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Abstract

We study a cosmological model based on the holographic principle that
allows an interaction between dark energy and dark matter with a Hub-
ble infrared cutoff. We adopt an agnostic point of view with respect to
the form of the interaction between these dark components by using
redshift parameterizations of the dark energy equation of state (DE
EoS). Following this approach, we obtain an analytical expression of
the Hubble parameter and we test it with four different parameteri-
zations of the DE EoS using currently Pantheon supernovae, Cosmic
Chronometers and Galaxy Clustering data sets. Our analyses show
that the considered parameterizations on this agnostic proposal allow
a late accelerated cosmic expansion in comparison to the results from
previous works where specific forms of the interaction are employed
but fail to explain this behaviour. Furthermore, we find that our pro-
posal solves the so-called coincidence problem in Cosmology and in
this direction shed some light on the problem of the Hubble tension.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the accelerated expansion of the Universe [1, 2] gave rise to
one of the most fundamental problems in physics: the nature of Dark Energy
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2 A New Parameterized Interacting Holographic Dark Energy

(DE). The standard pivot model, the concordance model ΛCDM, introduces
a cosmological constant as the source of this dark component, whose equation
of state (EoS) is wde = pde/ρde = −1, where pde and ρde are the pressure and
energy density of DE, respectively, reproducing the observed repulsive force
needed to explain the accelerated cosmic expansion. So far, this vanilla model
has the best performance fitting presently observational data [3]. However, the
nature of one of the main characters of this concordance model, the cosmo-
logical constant Λ, has not been clarified yet. In particular, if we attempt to
identify the DE density with the predicted quantum vacuum energy, then a
difference in several orders of magnitude arises between the inferred and pre-
dicted values [4–7]. Additionally, within the ΛCDM model, the DE density
ρde,0 and Dark Matter (DM) density ρdm,0 at the present epoch z = 0, are of
the same order of magnitude, ρde,0/ρdm,0 ∼ O(1), which seems to indicate that
we are living in a special period of the Universe since these densities evolve dif-
ferently over time. Nevertheless, this fact poses a problem because it requires
very specific initial conditions in the early Universe. This is the so-called coin-
cidence problem [8, 9]. Our uncertainty about the nature of the cosmological
constant and the associated theoretical problems have motivated an extensive
study of alternative DE models [10–12].

A particularly interesting model which couples the features of DE with
quantum gravity is the holographic dark energy (HDE). As the name sug-
gests, this model is based on the holographic principle (HP), which is an
expected property of any quantum gravity theory [13]. This HDE model has
been successfully applied to several fields of physics, e.g in nuclear physics [14],
condensed matter [15] and cosmology [16]. According to the HP, the number
of degrees of freedom in a physical system scales with the area of its boundary
[17–20]. In this context, in [21] was suggested that, for an effective quantum
field theory in a box of size L, its ultra-violet cutoff is related to the infrared
(IR) cutoff due to a limit set by the formation of a black hole, which results
in an upper bound to the zero-point energy density of the box. Motivated by
the cosmological constant problem, in [22] these results were applied to the
Universe to obtain an expression for the DE density which saturates the men-
tioned upper limit of avoiding the collapse into a black hole. The resulting
expression is

ρde = 3C2M2
PlL
−2, (1)

where C is a constant, MPl =
√

1/8π is the reduced Planck mass1 and L is
the IR cutoff which represents a characteristic length scale of the Universe.
The problem of DE now reduces to find C and to choose an appropriate IR
cutoff. The first natural choice for L is the inverse of the Hubble parameter,
L = H−1 (the so-called Hubble IR cutoff ). Nevertheless, this choice implies
that wde = 0, which is an EoS that does not allow an accelerated expansion
of the Universe within the HDE model [22, 23]. Another choice for the length
scale is the future event horizon [22], L = a

∫∞
t′
dt′/a(t′), where a is the scale

factor and t′ is the cosmic time. With this choice, the value of the constant C in

1In this paper we will use geometrical units so that c = 1 and G = 1, unless otherwise specified.
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(1), must be estimated with observations. Overall, depending on the choice of
the IR cutoff, the HDE proposal gives a very competitive cosmological model.
For example, within this framework, the presence of curvature in the Universe
has been analysed [24], different bounds for the neutrinos masses have been
estimated [25, 26], the inflationary period has been studied [27] and also several
modified theories of gravity have been explored [28].

