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Abstract

Particle creation (or annihilation) mechanisms, described by either quantum field theoretical models, or by the ther-

modynamics of irreversible processes, play an important role in the evolution of the early Universe, like, for example,

in the warm inflationary scenario. Following a similar approach, based on the thermodynamics of open systems, in the

present work we investigate the consequences of the interaction, decay, and particle generation in a many-component

Universe, containing dark energy, dark matter, radiation, and ordinary matter, respectively. In this model, due to the

interaction between these components, and of the corresponding thermodynamical properties, the conservation equa-

tions of different cosmological constituents are not satisfied individually. We introduce a thermodynamic description

of the Universe, in which two novel physical aspects, the particle number balance equations, and the creation pres-

sures, are considered, thus making the cosmological evolution equations thermodynamically consistent. To constrain

the free parameters of the model several observational data sets are employed, including the Planck data sets, Riess

2020, BAO, as well as Pantheon data. By using a scaling ansatz for the dark matter to dark energy ratio, and by

imposing constraints from Planck+Riess 2020 data, this model predicts an acceptable value for the Hubble parameter,

and thus it may provide a solution to the so-called Hubble tension problem, much debated recently.
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1. Introduction

The observational data obtained from the investigations of the Type Ia supernovae, presented initially in [1, 2, 3,

4, 5, 6, 7], and strongly suggesting that the Universe is in an accelerated, de Sitter type, expansionary state, have led to

intensive observational and theoretical efforts for the understanding of the present day cosmological dynamics (for a

review of the evidences for cosmic acceleration see [8]). Further investigations of the Cosmic Microwave Background

performed by the Planck satellite [9], and the study of the Baryon Acoustic Oscillations [10, 11, 12] have provided a

strong support for the interpretation of the observational data as indicating an accelerating expansion of the Universe.

But this remarkable discovery also needs a fundamental change in our current understanding of the gravitational

force. The simplest explanation for the accelerated expansion may be obtained by resorting to the cosmological

constant Λ, introduced by Einstein in 1917 [13] in order to build a static model of the Universe. However, even if

the cosmological constant gives an excellent fit to the observational data, its physical or geometrical nature is still

unknown (for extensive reviews of the cosmological constant problem see [14, 15, 16].

Hence, in order to solve some of the theoretical problems related to the cosmological constant the existence of a

new fundamental component of the Universe, called dark energy, was assumed (for reviews of the dark energy models

see [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]. The simplest dark energy model consists of a single scalar field φ, in the presence of a

self-interaction potential V(φ). The gravitational action takes the form

S =

∫ 



M2
p

2
R − (∂φ)2 − V(φ)





√−gd4x, (1)

where Mp denotes the Planck mass, and R is the Ricci scalar. The dark energy models constructed in this way are

called quintessence models [23, 24, 25, 26, 27].

Another fundamental question in modern cosmology and astrophysics is the dark matter problem (see [28, 29, 30]

for detailed reviews of the recent results on the properties of dark matter, and for its search). The existence of

dark matter at a galactic and extragalactic scale is needed for the explanation of two fundamental observations, the

dynamics of the galactic rotation curves, and the mass discrepancy in clusters of galaxies, respectively. The galactic

rotation curves [31, 32, 33, 34] indicates that Newtonian gravity as well as standard general relativity may not be able

to independently describe galactic dynamics. To explain the galactic rotation curves and the virial mass discrepancy in

clusters of galaxies one needs to assume the existence of some dark (invisible) matter, interacting only gravitationally,

and which is distributed in a spherically symmetric halo around the galaxies. Dark matter is assumed to form a cold,

pressureless cosmic component.

There are many candidates for dark matter that have been proposed, including WIMPs (Weakly Interacting

Massive Particles), axions, neutrinos, gravitinos, neutralinos etc. (for reviews of the dark matter candidates see

[35, 36, 37, 38]. The interaction cross sections of the dark matter particles with normal baryonic matter are as-

sumed to be very small, however, they are expected to be non-zero, thus making their direct experimental detection

possible. Hence, according to the present view of the cosmological evolution, the dynamics and the expansion of the

Universe is dominated by dark energy, and cold dark matter, with baryonic matter playing a minor role in the late time

cosmology.
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The simplest model that can explain the late time accelerating de Sitter phase is based on the reintroduction in

the gravitational field equations of the cosmological constant Λ. The Λ extension of the Einstein gravitational field

equations is the theoretical basis of the present day standard cosmological paradigm, called the ΛCDM (ΛCold Dark

Matter) model, in which cold dark matter also plays a fundamental role. Despite its simplicity, the ΛCDM model

provides a very good fit to the cosmological observations [9, 39, 40, 41].

On the other hand, the ΛCDM model also faces some serious (and yet unsolved) observational problems. The

most interesting and important of these problems is the so-called ”Hubble tension”, which has its origin in the severe

differences between the numerical values of the Hubble constant, H0, as determined from the measurements of the

Cosmic Microwave Background by the Planck satellite [9], and the estimations obtained directly from the astrophys-

ical and cosmological observations in the local Universe [42, 43, 44, 45]. Thus, for example, the SH0ES (Supernovae

and H0 for the Equation of State of Dark Energy) determinations of H0 give the value H0 = 74.03 ± 1.42 km/s/Mpc

[42]. But from the analysis of the CMB, originating in the early Universe, as performed by the Planck satellite one

finds H0 = 67.4±0.5 km/s/Mpc [41], a numerical value that differs from the SH0ES result by ∼ 5σ [46]. For a detailed

review of the Hubble tension problem, including a discussion of recent Hubble constant estimates and a summary of

the proposed theoretical solutions, see [47]. Presently, no specific model can be considered as being better than all

the others. However, proposals and models involving modified gravity, neutrino interactions, early or dynamical dark

energy, interacting cosmologies, or primordial magnetic fields, may provide some good options and approaches to the

problem, until a better alternative is found.

Dark energy has an antigravitational effect, determining the Universe to accelerate at late times. On the other

hand, dark matter experiences only gravitational attraction. In the ΛCDM approach to cosmology no interaction

between these two components is allowed. The gravitational properties of the dark matter and of the dark energy are

contrary (gravitational attraction versus gravitational repulsion). Moreover, dark energy is homogeneously distributed

through the entire Universe, while dark matter gravitates around baryonic matter. Hence, one could suppose that any

interaction between these two fundamental components of the Universe would be negligible, or extremely weak.

However, the possibility of a dark energy-dark matter interaction cannot be excluded a priori. Some early propos-

als in this direction were formulated initially in [48, 49, 50, 51, 52], and later on they developed into an active field

of research in cosmology and astrophysics [53] - [86]. For a review of the dark matter and dark energy interactions,

including the present day theoretical challenges, the cosmological implications, and the observational signatures see

[87].

In the standard approach to the dark energy - dark matter interaction problem, dark energy is modelled as a scalar

field with energy density ρφ and pressure pφ, respectively, while dark matter is considered as a fluid with density ρDM

and pressure pDM , respectively, obeying an equation of state of the form wDM = pDM/ρDM , 0. By assuming for the

cosmological background an isotropic and homogeneous Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) geometry

with scale factor a(t), and assuming that the creation/annihilation of the scalar field (dark energy) and of the dark

matter fluid occurs at a rate Q, the basic equations describing the variations of the densities of the dark energy ρφ and

of the dark matter ρDM are given by [48, 53]

ρ̇φ + 3H
(

1 + wφ

)

ρφ = −Q, (2)

ρ̇DM + 3H (1 + wDM) ρDM = +Q, (3)

respectively, where wφ = pφ/ρφ, and H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble function. In the above and the following equations an

overdot indicates the derivatives with respect to the cosmological time t. Hence, in the above model the dark energy

and the dark matter transform into each other, with the creation/decay processes described by a single creation/decay

rate ±Q. Therefore, the function Q describes the dynamical interaction at a cosmological level between the two

fundamental dark components of the Universe. If Q > 0, it turns out that dark energy is converted into dark matter. In

the opposite case, with Q < 0, dark matter is converted into dark energy.

