRASD00 [THZT



in |/Amendola 2000,/ 2004)] Pettorino & Baccigalupi_(2008);
Baldi et al. (2010) (BA10, hereafter) and detailed refeesnc
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leasing this assumption might have a relevant impact onltkere
vationally allowed range of coupling values, and we willaliss

therein. Although these models of DE interactions have been this possibility in Sed.2]3.

mainly investigated for the simplified case of a constantpting
strength, the most natural scenario allows for a variatibthe
coupling along with the dynamic evolution of the scalar field

With all these assumptions we are left with only one non-
vanishing coupling function, the DE-CDM couplin@.(¢), and
the system of Eqs[13,4), in a flat FLRW metric described by the

(see e.g._Amendola 2004), and in the present work we want to line element]:

investigate in detail this more general situation. To thisl,ewe
discuss here the most relevant features of coupled DE cogias|
highlighting the main differences that arise for the caseiroke
dependent couplings with respect to the standard case ofstacd
coupling. For this reason we will keep explicit the deperugeaf
the coupling on the scalar field, and we will propose beloweom
possible expressions for its functional form.

We consider a DE model based on the dynamical evolution of

a classical scalar fielgh rolling down a self-interaction potential

V(¢), such that its intrinsic energy density and pressure can be

expressed as:

po = 50" 0u60,6 +V (9), M
Ps = 39" 0u00,6 — V(6). @

whereg"” is the metric tensor. The interaction of the scalar field
with other fluids can be expressed as a source term in thersarse
tion equations for the different components of the Universe

ViTl, = —Qw(@)TwVes, @)
ViTly, = 2 [Qw(@Tw] Vuo, @

whereV , represents a covariant derivative, ,, isthe stress-
energy tensor — and(;) its trace — of the-th component of the
Universe, withi = ¢ for CDM, b for baryons,y for radiation,n
for neutrinos. Since the system of EqS[13,4) does not \ddlae
conservation of the total stress-energy tensor of the Uséve

YV, Z Y,

this type of interaction is consistent with general covaz@& and
does not modify Einstein equations.

It is also interesting to notice that radiation and relatiei
neutrinos always remain uncoupled, since the stress-gnerg
sor of relativistic particles (subscripy) is tracelessT(,, = 0.

For massive neutrinos, instead,(.(¢) # 0 the coupling term
would become effective as soon as they become nonrelatjvist
and such mechanism could provide solutions to the cosmie “co
incidence problem”, as proposed in Amendola et al. (2008).

A coupling of DE to baryonic particles is tightly constraihe
by Solar System tests of scalar-tensor theories (see dig.eEal.
1989; Carroll 1998; Will 2001). However, following the idéest
proposed by Damour etlal. (1990), one could consider modéts w
different coupling strengths to baryons and CDM, for whibk t
observational constraints become much broader. Thereforee
in this paper we are mainly interested in investigating ffeces of
a possible coupling between DE and CDM, we assume the baryoni
coupling@ ;) (¢) to be vanishing at all times.

To further simplify the system, we also assume neutrinos to
be massless, such that they remain effectively uncoupleall at
times and can therefore be considered part of the fractioelef
ativistic particles of the Universe, together with photosisch that
pr = py + pn. However, La Vacca et al. (2009) showed how re-

©)
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ds® = —dt* + a*(t) ((L-jdmidmj) , (6)
results in the following set of dynamic equations:
v
+3H¢p+ — = \/> c
¢ ¢ P Be( Mpz
. pcqzﬁ
c + 3H c - \/7 c
p P Be(o Mpz
pp+3Hp, = (7)
p'r + 4Hp'r = 0 5
1
3H? = M—2(pr+pc+Pb+p¢),
Pl

where an overdot represents a derivative with respect todsmic
timet, H = a/a, Mp; = 1/V/8nG is the reduced Planck mass,
and where we have followed the notation_of Amendola (2000) by

definin@:
= \/%MPch(@

An immediate consequence of the coupling source terms in
Egs. [7) is that the density of coupled matter species (CDbUIn
case) does not scale like ®, but follows an evolution given by the
equation:

®)

3¢=V/2/3[ Be(#)de/Mp1 )
where the exponential extra factor accounts for the direci@nge

of energy between DE and CDM. If one assumes that the number
density of matter particles is conserved (i.e. particets ragither
created nor destroyed), the direct consequence of Elgrs tf®tithe
mass of coupled matter particles has to change in time aocptal

the evolution of the scalar field:

—/2/3 [ Be(¢)dp/Mpy )

pe(a) = pelao)a”

M.(a) = Mc(ao)e (10)

In this study we will always assume an exponential form for
the scalar field self-interaction potential:

V(¢) = Ae~V?2/3ad/Mpy ,

wherea > 0 is a free parameter of the model. We normalize the
scalar field evolution such that(to) = 0, which impliesA =
V(to).

Exponential potentials for the self interaction of a scalar
field have been proposed in the context of inflation by
e.glLucchin & Matarrese (1985a,b) and for the case of Iate-t
acceleration by e.g. Wetterich _(1988); Ferreira & Joyce9€&)9
Amendola |(2000). In both cases they determine the existefice
attractor solutions that are almost independent from thséeld
initial conditions.

(11)

1 We assume the speed of lighto be unity.
2 Please notice that the definition of the couplifigin the present work is
v/3/2 times the one adopted in BA10.
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2.1 Background evolution

Following and generalizing the approach devised by
Copeland et al. | (1998), and subsequently largely applied to

the study of coupled quintessence models (see le.d. Amendola

2000,/ 2004), we can rewrite the system of E§3. (7) as an au-
tonomous dynamical system by introducing the dimensignles

variables:
R _ VY3 _Ve/3  _ Ve/3
T Mpi/6'T MpH ' MpH' _JWPlH(7 )
12

where now a prime represents a derivative with respect t@the
folding time N = In(a). With these new variables the dimension-
less density parametef = p;/(3H?M3,) of the different cos-
mic components can be expressed as:

Qb:vz,QT-:r27Q¢:m2+y2. (13)

Furthermore, in this work we will always assume the Univetse
be exactly flat, such th&, = 1 — 2% —y? — 2 —v2. We can then

recast the system of EqE] (7) in the form:

? = S =3yt 40" - 8) oy
+HBe(0) (1 —a® —y” —r* = v7)
y = % (3m2—3y2+7"2+3) —azy,
r = % (3m2 — 3y 4’ - 1), (14)
o= % (3:762 — 3y2 + 7’2) ,
H = —% (3x2—3y2+7"2+3) .

The dynamical evolution of the systefn [14) has been thorgugh
studied in the past, and analytic solutions for the critfmaihts of

the system and for their stability have been found for the ads

a constant coupling functiofi.(¢) = B. (Amendola 2000). One
of the most prominent features of these cosmologies ceniist
the existence of a matter dominated scaling regime — whish ha
been called a¢-Matter Dominated Epoch” (¢MDE, hereafter) in
Amendola |((2000) — between the DE scalar field and the coupled
matter component, where the two fluids keep a constant rigin-o
ergy densities before the final accelerated attractor hesh Here
we generalize the systefn {14) to the case of non-constapticgs
investigated in the present work. For variable coupling$act, we
need to rewrite the coupling functigh.(¢) in terms of the dimen-
sionless variable§ (12) in order to close the system.

In this work, we will consider three possible different fam
for the time evolution of the coupling functiofi.(¢) which are
discussed below, and for each of these forms we will solvearum
ically the systeml(14) to get the background evolution ohesme-
cific model.

211 Coupling proportional to a power of the scale factor

We start exploring a rather phenomenological form for timeeti
evolution of the coupling strength, whefe(¢) evolves as a power
of the cosmological scale factar

Be(o(a)) = foa . (15)

This is a completely phenomenological parametrizatiomeftime
evolution of the coupling, since it does not depend direatiythe
dynamics of the scalar field, and might therefore look quite un-
physical, but is particularly easy to implement and integrand

can already give an idea of the main features that charaetdgre

dynamics of a variable coupling model. For this case, in otde
close the systeni{14), we can just substitdtés) with its ex-

pression in terms of the dimensionless time variable of psiesn,

which is the e-folding timéV, as:

Be(d) — Boe™ N (16)

2.1.2 Coupling proportional to 24

Another phenomenological possibility for the time vaatiof the
coupling is to relate the coupling strength to the fractidia den-
sity during cosmic evolution. In this case, the evolutioritef cou-
pling depends on the dynamics of the scalar field as:

Bo(9) = o=

and one can implement this type of coupling in the sysfemj(ist)

(o) 17)
by substituting3.(¢) as:

$2+y2
BC¢ _>ﬂ0 )
@) g + Y5

where we have indicated with a subscfigghe value at the present
time N = 0.

(18)

2.1.3 Exponential coupling

The most natural form for the evolution of the coupling isagiv
by a direct dependence @f on the value of the scalar fieltl as
we stressed above. In particular, we consider here an erpiahe
coupling in the form:

/Bc(¢) = ﬂoeﬁlePL . (19)

Exponential forms of the coupling strength between DE and/ACD
have been proposed in €.g. Amendola (2004). For this chaidg,
rect implementation of the coupling functigi(¢) into the system
(d4) is not possible since none of our dimensionless vasid?2)
represents the scalar field itself.

One possible way to include the couplifig](19) into our system
of dimensionless equations consists in expresgi(@) in terms
of the potential variablg, such that:

V/3/281/a
Bele) = poctte gy (L))
H2y2 \/3/281/a
_ dy . 20
50( Hgyg) (20)

An alternative possibility is to add a further equation te th
system[(1#), and to treat the scalar filds an independent degree
of freedom. If we define

§=¢/Mpi, (21)
from the definition of the variable we get that
¢ =Vbx. (22)

By including Eqn. [(ZR) into the systerfi {14) we can then expres
the coupling functiorB.(¢) as:

Be(d) = Poe™*,

and close the system.

These two approaches are both possible, but we found the lat-
ter be simpler to handle numerically, and therefore we wéfer it
for the numerical integration of the cosmological backgbevo-
lution equations described in the next section.

(23)
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Parameter Value
Hy 70.2kms T Mpc—I
QcpMm 0.227
QpE 0.728
s 0.807
Q 0.0455
ns 0.961

Table 1.Cosmological parameters for our set of models, consistéhttiae
WMAP 7 year results for A CDM cosmology|(Komatsu et al. 2010).

2.2 Numerical integration of the background equations

In order to study the background evolution of cosmologicabim
els with a time dependent coupling between DE and CDM, we in-
tegrate numerically the system of ordinary differentiali@ipns
(I4) plus the additional equation_{22) for a series of pdesitod-
els with the three different types of coupling evolutionadissed in
Sec[Z.1. Since we want to find viable solutions for the exipans
history, i.e.we want to realize a cosmological backgrouvale
tion that ends up at the present time with the observed valfies
the cosmological parameters, we integrate the system lzadkvin
time, assuming the fiducial values of the cosmological patars
atz = 0 as our initial conditions. This procedure is not straightfo
ward, and deserves to be briefly discussed. The main proleiés r
in the fact that the stability of the critical points of thet@momous
system[(I}) is inverted under time inversion: stable pdietsome
unstable and vice versa. This makes the system be attragtacis
the “wrong” solution in the backwards integration.

To overcome the problem, we have devised an algorithm that
starting from the desired cosmological parameters at 0 inte-
grates the equations backwards in time, and at the end ohtbe i
gration checks whether the system has reached the desintidisp
which is given by a radiation dominated phase-{ 1). If the cor-
rect solution has not been found, the initial conditions at 0 are
adjusted according to some specific prescription and thesyis
integrated again. This procedure is repeated until theecbsolu-
tion is found. The adjustment of the initial conditions foetsystem
atz = 0 consists in changing the ratio of kinetic to potential egyerg
for the scalar fieldy, consequently changing the present value of its
equation of state parametey, defined as:

po T —y°

b =T

Therefore, all our final “correct solutions” will share thense cos-
mological parameters at = 0 except forws which is allowed to
vary in a rangg—1.0, —0.9].

Wy =

(24)

For our integrations we assume the most updated set of max-

imum likelihood cosmological parameters of WMAP-7 combine
with BAO measurements and ttéubble Spoace Telescope (HST)
determination of the Hubble constant as reported in Komettsil
(2010), which are listed in Tablé 1.

