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Extended Bose-Einstein condensate dark matter in viscous Gauss-Bonnet

gravity

E. Mahichi,!** Alireza Amani(®,""” and M. A. Ramzanpour!:®

I Department of Physics, Ayatollah Amoli Branch, Islamic Azad University, Amol, Iran
(Dated: July 27, 2021)

In this paper, we study the F'(R, G) gravity model with an interacting model by flat-FRW
metric in a viscous fluid. We consider that the universe dominates with components of
dark matter and dark energy. This means that the dark matter component derives from Ex-
tended Bose-Einstein Condensate (EBEC) and the components of dark energy arise from the
F(R,G) gravity. After obtaining the Einstein equation, the energy density and the pressure
of dark energy are written in terms of the geometries of the curvature and the Gauss-Bonnet
terms, and components of dark matter and viscous fluid. Also, the corresponding continuity
equations are written with the presence of interaction terms. In what follows, we employ
the EBEC regime instead of the normal dark matter by the dark matter Equation of State
(EoS) as pam = apam + Bp2,,, which arises from the gravitational form. The EoS can be
expressed from the perspective of the virial expansion, in which the first and second terms
represent normal dark matter and quantum ground state. Next, the corresponding Fried-
mann equations reconstruct in terms of the redshift parameter, then by using the scenario
of the power-law cosmology for the scale factor, we fit the present model with the Hubble
amounts of 51 supernova data by the likelihood analysis. In that case, we acquire the cosmo-
logical parameters of dark energy in terms of the redshift parameter, and by plotting these
graphs, we see that the universe is currently undergoing an accelerated expansion phase.

Finally, we investigate the stability of the present model with the sound speed parameter.
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I. INTRODUCTION

At the beginning of the last century, various attempts were made to explore beyond our galaxy,
which led to the discovery of the expansion of the universe that Friedmann and Hubble had a great
contribution in this discovery. Friedmann described the theory from the Einstein field equation with
his famous equations called Friedmann equations in the Friedmann—Lemaitre-Robertson—Walker
(FLRW) metric and a perfect fluid. This expansion was confirmed by Hubble-Lemaitre law, which
states that the universe is expanding at a constant speed and is proportional to the distance of
the galaxies from Earth. Since the velocity of the galaxies is determined by their redshift, so
they moving away with acceleration from the Earth. This means that the universe is undergoing
an accelerated expansion, that this issue was discovered by type-Ia supernova, cosmic microwave
background, and large scale structure [I—1]. This discovery shows that the expansion velocity of the
universe is under a mysterious and unknown force and is introduced as a hypothetical energy called
dark energy which is necessary to have a strong negative pressure. Therefore, a number of scenarios
studied for description of dark energy or same the late time acceleration entitled the cosmological
constant [5, 0], scalar fields (quintessence, phantom, quintom, tachyon, and etc) [7—22], modified
gravity [23-20], holography and agegraphics [27-34], bouncing theory [35-39], teleparallel gravity
[10—14] and braneworld models [15—17].

Since the nature of dark energy is still unknown, various studies are underway to describe
it, which is the motivation for the present study. Nowadays, modified gravity is an appropriate
alternative instead of the standard gravity model as a source of dark energy. For this purpose,
we choose a combination of f(R) and f(G) gravity entitled f(R,G) gravity which can be an
appropriate candidate to describe the universe evolution from early time to late time [18—(4]. Note
that f(R) gravity is an arbitrary function of Ricci scalar, R, and f(G) gravity is a general function
of Gauss-Bonnet term, G, which G arises from string theory prediction. Thus, f(R,G) gravity
able to adapt to recent observational data for the accelerated universe and to transition from

deceleration to acceleration [65, 66].

As we know, the universe consists of visible parts and dark parts, in which visible parts consist
of every visible object in the universe, and the dark parts consist of dark energy and dark matter.
Therefore, one of the dark and mysterious parts of the universe is dark matter that is not visible
in the spectrum of electromagnetic radiation. The gravitational lensing and the cosmic microwave
background [67-70] are the observational evidence for existence of dark matter which supposed to

describe the difference between the calculated mass for giant celestial bodies by the two ways of



gravity and the luminous matter in them such as gas, stars, and dust. This means that experimental
evidence suggests that dark matter was emerged by gravitational pull on normal matter. Thus the
gravitational effect between them describes the formation and evolution of galaxies and clusters
and large-scale structures within the universe. In order to understand the concept of dark matter,
we inspire by the Bose-Einstein Condensate (BEC) regime which can be to access an important
achievement in understanding the content of the universe . Hence, BEC is a kind of matter state
in which a dilute Bose gas is cooled into very low temperature. Because of the low temperature,
phase transition happens and a large part of bosons occupy minimum quantum state, and the
macroscopic quantum phenomenon appears at that point. Cooled bosons collapse to each other
and super particles which have microwave behavior emerge [71-73]. It means dark matter supposed
to be a bosonic gas under the critical temperature that constitute BEC. In some paper, they
expressed some connection between BEC and cosmic evolution of dark matter [71-98]. Therefore,
it is expected that BEC model can be one of the ways to recognize and describe dark matter.