Since up to now no rigorous theoretical approach that could predict the functional form of the function Q, de-

scribing the coupling between dark matter and dark energy, does exist, the interacting DE-DM models are essentially

phenomenological. However, some couplings may be considered more natural, or more physical, than others. There-

fore, a large number of functional forms for Q have been assumed a priori, and investigated in detail in the literature.

Some interesting forms of Q are Q = ρ0
crit

(1+ z)3H(z)IQ(z), where z is the redshift, and IQ(z) is an interaction function

that depends on the redshift [58], or Q ∝ ρDMφ̇, and Q ∝ HρDM , respectively [59].
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An interacting Dark Matter-Dark Energy model was investigated in [79], by simulating the luminosity distance

for realistic GW+GRB events, which can be detected by the third-generation GW detector of the Einstein Telescope.

Using these simulated events, a Monte Carlo Markov Chain analysis was performed to constrain the DM-DE coupling

constant and other model parameters at 1σ and 2σ confidence levels. A model of dark matter-dark energy interaction,

with coupling strength proportional to the multiplication of dark sector densities with different power indices, was

investigated, and constrained, in [80]. Overall, the DM-DE interaction model is consistent with the current observa-

tional data, and provides a better fit to the redshift distortion data. The effects of DE-DM interaction on the ellipticity

of cosmic voids was studied in [81], by applying the linear growth of density perturbation in the presence of interac-

tion. It was shown that the ellipticity of cosmic voids increases when the DM and DE interaction is considered. A

specific form of the coupling between DE and DM, proportional to the dark energy density, was investigated in [82].

Once all relevant cosmological probes are included simultaneously, the value of the Hubble parameter in this model

is H0 = 69.82+0.63
−0.76

km /(s Mpc ), which reduces the Hubble tension to 2.5 σ.

A cosmological scenario where the dark sector is described by two perfect fluids that interact through a velocity-

dependent coupling was considered in [83]. The interaction of both dark components leads to a suppression of the

dark matter clustering at late times. This suppression of clustering, together with the additional dark radiation at early

times, can simultaneously alleviate the S 8 and H0 tensions. The dynamics of the interacting dark energy and dark

matter in viable models of f (R) gravity was investigated in [84] by using a standard framework of dynamical system

analysis. The fixed points are slightly modified from those obtained in the standard non-interacting analysis of f (R)

gravity. The dynamical profiles of the Universe in the viable f (R) dark energy models are modified by the interaction

term, together with their model parameters. A scenario where the dark energy is a dynamical fluid whose energy

density can be transferred to the dark matter via a coupling function proportional to the energy density of the dark

energy was considered in [85]. Against data from Planck, BAO and Pantheon, the model can significantly reduce the

importance of the S 8 tension, without exacerbating nor introducing any other tension (such as the H0 tension), and

without worsening the fit to the considered data sets, with respect to the ΛCDM model.

In postulating Eqs. (2) and (3) to describe the dark energy-dark matter interaction, one adopts a hypothetical

picture of a very rapid decay of dark energy into dark matter, in which the dark matter particles reach an equilibrium

state immediately after dark matter particles are produced. But from a general physical point of view it is reasonable

to assume that during the dark energy/dark matter creation/annihilation period complicated nonequilibrium processes

may also occur, and that the newly produced particles have a highly nonequilibrium distribution. The relaxation to an

equilibrium state may therefore occur during a long period of cosmological evolution.

Thermodynamical systems in which particle creation occurs belong to the important class of open thermodynami-

cal systems, in which the usual adiabatic laws of the conservation of particle number and energy are adapted to include

irreversible particle creation [88]. The resulting thermodynamic formalism of open systems in the presence of particle

production has found a large number of applications in cosmology, where it was first applied to obtain a specific cos-

mological model in [88]. By explicitly including particle creation related terms in the total matter energy-momentum

tensor in the Einstein gravitational field equations one obtains a three phases cosmological model that begins with an

instability of the vacuum. Then the Universe is driven from the initial fluctuation of the vacuum to a de Sitter type

expansionary phase, during which particle creation occurs. During the annihilation of its components the Universe

exists in the de Sitter phase (second stage), and enters, after a phase transition, into the isotropic and homogeneous,

ordinary matter dominated FLRW Universe.

The initial thermodynamic approach introduced in [88] was generalised in [89], where a covariant formulation of

irreversible thermodynamic was developed, in which specific entropy variations, usually appearing in non-equilibrium

processes, where also included. Cosmological models based on the irreversible thermodynamics of open systems in

the presence of particle creation have been considered in [90] - [117]. In [102] it was pointed out that in modified

gravity theories with geometry - matter coupling, in which the action is an arbitrary function of the Ricci scalar and

of the matter Lagrangian ( f (R, Lm) gravity), or of the Ricci scalar and of the trace of the matter energy-momentum

tensor ( f (R, T ) gravity), in which the divergence of the matter energy - momentum tensor is nonzero, by using the

formalism of open thermodynamic systems, the generalized conservation equations in these gravitational theories

can be interpreted, from a thermodynamic point of view, as describing irreversible matter creation processes. Matter

production thus corresponds to an irreversible energy flow from the gravitational field to the newly created particles.

Matter creation processes during the reheating period at the end of inflation in the early Universe can also be described

by using the irreversible thermodynamic of open systems [105]. The particle content of the very early Universe is
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assumed to consist of the inflationary scalar field, which, through its decay, generates relativistic ordinary matter,

in the form of radiation, and pressureless dark matter, respectively. At the early stages of reheating the inflationary

scalar field transfers its energy to the newly created particles, with the field energy decreasing to near zero. The

thermodynamics of open systems was applied, together with the gravitational field equations, to a two-component

cosmological fluid consisting of a scalar field and dark matter, in [61]. Hence a generalization of the elementary dark

energy-dark matter interaction theory was obtained, in which the decay (creation) pressures are explicitly considered

as components of the energy-momentum tensor of the cosmological fluid. In the framework of warm inflationary

models the interaction between scalar fields and radiation was modeled by using the irreversible thermodynamics of

open systems with particle creation/annihilation in [113].

It is the main goal of the present paper to consider the applications of the irreversible thermodynamics of open

systems, as introduced in [88], and further developed in [89], respectively, to a cosmological fluid mixture consisting

of three distinct components: dark energy, described by a scalar field, dark matter, and radiation, modeled as an ordi-

nary matter fluid, respectively. We assume that in this system particle decay and production does occur through three

channels, involving the decay of the scalar field, and the creation of dark matter, and ordinary matter, respectively.

Such a physical framework may describe both the early and the late stages of cosmological evolution. The thermo-

dynamics of irreversible processes and open systems as applied to this three component cosmological model, with

interacting scalar field dark energy, and matter, with dark and ordinary types, leads to a self-consistent representation

of the dark energy and particle creation/annihilation processes, which in turn decide the dynamics, and the present

and future evolution of the Universe, respectively.

The present paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we present, in some detail, due to its important role,

the thermodynamical theory of irreversible matter creation processes. The theory is applied to a three-component

cosmological fluid with interacting dark energy, dark matter and ordinary matter, or briefly interacting dark energy-

matter (IDM) model. The resulting gravitational field equations are written down in Section 3. Particular models, and

exact and numerical solutions to the field equations are considered in Section 4. In Section 5, besides determining the

methodology of observational constraints, we obtain observational constraints on the free parameters of the model,

and investigate the concordance between the theoretical predictions of the model, and observations. In Section 6 we

discuss and conclude our results. Throughout the paper we use a system of units so that 8πG = c = 1.

2. Thermodynamical description of cosmological particle creation

In the present Section we will briefly review the fundamentals of the thermodynamics of open systems and the

basic relation to be used in the sequel. We begin our analysis of particle creation by considering a large cosmological

volume element V that contains N interacting particles. Let the internal energy of the system be E. If the system is a

closed thermodynamical one, N is constant. The conservation of the internal energy E is the expressed by the first law

of thermodynamics according to the fundamental relation dE = dQ− pdV [88] where dQ denotes the heat transferred

to the system during time dt, V is any comoving volume, and p is the thermodynamic pressure. We introduce now the

energy density ρ, defined as ρ = E/V , the heat per unit particle dq, with dq = dQ/N, and the particle number density

n, given by n = N/V . Then the first law of thermodynamics takes the form

d

(
ρ

n

)

= dq − pd

(

1

n

)

. (4)

It is important go note at this moment that Eq. (4) is also true for open systems, in which the particle number N is

time dependent, so that N = N(t).