Another issue analysed using the HDE model is the Hubble constant ten-
sion, an important problem in cosmology that arises due to the discrepancy
between the estimated values of the Hubble constant, H0, at the early and
late Universe epochs [29, 30]. The measurements of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) radiation from Planck satellite [31] give the value H0 =
67.4 ± 0.5 km s−1 Mpc−1, whereas a combination of different local measure-
ments [32] yields a representative value of H0 = 73.1±0.9 km s−1 Mpc−1, which
is 5.7σ discrepant from the Planck result. Recently, the Pantheon collaboration
has reanalyzed the calibration used for the photometry of the supernovae type
Ia sample, including the calibration used to obtain the SH0ES results [33, 34],
adding a new value from Pantheon+Cepheid-Supernovae Ia baseline H0 =
73.04±1.04 km s−1 Mpc−1 [30]. The contribution to the Hubble constant from
the systematic supernovae calibration is smaller than ∼ 0.2 km s−1 Mpc−1, so
that the tension cannot be attributed to this type of systematics.

Several mechanisms and explanations have been proposed in order to allevi-
ate the Hubble tension [29, 35]. In particular, in [36] it was shown that, within
the HDE model with the future event horizon as the IR cutoff, and depend-
ing on the value of C, the EoS of HDE satisfies wde > −1 at an early epoch
(z & 1), and wde < −1 at a later epoch (z . 1). Therefore, the Universe has a
smaller acceleration earlier on and faster acceleration afterwards. This delayed
acceleration successfully alleviates the Hubble tension because the value of H0

estimated from local measurements is higher than the value calculated with
the observations of the CMB.

Another fundamental problem in cosmology is the nature of DM [37, 38].
There are several cosmological and astrophysical scenarios whose theoretical
explanations require the presence of this exotic entity in order to fit the obser-
vational data. For example, the measurements of galaxy rotation curves [39],
the dispersion velocities of galaxies in clusters [40], the presence of gravita-
tional lensing [41], large scale structure formation [42] and the distribution of
anisotropies in the CMB [31]. However, despite the big theoretical and exper-
imental efforts, we still do not arrive to a unique agreement on the physics of
DM, and its unknown nature has led us to explore several possible candidates
and exotic models [43].

Among these models, exists the possibility that DM is coupled to DE.
These proposals are generically known as interacting DE (IDE) models [12, 44].
Usually, this coupling is realised through an interaction term Q included in the
continuity equations of DE and DM [see Eqs. (3) and (4)]. Several specific forms
of Q have been considered in the literature, but in general it is assumed to be a
function of ρde and ρdm. The three most widely used options are Q = Γ1Hρde,
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Q = Γ2Hρdm and Q = Γ1Hρde + Γ2Hρdm, where H is the Hubble parameter
and Γ1, Γ2 are constants, although there have been considered more intricate
forms of the interaction [44, 45]. However, an important theoretical caveat to
these models is that the interaction term is introduced in a phenomenological
way, i.e. it is not directly derived from an action, making the choice of the
form of Q somewhat arbitrary. The coupling of DE and DM has already been
studied in the context of the HDE [46–50], however, the specific couplings in
these interacting HDE (IHDE) models do not come from an action principle
either. In particular, depending on the choice of the interaction term and
the IR cutoff, we could have a universe with [51] or without [49] accelerated
expansion. Therefore, a more general framework is needed in order to address
the viability of the IHDE model without depending on the explicit form of the
interaction.

In this paper, we present a generic treatment of the coupling between DE
and DM in the IHDE model with a Hubble IR cutoff. As we mentioned earlier,
if there is no coupling with DM, then this cutoff choice is discarded because it
yields a wrong DE EoS. As we will show, the interaction allows us to reconsider
this IR cutoff because it predicts an EoS which indeed allows an accelerated
expansion. This treatment is achieved by quantifying the interactionQ through
a DE EoS redshift parameterization, instead of choosing a specific coupling
of the dark sector. We demonstrate the viability of this parameterized IHDE
model by doing statistical analyses with observational data for various DE EoS
parameterizations.

This paper is organised as follows: in Sec. 2, we present the cosmological
equations used for the parameterized IHDE scenario and we use them with the
Hubble IR cutoff to obtain an analytical expression for the Hubble parameter.
In Sec. 3, we use the data from certain cosmological observations and various
DE EoS parameterizations to study the consequences of the IHDE model in
a Universe dominated by matter and DE. Finally, in Sec. 4 we present our
conclusions and suggestions for future work.