According to the above, from the perspective of the kinetic theory and the hydrodynamic system,
we can respectively obtain EoS of dark matter proportional to first-order and second-order for the
energy density of dark matter in which the terms represent normal dark matter and quantum
ground state. We note that normal dark matter and quantum ground state come from one-body
interaction and two-body interaction between bosonic particles. The corresponding coefficients
depend to the average squared velocity, the scattering length, and mass of dark matter (the more
details are seen in Sec. III). As we know, the EoS of dark matter plays a key role in understanding
the universe, for this purpose, the virial expansion can be one of the best ways of writing the EOS
of a fluid. In that case, the coefficients of the first and second order for the energy density of dark
matter can be taken by values of zero and non-zero, which represent cases of cold dark matter,
normal dark matter, and dark matter halo (see Sec. III for the more details). It should be note
that cold dark matter, normal dark matter, and dark matter halo express pgmn = 0, Pam = QPIm,
and pgm, = Bp?lm in which pg,, and pg,, are the density energy and the pressure of dark matter,
respectively. These issues motivate us to represent Extended Bose-Einstein Condensate (EBEC)
model that is a combination model for normal dark matter and quantum ground state. The
advantage of this method is that in order to understand one of the components of the universe,
dark matter, it simultaneously includes the contribution of one-body interaction and two-body
interaction.

For that the universe is considered more realistic, we take the bulk viscosity fluid instead of

the perfect fluid. In this case, the bulk viscosity creates internal friction that converts the kinetic



energy of the particles into heat [99—-102]. This in turn can be an appropriate idea to describe
the accelerated universe in late time. Therefore, as mentioned above, in this job we consider the
source of dark energy and dark matter from viscous f(R,G) gravity and the concept of EBEC,
respectively. This means that viscous f(R, Q) gravity describes the late universe and EBEC helps
to understand the origin of the early universe. To this end, most of our focus is on the late time,
so EBEC can help us understand the whole evolution of the universe.
The outline of the current job is organized as the following:

In Sec. II, we review the general form of the Einstein equation with f(R,G) gravity in the flat-
FLRW metric. In Sec. III, we consider the nature of dark matter as an EBEC. In Sec. IV, we
reconstruct the corresponding Friedmann equations in terms of the redshift parameter and also
analyze it with observational Hubble data. In Sec. V, we consider a specific form of f(R,G) to
solve the model, and then, we plot the cosmological parameters in terms of redshift parameter, and
Also, we explore the stability analysis. Finally, in Sec. VI, we provide a summary of the current

model.

II. VISCOUS GAUSS-BONNET GRAVITY

In this section, we intend to compose the late time universe by the theoretical framework of a
general f(R,G) gravity. In that case, we start by action with an arbitrary function of the gravity

and the Gauss-Bonnet gravity in the following form

R,G
S = /d43§‘\/ —g <% + £m>, (1)
where k2 = 817Gy, Gy is the Newton constant, R and G = R? — 4RQBRO‘B + RagngaBV‘S are
respectively the Ricci scalar and the Gauss-Bonnet term in which R,s and R,gys being the Ricci
and Riemann tensors, and Lj; is the matter Lagrangian density. So, we obtain the Einstein

equation by taking variation of the action (1) with respect to the metric as follows:
0= KTy + VuVyOrf — guw D0rS + 2RV, V, 0 f — 29, RO0Gf — 4R, VAV, Ocf
—ARNV\V,, 0cf + 4Ry D0af + 4, R VoV 50 f + 4R uap, VOV 0 f (2)
- %g,uu(RaRf + GaGf - f) - (R;w - %g,uu R) aRf
where V,,, O = V#V,, and T},, are the covariant derivative operator, the covariant d’Alembertian

operator, and the matter energy-momentum tensor, respectively. In the present paper, we consider

the flat-FLRW metric in the following form

ds* = —dt* + a*(t) (dz* + dy* + dz?) (3)



where a(t) is the scale factor.