2.1. Covariant formulation of particles decay/creation processes

The basic macroscopic quantities that fully characterize the thermodynamic states of a relativistic fluid are its

energy-momentum tensor Tµν, the particle flux vector Nµ, and the entropy flux vector sµ, respectively. The energy-

momentum tensor Tµν satisfies the covariant conservation law ∇νT µν = 0, where ∇µ denotes the covariant derivative

with respect to the metric. By taking into account matter creation the energy-momentum tensor can be written as

T µν = (ρ + p + pc) uµuν − (p + pc) gµν, (5)
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where uµ is the four-velocity of the fluid, normalized according to the relation uµuµ = 1, while the creation pressure pc

characterizes phenomenologically particle decay/creation, as well as other possible dissipative thermodynamic effects.

The particle flux vector is defined according to Nµ = nuµ, and it satisfies the balance equation ∇µNµ = Ψ, where

the function Ψ is a matter source if Ψ > 0, and a matter sink for Ψ < 0. In the standard approaches to cosmology Ψ

is usually assumed to be zero, and therefore no particle decay/production processes are considered. The entropy flux

sµ is defined as sµ = nσuµ [89], where by σ we have denoted the specific entropy per particle. The second law of

thermodynamics imposes the condition ∇µsµ ≥ 0. Another important thermodynamic relation, the Gibbs equation, is

given for an open thermodynamic system with temperature T in the presence of particle creation by [89]

nTdσ = dρ − ρ + p

n
dn. (6)

The entropy balance equation can be immediately obtained by using the above equations as [89]

∇µsµ = − pcΘ

T
− µΨ

T
, (7)

where Θ = ∇µuµ denotes the expansion of the fluid, while the chemical potential µ is given by Euler’s relation

µ = (ρ + p) /n − Tσ.

In the following we assume that in the space-time the newly created particles are in thermal equilibrium with the

already existing ones. Then it follows that the entropy production is due only to the particle creation, which is the

dominant process describing the entropy evolution. Moreover, for the creation pressure pc we adopt the following

phenomenological ansatz [88, 89]

pc = −α
Ψ

Θ
, (8)

where α > 0. With this choice for the entropy balance we obtain the equations

∇µsµ =
Ψ

T
(α − µ) = Ψσ +

(

α − ρ + p

n

)
Ψ

T
= Ψσ + nσ̇, (9)

where σ̇ = uµ∇µσ. Together with Eq. (7), Eq. (9) gives for the specific entropy production σ the relation [89]

σ̇ =
Ψ

nT

(

α − ρ + p

n

)

. (10)

If we restrict the present thermodynamic formalism by requiring that the specific entropy per particleσ is constant,

σ = constant, then Eq. (10) gives for α the expression α = (ρ + p) /n. Thus, for the creation pressure we obtain the

expression [89]

pc = −
ρ + p

nΘ
Ψ. (11)

By imposing the condition of the constancy of the specific entropy, the Gibbs equation takes the form

ρ̇ = (ρ + p)
ṅ

n
. (12)

2.2. Matter creation in homogeneous and isotropic cosmological models

In the following we will assume that the geometry of the space-time is homogeneous and isotropic. Moreover, to

describe the physical processes in the considered geometry we adopt a comoving frame in which the components of the

four-velocity are given by uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Furthermore, we assume that the geometric as well as the thermodynamic

quantities are a function of the time t only. Then, the covariant derivative of any function f (t), constructed as ḟ =

uµ∇µ f coincides with the ordinary time derivative, ḟ = uµ∇µ f = d f (t)/dt. The expansion of the fluid is obtained as

∇µuµ = V̇/V , where V is the comoving volume element.

Eq. (12) can be represented in a number of equivalent forms according to

ρ̇ =

(

h

n

)

ṅ, (13)

6



where h = ρ + p denotes the enthalpy (per unit volume) of the fluid, or, equivalently,

p = ρ

(

ρ̇

ρ
− ρ ṅ

n

)

. (14)

The Einstein gravitational field equations

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR = Tµν, (15)

contain the macroscopic energy-momentum tensor Tµν. In the standard cosmological case, for Tµν one adopts to form

corresponding to a perfect fluid. In the presence of matter creation the energy-momentum tensor takes a similar form,

and it is characterised by a phenomenological energy density ρ, and pressure p̄ = p + pc, which includes the effects

of particle decay/creation. In the comoving frame the components of Tµν are given by

T 0
0 = ρ, T

1
1 = T 2

2 = T 3
3 = −p̄. (16)

The Einstein field equations imply, via the geometric Bianchi identities, the condition∇νT ν
µ = 0, leading to the relation

d(ρV) = −p̄dV. (17)

In the presence of adiabatic irreversible matter decay/creation processes the analysis of physical processes must be

performed by using the thermodynamics of open systems. Hence one must consider an effective pressure that includes

the supplementary decay/creation pressure pc. Hence Eq. (12) can be written in a form similar to Eq. (17), namely

[88]

d(ρV) = − (p + pc) dV = −p̄dV, (18)

where p̄ = p + pc. Then from Eq. (11) it follows that the creation pressure pc can be obtained as

pc = −
(

h

n

)

d(nV)

dV
= −

(

h

n

)

V

V̇

(

ṅ +
V̇

V
n

)

. (19)

The creation of particles corresponds to a (negative) supplementary pressure pc, which needs to be considered as

an independent component of the total cosmological pressure p̄ that enters in the Einstein gravitational field equations

(the decay of matter corresponds to a positive annihilation pressure).

The entropy variation dS in an open thermodynamic system can be decomposed into two components, the entropy

flow d0S , and the entropy creation term diS , respectively, so that dS = d0S + diS , with diS ≥ 0. To calculate dS

we consider the total differential of the entropy, given by Td(sV) = d(ρV) + pdV − µd(nV), where s = S/V ≥ 0,

µn = h − T s, and µ ≥ 0. Since in a homogeneous system d0S = 0, it follows that only particle creation contributes to

the entropy production. Hence for the rate of the entropy production we immediately find [88]

T
dS

dt
= T

diS

dt
= T

s

n

d(nV)

dt
. (20)

To close the problem we require one more relation between the particle number n and the comoving volume V ,

describing the evolution of n as a result of particle creation/annihilation processes. This relation can be obtained from

the equation ∇|muNµ = Ψ, which in the case of a homogeneous and isotropic cosmological model gives

1

V

d(nV)

dt
= Ψ(t), (21)

whereΨ(t) is the matter creation (or annihilation) rate (Ψ(t) > 0 indicates particle creation, whileΨ(t) < 0 corresponds

to particle annihilation) [88, 89]. The creation pressure (11) is a function of the particle creation (annihilation) rate,

and hence it couples Eqs. (11) and (21) to each other, and, notwithstanding indirectly, both of them with the total

energy conservation equation (18), which is a consequence of the Einstein gravitational field equations themselves.
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3. Cosmological models with three interacting components in the late

Universe: a general approach

In the present Section we consider a cosmological model of a Universe consisting of three distinct, but interacting

components: dark energy (DE), dark matter (DM), and ordinary matter (OM), respectively. Each of these components

are characterized by their energy densities ρDE , ρDM , ρOM , and by their pressures pDE ,pDM , and pOM , respectively.

Dark energy decays into dark and ordinary matter, thus leading to the particle number variation of each component.

Furthermore, we assume that the decay rate of the dark energy is proportional to its energy density ρDE , and that the

creation rates of the dark and normal matter are also proportional to ρDE . From a physical point of view such a system

can be described by using the thermodynamics of open systems. As for the geometry of the Universe, we assume that

it is described by the homogeneous and isotropic Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker metric,

ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)δi jdxidx j, (22)

where a(t) is the scale factor. We also introduce the Hubble parameter H(t) defined as H = ȧ(t)/a(t).