2 A New Interacting Holographic Dark Energy

According to the IHDE model, the cosmological evolution is determined by:

1. the DE density obtained from the HP with a certain choice of the IR cutoff,
2. the standard Friedmann equation,
3. and the coupling term for DM and DE densities.

Combining these three ingredients, we can obtain an analytical or numerical
solution of the Hubble parameter, which will allow us to calculate H0 with
standard parameter statistics estimation techniques.

We start with the Friedmann equation,

3M2
PlH

2 =
∑
j

ρj , (2)
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written in terms of the Hubble parameter H := ȧ/a, where a is the scale
factor and the dot denote derivatives with respect to cosmic time t, and the
energy densities of radiation, baryonic matter, cold DM, DE and curvature
k, denoted collectively as ρj , where j = {r,b,dm,de, k}, respectively, with
ρk = −3M2

Plk/a
2.

The radiation and baryon densities have the standard continuity equations.
In contrast, the modified version of the continuity equations for DE and DM
are

ρ̇de + 3Hρde(1 + wde) = Q, (3)

ρ̇dm + 3Hρdm = −Q, (4)

where Q is the interaction term which allows an energy transfer between the
two dark components. The sign of Q is chosen so that if Q > 0 then DM is
transferring energy to DE, and otherwise for Q < 0.

Differentiating Eq. (2) with respect to the redshift z = a−1 − 1 (so that
d
dt = −(1 + z)H d

dz ) we get an equation relating the derivatives of the energy
densities. Therefore, substituting Eqs. (3) and (4), and the standard continuity
equations for all the other components, we obtain the evolution of the Hubble
parameter as

H ′(z) =
3H

2(1 + z)
+
ρr − ρk + 3ρdewde

6M2
Pl(1 + z)H

, (5)

where the prime denotes derivative with respect to z. Notice that the inter-
action between DE and DM is implicitly contained in the EoS wde [see
Eq. (9)].

We will choose the Hubble horizon as the IR cutoff, L = H−1. We start
evaluating Eq. (1) at present time t0. Using the definition of the fractional
densities Ωj := ρj/3H

2M2
Pl, we find

C2 = Ωde,0 = Ωde, (6)

where the subscript 0 denotes evaluation at time t0. Therefore, with the Hubble
IR cutoff, the value of C comes directly from the theory (unlike the future event
horizon IR cutoff which requires that C must be inferred from cosmological
observations). Remarkably, the fractional DE density will remain the same
during the evolution of the Universe. Next, from Eqs. (1) and (2), we have∑

j

ρj =
ρde

Ωde,0
, (7)

so that
Ωr + Ωb + Ωdm + Ωk

Ωde
=

1− Ωde,0

Ωde,0
= constant. (8)

Notice that the coincidence problem is solved because the fractional densities
in this model must satisfy a constant constriction. In particular, for a DE and
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DM dominated Universe, we have Ωdm/Ωde ≈ constant. The fact that the ratio
of DM and DE densities is a constant in an IHDE model with L = H−1 was
previously identified in [47, 50], nevertheless in our work we unambiguously
identify this constant and generalise it to include other energy components.

To obtain an expression that relates the interaction term Q with the DE
EoS wde, we differentiate Eq. (7) and substitute the continuity equations for
all the components. After a straightforward calculation we find

Q

H
= 3ρdewde(1− Ωde,0) + (ρk − ρr)Ωde,0. (9)

Notice that this expression can be rewritten as Q ∝ Γρde, (with Γ an
interaction rate with units of the Hubble constant; in our case Γ = H),
which has been the specific form of the interaction in some previous works
[28, 44, 47, 48, 50, 51]. Furthermore, if Q = 0, then from Eq. (9) we obtain

wde =
ρr − ρk

3ρde

Ωde,0

1− Ωde,0
. (10)

In this latter expression we recognise the known fact that a non-interacting
dark sector (Q = 0) in a flat late Universe yields an incorrect DE EoS (wde = 0)
when the HP is applied with L = H−1 [22]. Therefore, the presence of Q allow
us to reconsider this case.