Now, we consider that the universe dominates by a more realistic fluid instead of a perfect
fluid, so that the realistic fluid effects on the evolution of the universe called viscous fluid or bulk
viscosity. Therefore, the effects of cosmic bulk viscosity cause a resistance of fluid flow within the
universe that has a direct effect on the cosmic pressure. In that case, the energy-momentum tensor

is
Ty = (Peff + Peff + Po)uptty — (Peff + Pb) Guvs (4)

where p. ;¢ and p. sy are respectively the effective energy density and the effective pressure inside the
universe. The pressure of the bulk viscosity and the velocity 4-vectors are introduced as p, = —3§H
and u,, in which ¢ is a positive constant and u#u, = —1. Thus, the non-zero components of energy-

momentum tensor are found as
10 = pesss T = —pegs + 3¢H, (5)

where H = a/a is the Hubble’s parameter in which the index of dot expresses the derivative with
respect to cosmic time. By substituting the above equations into Eq. (2), the Friedmann equations

obtain in the form
, , 1 1 1 . o
Rpess = BH*Opf — SRORS — 5GOG + 5 f + 3HOR] +12Hc f, (6a)
) . .1 ) .
— 2 (pesy — 3EH) = — <3H2 n H) Orf +Onf +2HORf +5f +8H (H2 + H) O f

.1
+4H?0c f — §G8G 1, (6b)

where dot indicates the derivative with respect to cosmic time, and also we calculate the terms of

curvature, R, and Gauss-Bonnet, G, by FLRW metric as

R=6 (2H2 + H) , (7a)

G = 24K (H2 + H) . (7b)

Using the obtained Friedmann equations, the effective continuity equation is written with the

existence of bulk viscosity in the following form

Peff + 3H (pesf + pesr — 3EH) = 0. (8)

Now, we consider that the universe dominates with components such as dark matter and dark

energy. For this purpose, the effective energy density and the effective pressure are expressed in



terms of the universe components as

Peff = Pdm T Pdes (9a)

Deff = Pdm + Dde; (9b)

where indices of dm and de demonstrate the dark matter and the dark energy, respectively. There-

fore, we write down the continuity equations for the universe components separately as

pdm + 3H(pdm +pdm) = Qa (103)

pde + 3H (pge + pae — 3EH) = —Q, (10b)

where @ is introduced as an interaction term. We note that the interaction term appears when
the energy flow is transferred between the dark components of the universe. It is obvious that the
quantity @ should be positive that means the energy transfer from dark energy to dark matter
occurs. Thus, the positivity of the interaction term ensures that the second law of thermodynamics
is realized [103]. In that case, since the unit @ is the inverse of the cosmic time, it is natural for
this value to be chosen as the product of the Hubble parameter and the energy density. Herein we
consider Q = 3b2H pgy, in which b? is the coupling parameter or transfer strength. By inserting

Eqgs. (9) into Egs.(6) we obtain the energy density and the pressure of dark energy in the form
2 2 1 1 1 ; 34 4 2
K pge = 3H“ORf — §R8Rf — §G8gf + Ef +3HORf + 12H O f — K*pam, (11a)
Wpac = (3H? + H) Onf — Onf = 2HORf — 5f = 8H (H?+ 1) 06.f — 41?06 ]

+ %Gagf — 5 (pam — 3EH). (11b)

The equation of state (EoS) of dark energy, wge, is introduced as

wye = Dl (12)
Pde

where the corresponding EoS of dark energy describes the late time dynamic properties of the
universe which dependents on Gauss-Bonnet Gravity, dark matter, and viscous fluid. Therefore,

in the next section, we will explore the dark matter EBEC.

III. DARK MATTER AS A EBEC

In this section, we are going to implement the concept of BEC for describing the nature of

dark matter in the universe. As mentioned before, BEC is a kind of state of matter in which



a dilute Bose gas is cooled into very low temperature that in this point phase transition and
macroscopic quantum phenomenon happen as minimum quantum state. This evident make an
effective connection between BEC and cosmic evolution of dark matter. It means dark matter is
supposed to be a bosonic gas that constitutes BEC. Hence, one of the best models for describing
dark matter can be BEC model. Now we introduce two approaches and explain them eloquently.