3.1. Energy balance, creation pressure, and creation rates

The balance equations for a three component Universe with decaying dark energy and creation of dark and normal

matter are given by, [113]

ṅDE + 3HnDE = −ΓρDE , (23)

ṅDM + 3HnDM = Γ1ρDE , (24)

and

ṅOM + 3HnOM = Γ2ρDE , (25)

where the coefficients Γ, Γ1 and Γ2 will be assumed in the following to be constants. By adding the above equations

we obtain the total particle number balance as

ṅ + 3Hn = (Γ1 + Γ2 − Γ) ρDE , (26)

where n = nDE + nDM + nOM is the total particle number. If Γ1 + Γ2 = Γ, the total particle number is conserved,

ṅ + 3Hn = 0, but particle creation/decay processes take place in the system.

The creation pressure for this set up can be obtained as

p(c) = −h

n

1

3H
(ṅ + 3Hn). (27)

Hence, the creation pressures for the components (DE,DM,OM) are given by

p
(c)

DE
=
Γ(ρDE + pDE)ρDE

3HnDE

, (28)

p
(c)

DM
= −Γ1(ρDM + pDM)ρDE

3HnDM

, (29)

and

p
(c)

OM
= −Γ2(ρOM + pOM)ρDE

3HnOM

. (30)

By taking into account that the pressure is an additive quantity, by considering Eqs. (23) and (30) the total creation

pressure equation reads

p
(c)
tot =

ρDE

3H

[Γ(ρDE + pDE)

nDE

− Γ1(ρDM + pDM)

nDM

− Γ2(ρOM + pOM)

nOM

]

. (31)
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For a FLRW metric, the Friedmann equations for the cosmological mixture are given by

3H2 =
1

M2
Pl

(

ρDE + ρDM + ρOM

)

, (32)

−2Ḣ − 3H2 =
1

M2
Pl

[

pDE + pDM + pOM + p
(c)
tot

]

. (33)

In a comoving frame, after taking into account the condition of the constancy of the specific entropy, the Gibbs

equation takes the form of Eq. (13). Hence, for the three component system (DE,DM,OM) in the presence of irre-

versible processes, the energy balance equations are given by [113]

ρ̇DE + 3H(1 + wDE )ρDE = −Γ(1 + wDE )
ρ2

DE

nDE

, (34)

ρ̇DM + 3H(1 + wDM)ρDM = Γ1

(1 + wDM) ρDMρDE

nDM

, (35)

and

ρ̇OM + 3H(1 + wOM)ρOM = Γ2

(1 + wOM) ρOMρDE

nOM

, (36)

where wDE is the equation of state (EoS) parameter of DE, wDE = pDE/ρDE , wDM = pDM/ρDM , and wOM = pOM/ρOM,

respectively. The above expressions for the energy density of each component can be written as

ρ̇DE + 3H(1 + wDE)ρDE = −3HΠDE , (37)

ρ̇DM + 3H(1 + wDM)ρDM = −3HΠDM , (38)

and

ρ̇OM + 3H(1 + wOM)ρOM = −3HΠOM , (39)

where Πi, i = DE,DM,OM are the interaction terms determined as

ΠDE = Γ(1 + wDE )
ρ2

DE

3HnDE

,ΠDM = −Γ1

(1 + wDM) ρDMρDE

3HnDM

,ΠOM = −Γ2

(1 + wOM) ρOMρDE

3HnOM

. (40)

Without loss the generality, in the following we assume

ΠDM = αΠOM , ΠDE = βΠDM , ρOM = γρDM , (41)

where the free parameters α, β and γ will be constrained using different observational data sets .

To derive a specific expression for the interaction terms let us calculate the time evolution of the ratio ρDM/ρDE ,

that reads

d

dt

(

ρDM

ρDE

)

= 3H

[

wDE −
ρtot

ρDMρDE

ΠDM + (1 + γ + β)
ΠDM

ρDE

]

ρDM

ρDE

. (42)

To obtain the above expression (42), we have used Eqs. (41).

Following [118, 119], we look for solutions with the scaling behavior

ρDM

ρDE

≡ r

(
a0

a

)ξ

= r(1 + z)ξ, (43)
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where r denotes the ratio of two components (DM and DE) at the present time , a = a0, and the parameter ξ is another

free parameter of the model. In addition, z denotes the redshift defined according to 1 + z ≡ a0/a. Then, with the use

of (43) and (41) in (42) an expression for ΠDM can be obtained as

ΠDM =

(

ξ + 3wDE

3

)[

1

1 − rβ(1 + z)ξ

]

ρDM . (44)

With the use of Eqs. (41) and (43), the functionsΠDE and ΠOM can be obtained immediately. By considering Eqs.

(34), (35) and (36), the particle number density for each component is given by

nDE =
Γ(1 + wDE )

[

1 − rβ(1 + z)ξ
]

Hrβ (ξ + 3wDE) (1 + z)ξ
ρDE , (45)

nDM = −
Γ1

[

1 − rβ(1 + z)ξ
]

Hr (ξ + 3wDE) (1 + z)ξ
ρDM , (46)

and

nOM = −
4

3

Γ2α
[

1 − rβ(1 + z)ξ
]

Hr (ξ + 3wDE ) (1 + z)ξ
ρOM . (47)

Now we can calculate the energy densities of the components of the model. To do so, we substitute first (44)

and (41) into (37)-(39). Then, by integrating the resulting equations we obtain the explicit expressions for the energy

densities of DE, DM and OM as follows,

ρDE = ρDM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

] ξ+3wDE
ξ (1 + z)3wDE+3

r
, (48)

ρDM = ρDM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

] ξ+3wDE
ξ

(1 + z)3wDE+ξ+3, (49)

and

ρOM = ρOM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

] ξ+3wDE
αγξ

(1 + z)
3wDE+4αγ+ξ

αγ , (50)

where the subscript 0 refers to the present epoch.

3.2. Dark energy EOS, and the cosmological parameters

To constrain the free parameters of the model, we need to know the EoS of DE that appears in the above equations.

In this regard, we introduce an ansatz for the dark energy EoS parameter as

wDE = w1(1 + z)λ + w0 − 1 , (51)

where w0, w1, and λ are free parameters of the model. By taking λ = 0, the model reduces to the constant EoS model

(ΛCDM) for the dark energy. By introducing (51) into (48)-(50), the energy densities of the components are now

obtained as,

ρDE = ρDM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y
(1 + z)3w0

r
A1(z) , (52)
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ρDM = ρDM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y

(1 + z)3w0+ξA1(z) , (53)

ρOM = ρOM0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

(1 + z)χA2(z) , (54)

where Y and χ are given by the following expressions

Y =
3w0 + ξ − 3

ξ
, (55)

χ =
3w0 + 4αγ + ξ − 3

αγ
, (56)

and A1,2 are defined as

A1(z) = exp

[

3ω1(1 + z)λ

λ
2F1

(

1,
λ

ξ
,
λ + ξ

ξ
; r(1 + z)ξβ

)

− 3ω1

λ
2F1

(

1,
λ

ξ
,
λ + ξ

ξ
; rβ

) ]

, (57)

and

A2(z) = exp

[

3ω1(1 + z)λ

αγλ
2F1

(

1,
λ

ξ
,
λ + ξ

ξ
; r(1 + z)ξβ

)

− 3ω1

αγλ
2F1

(

1,
λ

ξ
,
λ + ξ

ξ
; rβ

) ]

, (58)

respectively, where 2F1 denotes the hypergeometric function 2F1(a, b; c; z) =
∑∞

k=0 ((a)k(b)k/(c)k) zk/k!.