Using Eq. (1), the evolution equation for the Hubble parameter (5) changes
as

H ′(z) =
3H

2

1 + Ωde,0 wde

1 + z
+

ρr − ρk
6M2

Pl(1 + z)H
. (11)

To overcome the lack of enlightenment about the exact form of the interaction
term (or, equivalently, the form of wde), we parameterize the DE EoS in terms
of the redshift z to account for the effects of Q. Then, multiplying Eq. (11)
by H, we obtain a first order linear ordinary differential equation for H2. The
corresponding analytical solution is

H(z)

H0
= α(z)−

1
2

√
1 +

∫ z

0

α(z′)

[
Ωr,0(1 + z′)3 +

k(1 + z′)

H2
0

]
dz′, (12)

where we have used that Ωr = Ωr,0(1 + z)4, ρk = −3M2
Plk(1 + z)2 and we have

defined

α(z) := exp

(
−3

∫ z

0

1 + Ωde,0 wde(z′)

1 + z′
dz′
)
. (13)

Therefore, with Eq. (12) and a given parameterization of the DE EoS, we can
calculate the Hubble parameter for the IHDE model with a Hubble IR cutoff
in the presence of radiation, baryonic matter, CDM, DE and curvature.

On the other hand, if we choose to parameterize directly the interaction
term Q = Q(z), then one must solve Eq. (9) for wde in terms of Q, and then
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substitute back into Eq. (11). Doing this, we obtain the differential equation

1

3

(
H3
)′

=
3H3

2(1 + z)
+

Q(z) +H(ρr − ρk)

6M2
Pl(1 + z)(1− Ωde,0)

, (14)

which does not have an analytical solution unless we consider ρr = ρk = 0.
However, since it is common to parameterize the DE EoS, we will use Eq. (12)
throughout this work.

Finally, as a special case, the ΛCDM limit can be recovered by equating
the expression in (12) with the Hubble parameter HΛ of the ΛCDM model,
which is given by

HΛ(z)

H0
:= EΛ(z) =

√
Ωr,0(1 + z)4 + Ωm,0(1 + z)3 + Ωk,0(1 + z)2 + Ωde,0 ,

(15)
where Ωm,0 := Ωb,0 + Ωdm,0. Performing this, we obtain an expression for wde,
which we denote as wde,Λ, and is given by

wde,Λ(z) := − 1

EΛ(z)2
. (16)

Thus, by construction, this EoS give us the Hubble parameter of ΛCDM model
within the framework of IHDE with L = H−1.

3 Observational test on the New Interacting
Holographic Dark Energy

In order to test the cosmological viability of this parameterized model of DE,
we will use current late time observations of the Universe to see if this model
can reproduce an accelerated expansion. As we mentioned, the Hubble IR
cutoff was discarded in the non-interacting case since it fails to reproduce an
accelerated expansion. Nevertheless, a parameterized interacting dark sector
allows us to reconsider the simple Hubble IR cutoff since it yields an optimal
data fitting behaviour.

For the following analysis, we will assume a flat Universe dominated by
matter (baryonic + CDM) and DE. Thus, k = 0 and Ωr,0 = 0, and Eq. (12)
takes the form

H(z)

H0
= α(z)−

1
2 = exp

(
3

2

∫ z

0

1 + Ωde,0 wde(z′)

1 + z′
dz′
)
. (17)

Moreover, from Eq. (9), we obtain an expression for the interaction term

Q = 9M2
PlH

3wde(z) Ωm,0Ωde,0, (18)

where Ωm,0 = Ωb,0 + Ωdm,0 = 1− Ωde,0.
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3.1 Data analysis

For the statistical analysis, we perform a Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
Bayesian inference procedure with a modification of the Python implemen-
tation emcee [52]. The likelihood function of the parameter set θ and their
best-fit values, will be determined with the χ2 statistics.

Observations indicate that the DE domination of the Universe and its accel-
erated expansion is a recent phenomenon in a cosmological time scale [53].
Therefore, if we want to test the capabilities of the parameterized IHDE model
to reproduce this behaviour, then we must use low redshift data. In this way,
we will use supernovae Type Ia (SNe Ia) data as standarisable candles (objects
whose intrinsic luminosity is well determined), and observational Hubble data
(OHD) composed by cosmic chronometers (CC) and baryon acoustic oscilla-
tions (BAO) measurements as standard rulers (objects whose comoving size is
well determined). In what follows, we describe our database employed.