As the first approach, we consider the normal dark matter as bosonic particles in the early
universe that comes from the concept of BEC. Therefore, the number density of particles follows
from the Bose-Einstein statistics, which these particles are formed by decoupling of the remaining
plasma in the early universe. Nevertheless, the energy density of dark matter is equal to the
mass of dark matter multiplied by the number density of particles, and dark matter pressure is
defined by Bose-Einstein statistics in a sphere with a radius of particles momentum (see Refs.
[82, 94, , | for more details). Hence, we can obtain the dark matter pressure in terms of the

energy density of dark matter as a linear relationship in the following form

Ddm = Q Pdm (13)
where o ! is introduced as a multiple of the average squared velocity of the particles. Note that
the above relation is inferred from the kinetic theory of gases, which is derived from the ideal law
of gases in which no interaction between particles is considered. But from a cosmological point of
view, the above equation leads to the barotropic EoS for the normal dark matter, which replaces
with the dust-like theory of dark matter, i.e, pg, = 0. Therefore, the barotropic EoS of the dark
matter is proportional to the average squared velocity of the particles. Since dark matter is non-
relativistic and follows from Bose-Einstein statistics, hence the variation of the numerical value of
the barotropic EoS has very little influence on the cosmic evolution of the universe. Therefore, Eq.
(13) acts as a non-interacting non-relativistic gas.

In the second approach, we consider the BEC dark matter as non-relativistic bosons with a
two-particles interaction in a quantum system. As we know, BEC is a kind of state of matter in
which a dilute Bose gas is cooled to very low temperatures. At this point, phase transition happens
and a large part of bosons occupies a minimum quantum state, which means one condenses to the
same quantum ground state. Thus, at absolute zero temperature, the dark matter is supposed as

BEC matter halos in the hydrodynamic representation. In that case, the physical properties of
the BEC are described by the generalized Gross-Pitaevskii equation [100, |. Nevertheless, by

! o is written from two perspectives of normal dark matter and the kinetic theory of gases as a =< v? > /3 =

kBT/mdm [ ’ ’ ]



considering BEC in the gravitational form, the corresponding EoS for BEC dark matter is written

in the following form

Pam = BPom (14)

where 3 2 is introduced as a coefficient that relate to scattering length and mass of dark matter
82, 92, 93].

Now in order to have a deeper understanding of the universe, we extend the nature of dark
matter from the perspective of BEC with the above approaches. In that case, for describing entire
the epoch of the universe i.e., from early time till late time, we consider an extended form entitled

EBEC for dark matter EoS as

Ddm = O Pam + B Pams (15)

where a and [ are respectively introduced as single-body interaction and two-body interaction,
resulting from normal dark matter and dark matter halo, respectively. In what follows, we can see
that « and § play an important role in the nature of dark matter inside the universe. Hence, we
will have the following cases for coefficients of EBEC dark matter:

1) If @ and S become zero, the dark matter pressure equal to zero, which indicates a cold dark
matter case.

2) If B becomes zero, we will have normal dark matter.

3) If a = 0, we have a hydrodynamic system as dark matter halo.

4) If @ and 8 become non-zero, we have the contribution of both cases the normal dark matter
and dark matter halo.

On the other hand, we can express Eq. (15) from the perspective of a particular EoS of the
virial expansion. For this purpose, the virial expansion helps us to write the dark matter pressure

as a power series in terms of the energy density of dark matter in the following form

Pdm
APdm

=1+ Bpam + Cpp + Dpi + -+, (16)

where the first term represents normal dark matter, the second term represents the dark matter
halo in a quantum ground state, and the third term and above are related to the excited quantum
system of the dark matter halo. Therefore, in this paper, we only consider the first two terms of
the virial expansion that including both single-body interaction and two-body interaction, then by

this formalism, we take « = o, B=f8/a, and C =D = --- = 0.

2 B = 2wh®ls /m3,, in which I, is the scattering length.



In order to obtain the energy density of dark matter, we substitute Eq. (15) into (10a) and will

have

cnay’ —

ca = (17)

Pdm = PO

where pg = n/ (cnag?7 — B), ag, and c are respectively the present energy density of dark matter,
the current scale factor, and an integral constant, in which n = o 4+ 1 — b?. It should be noted
that this relationship shows that it depends on the scale factor, interacting term, and coefficients

of EBEC dark matter.

IV. RECONSTRUCTION AND HUBBLE DATA CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we intend to investigate accelerated expansion of the universe by f(R, G) gravity
in an EBEC dark matter. This study helps us that encounter a more realistic model of the
universe, which including the dark parts of the universe. This means that dark energy arises from
f(R,G) gravity, and dark matter comes from EBEC, also will have a good correspondence to the
observational Hubble data.