In order to check the convergence of our method we first apply

our integration algorithm to the fiduciAICDM model by imposing

we = —1 (i.e.z0 = 0,70 = VQpr), and then we extend it to the
known cases of an uncoupled scalar field, and a few coupléarsca
field models with constant couplings. The numerical sohgiof

the backwards integrations for these well known modelsodyrre

all the predicted features of uncoupled and coupled qusete=s
models respectively, like e.g.the existence of¢gaMDE” phase

for the models with a constant coupling. Finally, we can use o

© 2010 RAS, MNRASDOO, [THZ7
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Model Type of coupling Bo B1 wg(z =0)
ACDM - - - -1.0
EXP000 - - - -0.999
EXP002 Be(d) = Bo 0.1 - -0.995
EXP005 " 0.25 - -0.984
EXP010 0.5 - -0.945
BEOS " 0.067 - -0.997
LV09 " 0.17 - -0.991
EXP010a Be(¢) = BoaPt 0.5 1.0 -0.981
EXP010a2 " 05 20 -0.990
EXP010a3 " 05 3.0 -0.993
EXP015a " 075 1.0 -0.963
EXP015a2 " 075 20 -0.981
EXP015a3 " 075 3.0 -0.988
EXP020a " 1.0 1.0 -0.938
EXP020a2 " 1.0 20 -0.970
EXP020a3 " 1.0 20 -0.981
EXPOI10DE  fc(4) = BoQs/Qp0 0.5 - -0.986
EXP015DE " 0.75 - -0.975
EXP020DE " 1.0 - -0.960
EXP010e Be(¢) = BoePre/M 0.5 1.0 -0.966
EXP010e2 " 05 20 -0.972
EXP010e3 " 05 3.0 -0.976
EXP010e10 " 05 100 -0.987
EXP010e15 " 05 15.0 -0.989
EXP015e " 075 1.0 -0.935
EXP015e2 " 075 2.0 -0.952
EXP015e3 " 075 3.0 -0.960
EXP015e10 " 0.75 10.0 -0.979
EXP015e15 " 0.75 15.0 -0.984
EXP020e2 " 1.0 20 -0.926
EXP020e3 " 1.0 3.0 -0.941
EXP020e10 " 1.0 100 -0.971
EXP020e15 " 1.0 150 -0.976

Table 2.List of all the cosmological models considered in the prebenk-
ground evolution analysis. The models are divided basetetype of cou-
pling function3.(¢) between the DE scalar fieltland the CDM fluid. The
last column indicates the value of the equation of state efsitalar field
wg atz = 0 obtained from the numerical integration of the background
evolution, and represents the closest valuagfto the cosmological con-
stant value of-1 that is possible to obtain for each model and for the set of
cosmological parameters listed in Table 1. The potentiglest is equal to

0.1 in all the cosmologies.

algorithm to integrate a number of variable coupling modaisd
obtain for each of them the detailed background evolution.

All the models, with the specific values of the coupling pa-
rameterss, and:, and the value of the resulting equation of state
parametenv, at z = 0 are listed in Tabl€]2. The potential slope
parameter has the same value= 0.1 in all the cosmologies.
The evolution with redshift of the mass correction factaregi by
Egn[I0 is shown in Figl1 for all the models listed in Td0le 2.

Even in the absence of analytic solutions for the cosmologi-
cal background evolution of variable coupling models, oums-
rical integrations allow to identify some relevant feasiof these
cosmologies and to compare them with the familiar case of con
stant couplings. In particular, it is very interesting tatioe how
the time variation of the coupling affects the backgroundion
during matter domination. As already mentioned above, ateon
coupling between DE and CDM gives rise to a metastable gralin
solution during matter domination where the scalar fielahd the
coupled matter fluids (CDM in our case) evolve with a constant
tio of energy densities, calledpMDE”, which represents one of
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Figure 1. Mass correction of CDM particles as a function of redshift fo
the different interacting DE models under investigatioheThree panels
refer to models with three different values of the couplibg & 0, respec-
tively Bc(¢0) = 0.5 (upper panel), B.(¢0) = 0.75 (middle panel), and
Be(éo) = 1.0 (lower panel). The color legend for all the models is given
in the upper panel.

the most peculiar features of the coupled DE scenario, bggitb-
viding a way to put constraints on the models due to the poeseh
a sizeable fraction of early DIz (Wetterich 2004; Doran €2@01;
Doran & Robbers 2006) at high redshifts.

For the idealized case of a Universe containing only DE and
CDM interacting with a constant couplirtty, the DE fractional en-

ergy density2, during the ®YMDE” phase has the constant value:

2, (¢MDE) = = 52 . (25)

In our variable coupling models, where the coupling is laage
the present time and progressively decreases at higheniftsds
we find a quite different picture for the background evolntitn
particular, there is no¢MDE” solution in our cosmologies, and
no scaling regime between the scalar fiéldnd CDM is found.
Among the different models investigated, we can distirguvgo
quite different behaviors for the different types of congk consid-
ered in our integrations. The situation is illustrated ig.B, where
the time evolution of the scalar field fractional energy dsme.,
and the redshift evolution of the scalar field equation ofestm-
rameterw, are plotted for some of the models under investigation.
For an easier readability of the plots, and with no loss ofegen
ality, we show in Fig[R only the models that will be used for ou
N-body simulations since they clearly show the differenpatt on
the background evolution between the exponential coupting-
els (3:(¢) x e?1%/M) and the scale factor model§(¢) x a”!).
The remaining class of coupling84(¢) « Q) is found to have
a very similar behavior to the latter one. In addition, weogdot
for comparison the same quantities for one of the constanilicw
scenarios studied in BA10, the RP5 model, which featuresua co
pling of 5. = 0.25.

In the left panel of Figl 2 the solid lines represent the evolu
tion of the DE fractional energy densify,. The “pMDE” phase
is clearly visible for the constant coupling model RP5, whibne
of the variable coupling models follows a similar evoluti¢tow-
ever, while the EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 models, where the cou-
pling scales like a power af, present a constant decay with red-
shift of the DE fractional energy density, with no significatif-
ference from aACDM evolution, the exponential coupling mod-
els EXP010e2, EXP010e3, and EXP015e3 show an intermediate
behavior, which we call a “GrowingMDE” solution, where the
fraction of DE(2,, although not constant during all matter dom-
ination, evolves significantly slower than in theCDM scenario.

In order to compare with the constant coupling case, we hiaee a
plotted (as dotted lines) the analytic solution fo5(¢MDE) given
by Eqn. [25), derived for the case of constApt also for the vari-
able coupling models. The gap between the theoretical \ahde
the actual evolution of,, for the constant coupling RP5 model is
due to the inclusion in our integrations of the uncoupled/baic
component that perturbs the solution given by E@nl (25) ler t
idealized case df, = 0.

It is very interesting to notice that during the “Growing
¢MDE" phase, the models with exponential couplings follow
the same evolution given by the extension of the solution) (25
to the case of a variable coupling.(¢), with a comparable gap
as for the RP5 model due to the presence of uncoupled baryons.
The denomination “GrowingMDE” therefore seems appropriate
since during this phase the system evolves as for the caseof t
standard $MDE” but with a growing value of the coupling.

The reason for the strong qualitative difference in the back
ground solutions found for the different classes of couplunc-
tions can be understood by looking at the right panel of Eig. 2
where the DE equation of state parametey is plotted as a
function of redshift. While the scale factor models (EXP&20
EXP015a3) always have an equation of state parameter vesg cl
to —1, the exponential coupling models show a significant vamati
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Figure 2. Left Panel: The evolution of the DE fractional energy density, (solid lines) for a few models of variable coupling, and imliidn for the constant
coupling models RP5 studied in BA10. ThgMDE" phase is clearly visible for the RP5 model, and is cortgdjeabsent for the phenomenological coupling
models EXP010a2 and EXP015a3, that show no significantrelifte with respect to ACDM evolution. The the exponential coupling models have the
intermediate behavior of a “GrowingMDE”. Dotted lines represent the value of the analyt#MDE" solution (Amendola 2000) extended to the case of
growing couplingsRight Panel: Equation of state parameter, for the same models as in thet panel. The phenomenological coupling models have always
an equation of state parameter very close to the cosmolagioatant case, while the exponential coupling modelefok similar behavior to the constant

coupling model RPS5.

of we with redshift, with a similar trend to the constant coupling
model RP5.

This strikingly different behavior of the equation of state
clearly shows that the former class of models requires theesa
level of fine tuning of theACDM concordance cosmology, and
therefore cannot be expected to provide any dynamicalisaltd
the DE “fine tuning problem”. On the contrary, the “fine tuning
problem” might still be alleviated by the latter class of retsl due
to their sensibly slower evolution of the scalar field enedgpsity
with respect taACDM, thereby retaining one of the main motiva-
tions that are behind the whole interacting DE scenario.

However, as we will discuss in detail in S&¢. 4, the different
dynamics of these two types of variable coupling models is no
relevant only for the cosmic background evolution, but \&io
have a strong impact on the structure formation procesasgta
place in the context of these different cosmologies, inipaler for
what concerns the highly nonlinear regime of structure fdiom.

2.3 Observational constraints and model selection critea

The observational constraints on the DE-CDM interactioretze-
come ever tighter in the last decade. This is mainly due to the
inclusion of low redshift probes andarge Scale Sructure (LSS)
data in the analysis rather than to an improved quality of CMB
data, which have been for a long time the main, if not the only,
source of constraints for interacting DE models. In facg, thost
stringent constraints to date on the coupling strength éoistant
coupling models have been presented in Beanlet al. (2008)§BE
hereafter) and come from a combined analysis of high anddow r
shift probes of the expansion history of the Universe as Cldtad
HST measurements of the Hubble constafat Baryon Acoustic
Oscillations data, Snla measurements of the low redshgaiex
sion history, anddoan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) measurements
of the matter power spectrum at low redshifts. By combinitig a
these datasets, BEO8 came up with a constraindf < 0.067

© 2010 RAS, MNRASDOO, [THZ7

at the 95% C.L. for a constant coupling interacting DE sdenar
However, it is interesting to notice that the same authoxsaya
limit of |B.| < 0.13 from the analysis of CMB data alone, which
is no much tighter constraint than the upper bounfisef < 0.15,
still based on CMB data only, reported by Amendola (2000) al-
most a decade before. This shows, as confirmed by eld. Xi&)200
Valiviita et al. (2010), that CMB data alone are not able tostoain
much further the value of the coupling, and the inclusioroef ted-
shift probes as well as LSS data is essential to tighten thadmo
down to the accuracy reported by BE08. In addition to these-co
bined constraints a new and completely independent bouribeon
coupling based on the comparison of detailed hydrodyndmiea
body simulations with the observed properties of Lynaaabsorp-
tion systems has been recently presented by Baldi & Viel @201
with a 2o limit on the coupling of3 < 0.15 based on Lyman-
« observables only.

An interesting discovery has nevertheless been recerntly re
ported by La Vacca et al. (2009) (LV09, hereafter), that tharde-
generacy between the coupling amplitude and the averageneu
massM,,, showing how a value al/,, ~ 1 eV could broaden the
allowed range for the coupling up 8.| < 0.17. Therefore, by
dropping the assumption of massless neutrinos that we edlapt
Sec[2, itis possible to allow larger coupling values withoumning
into conflict with present observational constraints on biaek-
ground expansion history. The inclusion of massive neosrinith
an average mass up i, ~ 1 eV would not significantly change
the results we have derived so far for the background ewolus
long as the neutrinos remain uncoupled, #,8.¢) = 0.

We will assume here the values 8f = 0.067 reported by
BEO8 and of3. = 0.17 derived by LV09 as two limiting values for
the allowed coupling in a constant interaction model, far tases
of massless and massiv&/(, ~ 1.0 eV) neutrinos, respectively.
These values correspond to the BEO8 and the LV09 models ie Tab

Some attempts to put observational constraints on more gen-
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eral classes of interacting DE models, including some forms
of variable couplings, have been presented in _Cai &/Su (2010)
Guo et al.[(2007); Costa & Alcaniz (2010) and further geneeal
by Wei (2010). However, such constraints are not directlgliap
cable to the scalar field models under investigation in thesemt
work, due to the assumption of a constant DE equation of ptate
rameter that is made in the analysis of all the cited auth&lso,
the fraction of uncoupled baryonic mass should always Hadied
in the analysis in order to derive meaningful constraints.
Therefore, a full likelihood analysis of variable couplimpd-
els against presently available data is still missing, aiiltl e
clearly necessary to fully assess the viability of these efodnd
put constraints on the coupling function. However, such féorte
goes beyond the scope of this paper, and we leave it for futork.
Here we just assume a simple criterion to test and select odr m
els, based on a direct comparison of their background dwalut
with the one derived for our assumed limiting models BEO8 and
LV09. We compute for all our models the evolution of the luosn
H()dzl

ity distance:
/0 H(z)

betweenz = 0 andz = 3, and the evolution of the angular-
diameter distance:

o 1 # Hodzl
&) = T / H(2)

up to last scattering surface (~ 1100), and we compare their
relative evolution with respect to the fiduci&CDM model to the
limiting cases BEO8 and LV09. The change in the angular-diam
distance at high redshift would affect CMB measurementsleveh
change in the evolution of the luminosity distance with refisat
small z would be constrained by low redshift data as e.g. Snla.