Then the total energy density of the Universe is expressed as

ρtot = ρm0(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

A1(z)

+ρrad0(1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

A2(z) , (59)

which with the use of (32) gives the following expression for the Hubble parameter,

H2 = H2
0

{

(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

A1(z)ΩDM0

+(1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

A2(z)ΩOM0

}

. (60)

By introducing the dimensionless density parameters as,

ρc =
3H2

0

8πG
, ΩOM0 =

ρOM0

ρc

, ΩDM0 =
ρDM0

ρc

, (61)

the Hubble parameter reads,

H2 = H2
0ΩDM0 M(z), (62)

where

M(z) =

{

(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

A1(z)

+(1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

A2(z)
ΩOM0

ΩDM0

}

. (63)
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Therefore the dimensionless Hubble parameter can be written as follows,

E2(z) = ΩDM0 M(z) . (64)

Finally, the deceleration parameter, defined as,

q = − Ḣ

H2
− 1 , (65)

takes in this model the following form,

q =
1

2
+

(1 + z)χ

2E2(z)

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

A2(z)ΩOM0 +

3wDE(z)

2E2(z)

(1 + z)3w0

r

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y

A1(z)ΩDM0 +

A1(z)

2E2(z)
(1 + z)3w0+ξ

(

ξ + 3wDE(z)
)

[

(1 − rβ)Y

(1 − rβ(1 + z)ξ)Y+1

]

(

β +
1

α
+ 1

)

ΩDM0 . (66)

The square of the classical sound speed can be expressed as,

c2
S =

(−1 + ω0 + ω1(1 + z)λ) + λω1(1 + z)λ−1A1(z)

A1(z)(
3ω0

1+z
− rYβξ(1+z)ξ−1

1−rβ(1+z)ξ
) − dA1(z)

dz

. (67)

3.3. Basic equations of the perturbations of a dissipative cosmological model in the presence of particle creation -

the general formalism

For the sake of completeness, we also briefly present here some basic results on the perturbations of the IDM

model. In order to investigate the perturbations of a cosmological model, we need to consider a perturbed metric as

given by [120, 121, 122]

gµν(~x, τ) = ḡµν(τ) + δgµν(~x, τ) , (68)

where ḡµν(τ) stands for background metric, and τ denotes the conformal time. For the perturbed terms one has

δg00 = −2a2A; δg0i = a2∂iB; δgi j = a2
(

−2ψγi j + Fi j

)

, (69)

where A is the lapse function, ∂iB stands for the shift vector, and Fi j = Ei j + Di jE in which Di j =
(

∂i∂ j − 1
3
γi j∇2

)

.

Using the Banachiewicz inversion technique, the contravariant version of Eq.(69) can be expressed as

δg00 = 2a−2A; δg0i = a−2∂iB; δgi j = a−2
(

2ψγi j − F i j
)

. (70)

Using Eqs.(68)-(70), the different components of the perturbed Christoffel symbols can be obtained as follows,

δΓ0
00 = A′; δΓi

00 =
a′

a
∂iB + ∂iB′ + ∂iA; δΓi

0 j = −ψ′γi j +
1

2
Di jE

′; δΓ0
0i = ∂iA +

a′
a
∂iB , (71)

and

δΓ0
i j = −2

(

a′

a

)

Aγi j − ∂ j∂iB − 2

(

a′

a

)

ψγi j − ψ′γi j +

(

a′

a

)

Di jE +
1

2
Di jE

′;

δΓi
jk = ∂ jψδ

i
k − ∂kψγ jk −

a′

a
∂iBγ jk +

1

2
∂ jD

i
kE +

1

2
∂kDi

jE −
1

2
∂iD jkE .

(72)

Here the superscript ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time. Now, we can turn our attention to

the general interacting model of dark energy and dark matter, as described, for example, in Eqs.(2) and (3). We would

like to point out that in the following the matter term contains both the cold dark matter, and the radiation components,

or, alternatively, the cold dark matter and the ordinary baryonic matter constituents. Moreover, ϕ denotes the dark
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energy component of the Universe. Hence, the total energy-momentum tensor of the three-components Universe is

given by,

T µν = T
µν
ϕ + T

µν
M
, (73)

with

∇µT
µν
ϕ = Qν

ϕ, ∇µT
µν
M
= Qν

M , (74)

where ∇µ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the metric. Here, Qνs represent the full covariant form of

the quantities introduced in Eqs.(2) and (3), respectively. Generally, they can be decomposed as

Qν
i = Q̂iu

ν + qνi , i = DE, M (75)

where the index i = DE, M corresponds to dark energy, and matter, respectively, while qν is a four vector perpendic-

ular to the four-velocity uν. From Eq. (74), and the definition of Qν, one immediately obtains,

uν∇µT
µν
i
= uνQ

ν
i = Q̂iuνu

ν + uνq
ν
i = −Q̂i , i = DE, M. (76)

To obtain the above equation we have used the normalization condition of the four-velocity uνu
ν = −1. Then, with the

use of Eqs.(34)-(36), we can reobtain the parameter Q as written down in Eq.(40). Following these definitions, one

can write down the dissipation functions as Q̂i = ±Γ̃iρφ.

The general form of the perturbations of Qis can be expressed as

δQ̂ϕ = −Γ̃1δρϕ − δΓ̃1ρϕ, δQ̂M = Γ̃2δρϕ + δΓ̃2ρϕ , (77)

To obtain the perturbed conservation equation, we use the extended form of Eq.(76), i.e.,

δ
(

uνQ̂
ν
i

)

= δ





uν∂µT
µν
i

︸   ︷︷   ︸

I

+ uνΓ
µ
µλT λν

i
︸    ︷︷    ︸

II

+ uνΓ
µ
µλT

µλ
i

︸    ︷︷    ︸

III





, (78)

where the terms I to III in Eq.(78) are obtained as follows,

I = δ
(

uν∂µT µν
)

= ∂0T 00δu0 + u0∂0δT 00 =
1

a

(−2HρA + ρ′A + 2ρA′ + 2Hδρ − δρ′) , (79)

II =
H
a

(ρA − δρ) − 1

a

(

ρA′ + rρψ′
)

(80)

and

III =
1

a

(−ρA′ + rωHρA + rPψ′ +HρA −Hδρ − rωδρ
)

, (81)

where H = a′/a is the comoving Hubble parameter. By combining Eqs.(79) - (81) in the left hand side of Eq.(78),

one can obtain

δρ′ + 3Hδρ(1 + ω) − 3ρ(1 + ω)ψ′ = aQ̂A + aδQ̂. (82)

This equation can describe different eras of cosmological evolutions by introducing the relevant expressions of the

equation of state, and of the dissipation functions already obtained in the previous Sections.

3.3.1. Perturbing the Einstein field equations

Now we briefly consider the perturbed Einstein gravitational field equations. For the sake of convenience, we

switch to the Newtonian gauge, in which the metric takes the following form [123, 124],

ds2 = a2(τ)
[

−(1 + Ψ)dτ2 + (1 + 2Φ)γi jdxxdx j
]

. (83)

As compared to Eq.(69), it turns out that ψ and A are replaced by the functions Φ and Ψ, respectively. Moreover, in

order to reduce the number of degrees of freedom of the system, E and B are taken to be equal to zero. Now, the

perturbed Einstein field equations read

δGµν = δRµν −
1

2
δgµνR −

1

2
gµνδR = 8πGδTµν . (84)
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The different components of the perturbed equations, including the terms 0− 0, 0 − i, and i − i, can be obtained as

follows

3H2 + 2~∇2Φ − 8HΦ′ = 8πGg0µT
µ
0
= 8πGa2ρ̄(1 + 2Φ + δρ) , (85)

Φ′ +HΦ = −4πGa2(ρ̄ + P̄)~v , (86)

and

2H ′ +H2 + Φ′′ + 3HΦ′ +
(

2H ′ +H2
)

Φ = −8πa2P̄ + 4πa2δP , (87)

where ρ and P̄ are defined in Eq. (5).

4. Late-time evolution of the three component model: a particular example

In the following we will present a specific example of the three component interacting dark energy-dark matter

model. For this particular case, we restrict our analyze to the following expression for the equation of state parameter

of the dark energy,

wDE = w0 − 1 . (88)

In obtaining Eq. (88) we have assumed that in Eq. (51) the parameter w1 satisfies the condition w1 << (w0 − 1) /(1+z)λ.