Now in order to solve the corresponding Friedmann equations by findings of the previous section,

we present the following conventional calculation as

%:RaRHGaGf, (18a)
R=24HH + 6H, (18b)
G =96H3H + 24H*H + 48HH?, (18c)
Oxf=X0xxf+Yxvf, (18d)
Oxf=X*0xxxf+2XY dxxyf+Y?0xyyf, (18e)

where each index X and Y take the values R and G. For this purpose, we rewrite Egs. (11) as
K2pde = —3 <H2 n H) (Orf +AH?d f) + %f +144H2 (4H2H FH? 4 HH) Orcf
+18H <4HH + ﬁ) Opnf + 288H* <4H2H R 4 HH) dccf — K2pam,  (19a)
Wpae = (3H2 + 1) Opf + 1202 (H? + 1) o f %f
_48H <8H3H Y 6HH? + 2H2H + Hﬁ) Opcf — 12H (4HH n ﬁ) Onnf
— 192/ (H2 n H) <4H2H L HIH + 2H2> dacf — 36 (4HH + H)2 Oprnf

_144H <4HH + H) (12H2H 4 3HH + 4H2) Orra |
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+ 2304H2 F? (4H2H Y HH + 2H2> Orcct

. . . 2
— 2304H* <4H2H +HH+ 2H2> dccaf — K2(a pam + B p2,, — 3EH), (19b)

where these cosmological quantities of dark energy are related to the Hubble parameter and its
higher derivatives, the form of function f(R,G), EBEC dark matter, and viscous fluid.

In what follows, we reconstruct the above cosmological quantities with respect to redshift pa-
rameter z. In this case, by adopting the relation a(t) = ag/(1 + 2z) in which ag is the current scale

factor, conversion relationships between cosmic time and redshift parameter are written as

d

5= —Ho(1+ z)E(z)d%, (20a)
dz—Hl E(z > &° H2(1 2E(2)F d H2(1 E 2 4 20b
pTo 5(1+ 2)? ()@Jr 0(1+2)°E(2) (z)EJr o(1+2)E(2) e (20b)

where the prime represents the derivative with respect to redshift parameter z, and also we take
H(z) = HoFE(2) in which Hy = 67.4 + 0.5km s~! Mpc™! is the present Hubble parameter [105].

Nevertheless, parameters H and H are written in terms of z in the form

H=—-H;(1+2)EFE/, (21a)

H=Hi1+2)E[1+2)EE"+(1+2)E*+EE']. (21b)

By using the aforesaid relations, we reconstruct Egs. (19) with respect to redshift parameter in

the following form

K2pge = —3HGE (1 — (1 + 2)E') (Orf + 4HFE*0c f) + %f

+ 144H5(1 + 2)E* (=3EE' +2(1 + 2)E”? + (1 + 2)EE") Opc f

+18H{ (1 + 2)E? ((1 4 2)EE" + (1 + 2)E” — 3EE") Opp f

+288HF(1 + 2)E° (1 + 2)EE" + 3(1 + 2)E* — 3EE') Oca f — K> pdm, (22a)
K2pae = HYE (3E — (1 + 2)E') Orf + 12H3E® (E — (1 + 2)E') dc f — %f

F6HA1 + 2)E? [(1 Y 2)EE" + (14 2)E? — 3EE’] Onnf

+ASHS(1 + 2)E3 |6E2E — (1 + z)E(7E’2 + 2EE”> (14 2)E <EE” + E’2> Orcf

—192H3(1 + 2)EP [E 1+ z)E’} “3EE' + (1+ 2)EE" +3(1 + 2)E?| dgc f

2

—36HS(14 2)?E*| —3EE' 4+ (1 + 2)EE" + (1 + 2)E™?| Orrrf
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~144HS(1 + 2)2 B! [3EE’ — (1+2) (EE" + E?) } OEE — (1+2) (3EE” + 7E’2> Orrcf
+2304H(1 + 2)* BSE? | -3EE' + (1 4+ 2)EE" + 3(1 + 2)E” | Orca f
2
—2304H8(1 + 2)ES | —3EE' + (1 + 2)EE" 4+ 3(1 + 2)E”?| dccaf
— &2 (a pam + B P — 3EHE) . (22b)