Therefore, since most of the present bounds on interactihg D
models are based on observations of the background expdrisio
tory, we assume as a tentative selection criterion that amgeiihat
lies in between the fiducialCDM cosmology and one of the two
limiting scenarios BEO8 and LV09 for what concerns bothutsit
nosity distance at low redshifts and its angular-diameitgadce at
high redshifts should be considered compatible with olz&Ems
and accepted as viable, while it should be rejected othen#ikse
situation is illustrated in the two plots shown in Hig. 3, \w¢he
ratio of luminosity distance (left panel) and angular-dégen dis-
tance (right panel) for all our models with respectt@DM is plot-
ted against redshift. The two limiting scenarios we are icargg,
BEO8 and LV09, are shown as the two thick solid lines, and the
allowed regions for the two limits are represented by th&-gaey
and light-grey shaded areas, respectively.

As Fig.[3 shows, while only a few of our models pass the
test of the most stringent constraint given by BE08, moshefrt
are found to be compatible with the other limiting case LVQ9.
is nevertheless interesting to notice that none of the expisd
coupling models seems to be consistent with the limit givethle
analysis of BE08, for which they would probably require a muc
larger value of the exponential coupling slope

1
au(z) = 5=

(26)

@7)

The selection criterion presented here is clearly not agsr
enough to be taken as a definitive check of the viability of the
models under investigation, but we find it a simple and useful
guideline to select on which models we should invest our com-
putational time for the high-resolution N-body simulatode-
scribed in Sed.]3. Based on this criterion we therefore @etid

run high-resolution simulations for the two models corsisivith
BEO8, namely the EXP010a2 and the EXP015a3 models, and for
three of the more physically motivated exponential couplimod-

els that passed at least the test of the bounds of LV09, natinely
EXP010e2, EXP010e3 and EXP015e3 models.

The choice of the latter models among all the models com-
patible with LVQ9 is not random. In fact, although all the netsd
considered in the present work are specifically built in otddave
very large values of the coupling in a redshift range relefarthe
nonlinear stages of structure formation, and are therefopected
to imprint sizeable features in the properties of highly limear
structures, the way in which the coupling affects the nevatony-
namics of CDM particles does not depend on the coupling gthen
alone, but also on the evolution of the DE internal degredseef
dom like the scalar field velocitg, as we will discuss in detail
in Sec[2.#. The models we have chosen for our N-body tredtmen
feature substantially different behaviors of the scaldd fieloc-
ity ¢ (the DE kinetic degree of freedom in our dimensionless
framework) which will play a significant role in determinifgw
the DE-CDM interaction can influence the properties of quid
structures like e.g.the halo density profiles, as we wiltdss in
full detail in Sec[4.4.

2.4 Linear perturbations

We now study the evolution of density perturbations aceaydd
linear perturbation theory for the variable coupling madieitro-
duced above. This is an interesting issue on its own sindeanal-
ysis has not been done previously for the case of variablglicms.
Linear perturbations equations in the context of coupledniis-
els have been derived in the literature (seele.g. Amend@ad(2
2004); Pettorino & Baccigalupi (2008), BA10), also for these of
a scalar field dependent coupling, but to our knowledge thaisn
of such equations for variable coupling models has not been p
sented before. We refer the interested reader to the ctedtire,
and references therein, for a detailed derivation of theupsed
equations, and we limit our discussion here to the main feataf
the perturbations growth that are relevant for the modeisice
ered in this work. To ease the readablity of lengthy equatidam
this section we do not keep explicit the dependence of thplowu
on the scalar field.

The direct solution of the linear density fluctuations etiolu
is also necessary in order to set up the initial conditionsofar
set of N-body simulations, since we want to be able to nozeali
our cosmological models to the same parameters-at0, which
means that we also want all the cosmologies to end up with the
sameos, and therefore initial conditions have to be properly stale
with respect to each other according to the different vabiekeir
growth factor at the starting redshift of the simulationsich we
assume to be = 60 for all of our runs.

We consider the perturbed metric in the longitudinal gauge
and in the absence of anisotropic stress, given by:

ds® = a®(7) [~ (1 + 28)dr® + (1 - 2<I>)(L'jdmidmj] . (28)

wherer is the conformal time an@ is the gravitational potential.
The conformal Hubble function is given b = (da/dt)/a =

aH. Then, one can define the following perturbation variables:
e = 0pe/pe, 0 =bpu/ps (29)
i = adxi/(Hdt),V - -u.=6.,V - -up, =6 (30)
¢ 36/(Mp1V/6). (31)
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in the present work are compatible with the bounds of La Vatced. (2009).

In Fourier space we can also define the scale parametefH /k.
Since we are interested here in the evolution of matter tiepst-
turbations during matter domination, we discard for siciplithe
radiation density fluctuations.

Finally, we define the dimensionless scalar mass as in Anl&ndo
(2004):
_mi _ 1 dV(9)
T H H d¢?
With all these definitions, the perturbed evolution equegidor
each component in Fourier space can be written as (see Aitaendo
2004 Pettorino & Baccigalupi 2008, for a complete derivali

= 2a2y2 .

g (32)

52 = —0c+ 39" — 25690, - 2/32907 (33)
!
0. = — (1 + % - 2ﬁcx) O + A 72(® —2Bep),  (34)
& = —0, +30, (35)
r}_l/
0, = — (HW) O + 22D, (36)
H' _ Qep
1" 2 n ’ )\ 2 ~ 2 _ cMe
v+ ( + £y, ) p + ( + myg — [0
—40'z — 2y%a® = B0 (6. + 20). (37)

As it has been noticed in Amendola (2004), it is very inter-
esting to point out that the variation of the coupling cdnites to
the equation for the evolution of the scalar field fluctuaid8?)
as an effective mass term. However, we want to focus ourtaiten
here on a point that has not been sufficiently stressed iriquev
literature, namely the fact that this effective “couplingss”
_ Q.849)

T

~ 2
m

c

(38)

can take both positive and negative signs depending on g¢ims si
of x and 8.(¢). As a particular case, if one assumes a direct de-
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pendence of the coupling on the scalar field, as it is the aase f
the exponential coupling introduced in Sec.2.1.3, the sfgi3_

is fully determined by the derivative of the coupling fumetiwith
respect to the scalar field itself:

5, = Va0, L)
It is therefore evident that a negative effective mass= 1 —
m% could arise for couplings that grow in time, as it is the case f
the models considered in the present work. If this happange!
scale instabilities might arise in the growth of densitytpdrations.

For the moment we ignore this potential instability issuaby
suming that in the newtonian limit (small scalas 1) that is rel-
evant for our N-body simulations, the total mass term in Egi)
can be discarded as compared to Xhé term. This is true as long
as|m?| ~ O(1), which will be tested later on for all the specific
models under investigation.

In any case, the issue of potential large-scale instaslidiue
to the coupling growth should be carefully investigatedides to
ensure the viability of the models, and we leave such arsafgsi
future work (Amendola & Baldi in prep.).

By applying the newtonian limifh < 1, the perturbations
equations for baryons and CDM become:

(39)

5. = —0.— 2B, (40)
, H 3
0, = — |1+ i 2B | Oe — 3 Q6 + Q0.0 , (1)
& = —0b, (42)
H 3
where we have defined:
N A )
I'e=1+ 571 T AZi2 . (44)

Since from the newtonian limit of Eqn[_{87) one gets that
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the scalar field fluctuatiop ~ \? (see again Amendola (2004);
Pettorino & Baccigalupi (2008) for a complete derivatichg term

in B; in Egn. [40) can be dropped as longgigs) ~ O(1). Sim-
ilarly, the term\%2m? at the denominator in the second term of
Eqn. [43) can be discarded as long#@g| ~ O(1), in which case
one gets:

Pe=1+362(6).

As we will show in Sec[_2]5, the former condition is always-ful
filled for all the models under consideration, and we theeefs-
sume it to hold. The latter condition, instead, due to théofat/x
in the definition of the coupling mas&3, (Eqn.[38), might not
be verified at all subhorizon scales for all our models, argltba
be carefully evaluated case by case. In particular, as weskdlw
later on, some of the models under investigation featurew-sbll
regime of the scalar field during matter domination, whictkesa
the factorl/x significantly large, with a corresponing increase of
|,

Assuming the validity of the conditiofs.(¢) ~ O(1), the
perturbations equations take the well known farm (Amen@6120,
2004 Pettorino & Baccigalupi 2008):

(45)

/ H 3
0, = - |:1 + ﬁ _ Qﬂcx:| 0. — 5 [Qbéb + QcacFC] s (47)
51,7 = _ab ) (48)
/ Hl 3
0, = — (1 + W) Oy — 5 [do + Qedc] (49)

which leads, by derivation of Eq4._(#6148), to the dynamiaoaeq
tions for density fluctuations:

5+ (1 + % - Qch> e — g [0 + Qo] = 0,(50)

H 3

6// 1 i 5/ _ 2

[ ( + ,H) b~ 5
and to the vectorial acceleration equations in real spacdesiyon

and CDM particles, that was first derived in its full geneyaln
BA10:

[chi;, + chc] =0, (51)

oo = —Hv.-V [ZLM(‘MZ% NG
i=c v j=b J
o, = —Hv.—-V |} Gﬂff(¢) +> Gyj (53)
i j

i=c

j=b

In Eqgs. [GALEBH = H[1428.(¢4)z] andw; is the peculiar velocity

of a baryonic (subscript b) or a CDM (subscript c) test patic

v; = ax;. To obtain Eqs.[(E.53) we have discretized the mass
distribution in the Universe by assuming:

8TGM.(p)d(r3)

Q0. Z T , (54)
8TGMyd(r;

Jj=b

whered(r;) stands for the Dirac distributiom, is the position of
each matter particle with respect to our test particle, fedsum
has to be intended as running over all the other matter pestic
the Universe.

to compute the specific growth factors that we need for getifm
the initial conditions of our N-body simulations, while E§S2(53)
are the modified newtonian dynamic equations that have tmbe i
plemented in the N-body algorithm in order to follow cortgdhe
dynamics of particles in a coupled DE cosmology.

It is important to notice at this stage, as it was shown in
Maccio et al.|(2004) and BA10, that the acceleration equédr a
CDM particle is modified in three ways, due to the presence of a
DE-CDM coupling.

First, the friction termH v, is modified by the presence of an
extra contributior28.(¢)zw.. It is interesting to notice, as antic-
ipated in Sed._2]3, that this extra friction does not depemdhe
coupling strength alone, but is modulated by the scalar Kieletic
energyz. Therefore, the impact of the friction term on the dynam-
ics of CDM particles will depend substantially on the backgrd
evolution of the scalar field, which will have a strong inflaeron
how the coupling affects the properties of nonlinear streg. In
Fig.[4 the coupling functiorB.(¢), the kinetic energy:, and the
friction term coefficien23.(¢)x are plotted as a function of red-
shift (panelsa, b, andc, respectively) for all the models we have
selected for simulations and additionally for the RP5 maded-
ied in BA10, which has a constant coupling®f = 0.25. Itis very
interesting to notice how, despite the large valuegdfs) for all
the variable coupling models at low redshift, the magnitafithe
friction term can be strongly suppressed in some of the nsduolel
the faster decay or the lower initial value of the DE kinetergy
x. This means that the friction term becomes more efficient the
more the DE equation of state; departs from the cosmological
constant value of-1.

Second, the mass of CDM particles that generate the gravita-
tional potential in which every particle is moving changesiine,
due to the evolution of the scalar filed, according to EQn).(This
variation of CDM particles mass affects also the dynamicthef
uncoupled baryonic particles, as it can be seen in Egh. (@8gh
will feel a decaying gravitational potential due to the CDNsB
loss.