On the other hand, this approximation can also be interpreted as an approach for further eliminating a dependence

on the redshift parameter of the model, thus obtaining a relatively simpler model as the equation of state of the

dark energy. Although this model is apparently simple, it also raises some supplementary problems. By reducing

the number of free parameters of the model, it becomes more difficult to fulfill the observational constraints of the

cosmological evolution. We would like also to mention that although it is possible to consider much more complicated

versions of the ansatz given by Eq. (51), in the present study we investigate only its simplest version, in order to see

clearly the behaviour of the considered model with respect to the different observational data sets. Of course, a more

complicated equation of state may affect the comparison with the observational results, due to the number of the free

parameters of the model.

4.1. Cosmological parameters

By imposing the above constraint on the dark energy, Eq.(59) reduces to

ρtot = ρDM0(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

+ ρOM0(1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

(89)

which gives the following expression for the Hubble rates,

H2 = H2
0

{

(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

ΩDM0 + (1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

ΩOM0

}

. (90)

By taking into account (61), one can express the Hubble parameter as

H2 = H2
0ΩDM0 M̃(z), (91)

where

M̃(z) =

{

(1 + z)3w0

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y[
1 + r(1 + z)ξ

r

]

+ (1 + z)χ
[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ
ΩOM0

ΩDM0

}

. (92)

Therefore, the dimensionless Hubble parameter can be written as follows,

E2(z) = ΩDM0 M̃(z). (93)
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In this limit the deceleration parameter takes the following form,

q =
1

2
+

(1 + z)χ

2E2(z)

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y/αγ

ΩOM0 +

3wDE(z)

2E2(z)

(1 + z)3w0

r

[

−rβ + 1

−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1

]Y

ΩDM0 +

1

2E2(z)
(1 + z)3w0+ξ

(

ξ + 3wDE(z)
)

[

(1 − rβ)Y

(−rβ(1 + z)ξ + 1)Y+1

]

(

β +
1

α
+ 1

)

ΩDM0 . (94)

The square of the classical sound speed can be expressed as,

c2
S =

−1 + ω0

3ω0

1+z
− rYβξ(1+z)ξ−1

1−rβ(1+z)ξ

. (95)

4.2. Comparison with the observational data

In the following we will perform a comparison of the predictions of our particular IDM model with the observa-

tional data. As one can see from Fig. 1, the Hubble rate of the expansion of the IDM model shows a good concordance

with observations. It should be noted that we use the observational data measurements of the expansion rate as pre-

sented in [125]. Fig. 3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4
z(redshift)

40
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215

240
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[k
m
s−

1 M
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−1
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ΛCDM
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Figure 1: In this diagram the blue-solid line shows the evolution of the Hubble parameter versus redshift for the theoretical results based on the

interacting IDM model. The predictions of the ΛCDM model are depicted using a red-dashed line. The blue filled circles with their error bars

represent the observational data [125].

The deceleration parameter of this particular IDM model, given by (94), is plotted versus the redshift, by using

different data sets, in Fig. (2). As one can see from the Figure, the deceleration parameter of the model shows an

acceptable behaviour as compared to the ΛCDM. model predictions.

The behavior of the squared sound speed versus the redshift z is presented in Fig. 3. For the interacting IDM

model, different observational data sets have been used to fit the model parameters.

The square of the classical sound speed is an indicator if the cosmological model is stable or not. To check the

stability of this particular three component IDM model, we can analyze the behavior of the speed of sound as given
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Figure 2: Comparison of the behavior of the deceleration parameter in the IDM model and in the ΛCDM model. The black dashed line represents

the deceleration parameter in the ΛCDM model, and the blue solid line shows the best-fit values of the deceleration parameter in the IDM model,

based on the Planck data. Also, the green dashed and the red dot-dashed lines depict the deceleration parameter for the IDM model based on the

combination of the Planck+Riess2020 and Planck+BAO+SN (Pantheon) data sets.

by (95). From Fig. 3 it clearly follows that the model is classically stable, and shows a good concordance with respect

to the observational data sets.

4.2.1. The Om(z) diagnostic method

Another powerful criterion for testing cosmological models is the Om diagnostic method. One can use this tech-

nique to determine the behavior of theoretical models, and to perform comparison with the observational data. The

parameter Om is a geometrical diagnostic, which can be defined as a combination of the Hubble parameter and of the

redshift. This parameter can distinguish between various dark energy models, and the ΛCDM paradigm. To test the

three component IDM model we consider a diagnostic tool Om(z) that is defined as follows (see [126]),

Om(z) ≡ E2(z) − 1

(1 + z)3 − 1
, (96)

where

E2(z) =
H2(z)

H2
0

. (97)

In Fig. 4 one can see the behavior of Om(z) for the IDM model. For the ΛCDM model Om(z) = Ωm, while for the

other dark energy models, Om(z) depends on the redshift [127]. Phantom like dark energy corresponds to the positive

slope of Om(z), whereas the negative slope means that dark energy behaves like Quintessence [128]. In addition,

Om(z) depends upon the higher derivatives of the luminosity distance, and, therefore, as compared with w(z) and the

deceleration parameter q(z), it is less sensitive to the observational errors [126].

In the next Section, by employing different observational data sets, we will carefully address the behavior of these

parameters, and we will try to constrain the free parameters of the IDM model as well.
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Figure 3: The variation of the speed of sound in the IDM model for various data sets. For the Planck+Riess2020 (green dashed line), and for the

Planck+BAO+SN (red dash-dotted curve) data, the speed of sound shows an acceptable behavior. By considering data from the Planck satellite

(blue solid curve), the speed of sound has negative values, indicating an instability in model. For the sake of comparison we have also depicted the

sound speed for the ΛCDM cosmological model (the black solid curve).

5. Methodology and Observational Data

In this Section, we use a combination of recent early universe and late time cosmological measurements to con-

strain the three component IDM model as follows:

• Cosmic Microwave Background: We consider the CMB temperature, polarization, and lensing reconstruction

angular power spectra as measured by 2018 Planck legacy release [129, 130]. We denote them as ”Planck,”

and they include the CMB temperature and polarization data (TT, TE, EE+lowE; where the low-multipole

polarization is obtained from the High-Frequency Instrument, HFI).

• Hubble Space Telescope (HST): We also use the most recent constraints inferred via the Cepheid-calibrated

SNIa distance ladder from SH0ES, H0 = 73.2 ± 1.3 km/s/Mpc [131], and we denote the corresponding data as

”R20”.

• BAO: As a probe of the (relative) cosmic expansion history at low redshifts, we consider baryon acoustic

oscillation (BAO) data from the SDSS DR7 main galaxy sample [132] at z = 0.15, the 6dF galaxy redshift

survey [133] at z = 0.106, and from the SDSS BOSS DR12 [134, 39] LOWZ and CMASS galaxy samples at

z = 0.38, 0.51, and 0.61. The BAO data do not provide absolute distances to these redshifts, but rather relative

distances normalized to the sound horizon at the end of the baryon drag epoch. To be conservative, we do not

consider redshift-space distortion or full-shape galaxy power spectrum data in this work.

• Supernovae data: The recent Pantheon sample of SNe Ia, including 1048 data points, with 0.01 < z < 2.26

[135], has been applied to constrain numerous cosmological models [136], and it is also employed in our

cosmological analysis.

In our cosmological analysis, we perform Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) calculations with a modified ver-

sion of the publicly available code CosmoMC [137]. We use a convergence criterion that obeys R − 1 < 0.01, where
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Figure 4: The Om(z) diagnostic: the solid black curve represents Om(z) for the ΛCDM model. The dashed and dash-dotted curves represent Om(z)

for w = −1.20 and w = −0.90, respectively. The red solid curve above the 1σ confidence level (orange shade) shows the best fit values of Om(z)

for the IDM model, determined by using the Planck data.

the Gelman-Rubin R-statistics [138] is the variance of chain means divided by the mean of chain variances.

In our analysis we consider a 11 parameters model, with 6 of them being the ΛCDM model parameters, plus 5

extra parameters. The assumptions for the priors of the parameters are listed in Table 1.

5.1. Observational constraints

In the following we will perform a systematic investigation, and comparison, of the three component IDM model

with the observational data.