3.1.1 Pantheon SNe Ia data set

We use the Pantheon SNe Ia compilation [54] which contains 1048 data points
distributed over the redshift interval 0.01 < z < 2.26.

To perform the statistical analysis of the Pantheon data set, we employ the
theoretical expression of the distance modulus

µth(z) = 5 log10

(
(1 + z)c

h

∫ z

0

1

E(z′)
dz′
)

+ µ0, (19)

where c is the speed of light, E(z) ≡ H(z)/H0 is the normalized Hubble
parameter and h ≡ H0/(100 km s−1 Mpc−1) is the reduced Hubble constant.
For our analysis, we allow the nuisance parameter of the distance estimator
µ0 be fixed according to the prior H0 = 73.24 ± 1.74 km s−1 Mpc−1 [55] and
the cosmological density matter Ωm to vary.

The χ2 function for the best-fit parameter estimation is

χ2
Pantheon(θ) =

1048∑
i=1

(µobs(zi)− µth(zi))
2

σ2
µ,i

, (20)

where σµ,i are the associated measurement errors, µobs is the observed distance
modulus and µth is given by Eq. (19).

3.1.2 Observational Hubble data set

We employ a compilation of 31 CC H(z) data points [56–61] measured with the
differential age method proposed in [62], and 20 galaxy clustering (GC) H(z)
data points obtained from baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) measurements
under a ΛCDM prior [63–72]. The entire OHD sample (CC+GC) consists of
51 data points and it is distributed over the redshift interval 0.07 < z < 2.36,
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and it is shown explicitly in [73]. We also follow the assumption of [73] that the
BAO data is constructed with independent measurements (not correlated).

The χ2 for the OHD is given by

χ2
OHD(θ) =

51∑
i=1

(Hobs(zi)−Hth(zi))
2

σ2
H,i

, (21)

where σH,i are the associated measurement errors, Hobs is the measured Hub-
ble parameter and Hth is the theoretical Hubble parameter of each considered
model.

3.2 Statistical Analysis

In the analysis of the parameterized IHDE model, we employ the sets
“Pantheon” and “Pantheon+OHD”, whose χ2 functions are given by

χ2 =

{
χ2

Pantheon,
χ2

Pantheon + χ2
OHD.

(22)

Furthermore, we use the gaussian log-likelihood function for the data set d
with measurement errors σd given the parameter set θ,

logL(d | θ) = −1

2
χ2 + log(σd), (23)

whose maximization gives the values of the best-fit parameters.
The different models for the statistical analysis are constructed with the

following DE EoS (see Table 1):

• w0: a constant EoS.
• wCPL: Chevallier-Polarski-Linder [74, 75].
• wBA: Barboza-Alcaniz [76].
• wΛ: an EoS to measure deviations from ΛCDM within the IHDE model,

inspired by Eq. (16).

The constant parameterization is used as a first ansatz due to its simplicity.
The CPL and BA parameterizations are used because their two parameters
contain information about the present value of the DE EoS and its overall
time evolution [77]. The associated Hubble parameters of each DE EoS are
calculated with Eq. (17) and are also shown in Table 1.

Our best fit values of the parameters are shown in Table A1 of Appendix
A. Note that in Eq. (17) the parameter Ωde,0 and wde appear just one time in
the form of a product. Therefore, the parameters of conventional EoS parame-
terization will have a degeneracy with Ωde,0 that cannot be disentangled with
the parameter inference procedure (this degeneracy can be seen explicitly in
the Hubble parameters of w0, wCPL and wBA in Table 1). For this reason, we
gave the best fit values of the products Ωde,0w0 and Ωde,0w1 in Table A1. This
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Equation of state wde Dimensionless Hubble parameter H(z)/H0

w0 (1 + z)
3
2

(1+Ωde,0w0)

wCPL = w0 + z
1+z

w1 (1 + z)
3
2

[1+Ωde,0(w0+w1)] exp
[
− 3

2

Ωde,0 w1 z

1+z

]
wBA = w0 +

z(1+z)

1+z2
w1 (1 + z)

3
2

(1+Ωde,0w0)(1 + z2)
3
4

Ωde,0w1

wΛ = w0−w1
Ωm,0(1+z)3+Ωde,0

+ w1 (1 + z)
3
2

(1+w0−Ωm,0w1)[Ωm,0(1 + z)3 + Ωde,0]
w1−w0

2

Table 1 DE EoS used in our analysis and their corresponding dimensionless Hubble
parameters calculated with Eq. (17).

is not the case for the proposed EoS wΛ, since it has a dependency on Ωde,0

which breaks the degeneracy, as can be seen in its Hubble parameter and in
our results given in Table A1.