Finally, the gravitational acceleration of CDM particles i
cludes an extra factdr. accounting for the fifth-force mediated
by the scalar field. So far, we have left this extra factor énfil
generality, but for the set of N-body simulations carriedliatthis
work we will limit the analysis to the case where the effeetiv
scalar massn? is negligible, such thaF . is given by Eqn.[(d5).
This corresponds to a long-range scalar fifth-force, and if@lis-
cuss in Sed._2]5 under which circumstances this approxomasi
valid. It is nevertheless interesting to notice that, agwulised in
e.glAmendola (2004), the more general case where the scatw
is not negligible, given by Eqri_{%4), determines a scaleddpnce
of the fifth-force interaction between CDM particles copasding
to a Yukawa potential:

b =~ (14 20

Cosmological models that feature only this type of modified
gravitational potential in the dark sector have been stlidi¢he lit-
erature assuming different values of the characteristgsreealen
(Gubser & Peebles 2004; Farrar & Peehles 2004; Farrar & Rosen
2007), and tested with numerical N-body simulations both at
galactic (Kesden & Kamionkowski 2006; Keselman etlal. 2009)
and cosmological scales (Nusser et al. 2005; Hellwing |&CHI0).
Simulations of massive scalar fields coupled to CDM, whic fe
ture not only the Yukawa-like fifth-force of EJ._(66), but althe

(56)

Egs. [B0L5N) are the equations that we have to solve in order other modifications of newtonian dynamics arising from tHe-D
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phase.

CDM interaction which are described above, will be carrietin
an upcoming publication.

2.5 Scalar masses and stability conditions

In the previous section we have encountered a series of toamsli
on the time variation of the scalar field couplifg(¢) that we as-
sumed to be fulfilled in order to derive the final forms of thetpe
bations evolution equations {50]51) and of the particlekcation
equations[(5P.83) within our coupled DE models. In this isect
we want to discuss in more detail such conditions and chesik th
validity for the models under investigation.

First of all, in deriving Eqgn.[(46) we have assumed that
Be(¢) ~ O(1). We will show here that this condition holds for all
the models considered in this work. In particular, for theesaof
an exponential coupling and of a coupling proportional t@eer
of the scale factor described in SEc, 21.1.3[and P.1.1 resphgit
is possible to estimate analytically the magnitudgf):

Be(o) Boa® = BL(}) = Bofra” < Bofbh ,
Be(9) ﬁoeﬁle — Bu(¢) = \/éscﬁoﬁleﬁW/M.

For the former case, one can easily compute that the largssi-p
ble value for the models under investigation is giverBbp) ~ 3.

For the latter, one can use the observation that in all theols
giesz < 0.15 to put an upper limit on the coupling derivative
which is8;.(¢) ~ 0.9 for the largest assumed values@fand ;.

For the remaining case of a coupling proportional to the Dde-fr
tional densityQ2, such analytic estimation is not possible, and we
compute the derivative numerically. In any case, as shov#gifg,
the coupling derivative..(¢) is never larger thad(1). Therefore,
the simplification adopted in Sdc. P.4 is fully justified.

(57)
(58)

Secondly, as we have seen in Eqn. (37), the variation of the
coupling appears in the scalar field perturbations equatiche
form of a “coupling mass” term 32, given by Eqn.[(3B), such that
the total effective mass takes the form:

~ 2 ~ 2 A2

m’ =1y —mg, . (59)

This might lead to large-scale instabilities in the scalaldfiper-
turbations if the total effective mass is negative, whicthis case
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Figure 5. The evolution of the coupling derivative.,(¢) as a function of
the e-folding timeN = Ina. The different colors represent the different
types of time evolution of the coupling functigh.(¢) while the different
linestyles correspond to different values of the couplihthe present time.
It is important to notice that none of the models presentslaevaf the
coupling derivative larger tha®(1) at any stage of cosmic history.

for all the models under investigation in this work, as wd sliow
below. Nevertheless, if the absolute value of the totabgiffe mass
|7n?| is not too large, such instabilities might be confined to very
large scales and the consequent growth of the large-scaléayr
tional potential might still be consistent with present@ftations.
The total effective scalar mass for the three different $yplecou-
pling discussed in Selc. 2.1 as a function of the e-folding tivhis
shown in the three panels of Fig. 6. As the plots show, all ood-m
els present a negative effective mass during all matter iaiatioin.
Even though the absolute magnitude of the effective mass is

not very large, a value of? ~ —10, that is realized for the more
phenomenological models @ « o’ andfs x Q,, might be-
come relevant at scales of a few hundred Mpc. On the other, hand
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the more physically motivated exponential coupling modetsone
can see in the right panel of Figl 6, feature a much smaller am-
plitude of the total effective scalar mass, whose absolateevis
always|m?| ~ O(1), and should therefore not show instabilities at
any subhorizon scale.

The issue of potential large-scale instabilities relamdhe
behavior of the effective scalar mass in variable couplirafets
will be discussed in detail in a dedicated wark (Amendola &dBa
in prep.), but for the phenomenological study of variablaging
models addressed in this paper we assume the small scatesref i
est for N-body simulations< few tens of Mpc) not to be influenced
by such potential large scale instabilities. Also, we wilaard the
Yukawa-like correction to the force law discussed in Sdbd2ie to
the small size of our simulation box, and we will always cdesi
the scalar fifth-force to have infinite range.

3 THE SIMULATIONS
3.1 The simulations set

The main focus of the present work is on the effects that ealipl
DE models with a time dependent coupling have on structure fo
mation, and in particular on the properties of highly noaéinstruc-
tures as cluster-sized or galaxy-sized CDM halos. This imedwy
means of a series of high-resolution hydrodynamical N-kshu-
lations carried out with a suitably modified version of thenauical
CodeGADGET-2(Springel 2005).

N-body simulations of coupled DE models have been per-
formed before for the case of a constant coupling by Macci e
(2004) and BA10, and this work constitutes the natural esiten
to a time dependent coupling of the latter publication. Irtipalar,
we use here the same modified versioteeDGET-2that was used
in BA10, since the implementation presented and used imtbek
includes also variable coupling models, even though it heehb
used so far only for the simplified case of a constant coupling

To our knowledge, this work presents the first N-body simula-
tions of coupled DE models with time-dependent couplingsea
out to date. Previous attempts to use N-body simulationstfoer
types of modified newtonian gravity (i.e. different from tbeu-
pled DE scenario) have been discussed elg.in Nussere0ab).2
Stabenau & Jain (2006); Springel & Farrar (2007); Laszlo &ise
(2008); Sutter & Ricker (2008); Oyaizu (2003); Li & Zhao (Z)0
Hellwing et al. (2010); De Boni et al. (2010).

The implementation of coupled DE models@dADGET-2 has
already been described in full detail in BA10, and since ngoma
modifications with respect to that setup are required to/caut the
time dependent coupling simulations presented in this yweekre-
fer the interested reader to the more detailed descriptiesemted
in BA10 and we only summarize very briefly here the main fezgur
of our modified algorithm:

e A table of values of the Hubble functioH (a) that is com-
puted for each model by integrating the systén (14) is redayin
the code and the value &f at each timestep is linearly interpolated
from the table;

e The mass of CDM particles in the simulation box is cor-
rected at every timestep according to the mass evoluticengdy
Egn. [10), and shown for each model in FiY. 1;

e The small scale particle-particle (computed with the grav-
itational oct-tree algorithm implemented BADGET-2) and the
large scale particle-mesh gravitational acceleration€foM par-
ticles are computed taking into account the additional rijountion

Box SizeL 80h~1 Mpc
Number of baryonic particled, 5123
Number of CDM particlesV. 5123

4.82x 100h~1 Mg
2.41x 10~ Mg
3.5h~ ! kpc

Baryon Mass\/;,
CDM massM.(z = 0)
Gravitational Softenings

Table 3. The parameters of the high-resolution hydrodynamical Nybo
simulations discussed in S&¢. 3 &nd 4.

arising from the scalar-field mediated fifth-force, as dibsct by
Eqn. [52);

e The acceleration of CDM particles computed according to the
prescription given in the previous point receives at eactesiep
an additional contribution from the extra friction term tla@pears
in the expression off in Eqn. [52).

As discussed in SeE.2.3, we want to investigate the nonlin-
ear evolution of structure formation in the context of a f@kested
cosmological models among all the cosmologies describ&in
ble[2. To this end, we use the modified versiolsaDGET-2briefly
summarized above to run high resolution hydrodynamical N-
body simulations for the modelsCDM, EXP010a2, EXP015a3,
EXP010e2, EXP010e3 and EXP015e3. The parameters of the sim-
ulations are summarized in Talple 3. Hydrodynamical foraea-c
puted with the SPHSmoothed Particle Hydrodynamics) algorithm
implemented iINGADGET-2 are acting on baryonic particles in all
the simulations, while non-adiabatic processes like adjative
cooling, star formation, and feedback mechanisms from Supe
novae or Active Galactic Nuclei are not included in any of muns.

3.2 Initial conditions

The initial conditions for all the simulations are genedaby set-
ting up a random-phase realization of the Eisenstein & Hugrow
spectrum|(Eisenstein & Hu 1997) according to the Zel'do\agh
proximation {(Zel'dovich 1970), where the normalization@itude

of the power spectrum is adjusted to the desired valug oin do-
ing so, we are implicitly assuming that the coupling doesafifgct
the shape of the initial matter power spectrum. We are thezefis-
carding from our treatment any possible early effect of thgoting
on the statistical properties of the density field. This ig@meral

a reasonable assumption since in all our models the coufding
quite small at high redshifts. However, in particular foe xpo-
nential coupling models, such small coupling in the earlydrse
could still produce some slight tilt in the matter transfendtions
(Mainini & Bonomettd 2007). Nevertheless, at the resolutievel
achieved in the present work such tilt was already found te ha
very little impact on the subsequent evolution of strucigrawvth
as compared to the other effects related to the modified nbertu
tions evolution (BA10). Higher resolution studies, howeveight
be significantly affected even by such weak distortions eftmall-
scale power spectrum, and should therefore include a &attnent
of the early effects of the DE interactions on the matterdfan
function.

Initial conditions are therefore generated by perturbing t
positions of particles from a cartesian grid until the desiden-
sity field is realized, and then by rescaling the particlepldise-
ments from the grid points with the linear growth factor. of
each cosmological model between= 0 andz = 60, which is
the starting redshift of all our runs. Although this conventon
the normalization of the power spectrum amplitude is probtie
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Figure 6. The evolution of the scalar mags? = m2 — m%e as a function of the e-folding tim& for all the variable coupling models under investigation.

¢

The three panels refer to the total scalar mass of the modesdw(¢) o a1, Bc(¢) Qg, andBc(¢) eP1¢/M respectively. It is interesting to notice
that the total effective mas&? acquires negative values during matter domination in allttinee different types of models. However, if the valuesrdeo
~ —10 found in the former two cases might lead to significant infites of the models at large scales, the exponential aogphodels show very small
absolute values of the total scalar mass at all redshifth,W? never exceedind (1) for all the models considered in our high-resolution N-bsiigulations.

most commonly used, other choices are equally valid and leee
recently adopted in some related studies (Baldi & Petto?igb0;
De Boni et all 2010).

All the simulations presented in this work have the same ran-
dom phases for the realization of the power spectrum in the in
tial conditions, and structures are therefore expectedrtn fn the
same locations in all the runs. Finally, the velocities atiges are
set according to linear perturbation theory, by a simplatieh with
the computed initial overdensities, which in Fourier spaaas:

v(k,a) = if(a)aH(k, a) 15 (60)
where the growth ratg(a) is defined as
_dlnDy

fla) = ==t (61)

For ACDM cosmologies, the total growth rate is always well ap-
proximated by a power of the total matter dens(fy. + )"
where v = 0.55 (Peebles 1980). This approximation is no
longer valid for coupled DE models in general, as discussed i
Di Porto & Amendola |(2008) and BA10 where alternative phe-
nomenological fitting formulae for constant coupling madehve
been proposed. Also in the case of time dependent couplirgs t
growth rate does not follow thACDM behavior, and observa-
tions of the growth of structures at different redshiftse(seg.
Bean & Tangmatitharn 2010, for a recent analysis of growth)dat
might have the power to detect deviations from the standaltakev
of the growth indexy and put constraints on variable coupling mod-
els. Such a detection would be a clear indication of some cesm
logical modification of standard gravity. The growth facfer and
the ratio of the growth rat¢(a) over the ACDM fitting formula
09,7, as computed from the numerical integration of EGsI[{30,51)
are shown in the left and in the middle panels of Eig. 7, respec
tively, for the models investigated with our high-resadutiN-body
simulations.