5.1.1. Brief review of the Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation

To better understand the physics of the problem, here we will first present a brief overview of the Cosmic Back-

ground Radiation, and of its temperature anisotropies [139]. Although the Cosmic Background Radiation has one of

the most complete spectra of black-body radiation, its temperature distribution has a very small perturbation of the

order of ∆T/T ∼ 10−5. This value, though seemingly insignificant, provides a very rich physics for understanding the

behaviour of the Universe from the early phases of its formation.

As a first application, this anisotropy can be used to measure distances on a cosmic scale. It is conceivable that

the contents of OMr in the early Universe, including baryons and photons, were coupled to each other, and oscillated

in phase with each other. This configuration, and its evolution, definitely creates hot and cold spots in the background

radiation map, that is, in the CMB map, making it possible to estimate the curvature of the Universe by measuring the

angular scales of the temperature anisotropy. The assumption that the nature of these anisotropies is statistical does

not lead to many theoretical or computational complications. Hence, the statistical study of this phenomenon can be

done with the help of the angular power spectrum of the temperature anisotropy [130].
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Parameter Prior

α [0.1, 10]

β [10, 20]

γ [0.0001, 10]

ξ [0.5, 6.0]

w0 [−0.4, 3.0]

Ωch2 [0.001, 0.99]

Ωbh2 [0.005, 0.1]

ln (1010As) [1.61, 3.91]

ns [0.8, 1.2]

100ΘMC [0.5, 10.0]

τ [0.01, 0.8]

kpivot 0.05

Table 1: Flat priors for the variation of the cosmological parameters for the three components IDM model. In the Table Ωch2 is the cold dark matter

density today, Ωbh2 is the baryon density today, 100ΘMC is the 100 × approximation to r∗/DΛ (CosmoMC), ln (1010As) is the Log power of the

primordial curvature perturbations, ns is the Scalar spectrum power-law index, and τ is the Thomson scattering optical depth due to reionization,

respectively.

For mathematical convenience, it is better to express the temperature anisotropy in terms of the spherical harmon-

ics,
∆T

T
(n̂) =

∑

ℓ,m

am
ℓ Yℓm(n̂) , (98)

where am
ℓ

are the harmonic coefficients. It can also be noted that ℓ = 0 refers to the monopole anisotropy, ℓ = 1 refers

to the dipole anisotropy, and ℓ ≥ 2 stands for multipolar anisotropies. Also, to define the correlation between two

points in the sky that are separated by the angle θ, we can use the definition of the angular autocorrelation function

given by

C(θ) =

〈

∆T

T
(n̂1)
∆T

T
(n̂2)

〉

=
1

4π

∑

ℓ

m=+ℓ∑

m=−ℓ

∣
∣
∣am
ℓ

∣
∣
∣
2 Pℓ(cos θ) =

1

4π

∑

ℓ

(2ℓ + 1)CℓPℓ(cos θ) , (99)

where Pℓ stands for the Legendre polynomials, and Cℓ is the expectation value, defined as

〈∣
∣
∣am
ℓ

∣
∣
∣
2
〉

[130, 139]. Inter-

estingly, one can use the definition of this expectation value to measure the broadband of the power spectrum in terms

of the log ℓ as

DTT
ℓ =

ℓ(ℓ + 1)

2π
Cℓ . (100)

5.2. Observational constraints of the IDM model

The evolution of the power spectrum for the CMB anisotropies in the IDM model is depicted in Fig. 5. In the

Figure the best fits of both the IDM model and the ΛCDM model are presented as well. The first peak appears at

∼ ℓ = 200(π/θ ∼ 1degree). Another parameter that is important in power spectrum measurements is the residual.

This parameter deals with the relationship between Cℓ, and the changes in the parameters of the model. It is usually

defined as (see [140, 9]),

∆DTT
ℓ = ∂Cℓ/∂pi . (101)

Also, one of the methods for checking the correctness of a theoretical model is to examine the free parameters

appearing in the model under the observational constraints, and to present the related contours. For this purpose, we

have carefully studied the effect of changes in various IDM model parameters on the behavior of the Hubble parameter.
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Parameters Planck Planck+R20 Planck+BAO+Pantheon

α > 4.14 > 4.25 > 4.20

β > 13.7 > 13.7 > 13.8

γ < 5.92 < 6.00 < 6.10

ξ 2.24 ± 0.66 3.54 ± 0.17 3.04 ± 0.11

w0 0.25 ± 0.23 −0.184 ± 0.066 −0.022 ± 0.050

Ωbh2 0.02209 ± 0.00025 0.02215± 0.00025 0.02218± 0.00023

Ωch
2 0.1209 ± 0.0021 0.1198 ± 0.0021 0.1191 ± 0.0016

Ωm 0.413+0.070
−0.10

0.2706+0.0098
−0.011

0.3076 ± 0.0079

H0 59.9+5.3
−7.2

72.6 ± 1.3 67.95 ± 0.82

100θMC 1.04074 ± 0.00048 1.04086± 0.00048 1.04095± 0.00045

ln(1010As) 3.042 ± 0.015 3.040 ± 0.015 3.040 ± 0.015

ns 0.9620 ± 0.0058 0.9651 ± 0.0057 0.9663 ± 0.0049

τ 0.0526 ± 0.0059 0.0533 ± 0.0059 0.0541 ± 0.0058

χ2
CMB

630.8 (ν: 7.5) 633.3 (ν: 7.2) 631.0 (ν: 6.4

χ2
H073p20

−− 1.2 (ν: 1.6) −−
χ2

BAO
−− −− 6.3 (ν: 0.9)

χ2
JLA

−− −− 1035.5 (ν: 0.5)

Table 2: 68% CL constraints on the IDM model, considering Planck data with Riess 2020, BAO, and also supernovae Pantheon data. In the

Table Ωbh2, Ωch2, and Ωm are the baryon density today, the dark matter density today, and the matter density today divided by the critical

density, respectively, while H0 denotes the Hubble parameter at the present time. Moreover, 100ΘMC denotes the 100 × approximation to r∗/DΛ
(CosmoMC), ln (1010As) is the Log power of the primordial curvature perturbations, ns is the Scalar spectrum power-law index, and τ is the

Thomson scattering optical depth due to reionization, respectively. The subscript JLA in χ2
JLA

refers to the Joint Lightcurve Analysis.

The results of these investigations are shown in Fig. 6. In these counter plots the confidence levels for 1σ and 2σ are

obtained by using the Planck data, Riess2020, BAO and Pantheon supernovae data, respectively.

It should be noted that the gray shaded areas represent he best-fits and error-bars of Riess et.al measurements of

the H0 values, respectively [131]. Another parameter that plays an important role in the study of cosmic evolution

is the mass density parameter, whose behavior is plotted in terms of various parameters, as well as of the Hubble

parameter, in Fig. 7.

Another diagram that plays a crucial role in the behavioral study of model parameters is the one-dimensional

relative likelihood diagram, represented in Fig. 8. In the graphs presented in the Figure, depending on which category

of data we have used, we can obtain an estimate of the model parameters, and their best-fits. However, more exactly,

these diagrams for the parameters α, β and γ indicate that the available data are not sufficient or accurate enough to

constrain the model parameters as a Gaussian likelihood. For the H0 parameter and for the Planck data, although in

the tail of the diagram, i.e., at the 2σ level, there is an overlap with the results of the Riess2020, at the 1σ, the values

predicted by the IDM model are in conflict with the R20 predictions. In addition to these results, to obtain a better

comparison of the results with the observations, and to see how the various parameters change in the model, it is

common to use triangular diagrams that include one-dimensional and two-dimensional diagrams simultaneously. For

this purpose, we present such a diagram in Fig. 9.
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Figure 5: Upper panel: The power spectrum for the CMB temperature anisotropies for the IDM model is shown comparatively with the Planck

2018 data, and with the standard ΛCDM model. Lower panel: Residuals of the power spectra with respect to the standard-ΛCDM model.
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Figure 6: These two dimensional diagrams show the contour plots for the parameter H0 versus different parameters of the IDM model. Confidence

levels for 1σ and 2σ are obtained based on Planck data, Riess2020, BAO and Pantheon supernovae data. The gray shaded areas show the best-fits

and the error-bars of Riess et.al measurement of H0, respectively [131].