In Figures 1 and 2 we show the modulus distance and the Hubble parameter
for the four selected parameterizations, respectively. As we can notice, the
evolution of the modulus distance of the four parameterizations follow the same
trend of the supernovae data. Nevertheless, in Figure 2 we can see that the
constant parameterization yields a fitting curve that deviates significantly from
the trend of the OHD, therefore we will exclude this parameterization from
next analyses. On the other hand, the complexity of the other EoS produce
qualitatively better fitting curves. Therefore, our analysis will only use the
CPL, BA and wΛ parameterizations.

Fig. 1 Supernovae data with Pantheon R19 calibration (gray points) and the best-fit curves
of the modulus distance µ as a function of the redshift z [Eq. (19)] for the four param-
eterizations analyzed (see Table 1), each color representing a different parameterization.
The continuous (dashed) curves are calculated with a Bayesian analysis using the Pantheon
(Pantheon+OHD) data.
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Fig. 2 Observational Hubble data (gray points) and the best-fit curves of the Hubble
parameterH as a function of the redshift z for the four parameterizations analyzed (see Table
1), each color representing a different parameterization. The continuous (dashed) curves are
calculated with a Bayesian analysis using the Pantheon (Pantheon+OHD) data.

In Figure 3 we present the behaviour of wCPL, wBA and wΛ multiplied by
Ωde,0 (to deal with the degeneracy in the wCPL and wBA parameterizations).
We notice that all the analyzed parameterizations allow an accelerated expan-
sion of the Universe. However, the behaviour of wde changes allowing a positive
value of wde for certain parameterizations at higher redshifts. Note that for the
wΛ parameterization (where there is no degeneracy in its parameters) with the
Pantheon+OHD data, we have wde(0) = −1.70±0.12 (see Table A1), which is
relatively higher in comparison to the ΛCDM EoS wde = −1. We expect a sim-
ilar result in the CPL and BA parameterization (where there is a degeneracy):
we have Ωde,0wde(0) ∼ −0.8, but if Ωde,0 ∼ 0.7, then wde(0) . −1. Therefore,
the considered DE EoS induce a delayed acceleration, causing a smaller (or
null) acceleration earlier on, and a faster acceleration at late periods, compared
with the ΛCDM model.

Figure 4 describes the rate behaviour Q/H (multiplied by a constant). This
term is a measure of the interaction compared with the rate of the expansion
of the Universe. Since Q/H < 0 today and H > 0, then Q < 0. Therefore, from
Eq. (3), we can conclude that DM is receiving energy from DE at these late
stages of the Universe. Nevertheless, depending on the EoS, there may have
been a time where the opposite transformation of energy happened (Q > 0).
Overall, the sign of wde determines the sign of Q, as can be seen from the plots
and from Eq. (18).

Finally, in Figure 5 we show the marginalized distributions of the reduced
Hubble constant h. For comparison, we have included the benchmark ΛCDM
model (15) with Ωr,0 = 0 and k = 0. First, we notice that the inclusion of
the OHD moves the posteriors towards smaller values of h as a consequence of
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the functional form of the Hubble parameters obtained from the three param-
eterizations employed (see Table 1): in order to fit the data in Figure 2, the
right end of the continuous curves must be moved to produce the dashed lines,
moreover, with the cosmic evolution, the left end (which determines H0) is also
affected. Other EoS parameterizations may introduce a different behaviour.
Despite this shift towards smaller values of h, the CPL and wΛ parameteriza-
tions give a slightly higher value of h with respect to the matter-DE dominated
ΛCDM universe. Nevertheless, this change alone is not enough to give a value
of h consistent with late Universe observations, which generally estimate a
value of h & 0.73 [32]. We expect that information about the DE EoS at higher
redshifts (or, equivalently through Eq. (14), information about the interaction
term at higher z) would be needed to increase the value of h obtained from the
statistical analysis of the parameterized IHDE model. Indeed, early Universe
observations (high and median redshifts of the CMB and galaxy BAO data)
were needed in the HDE model of [36] (with the future event horizon as the
IR cutoff) to alleviate the Hubble tension with a delayed acceleration, which
we expect is the same mechanism operating in this IHDE model (see Figure
3). The aforementioned information about the DE EoS could be obtained, for
example, with the cosmography approach which allows to reconstruct the kine-
matic evolution of the Universe acceleration at higher redshifts (up to z ∼ 10
[78]) without assuming a cosmological model [79–81].