Additionally, in the right panel of Fid.]7 we plot for the same
set of models the derived evolution of the growth ingecomputed
as:

. In f
T In(Q + Q)

It is very interesting to notice the strikingly different Heevior
of ~ for the exponential coupling models EXP010e2, EXP010e3,

v (62)
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EXP015e3, with respect thCDM and the phenomenological mod-
els EXP010a2 and EXP015a3. For the latter, a quasi-consiarg

of gamma very close to th&CDM value of0.55 is found during
matter domination, and the curves are practically indigtishable
from the fiducialACDM model. On the contrary, the former models
show a completely different behaviorofthat even becomes nega-
tive for a large period of time and reaches its minimum vatugne
redshift range: ~ 10 — 20. Interestingly, a very similar evolution
of the growth index parameterto the one shown in the right panel
of Fig.[7 has been recently reported for sofg?) models of mod-
ified gravity (Motohashi et al. 2010; Narikawa & Yamamboto 801
Appleby & Wellel 2010). Given the existence of a well knowmeo
formal correspondence between coupled DE models and nubdifie
gravity theories it would be particularly interesting tovéstigate
whether such similar behaviors of the gamma index represent
other element of connection between the two scenarios.

4 RESULTS OF THE N-BODY SIMULATIONS

We present and discuss in this section the results of oury-anal
sis of the high-resolution simulations described abovartter to
study the properties of collapsed structures we first neddeto-
tify groups and gravitationally bound substructures in sintula-
tions. To this end, we apply the Friends-of-Friends (FoFe) SinB-
FIND algorithms|(Springel et &l. 2001) to the particles distiiitns
in our simulations outputs. For the FoF computation we ugeka |
ing length of A = 0.2 x d whered is the mean particle spacing.
As we stressed in S€c. 8.2, all the simulations are startexl fine
same random realization of the Eisenstein & Hu power spettru
and structures are therefore expected to form in the sanitopss
in all the runs. This will allow us to identify the same obgat all
the simulations and to directly compare their propertiesBA10,
due to the slight tilt in the transfer functions used to sethganitial
conditions for the simulations of the different coupled DBdals,

it was necessary to apply a selection criterion in order ®uen
that two structures identified in two different simulatiarauld be
safely considered as being the same object. This selectita: c
rion consisted in identifying halos found in different silations
as the same object only if the most bound particle of eacheshth
lied within the virial radius of the corresponding struettn the
ACDM simulation. Although in the present work there is nodiit
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Figure 7. Left Panel: The Growth FactoiD 4 /a as a function of redshift for th

z+1

z+1

e six models selected for Mybsimulations. The different colors correspond

to different models, according to the legend. The red cwweesponding to the model EXP010a2, is almost completielgem by the green curve, corre-
sponding to the model EXP015a3. This shows how these two Ismade practically indistinguishable from each othdrddle Panel: The evolution of the

ratio of the growth rate functiorf(a) = dIn D4 /dIna to the ACDM fitting

formula Q8,55 for the same set of models. The black curve, representing

ACDM, is consistent with a ratio of 1.0, as expected. The sfeaitor dependent models EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 (red and ljnes, respectively), are
indistinguishable froo\CDM for most of the expansion history, but show a progresgitester growth at: < 1 — 2. The exponential coupling models,

instead, have already a sensibly faster growth of pertiofmtatz as high aslo
for the same set of models as in the previous two panels. WWHelscale factor

0. Right Panel: The derivedy index for the growth of density perturbations
dependent models show a valugafnsistent with the\CDM value 0f0.55

during matter domination, with only small deviations at Iedshift (the slight increase at higtis due to the presence of radiation, and is an expected effect
the exponential coupling models show a completely diffebahavior: they index decreases significantly during most of matter dorrunaeven becoming

negative at some stage, and reaches a minimum in the recshif¢z ~ 10 —

20 before growing again towards values comparable, but giifliicantly

lower, to theACDM case. Similar behaviors have been recently reporteddore realizations of'(R) modified gravity theories_(Motohashi et al. 2010;

Narikawa & Yamamoio 2010: Appleby & Weller 2010).

the initial power spectrum shape, we decide nevertheleapyity
the same selection criterion to our group catalogs, sinedlitfer-
ent timestepping induced by the different evolution of tffeative
gravitational forces in each run, especially at low redshihight
induce some offsets in the final positions of collapsed sires.
We restrict this selection procedure to the 300 most massilas
in our catalogs, which cover a range of CDM virial masses betw
Moo = 3.46 x 10'2 b= Mg and Moo = 3.63 x 10* A= Mg
in the ACDM cosmology.

4.1 Matter power spectrum

As a first step in the analysis of our N-body runs we compute the
power spectrum of matter density fluctuatioRék, =) at several
different redshifts, as well as the separate density popestsa for

the baryonic and the CDM componenis(k, z) andP. (k, z). The
evolution of P(k, z) as a function of scale at different redshifts for
all our high-resolution simulations is shown in Hig. 8.

We should remind here that all our simulations are normal-
ized assuming the same amplitude of the large-scale lineaemp
spectrum at the present time. This is done by normalizing thi¢
same value ofs(0) = 0.807 the present amplitude of the Eisen-
stein & Hu linear power spectrum, and then scaling the vatifes
density fluctuations to the starting redshift of the simolag with
the appropriate growth factor for each cosmological moélslal-
ready stressed above, we have discarded early effects abthe
pling on the initial power spectrum shape since these haeady
been shown to have a minor impact on the final results at tlsepte
level of numerical resolution (BA10) even for larger valud#she
early coupling than those considered here. For higher ugsnl
works, however, such effects might become important andldho
be taken into account in the initial conditions of the N-badys.

As it can be clearly seen in the first and second panels of
Fig.[d, the models where the coupling strength evolves asvaipo
of the scale factor (EXP010a2, EXP015a3), due to the vety fas

decrease of the coupling towards higher redshifts, preseatal
growth factor which is almost indistinguishable from th€ DM

one for most of the expansion history of the Universe, andffie
set with respect to\CDM is due to the different growth at low
redshifts ¢ < 1). On the other hand, the more physically moti-
vated models with a coupling strength related to the evatutf

the scalar field (EXP010e2, EXP010e3, EXP015e3) show a sen-
sibly different evolution of the growth factor with respdct the
ACDM case already at redshifts of the orderof 20. It therefore
comes as no surprise, as it can be seen in the first three panels
Fig.[8, that at high redshifts the power spectra of the EXRQEhd

of the EXP015a3 models are practically indistinguishatmenfthe
ACDM case, while the exponential coupling models EXP010e2,
EXP010e3, and EXP015e3, show a slightly lower amplitudéef t
power spectrum at all scales, with a weak enhancement offtet e
for progressively smaller scales.

The situation is inverted at lower redshifts, as it can ba see
the last three panels of Figl 8. In fact, due to the constdasiier
growth of CDM density fluctuations, the exponential couglin
models show a faster evolution of the power spectrum witheets
to ACDM, such that between = 1.0 andz = 0 the gap in the
power spectrum amplitude with respectA@DM at large scales is
progressively reduced and these models catch up@i2M ampli-
tude at the present time, while at smaller scakeg (1.0 h Mpc™1)

a residual lack of power is still present at= 0. On the other
hand, the phenomenological models EXP010a2 and EXP015a3,
due to the sudden increase of the mutual attraction of CDM par
ticles, show a tremendous growth of density fluctuationsaltes
smaller thark ~ 1.0 h Mpc™! betweenz = 0.5 andz = 0, such
that at these scales the power spectrum amplitude at lovhifeds

is substantially increased as compared toAR¥M case, with the
effect becoming progressively larger for smaller scald® fnost
extreme case, given by the model EXP015a3, shows an anlitud
of the power spectrum &t~ 10 h Mpc™! that is roughly twice as
large as for the\CDM cosmology.
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Figure 8. The matter power spectrum at different redshifts for thensodels studied in our set of N-body simulations. In the buotfgart of each panel we
plot the residuals with respect %'CDM for a more clear understanding of the different evoluiof the power spectrum amplitude at different length scale
The different behavior of the two types of coupling evolntivith the exponential coupling models already showindfamint amplitude at high, while the
scale factor dependent models show a strong increase of powmall scales only at < 0.5 (as illustrated in detail in the text) is clearly visible imetplots.
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This analysis therefore presents us two quite differentizeh
iors of the two classes of models investigated in our nuraénms.
On one side, the exponential coupling models have a fasbertigr
of the power spectrum amplitude over a rather long periodhoé t
and starting with a substantially lower power spectrum émunbé
at all scales at high redshifts, end up with an amplitude efange
scale power spectrum comparableMGDM at z = 0, nevertheless
showing a residual lack of power at small scales. On the aontr
the phenomenological parametrizations of the couplindutiom

In Fig.[d we plot the evolution of the ratio @t to the ACDM
caseRacpm for all our simulations as a function of scale, at sev-
eral different redshifts. Also in this case, there is a ctifierence
between the exponential coupling models and the modelsevher
the coupling depends on the scale factor. For the formet, @i
be seen in the upper three panels of Elg. 9, the presence af-a no
negligible coupling already at high redshifts determinasoaerate
linear bias with a weak dependence on scale already-at3 and
down toz = 1, with a clear hierarchy corresponding to the val-

embedded in models EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 present an almosties of the couplings at high redshifts in the different msdehile

identical growth of linear density perturbations A& DM during
most of the expansion history of the Universe, followed byid-s
den enhancement of the growth for scales below 1.0 h Mpc™*
betweenz = 0.5 andz = 0 as the coupling strength rapidly in-
creases towards its present value. This late faster grawils into
a strong increase of the power spectrum amplitude at smraftsc
The situation at = 0, shown in the last panel of Fif] 8, gives a
quite interesting picture, with all the models being preaity indis-
tinguishable from\CDM at the largest scales, as a consequence of
the common normalization of the linear power spectra-at0, but
with a broad range of power spectrum amplitudes at smaléscal
This strikingly different behavior of the evolution of liae
density perturbations in these two classes of coupled DE-mod
els could provide ways to observationally distinguish agtime
two scenarios with present and future datasets, and toraimge
functional form of the coupling evolution.

4.2 Baryon-CDM linear and mildly nonlinear bias

In the context of interacting DE models with a constant cimgpl
strength it is now a well established result (Amendola 22004)
that the long-range fifth-force acting between CDM par#die-
duced by the interaction of the DE scalar field with the CDMdlui
determines a different growth rate of linear density pdditions

of CDM with respect to the uncoupled baryonic componentsThi
can be clearly understood just by having a look at Egd. (58) an
(1), where the same spatial distribution of density fluttues in
the dominant CDM component sources the CDM perturbation evo
lution with a strengti’. times larger than for the baryons. In case
of a constant coupling. (i.e.a constant factdr..), this different
growth rate is integrated over the whole expansion histérhe
Universe and induces a sizeable linear bias at all scalegebat
the amplitude of density perturbations in the two compamehhis
characteristic feature makes the linear bias arising frioendou-
pling clearly distinguishable, at least in principle, frahe hydro-
dynamical bias arising only at small scales as the Univezseres
progressively more structured. The study of such effedtiwiton-
stant coupling models has been extended to the nonlineaneeg
by numerically following the collapse of a spherical oversity
(e.g. by Mainini & Bonometio 2006) or by means of N-body sim-
ulations {(Maccio et al. (2004), BA10), finding that nonkmities
enhance the bias between the two components. We want tadexten
here the analysis to the case of time dependent couplinghdor
linear and mildly nonlinear regimes, while the strongly loear
regime will be studied in SeC.4.6.

The coupling-induced bias between CDM and baryon density
fluctuations can be studied by comparing the ratio of the itlens
power spectrum amplitudes of the two components in therdifiie
simulations, defined as:

Pb(k‘, Z)

R(k,z) = Pk o)

(63)

the latter class is practically indistinguishable frédrf@DM in this
redshift range.

At later times (lower three panels of Figl 9) the situation
changes very quickly, and the evolutionB{%, z) becomes much
more entangled than it has been shown to be for the case daoons
coupling cosmologies. As the coupling in all the models grow
wards its present value, the scale dependencR(&f =) starts to
appear, showing how the bias progressively grows when rgovin
from the linear to the mildly nonlinear regime of density flue-
tions. Also in this case, as we showed in the previous seftion
the total power spectrum, the evolution turns out to be maskef
and with a much stronger scale dependence for the EXP01@a2 an
EXP015a3 models as compared to the exponential coupling mod
els. Nevertheless, the exponential coupling model EXPRH&0
shows a very quick reduction of the bias ratio between 1 and
z = 0, due to the strong increase of its coupling.

It is very interesting to notice how all the models that share
the same final value of the couplirily seem to converge, at= 0,
to very similar values of the bias at small scales, irregesibf the
type of coupling evolution. The distinction between the tlasses
of models is nevertheless still present at the largest sazl¢he
simulations, where the hierarchy of the exponential cagpinod-
els significantly changes with time, while the scale factepeh-
dent models roughly retain the initial value of the largelesdaas
ratioR ~ 1.