Now we consider a constraint for the Hubble parameter in terms of the redshift parameter
by likelihood analysis with observational Hubble data. As we know, in general, one of the main
solutions of the Friedmann equations is to write the first Friedmann equation in terms of density
parameters, which we avoid in this study because of complexity of the equations in the our model.
The advantage of this method is that the contribution of each component of the universe in terms
of the density parameters and their fitting with the observational data can reach the most accurate
answer. But because the study is in the late universe, we can ignore the contributions of radiation
and neutrinos, which have negligible effect on the expansion of the universe. In the other hand,
we consider the dark components of the universe as dark matter and dark energy that they come
from EBEC model and f(R,G) gravity, respectively. Therefore, the scenario of the power-law
cosmology, which contains only one free parameter, is an appropriate alternative to solve the
Friedmann equations which is written in the following form

a(t) = ao <i>m (23)

to

where ag is the current scale factor, ¢ is the present age of the universe, and m is a dimensionless

positive coefficient [109, |. Then, we obviously obtain the Hubble parameter as

="
t

: (24)

where we can find the current age of universe by inserting the present Hubble parameter Hj into

the above relation given by
(25)

where coefficient m is introduced as correction factor. So, we acquire the Hubble parameter in

terms of the redshift parameter in the form

H(z) = Hy(1 + 2), (26)
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where E(z) = (1+ z)% is introduced as a dimensionless parameter for expansion rate.

Now we survey our model with 51 supernova data that the corresponding observational Hubble
data came from the Refs. [I11-118]. It should be noted that the Hubble parameter data is in
the range of 0.07 < z < 2.36, and measured by techniques of galaxy differential age or cosmic
chronometer and radial BAO size methods. Therefore, we can use these data as the observational
constraints for the attainment of the value m in Eq. (26). Note that since Eq. (26) has only one
free parameter, it has less complexity and can be easily calculated with observational constraints.
In what follows, the maximum likelihood analysis is introduced with the least-squares quantity
so-called chi-square value (anm) which is the simplest form of the observational data analysis.
This is a very essential instrument for the fitting of data, especially in cosmology. In that case, the

chi-square value x2,;. for the Hubble data set is given by

2 _ il: (Hops (%) — Hyn (21, Ho))* (27)

X .
min g O'%{ (Zz) )

where H,,s and Hy, indicate respectively the observed value and theoretical value of the Hubble
parameter, oy represents the standard error in the observed values. We can earn the value of
correction factor as m = 0.95 from the best fitting with the Hubble parameter data set as shown
in Fig. 1. We can see solid points as observational data and line graph as the best fit of our model
in Fig. 1. Therefore, by substituting the obtained value of correction factor into Eq. (25), the
the age of universe obtains as ty = 13.78 Gyr. Thus, the mentioned astronomical data and test of
measurement to play an essential role in the observational constraints. Then Eq. (23) can be a
suitable choice for the study of the current job.

As we know, one of the methods for calculating the age of the universe is to find the values of
the density parameters such as 2, {2, and so on, called baryonic matter, radiation, and so on. In
addition to these parameters, the current Hubble parameter Hj is the other important parameter
for determining the age of the universe ty is given by

1
to = —F(Qum, Uy ), 28
0= 7 ) (28)

where F' is the function of the density parameters from various components within the universe.
The first concept that we can understand from Eq. (28) is that the age of the universe is controlled
by the Hubble parameter. In fact, the age of the universe value is a fraction of the inverse of the
Hubble parameter, so in the present job, we use more practical and achievable method. For this
purpose, we take the correction factor m instead of the function F' in the form of Eq. (25). In that

case if m = 1, the age of the universe is 14.51 Gyr but this measurement does not correspond to the
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FIG. 1. The Hubble parameter in terms of the redshift data (circle + error bar) and the current model
(line).

result obtained by observers. This means that the universe is younger for the Hubble parameter

value as above mentioned namely m = 0.95.

V. COSMOLOGICAL SOLUTIONS AND STABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we intend to solve the corresponding model by a particular regime. For this

purpose, we consider a mixed power law model for viable f(R,G) in the following form [53, 5]
f(R7 G) =AR"GY, (29)

where \, r and g are constants. Note that obtaining the form f(R,G) is a problematic. One of the
methods for obtaining the accurate form for function f(R,G) is to consider the form of the scale
factor function by an ansatz as Eq. (23). But due to the complexity of the Friedmann equations, it
is practically tedious to obtain function f(R,G). To this end, by mimicking cosmological solutions,
we have considered the various forms for function f(R,G) such as the additive law (f(R,G) =
r(R) 4+ ¢g(G)) and the mixed power law (Eq. (29)), that choosing Eq. (29) can be the best option
to continue. Nonetheless, R and G in Eqgs. (7) are reconstructed in terms of redshift parameter in
the following form

6(2m —1
R= %H@Ez, (30a)