Fig. 3 The product Ωde,0wde as a function of the redshift z for the four parameterizations
analysed (see Table 1), each color representing a different DE parameterization. The contin-
uous (dashed) curves are calculated with the Pantheon (Pantheon+OHD) data. The vertical
dashed line corresponds to z = 2.36 which is the highest redshift in the data; the informa-
tion beyond this line is an extrapolation of the observational data to show the expected
behaviour of the DE EoS at higher redshifts in each model.
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Fig. 4 Rate of the interaction term Q to the Hubble parameter H as a function of the
redshift z [Eq. (18)] for the four parameterizations analysed (see Table 1), each color repre-
senting a different parameterization: CPL (red), BA (yellow) and wΛ (blue). The continuous
(dashed) curves are calculated with the Pantheon (Pantheon+OHD) data.

Fig. 5 Posterior distributions of the reduced Hubble constant h for the four parameteriza-
tions analysed (see Table 1) and for the standard ΛCDM model. The continuous (dashed)
curves are calculated with the Pantheon (Pantheon+OHD) data.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we studied a new parameterized version of the IHDE model: a
non-standard cosmological model which is based on the holographic principle
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and that allows an interaction between DE and DM. Our proposal uses a
Hubble IR cutoff and a DE EoS redshift parameterization to quantify the
interaction, instead of assuming it with a specific form. Our simple model
solves the so-called coincidence problem of Cosmology.

Furthermore, using standard Bayesian inference procedures applied to
observations coming from Pantheon, Cosmic Chronometers and Galaxy Clus-
tering data sets, we showed that this simple model allows an accelerated
expansion of the Universe in comparison to the results found in previous work
where certain forms of the interaction were considered. Therefore, our work
suggests that we can explain the late Universe observations with this simple
parameterized version of the IHDE model.

Many specific features discussed in the analysis of our results depend on
the chosen DE EoS parameterization. For this reason, we used the well-known
CPL and Barboza-Alcaniz parameterizations. Nevertheless, with these choices
we found a degeneracy in the Hubble parameter of this model that restricted
our knowledge about some of the parameters involved. Therefore, we proposed
a new DE EoS parameterization (motivated by the ΛCDM limit in this model)
that allowed us to break the degeneracy in the parameters. More DE EoS of
this kind could be used in future analyses.

We showed through plots the behaviour of the DE EoS, the interaction
between DE and DM, and the posterior distribution functions of the reduced
Hubble constant for the parameterizations considered. Depending on the red-
shift, these parameterizations allow an energy transfer from DE to DM, or vice
versa. Furthermore, some of these parameterizations predict a slightly higher
value of the Hubble constant, compared with the ΛCDM model. In fact, this
model allows a faster accelerated expansion at later stages of the Universe,
and a possibly smaller (or null) accelerated expansion at earlier times. This
delayed acceleration (first discussed in [36]) may alleviate the Hubble tension.
Nevertheless, to test that hypothesis in this model, we would need a specific
form of the interaction term (or a DE EoS) valid at higher redshifts to perform
the statistical analysis. The cosmography paradigm may give us the required
information at higher redshifts, up to z ∼ 10.

Natural suggestions for future work are the inclusion of more parameteri-
zations of the DE EoS to keep studying this model in the low-redshift regime.
Another option would be the use of a direct parameterization of the interac-
tion term; the corresponding Hubble parameter could be calculated through
Eq. (14). This redshift parameterization of the interaction may offer a more
direct insight of the coupling between DE and DM. The next big step would be
an analysis with higher redshifts (possibly through the cosmography approach)
to study the Hubble tension in the IHDE model with a Hubble IR cutoff. This
will require an interaction term that behaves qualitatively similar to those pre-
sented here, in order to fit the late Universe observations. Finally, the idea of
parameterizing the DE EoS or the interaction term could be used with other
IR cutoffs to maintain the agnostic position with respect to the interaction.
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