4.3 Halo mass function

For all of our high-resolution N-body simulations we haveneo
puted the halo mass function based on the groups identifiediby
FoF algorithm. The cumulative mass function for all our rims
plotted in Fig[I0, where each panel refers to a differenshit

At z = 0 all the mass functions have a similar shape and amplitude
over the whole mass range covered by our catalog, with agfiscr
ancy from model to model of the order sf 10%, which slightly
increases at the high-mass end. In particular, it is worticimg
here how all the models except the EXP010e2 and the EXP015e3
show a slightly larger number of halos over the whole masgean
with respect toACDM at the present time.

At higher redshifts, instead, the models under investgati
show very different mass function evolutions. On one sitle, t
EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 models show very little differences
from ACDM. On the other side, the exponential coupling models
have always a significantly lower number of halos with respec
ACDM at intermediate and high masses, while a slight excess of
low mass halos is clearly visible for these models at 1 — 2.

This behavior is due to the fact that in the exponential cogpl
models structure formation is starting later thar\ibDM as a con-
sequence of having normalized all the cosmologies to the sam
at the present time. This shows how in these cosmologiess halo
of any given mass tend to form later than A€DM, and how at
z ~ 1 — 2 most of the small halos did not have the time yet to
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Figure 9. The ratio of the bias?(k, z) to the ACDM bias Rycpm(k, z) as a function of wavenumbérat different redshifts. As extensively discussed in the
text, at high redshifts 2, 1.0, upper three panels) the EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 modelsamticplly indistinguishable frodCDM, while the exponential

coupling models already exhibit an almost constant biadl atales, with a clear hierarchy corresponding to the déffié values of the coupling at high
The situation changes dramaticallyzatS 1, where the scale dependence of the bias starts to appedy ¢teaall the models under investigation, and the
hierarchy of the exponential coupling models is modified tue more substantial growth 6f.(¢) in the EXP015e3 model. At = 0, all the models with
the same present value of the couplifiginterestingly seem to end up with comparable values of the &i the smallest scales available to our analysis.

merge and form larger and more massive structures. Howevdr,
can be clearly seen by the evolution of the mass function reith
shift, the gap in the number of large halos between the exyimie
coupling models and CDM is progressively reduced as time goes
by due to the higher growth rates of the coupled cosmologiethe
increase of the CDM mutual attraction speeds up the aggoegat
of small objects into larger structures.

We have also computed the multiplicity function (defined as
[M?/p]-dn(< M)/dM) for all of our models, which is plotted
in Fig.[11 where we also plot for comparison the Sheth & Tofmen
(1999) and Jenkins etlal. (2001) fitting formulae evaluatedifa
ferent redshifts using the appropriate growth factor faheaodel,
and with the standard value of the extrapolated linear tensi-
trast at collapsé. = 1.686. We find that the usual mass function
formalism reproduces fairly well the distribution of ounsilated
halos up tpz = 3 in most of the investigated models, extending
the validity of recent findings for early dark energy cosngiés
(Grossi & Springel 2009; Francis et al. 2008; Pace gt al./pand
for constant coupling interacting DE models (BA10), to thse of
variable couplings. However, some sizeable discrepantyessn
the predicted multiplicity function and the outcomes of gim-
ulations appears for the EXP015a3 modekat 0, where both
the mass functions fitting formulae systematically undérese
the simulated distribution. This behavior might be relatedhe
sudden and strong increase of halo masses at 0.5 — 0 in
this model, which would explain why the offset appears ortly a
z = 0. However, a careful analysis of the spherical collapse for-
malism in the context of variable coupling models of int¢irag
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DE, extending to these scenarios the analysis recentliedaout
by |Wintergerst & Pettorind (2010) for constant couplingd) e
necessary in order to fully understand the reasons of teiwrejd-
ancy. We defer such analysis to future work.

4.4 Halo density profiles

Cosmological simulations of structure formation have ¢sirgtly
shown that the density profiles of dynamically relaxed CDNbka
have a universal shape that can be accurately fitted for aloy ha
mass by the NFW fitting formula (Navarro etlal. 1995, 1996,7)99

S — (64)

(£) (1)

wherep...: = 3HZM? is the critical density of the Universeé, is
the characteristic halo density contrast, ands the halo scale ra-
dius. However, several astrophysical observations of rdessity
profiles of dwarfLow Surface Brightness (LSB) galaxies|(Moore
1994;| Flores & Primack 1994; Simon ef al. 2003), of Milky-Way
type spiral galaxies (Navarro & Steinmetz 2000; Salucci &kt
2000; Salucci 2001; Binney & Evans 2001), or even of largexgal
clustersi(Sand et al. 2002, 2004; Newman &t al. 2009), hawersh
at different levels that these objects have shallower tyemso-
files than predicted by the theoretical universal NFW shapés
tension between simulations and observations is oftemresféo
as the “cusp-core” problem. Several attempts have been made
order to solve this discrepancy by invoking backreactiorcime
anisms of the baryonic component on the CDM density pro-

p(r)

Perit
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Figure 10. The mass functions of all the six models studied with our Bt-body simulations, plotted at different redshifts. Aéthresent time all the models
show similar mass functions, with differences of the order010% with respect to the\CDM case, slightly increasing at the high-mass end. At highe
redshift the differences among the models become more pmued, and the exponential coupling models EXP010e2, EB@R)land EXP015e3 show a
slight excess of low mass objects and a considerable laclgbfrhass objects at redhifts in the range- 1 — 2, while the remaining models do not show
very significant differences with respect ACDM. This picture is consistent, as explained in the texthwuhe fact that in the exponential coupling models
structure formation starts later due to the lower initialpditnde of the power spectrum. The gap is then reduced ahiftsibetween 1 and 0 as a consequence
of the strong increase of the growth factor in these models.

files (see e.gl_Duffy et al. 2010) or by different flavors of mar  not strong enough to fully address the problem. In particidas
dark matter (WDM)|(Avila-Reese etlal. 2001; Strigari et &02; worth reminding here that the largest coupling considene8Ai10

de Naray et al. 2009; de Vega etlal. 2010) and Self InteraEtary (Be = 0.25), which was found to determine a reduction of the inner
Matter (SIMD) (Spergel & Steinhardt 2000; Wandelt etial. @00  overdensity by~ 20%, is already observationally ruled out even by
Dave et all. 2001). Here we want to investigate another inuldgra the weaker bounds derived by LVO®(| < 0.17) for the case of a

possibility, namely the fact that a DE-CDM interaction abplay large average neutrino mass.
arole in alleviating the “cusp-core” tension. It is therefore very interesting to investigate whetheialsle
One of the main results found in BA10 for the case of constant coupling models —where the coupling is relatively smallddarge
couplings consisted in the discovery that the nonlineardyins of fraction of the expansion history of the Universe — coulddouice
interacting DE cosmologies determines a systematic ramucf stronger effects on the density profiles without running ttnflict
the inner overdensity of CDM halos with respectA@DM, with with the present observational bounds, as it is the casellftiea
the effect growing for increasing coupling. This resultsiark con- models selected for N-body simulations in the present wahkch
trast with previous works, was the first evidence of how imténg are at least consistent (according to the selection aitaféscribed
DE models could produce shallower density profiles and less ¢ in Sec[2.B) with the constraints derived by LV09.
centrated halos, thereby providing a possible solutiohéd'tusp- To this end, we have computed the spherically averaged total
core” problem. Nevertheless, the present observationatcaints matter (baryons and CDM) density profile as a function ofuadi

on constant coupling models (BE08,LV09) put tight boundshen around the halo center (defined as the position of the pantiith
maximum allowed amplitude of this effect, which turns oubt® the minimum gravitational potential within the group) fdt the
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Figure 11. The multiplicity functions for the six models investigateith N-body simulations. In each panel, the differentljezsed sets of data points, with
the relative error bars, are the multiplicity functions leeged in equally spaced logarithmic mass bins at four wfferedshifts. The dashed and dot-dashed
lines represent the predictions for the multiplicity fupnos according to the Sheth & Tormien (1999) and Jenkins| ¢2@01) fitting formulae, respectively.
The plots show a fairly good agreement between the simutatétiplicity function and the theoretical predicitionsijtivthe sole exception of the EXP015a3
model atz = 0 (right upper panel), where both the fitting functions underestimate the sitedlaistribution.

halos in our group catalogs that can be safely identifiedasdame
object arising in the different simulations. In Higl 12 wetgthe to-
tal matter density profiles for four halos of different masghe six
cosmological models under investigation. The left upperepaf
Fig.[12 shows the highest mass halo in our sample, while ¢ ri
lower panel show the lowest mass one. Interestingly, we fiatl t
not all the models show a decrease of the inner halo overgessi
it was found for the case of constant couplings, whereAG®M

and determine a slight expansion of the halos. One of theeeons
guences of such slight adiabatic expansion is the tran$fierags
from the center of the halos towards the outskirts, theredterd
mining a reduction of the inner overdensity. It is therefclear, by
looking at Fig[4, why this mechanism does not produce theesam
effects for the EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 models as it doeséor th
constant coupling models studied in BA10: although havargé
values of the coupling at low redshift, these models featunaite

model always showed a larger overdensity than any coupled DE small friction term due to the absence of @&MDE". This deter-
cosmology. On the contrary, some of the models (the onesewher mines a fast decay with redshift of the scalar field kinetiergp

the coupling depends on a power of the scale factor), arefeved

to have significantly larger values of the central overdgnsith
respect taACDM, therefore showing an opposite trend to the one
required in order to address the “cusp-core” problem. Orother
hand, the exponential coupling models show the expecteadrmys
atic lowering of the inner density, although the effect sacly not
yet strong enough in these models to produce a cored profilee O
more, we have found a very different behavior of the two eass
variable couplings under investigation, and the intengssituation
depicted in Figl_IR deserves to be extensively discussed.

The reason for these strikingly different evolutions of tiom-
linear dynamics of CDM halos within the two different class#
models can be understood by having a look at[Hig. 4. In BA1@g w
clearly shown how the reduction of the inner overdensity bk
in constant coupling models (and the consequent reducfibalo
concentrations, that will be discussed in the next sectieag pri-
marily due to the effect of the friction ter@B.zv. in Eqn.[52. In
particular, it was shown that the energy gained by the cedldsys-
tems due to the extra acceleration of CDM patrticles indugetthé®
friction term could move the systems out of their virial diprium
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z and a consequent strong suppression of the extra friction te
during most of the cosmological evolution, as discussedeiait
in Sec[2.%. On the contrary, in the exponential coupling efd
EXP010e2, EXP010e3, and EXP015e3, the presence of what we
called a “GrowinggpMDE" is able to sustain a slower decay of
the scalar field kinetic energy with redshift, and the faoatiterm
is therefore less suppressed and still capable of indutiagex-
pansion of CDM halos and the consequent reduction of therinne
overdensity.

We have therefore shown here that the presence oMDE”
or of a “GrowingMDE” is not only a desirable feature of an in-
teracting DE model due to its capability of easing the “finging
problem”, but is also an essential ingredient in deterngjnire type
of impact that the interaction can have on the nonlinear chjos
of coupled matter particles at small scales.