24 (m — 1)
3

G = H{E*. (30b)
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To substitute Egs. (29) and (30) into Egs. (22), we can earn the energy density and pressure

of dark energy as

K2pae = —3HGE (1 — (14 2)E') (Orf +AH{E* 0 f) + %f
+144H§(1 + 2)E* (=3EE' 4+ 2(1 + 2)E” + (1 + 2)EE") Opc f
+18H{ (1 + 2)E* (1 + 2)EE" 4 (1 + 2)E” — 3EE") Opp f
+288H{ (1 + 2)E°® (1 + 2)EE" + 3(1 + 2)E"* — 3EE") dg: f — K*Pam. (31a)
K*pae = HGE (3E — (1 + 2)E') Orf + 12HyE® (E — (1+ 2)E') da f — %f
FBHA(L + 2)E? [(1 +2)EE" + (1 + 2)E” — 3EE’} Ornf
4 ASHS(1 + 2)E® [6E2E’ 1+ z)E(?E’2 + 2EE”) +(1+2)2E (EE” + E’2>] Orcf
~192H3(1 + 2)EP [E 1+ z)E’] [ —3EE + (1+2)EE" +3(1+ z)E’ﬂ dccf
— 36HS(1 + 2)2E? [ —3EE'+ (14 2)EE" + (1 + z)E’ﬂ Opmnf
~144H3(1 + 2)2E* [3EE’ —(1+2) (EE” + E’2)] [9EE’ —(1+2) <3EE” + 7E’2>} Orrcf
+2304HL(1 + 2)3EO B [ —3BE + (14 2)EE" +3(1 + z)E’ﬂ Orcef
— 2304H3(1 + 2)E° [ _3EE + (1+2)EE" +3(1+ z)E’2] “docot

— K% (at pam + B P — 3EHE) . (31b)

By inserting corresponding equations such as E, f, and pg,, into the aforesaid equation, the
variety of energy density and pressure of dark energy are plotted in terms of redshift parameter as
showed in Figs. 2. We must note that the role of free parameters is very important for description
of dynamics of the cosmological parameters. Hence, their choice is very sensitive, i.e., there are
different choices for the free parameters. For this purpose, our choices follow from the constraints
such as pge > 0 and pge < 0 for the late universe (z = 0). Therefore, the free parameters in Figs.
2 are drawn by a = 50, = 0.001, b =0.01, c =2, m =0.95, r=0.5, g = —1, A = 0.5, a9 = 0.1,
and £ = 0.25,1.25,2.25 which all are dimensionless quantities, except, parameter 8 is dimension
M~* in Planck units. Note that the units of the energy density and the pressure are both the
same as ML~ 'T~2 in SI metric and M* in Planck units. We can see in Figs. 2 that the variety
of the energy density depends to free parameters that come from f(R,G) gravity, EBEC dark
matter, and interacting model, as well as the variety of the pressure depends to f(R,G) gravity,
EBEC dark matter, interacting model, and viscous fluid. This figure shows us that the amounts

of energy density decrease from a very high positive value in the early universe to a much lower
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positive value in the late universe (z = 0), also the amounts of pressure decrease from a very large
positive value in the early universe to a much lower negative value in the late universe (z = 0).

Now we can draw EoS of dark energy (12) in terms of redshift parameter by substituting Egs.

y/
o v 23 43
50,999.89999 -48000- o
s/
s
7/
e
50,999.89998 y
//
p 49000+ s
de 50,999.89997- - .
pde i e
s et
50,999.89996 e et
. ~50000- s
s .-
s L
s et
s e
50,999.89995 L

0 1 2 3 4 5 -51000-
z [—e=025-""-E=125——E=225]

FIG. 2. The graphs of the energy density (M L~'T~2) and the pressure (M LT ~2) of dark energy in terms
of redshift parameter by a = 50, 8 = 0.001, 6 =0.01, c =2, m =0.95,r=0.5,g=—-1, A= 0.5, ap = 0.1,
and € = 0.25,1.25,2.25.

(31) into it which shown in Fig. 3. Note that the EoS parameter is a dimensionless quantity. In
the modern cosmology, the EOS parameter is a very important parameter because it can describe
various eras of the universe from the early time to the late time. In that case, 0 < w < % and
—-l<w< —% represent matter era and accelerated phase, respectively. Therefore, Fig. 3 shows us
that the universe begins from matter era to accelerated phase era in which the value of EoS is less
than —0.99 for different values of viscosity in the present time (z = 0), that represent the universe
is undergoing an accelerated expansion. As is evident, the obtained value of dark energy EoS is
confirmed by Refs. [119, 120].