22



Figure 7: Contour plots for 1σ and 2σ confidence levels for the parameter Ωm versus different parameters of the IDM model. The confidence levels

for 1σ and 2σ are plotted based on the Planck data, Riess2020, BAO and Pantheon supernovae data sets.
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Figure 8: Relative likelihoods for different parameters of the IDM model, based on different combinations of data sets. The diagrams for the

parameters α, β and γ indicate that the available data are not sufficient, or accurate enough, to constrain the parameters as a Gaussian likelihood.

For the H0 parameter, and for the Planck data, the sequence of the likelihood diagram, i.e., 2σ, is close to the results of the Riess2020 data.

However, at the 1σ level, and at its best-fit, the values predicted by the IDM model have some differences as compared to the R20 predictions.
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Figure 9: The triangular plot, including two-dimensional contour plots, and one-dimensional relative likelihoods, is presented for different IDM

model parameters. The filled contours represent the Planck data alone. The dashed and the dot-dashed curves represent the Planck+Riess2020 and

Planck+BAO+SN data.
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6. Concluding remarks

In the present work we have investigated in detail a three-component model of the Universe, with the total energy

content given by (ρDE , ρDM , ρOM), by also allowing for the possibility of an interaction between the constituents. The

interaction leads to the nonconservation of the total energy–momentum of the cosmological matter, and it represents

at the same time an interesting, and intriguing aspect of the cosmological dynamics. We have investigated the impli-

cations and the significance of the matter creation and decay processes in the three component Universe by adopting

the theoretical approach of the thermodynamics of irreversible processes in open systems, as first introduced and

extended in [88, 89]. Our basic assumption is that the interaction between the components of the Universe leads to

transfer of energy from the dark energy to various forms of matter. As a result, at the cosmological level a tempo-

ral variation in the particle number density does occur. Thus, through matter production, dark energy may also act

as a source of entropy, and even internal energy for ordinary matter, respectively. Matter creation takes place in an

expanding Universe, and hence one can establish a strong correlation between matter creation and the overall cosmo-

logical dynamics. Large levels of matter creation may determine the transition from deceleration to acceleration in

the expanding Universe.

As a result of the decay of the dark energy, dark matter and ordinary matter are produced at rates that are pro-

portional to the energy density of the dark energy ρDE . Systems in which particle creation and decay takes place can

be naturally described by using the thermodynamics of open systems, as initially proposed in [88], and further devel-

oped in [89]. The basic thermodynamic quantity that describes matter decay or formation is the creation pressure, an

effective quantity that is proportional to the energy density of the components, but also depends, in a cosmological

context, by the Hubble function. In order to close the model we need to impose some functional relations between

the particle creation and decay rates, which we have formulated as ΠDE = αβΠOM , and ΠDM = αΠOM , indicating that

decay rate of dark energy and the creation rate of dark matter are ultimately proportional to the ordinary matter cre-

ation rate. We have also assumed a close proportionality relation between the energy density of the ordinary and dark

matter, respectively. Hence, the present model describes the cosmological dynamics, and especially the most recent

observations, via matter creation processes. In order to obtain such a description, two supplementary assumptions are

also necessary, namely the scaling of the ratio of the dark matter and dark energy with respect to the redshift, which

we take as ρDM/ρDE ∼ (1 + z)ξ, and a functional analytic form of the equation of state of the dark energy, wDE , which

can also be parameterized in terms of the redshift. Once the model parameters are fixed, a full comparison with the

observational data can be performed.

We have also considered a specific theoretical model, in which the parameter of the dark energy equation of state

was assumed to have the simple form wDE = w0 − 1, with w0 a constant. Such an equation of state for the dark energy

can describe the late time evolution of the Universe, and for w0 = 0 it reduces dark energy to a cosmological constant.

Non-zero values of w0 can describe the possible deviations of the dark energy from a pure Λ. The comparison of

the behavior of the Hubble function with the observations shows an acceptable concordance with the observational

data, and with the predictions of the ΛCDM model. Moreover, important differences do appear in the behavior of the

deceleration parameter, but with the differences essentially depending on the observational data sets used for fitting

the model parameters. If one considers the Planck data alone, the IDM model predicting a more rapid expansion of

the Universe, as compared to the ΛCDM model. If one uses for fitting the Planck+Bao+SN data sets, one obtains a

qualitatively similar description of q as given by the ΛCDM model. For the same set of data Planck+Bao+SN the

model is stable in the sense that the effective speed of sound turns out to be positive for all redshifts.

In fact, particle production can easily explain the accelerated de Sitter expansion of the Universe without assuming

the presence of dark energy. The reasoning is as follows: due to the expansion of the Universe, the matter density

would decrease as ρ(t) = ρ0 exp(−3H0t), where ρ0 is the present matter density of the Universe. Thus, the time

variation of the density is given by ρ̇(t) = −3H0ρ0 exp(−3H0t). We estimate this relation at the present time, and we

also take ρ0 = 3H2
0
/8πG. Then we obtain ρ̇(t)|t=0 = −9H3

0
/8πG. Therefore, the particle creation rate necessary to

keep the matter density constant is

Γ|t=0 = − ρ̇(t)|t=0 =
9H3

0

8πG
. (102)

With this creation rate the matter density is constant, and the evolution is de Sitter, with 3H2 = 8πGρOM =

constant. Now let’s estimate the matter creation rate Γ numerically. Taking H0 = 2.2 × 10−18 s−1 (Planck data),

we obtain first Γ = 5.71 × 10−47 g/cm3/s. We convert cm to km and seconds to years, thus obtaining Γ = 1.8 ×
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10−24 g/km3/year. This means that on a cosmological scale the creation of a single proton in one km3 in one year, or

160 protons in a century, can compensate the density decrease of matter due to the de Sitter expansion. It is obvious

that such a small amount of created matter is beyond the observational or experimental reach.

An interesting and important implication of the cosmological matter production is its relation with the problem of

the arrow of time. This problem consists in obtaining a physical mechanism that could generate a linear evolution of

time, which would allow us to differentiate between the past and the future of the Universe. We can in fact introduce

two different arrows of time. The first arrow of time is created thermodynamically, and it is fully determined by

increase of the entropy of the Universe. But one can also consider the cosmological arrow of time, determined by the

direction of the expansion of the Universe. Particle creation via the decay of the dark energy determines an asymmetry

in the temporal expansion of the Universe, thus allowing the introduction of a thermodynamical arrow of time, which

is fully determined by the matter production processes. In the cosmological scenario considered in the present work,

it turns out that the thermodynamical arrow of time, determined by matter creation, is identical with the cosmological

one, determined by the temporal evolution of the Universe. Hence, both arrows of time points towards a single time

arrow describing global evolution.

In the present work we have also introduced, at a purely theoretical level, and in their general formulation, the

basic equations describing the perturbations of the IDM model. The evolution of the cosmological perturbations

play a key role in the study of the cosmic structure formation, e.g. galaxy formation, of the matter instabilities, in

obtaining the parameters of the 21 cm spectrum, and in the σ8 studies, respectively. These cosmological aspects will

be investigated in full detail in a future paper.

In the present work, we have investigated the thermodynamic interpretation of the interacting dark energy-dark

matter models that introduce a coupling between the components of the Universe. We have also analyzed some of

the cosmological implications of this type of models. As can be seen from the analyzes given in the text as well as

in the drawing of the various diagrams, the model we examined provided acceptable predictions compared to the ob-

servations. As an important parameter in the study of cosmic evolution, the study of the Hubble parameter is of great

importance. And we focused a lot on examining it, and as shown in the Figs. 1, 6, 8 and 9 acceptable results were

obtained in concordance with the observational Riess et al., and other data sets. Other important parameters that have

been examined for our model are given in Tables 1 and 2. Through our investigations we have developed some basic

theoretical tools that can be used to further analyze the cosmological implications of interacting dark-energy-dark

matter-ordinary matter models, and of particle production in the early and late Universe.
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