Even though we have now explained why the absence of a
“Growing pMDE" suppresses the efficiency of the coupling in low-
ering the density profiles of collapsed structures, we sékd to
explain why some of our models even show a significant inereas
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Figure 12. Total matter (CDM + baryons) density profiles for four haldslifferent masses in the six models investigated with otipg8l-body simulations.
The left upper panel represents the most massive halo inamaple, while the right lower panel shows the lowest mass ®he.vertical dot-dashed line
indicates the location ofzoo for the ACDM halo. In all the four plots it is clear how the variable pting models investigated in the present work, contrarily
to what happens for constant couplings, do not always daterandecrease of the inner overdensity of halos. In paaticak discussed in full detail in the
text, the models where aMDE” or a “Growing $MDE” is absent show a significant increase of the inner ovesit

Group 0 Group 0 Group 6 Group 6 Group 58 Group 58 Group 278 Group 278
Model 1 rs 1 rs —1 rs 1 Ts
rs (™2 kpe) - aobwMp rs ("~ kpe) - aopmp rs (™1 kpc) 7 (acoM rs (™2 kpc) 7 (AcoM
ACDM 210.842 1.0 184.811 1.0 112.022 1.0 51.244 1.0
EXP010a2 181.134 0.859 151.660 0.821 85.959 0.767 44.900 8760.
EXP015a3 140.709 0.667 99.528 0.539 61.153 0.546 32.913 420.6
EXP010e2 294.264 1.396 295.849 1.601 174.661 1.559 75.177 4671
EXP010e3 237.655 1.127 213.840 1.157 127.927 1.142 59.603 1631
EXP015e3 246.118 1.167 223.194 1.211 130.655 1.166 62.153 2131

Table 4. Evolution of the scale radius; for the four halos shown in Fi§_12 with respect to the coroesiing ACDM value. Contrarily to what happens
for constant coupling models the scale radius can eithee@se or decrease with respectMGDM in variable coupling scenarios according to the type of
coupling evolution: models that do not present a “GrowiidDE” phase feature a contraction of collapsed halos and aemprent decrease of their scale
radius up to~ 45%, while the exponential coupling models show an increaséehtlo scale radius up to 60%, a much more significant effect than for
constant coupling models.

of the inner overdensity of halos over the whole mass rangeiof On one side, the variation of the mass of CDM particles deedri
catalog with respect to the uncoupl&€DM case. The explana- by Eqn.[I0 determines a progressive increase of the griavigdt
tion of this new effect seems also clear if one considers itial v potential energy of the system. The effect of this mass laaddv

equilibrium of a collapsed halo. Along with the gain of enedye also be a slight expansion of the halos. However, as it wasrsho
to the extra friction term, there are two other effects tlaat mod- in BA10, this effect is expected to be rather small for modéith
ify the virial state of a system within interacting DE cosgiks. an overall variation of the CDM particle mass comparablevene
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Figure 13. NFW fit (grey, dot-dashed lines) to the density profiles (btihes) of the most massiveigper three panels) and the least massivéo(ver three
panels) halos in our sample in thACDM (left panels), EXP010e2 ifiddle panels) and EXP015a3r{ght panels) cosmological models. Each plot reports the
halo mass\/200, the halo radius=qo, the scale radiuss, the concentratior, and they? of the NFW fit. A clear trend of increase of the scale radiusin t
exponential coupling models, and of decrease in the scetlerfenodels appears at both mass scales.

larger than for the specific models under investigation .hére 2004 Farrar & Peebles 2004; Farrar & Rosen 2007; Hellwired et

the other side, the fast growth of the effective gravitealocon- 2010) will produce larger values of the halo inner overdgresnd
stant acting between CDM particléq ¢) = I'.(¢)G determines a more cuspy profiles with respect ToCDM if the strength of the
corresponding fast decrease of the gravitational potestiergy of additional fifth-force grows in time during the epoch of sture

the system that balances and exceeds the small increase thee t  formation.

mass variation. This latter mechanism is not present ahalbn-

stant coupling models, but plays a crucial role here whexéattor

I'c(¢) can grow by~30 to 75 % during cosmic evolution. The total The last point that we still need to address in this section is
combined effect is therefore a net decrease of the totaggnend whether or not the time variation of the coupling allows toda

a consequent contraction of the halos forming in the modélsr®  more significant reduction of the inner overdensities ofapsled

the friction term is suppressed and cannot provide to theesys  objects with respect to the constant coupling case, withmriing

the energy increase necessary to counteract this mechaDim into conflict with observational constraints. We have alseshown
sistently with this picture, halos are found to be more ogasg in that none of the models investigated in this work actualbspnts
the EXP010a2 and EXP015a3 models as compareCibM, and cored density profiles. This leads us to the conclusion titatna:

less overdense in the other exponential coupling modelsrentne plete solution of the “cusp-core” problem cannot be achiduethe

friction term balances — and in some cases exceeds — theadecre simple classes of coupling evolution considered here. Neskess,

of gravitational potential energy. at least the EXP010e2 model is found to determine a signtfican
It is therefore clear that a significant growth in time of tfie e lowering of the halo density profiles in the inner regionsotder

fective gravitational constant in any cosmological modificn of to quantify this effect, and to compare it with the constantpding

newtonian dynamics will result in an increase of the cerdeai- case, we have computed for our sample the average radiatydens

sity of CDM halos unless there are other mechanisms — as e.g. aratio with respect ta\CDM, defined as:

large extra friction term in the case of the interaction of LD

with the DE — able to balance the decrease of gravitational po <L(T)> (65)

tential energy. Hence, it is natural to expect that also rotus- puacom(r)

mological models that introduce an effective modificatidrthe where the average is taken over all the halos in the sampls. Th

gravitational interaction due to a long or a short-rangéifirce quantity is plotted in Figi_14 for all the models under inigst

(as e.g.the recently propos@#BEL scenariol_ Gubser & Peebles tion and for comparison also for the RP5 model studied in BA10
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Figure 14.The ratio of the spherically averaged matter density arahad
center of a halo to the density of the same halo inAl@DM cosmology,
averaged over all the halos in our sample and plotted as &idanaf frac-
tional radius with respect te0¢. The plot clearly shows how to a reduced
inner density corresponds a higher density in the outes pirthe halos,
due to the transfer of mass from the central regions to thekotd. The
plot also shows how in some cases (e.g. for EXP010e2 modeh@uthe
cosmologies considered here) a time dependent couplingrodnce com-
parable or even stronger reductions of the inner overden§ihalos with
respect to constant coupling models, without determinfregsame level of
tension with present observational constraints on thedrackd expansion
of the Universe.

as a function of the fractional radiugr200, Whereragg is the ra-
dius enclosing a mean overdensity 200 times larger tharritieat
density p.-i:. By looking at Fig[T# it is first of all interesting to
notice how all the models that show an average lower density i
the inner regions of CDM halos with respectA€ DM, show cor-
respondingly larger values of the density in the outskiFtss be-
havior witnesses the fact that the lower inner overdensitjuie to
the transfer of mass form the core of the halos to the outéomeg
as it was demonstrated in BA10 for the case of constant augpli
The opposite applies to the scale factor dependent modedsewh
the contraction of the halos brings mass from the outer regio
the center.

it was found for constant couplings, that the shape of theitden
profiles is not significantly modified by the additional proaipro-
cesses related to the DE-CDM interaction, and that the ehahg
inner overdensity is related to a change in the location efttale
radiusr; in the different cosmologies. This can be clearly seen in
Fig.[13 where we plot for the largest and the smallest halaaiin
sample (upper and lower three panels, respectively) thsityearo-

file and the best-fit NFW function fokCDM and for the two most
extreme models in each of the two different classes of cogvo-
lution, the EXP010e2 and EXP015a3 models. As[EiY. 13 shws, t
NFW fit to the simulated halos is equally good (the for the fit

is indicated in each figure) at the two mass extremes of our sam
ple in all the models. Consistently with our interpretatitivere is

a clear trend of the scale radius which always increases in the
EXP010e2 and decreases in the EXP015a3 models. This effect i
also clear from Tablgl4, where we list for the four halos coastd

in Fig.[12 the scale radius in all our simulated cosmologies, its
ratio to theACDM value. Although some exceptions to this general
trend can be found in our halo sample, Tdlle 4 shows the tegden
of the vast majority of the halos, with a decrease.ofip to~ 45%

in the scale factor dependent models, and an increaseuB%%

in the exponential coupling models, with respect\t@DM.

4.5 Halo concentrations

As anticipated in the previous section, we also computelfdha
objects in our sample the halo concentrations with two iedéepnt
methods. First, we compute the concentration of a halo as:

o — 200 (66)

Ts

based on a NFW fit of the density profiles. Then, we use the inde-
pendent method devised by Springel etlal. (2008) to compaite h
concentrations according to the equation:

200 e
B m(ro_c/ite 3o (67)
with ¢y defined as:
Vmaz 2
ov =2 (HOT'rnaw) (68)

whereV,,q. andr... are the maximum rotational velocity of the
halo and the radius at which this velocity peak is locatespee-

Finally, we notice how indeed the time dependence of the tively. Following the notation used in BA10 we will denotestbon-
coupling can produce a comparable and in some cases a strongecentrations computed with this methodcs

reduction of the halo inner density with respect to constant

The results of these two independent methods to compute con-

coupling models, without determining the same impact on the centrations are shown in Fig.]15, where concentrations lateeg

overall background evolution of the Universe. In particuthe

as a function of the halo virial madg.qo for all the high-resolution

EXP010e2 model determines an average decrease of the innesimulations carried out in the present work. Despite thtediht

overdensity with respect to\CDM roughly 1.5 times larger
than the RP5 constant coupling model. For the other exp@hent

methods used, the two panels of Higl 15 show the same relative
trend for the concentrations in the different cosmologioaldels.

coupling models EXP010e3 and EXP015e3 the balance betweenConsistently with what found for the halo density profilesthie

the friction term and the decrease of gravitational potdrinergy
is less favorable, and they are found to produce weakertsfigth
respect to RP5, although still having a much lower impacthan t
background expansion, which makes them still preferabée the
constant coupling scenario.

Despite all these significant effects on the inner overdgnsi
of CDM halos, we find that the density profiles can be still fitte
extremely well with an NFW shape in all the models. This stigk
result confirms also for the case of time dependent coupliags

previous section, the halos formed within one of the scadéofa
dependent coupling models are found to have significangidi
concentrations thanCDM halos at all masses. Once again, we see
here that in case of time dependent couplings ABDM model

no longer represents an extreme for the range of modelstinves
gated, as it happens for constant couplings. On the conttaw-
ations from the standard cosmological model are possibb®in
directions for different types of coupling evolution. Thepenen-

tial coupling models, as expected, show lower halo conagotrs
with respect toACDM, and the hierarchy of models follows the

© 2010 RAS, MNRASD00 [THZ7
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Figure 15. Evolution of the mean halo concentrations as a function afafiar the 300 most massive halos in our group catalogs, idiffeeent cosmological
models under investigation. The concentrations have bemputed by a direct fit of the density profiles with an NFW shépk panel) or by using the
independent method devised|by Springel et al. (2008) anctitled in the textiight panel). The filled circles represent the mean halo concentrafivesch
of the four mass bins in which the mass range of our groupaggaias been divided. The correspondingly coloured datted Indicate the spread of 68%
of the halos in each mass bin. Both plots show the same trendnofentrations in the different cosmological models, b exponential coupling models
being less concentrated thAtDM while the remaining models show significantly largerues of concentrations over the whole mass range.

same order already shown for the inner overdensity of CDMdal
in the previous section.

4.6 Nonlinear bias and halo baryon fraction

Another source of tension between the predictions of ARM
paradigm and a number of astrophysical observations costee
baryonic budget of large galaxy clusters. The baryon foaction-
tained in massive clusters of galaxies is expected to be sdaiple
of the background cosmological baryon fraction. Howevevesal
observational estimations of the baryonic content of Xalagters
(as e.g. Allen et al.| (2004); Vikhlinin et al. (2006); LaReoet al.
(2006); Afshordi et &l. (2007), but see also Giodini et abd®) for
a recent opposite claim) seem to indicate that these olijests a
lower content of baryons as compared to the background baryo
fraction estimated from cosmological observations asGMB
(Komatsu et al. 2010).

As we have already shown in S&c.]4.2, one of the characte-

ristic features of interacting DE cosmologies is the getidnal
bias that develops between the amplitude of density fluictsbf
baryons and CDM due to the different effective gravitaticha
namic equations (see E@s](52,53) that coupled and uncoppted
ticles obey. As a consequence of this different evolutiba,lary-
onic fraction of any overdense region of the Universe is my&r
expected to match the background cosmological value, evéhei
linear regime, as we showed in $ecl4.2.

We want to extend here the analysis of this effect to the non-
linear regime of structure formation, and give an estiméteoov
the halo baryon fraction at = 0 can be affected by time depen-
dent couplings in the dark sector. To do so, we first compage th
ratio of baryon to CDM overdensity as a function of radiususueh
the center of a halo, defined as:

<r)—pv Pe
Po pe(< 1) = pe’
for all the halos in our catalog, as it was donelin_Maccio &t al

B(<r) = 24 (69)
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Figure 16. Nonlinear bias between the overdensity of baryonic and CDM
particles as a function of distance from the center of onb@hialos shown

in Fig.[12, in all the six different cosmologies consideradir set of N-
body simulations. A similar trend is found for all the othealds in our
sample. The enhancement of the bias in the innermost regfotie halo

is evident for all the cosmologies, and becomes progrdgss¢eonger for
larger values of the present coupling strength The vertical dot-dashed
line represents the location of the virial raditsg of the halo in theA\CDM
cosmology.