Now for a more complete evaluation, we explore the stability and the instability of our model
by using the sound speed parameter from the thermodynamics point of view. For this purpose,
we consider that the universe is an adiabatic thermodynamics system, i.e., heat or mass doesn’t
transfer from inside the universe to its outside, so the entropy perturbation is equal to zero. In
that case, we will only have the variation of the pressure in terms of the energy density, which
leads to introduce the sound speed parameter c2 in the following form

C2 _ 8pde _ azpde
B 8pde 8z;ode ’

(32)
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-0.95 VZ

-0.961 p

® -0971 P
de Vs

-0.98- y

-0.994

,1_
[—e=025-"-"g=125——£=225]

FIG. 3. The graph of the EoS (dimensionless quantity) of dark energy in terms of redshift parameter by
a=50,8=0.001,6=0.0l,c=2, m=0.95r=05g=—1, A\=0.5, a9 = 0.1, and £ = 0.25,1.25,2.25.

where 0, = 0 /Jz represents derivative with respect to redshift parameter. Then, the corresponding
parameter is a useful function to recognize the stability and instability. We note that conditions

c2 > 0 and ¢? < 0 represent the stability and instability, respectively. Now, we plot the variety of

5.x10° /
/
/
4.%10°1 /
/
/
/
3.x 107 /
2 /
c y
/
2.x 10° /
/
/
S/
1.x 10° s
Ve
7
7 .
ol
0 L ;
0 1 2 3 4 5
z

[—E=025-"""g=125 ——g=225]

FIG. 4. The graph of the sound speed (dimensional quantity) in terms of redshift parameter by a = 50,
£8=0.001,b=0.01,¢c=2, m=0.95r=0.5,9g=—-1, A=0.5, a0 = 0.1, and £ = 0.25,1.25,2.25.

sound speed parameter in terms of redshift parameter as shown in Fig. 4. We can see from Fig.

4 that generally the universe is in a stability phase from the early phase to the late time for the
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2

< versus redshift parameter shows

different values of viscosity. In the present model, the variation ¢

us that the energy density of dark energy leads to a controllable growing.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the dark matter BEC in f(R,G) gravity by flat-FRW background in
viscous fluid. Einstein equation has obtained by taking the variation from the action with respect
to the metric, which represents the equivalent between the energy—momentum of matter and the
geometry of space-time. Then, the effective energy density and the effective pressure have earned
in terms of f(R,G) gravity and viscous fluid. We considered that the content of the universe
dominates the components of dark matter and dark energy which dark matter arises from the
Extended Bose-Einstein density, and dark energy arises from f(R,G) gravity and viscous fluid.
After that the continuity equations have been written separately for the universe components by
interacting between them. The interacting term is proportional with multiplied between the Hubble
parameter and energy density of dark matter, i.e., there is the energy flow between dark matter
and dark energy.

The another important subject in this paper is that EBEC can be an appropriate alternative
for evolution of dark matter. BEC is a state of matter in which a dilute Bose gas cools to a very
low temperature and reaches a ground quantum state. This regime suggests that dark matter is
considered a bosonic gas. In what follows, we investigated that the EoS of dark matter based
on BEC regime expressed different views such as wgm = pam/pam = @ and wam = Pdm/Pdm =
Bpam where the first view is related to non-interacting bosonic particles, and the second view is
related to two-particles interacting bosons in a quantum system. For this purpose, we considered
a combination of the above two views as EBEC, this method helps us to earn more information
about the nature of dark matter in entire the evolution of the universe. Nevertheless, the nature of
one of the universe components, namely dark matter has been demonstrated by EBEC that lead
to cognition of the late universe. On the other hand, EBEC model obeys the first and the second
terms of the virial expansion that help us to write the EoS of dark matter, but the rest of the
terms is concern to excited quantum system of the dark matter. The obtained results for a = 50
and 8 = 0.001 represent that the quota of the single-body interaction is 50000 times more than
the quota of the two-body interaction. Thus, the influence of non-interacting bosonic particles is
more dominant than the influence of the bosonic particles with the quantum ground state.

After that, we reconstructed the corresponding relations in terms of the redshift parameter. This
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reconstruction represents that the cosmological parameters can be evaluated in the late time (z =
0). For this purpose, we considered the power-law cosmology for the scale factor, which obtained
the Hubble parameter in terms of the redshift parameter. Then, we fitted the corresponding
Hubble parameter relation by using the minimum chi-square value with 51 Hubble data constraints.
Next, we plotted the figures of the cosmological parameters in terms of the redshift parameter by
depending on the universe components. These figures showed us that the universe is undergoing
accelerated expansion. At the end, we investigated stability analysis of the present model, that
the obtained results indicated the universe is in a stability phase for the present time. This means

that the growth of the energy density of dark energy is controlled in the late universe.
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