(2004) and BA10 for the constant coupling case. In[Eig. 16 ot p
the ratioB(< r) as a function of radius for one of the four halos
already shown in Figl._12. The strong enhancement of the biasw
moving towards the center of the halo follows a very similkeindv-
ior to the case of constant coupling models studied in Maetal.
(2004) and BA10, although the amplitude of the effect is gene
ally larger, consistently with the higher values of the dmgat
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Figure 17.Relative baryon fractiorY; within the virial radiusrzgg for the
300 most massive halos in our group catalogs plotted as édarnaf virial
massMa2oo. The open diamonds represent the relative baryon fraction o
individual halos for a uniform random sampling of our cagglpwhile the
filled circles show the mean relative baryon fraction in eafcthe five mass
bins in which the full available mass range has been subslividDotted
lines indicate the spread around the mean of 68% of the halosdch
cosmological model. A strong reduction of the relative loaryraction is
clearly visible for all the coupled DE models as compared @DM, with
the total effect being approximately proportional to thifedent values of
the coupling at the present tinf.

low redshift in the models considered here as compared tooue
works.

We then compute the relative baryon fractignfor all of our
halos, defined as:

v = My(< 1200) Qms
b= e,
Miot(< T200)

which is plotted in Figi_Il7 as a function of halo virial masshi&/

the ACDM baryon fraction is in full agreement with previous find-
ings for theACDM model (Ettori et all. 2006; Gottloeber & Yepes
2007), the coupled DE models show as expected a significant re
duction of the relative baryon fraction over the full masaga
covered by our catalogs of simulated halos, with averaggobar
fractions that decrease down to a valueYpf~ 0.76 — 0.81 for

(70)

would therefore operate on a significantly smaller resefddary-

onic mass. These results therefore indicate that a timendepé
interaction between DE and CDM might be considered as one of
the possible explanations for the observed low baryon ifraaif
galaxy clusters.

5 CONCLUSIONS

In the context of interacting DE models we have studied a fem g
eral classes of time evolution of the interaction strengitwieen
DE and CDM, generalizing the widely studied case of constant
plings to the more natural scenario of a variable coupling.

Following the idea — already discussed in previous works —
that a large value of the coupling could leave distinctivadiees in
the properties of observable structures and even posdibiyiaie
the tensions between theCDM cosmological model and astro-
physical observations at small scales, we have designed gefie-
eral forms of coupling functions.(¢) that grow in time, thereby
having a significantly weaker impact on the overall backgobex-
pansion of the Universe as compared to constant couplinglsod
with the same interaction strengthzat 0.

In particular, we have investigated three classes of tinokuev
tion of the coupling, where the interaction strength is prtipnal
either to a power of the cosmological scale faci¢t), or to the
fractional DE density24, or to an exponential function of the DE
scalar fieldg. The first two classes are purely phenomenological
parametrizations of the time evolution of the coupling, lehhe
latter one represents a more physical situation where tagsiction
depends on the dynamical evolution of the scalar field.

We have performed a complete numerical analysis of the back-
ground evolution for these three different types of couplinnc-
tions by solving the full system of coupled dynamic equatimrthe
presence of a variable coupling, generalizing previouksdEven
in the absence of analytic solutions for variable couplinodeis,
our numerical integrations allow to identify the main baakgd
features of these cosmologies.

More specifically, we have shown that the first two phe-
nomenological parametrizations of the coupling evolution
mentioned above, due to the very fast decrease of the cguplin
with increasing redshift, do not present the so calledDE”
scaling solution typical of constant coupling models, amdvhat
concerns their background evolution are practically itidigiish-

the most extreme cases represented by the models EXP01&e3 anable from ACDM, thereby suffering of the same level of fine

EXP015a3. These values are somewhat lower, as expectadptha
the constant coupling scenarios investigated in previcurgsv It is
also interesting to notice, as it can be seen from the spretiteo
68% of the halos (indicated in Fig.117 by the dotted curves/abo
and below the mean) or from the location of single halos in the
different models (represented by the open diamonds) thsiot
particularly rare in these latter models to find halos witlatiee
baryon fractions of the order ef 0.7, in particular at intermediate
and small masses.

We stress again here that our simulations include hydrody-
namical forces for the baryonic particles, but do not inelather
non-adiabatic processes like e.g. radiative cooling, fstamation,
and feedback. Therefore, we do not expect our predictionthé
baryonic fraction of halos to be directly comparable witlsetya-
tions; nevertheless, it is clear that the strong reductfichebary-
onic content in collapsed objects shown in Fig. 17 would Isélin
place also in the presence of such non-adiabatic proceskes)

tuning of the cosmological constant. On the contrary, theemo
physical form of a coupling that depends on the evolutionhef t
scalar field shows a background evolution with an interntedia
behavior betweed\CDM and a standard¢MDE” phase which
can be still well reproduced by the usual analytic solution f
the fractional DE density2,4 during the ‘9MDE” phase, once
generalized to the case of growing couplings. We have tberef
called this intermediate type of background evolution ad@ng
¢MDE" phase.

We have then studied the evolution of linear perturbations
within variable coupling models, pointing out the main eifinces
arising in the perturbations equations due to the time digrere
of the coupling. In particular, we have shown how in general a
growing coupling function could induce instabilities iretrowth
of scalar perturbations at large scales, due to the presenae
negative effective mass term in the linear scalar field egqunaand
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we have discussed under which conditions these instakilitin be
avoided. We have then numerically computed the growth faafto
matter density perturbations at subhorizon scales for sédacted
models. Among these, the computed growth factors agaimlglea
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redshifts the mass functions of the exponential couplingleto
show a clear excess of small halos and a strong lack of laige ha
with respect to\CDM, consistently with the later onset of structure
formation in these models. We have also computed the mialtipl

shows two distinct classes: on one side the phenomenologica function for all the models and compared it with the thecadtpre-

couplings present no significant differences in the growth o
density perturbations with respect AACDM, except at very low
redshifts, while on the other side the exponential couptimaglels
have a faster growth of density fluctuations during most @&f th
expansion history of the Universe.

The main focus of the present paper is on the effects of
variable couplings on nonlinear structure formation. Bipig
the implementation of coupled DE cosmologies into the Nybod
codeGADGET-2developed for previous works, we have run high-
resolution hydrodynamical N-body simulations for someestld
cosmological models belonging to different classes of tngp
evolution. For all these cosmologies initial conditions/ddeen
generated discarding possible early effects of the cogfiased
on the consideration that these effects were shown by previo
studies to have a minor impact on the final properties of neali
structures at the present level of numerical resolution. Wakee
also chosen to normalize all the cosmologies to the sametaiahgl
of the large-scale power at the present time. Although thia i
common choice, other conventions are equally valid anddcoul
lead to different predictions for the same cosmological eted

We have shown that the power spectrum of matter density
fluctuations evolves in a strikingly different way in the tdiffer-
ent types of models with respect AdCDM. In particular, the phe-
nomenological couplings have a very similar evolutio\t6DM
until z ~ 0.5, followed by a very fast growth of the power spec-
trum amplitude at scales beldw~ 1.0 h Mpc™!. On the contrary,
the exponential models have a lower amplitude th&@DM at all
scales during most of the cosmic evolution, and catch up thigh
ACDM power spectrum only at large scalegat 0, while at small
scales they still show a significant lack of power also at fiesent
time.

We have then confirmed that also for variable couplings the
scalar fifth-force acting only between CDM particles induadias
in the amplitude of density fluctuations in baryons and CDMIat
scales, as it happens for constant coupling models. Thabgs a
clear scale dependence that develops very quickly as th#icgs
approaches their large values at low redshift, and the eamaent
of this effect when moving from the linear regime of very larg
scales to smaller and progressively more nonlinear scaliesind
to be stronger than for the constant coupling models studipce-
vious works.

This bias can be detected also in the very nonlinear regime

characterizing the inner parts of collapsed objects, asdaham-
pact on the total amount of baryons contained in massives it
could therefore influence the determination of the baryantfon
from cluster measurements. We have therefore computed/the e
lution of the average baryon fraction within the virial raslir200
for all the halos arising in the simulations of the differensmo-
logical models, finding a generally stronger reduction eftthiryon
fraction as compared to constant couplings, with a decrepde

~ 14 — 16% with respect to\CDM.

We have computed the mass functions at different redshifts
for all of our selected models, showing howzat= 0 all the cos-
mologies have similar shapes and amplitudes of the mastsdanc
with relative differences of the order ef 10%. However, at higher
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dictions according to the Sheth & Tormen (1999) and Jenkias$ e
(2001) fitting formulae, evaluated with the appropriatevgtofac-
tor for all the models, and with the standard value of theagpdr
lated linear overdenisty at collapse. We found good agreeirme
tween the multiplicity functions in our simulated cosmakxyand
the theoretical fitting functions, with the only exceptiohome of
the scale factor dependent models at 0. This discrepancy might
suggest the need to reconsider the spherical collapse lisrmizn
the presence of strongly variable couplings, will be inigeged in
future works. Nevertheless, the usual mass function fifiimgu-
lae were found to be fairly accurate also for most of our \deia
coupling models, generalizing previous results.

Finally, we have investigated the effects of variable cmgsd
on the halo density profiles. As for the case of constant ¢ogpl
models, we find that they are still remarkably well fit in alkth
different cosmologies by the NFW formula. However — in con-
trast with what happens within constant coupling models -alse
find that variable coupling cosmologies do not always showe-a d
crease of the inner overdensity of halos with respect to the-s
dard ACDM case, but present opposite trends for the two differ-
ent classes of coupling functions. The more realistic andighlly
motivated exponential coupling models show a significantekse
of the inner overdensity of halos with respectdf6@DM, while the
phenomenological models show on the contrary a clear iseref
the density in the central regions. This strikingly differéehavior
can be explained by considering which are the main physieahm
anisms that can account for a modification of the equilibraiate
of a collapsed halo in the context of our variable couplingdmo
els. As it was shown before for the case of constant couplihgs
mass decrease and the extra friction term in the equatiorotiém
of CDM patrticles can only induce an increase of the total gyner
of a virialized system, which therefore restores its vieguilib-
rium by slightly expanding. This effect is the source of thevér
densities in the cores of CDM halos in the presence of conhstan
couplings. However, if the coupling is changing in time,rthés
an additional mechanism coming into play: the total potdrén-
ergy of the system decreases due to the increase of theidfect
gravitational constant as a consequence of the growingirsiitih-
force. In our models, the effective gravitational constgmaws by
~30 - 75 % during the whole cosmic evolution, which determines
a corresponding decrease of the gravitational potentiatggnof
collapsed systems. This decrease of total energy themiets a
contraction of the halos.

Interstingly, we have shown that the two opposite behaviors
found for the inner overdensity of nonlinear structures deter-
mined by the background evolution of the coupled DE-CDM sys-
tem: in the models that do not present a “GrowisigDE” phase
the friction term, which is the main driver of the expansidrha-
los in constant coupling models, is strongly suppressectandot
counteract the contraction induced by the strong increbe@f-
fective gravitational constant. On the contrary, the exgmial cou-
pling models, due to the presence of a “GrowitlgdDE”, have a
still efficient friction term that balances and sometimesroemes
the effect of the potential energy decrease, thereby detargan
overall expansion of the halos.

We have therefore shown how the nonlinear behavior of matter
particles at small scales, in the context of coupled DE nwoaith
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time dependent couplings, is directly influenced by the ciegi-

cal background evolution of the scalar field, and how theges

of a “Growing pMDE" phase is essential to determine whether ha-
los will contract or expand in these cosmologies.

These considerations apply also to halo concentrationshwh
are found to be higher with respect A DM in the phenomeno-
logical models due to the absence of a “GrowiglyIDE”, and
lower in the exponential coupling models.

In conclusion, we have performed a complete numerical study
of interacting DE cosmologies for a few general types of tadre
pendence of the DE-CDM coupling, concerning backgroundievo
tion, linear perturbations evolution, and nonlinear stice forma-
tion. We have presented the first high-resolution hydrodynal
N-body simulations of structure formation in the contexivafi-
able coupling models to date. In our analysis, we have fobad t
differently from the constant coupling case, halo densitfifes
and halo concentrations do not evolve in the same directitim w
respect ta\CDM for all types of coupling evolution. In particular,
depending on the type of background evolution determinethéy
coupling function, density profiles can be less overdensiecan
respondingly less concentrated tham\i@DM, or vice versa. Fur-
thermore, the growth of structures at large scales is afsatafi
in a significantly different way according to the differegpés of
coupling evolution. Finally, we find that the decrease of liaéo
baryon fraction already found for constant coupling modeis be
significantly enhanced in variable coupling cosmologiesn8 of
these effects alleviate tensions between astrophysicareations
and theACDM cosmology at small scales, and arise in cosmolog-
ical models that contrarily to the constant coupling scieisaare
not in stark conflict with present observational constrsaion the
background evolution of the Universe even in the presenees-
nificant coupling strength at low redshifts. Therefore,mokgi-
cal models with time dependent couplings in the dark sectghim
represent — for some specific forms of coupling evolution iahle
alternative to the standariCDM concordance model.
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