Rastall gravity extension of the standard ACDM model:
theoretical features and observational constraints
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We present a detailed investigation of the Rastall gravity extension of the standard ACDM model.
We review the model for two simultaneous modifications of different nature in the Friedmann equa-
tion due to the Rastall gravity: the new contributions of the material (actual) sources (considered
as effective source) and the altered evolution of the material sources. We discuss the role/behavior
of these modifications with regard to some low redshift tensions, including the so-called Hy tension,
prevailing within the standard ACDM. We constrain the model at the level of linear perturbations,
and obtain the first constraints through a robust and accurate analysis using the latest full Planck
cosmic microwave background (CMB) data, with and without including baryon acoustic oscillations
(BAO) data. We find that the Rastall parameter € (null for general relativity) is consistent with
zero at 68% CL (with a tendency towards positive values, —0.0001 < e < 0.0007 (CMB+BAO) at
68% CL), which in turn implies no significant statistical evidence for deviation from general relativ-
ity, and also a precision of @(107*) for the coefficient —1/2 of the term g, R in the Einstein field
equations of general relativity (guaranteeing the local energy-momentum conservation). We explore
the consequences led by the Rastall gravity on the cosmological parameters in the light of the ob-
servational analyses. It turns out that the effective source, with a present-day density parameter
Qxo = —0.0010 + 0.0013 (CMB+BAO, 68% CL), dynamically screens the usual vacuum energy at
high redshifts, but this mechanism barely works due to the opposition by the altered evolution of
cold dark matter. Consequently, two simultaneous modifications of different nature in the Fried-
mann equation by the Rastall gravity act against each other, and do not help to considerably relax
the low redshift tensions, including the so-called Hy tension. Our results may offer a guide for the
research community that studies the Rastall gravity in various aspects of gravitation and cosmology.

I. INTRODUCTION ladder measurements [I9H22]. This tension becomes even
more compelling as it worsens (relieves only partially)
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the large-scale structure of the Universe via excellent
agreement with a wide variety of the currently avail-
able data [IH5], in the literature so far, is known to
be presented by the standard (base) Lambda cold dark
matter (ACDM) model that relies on the inflationary
paradigm [6H9]. Despite its great success, in addition
to the notoriously challenging theoretical issues related
to A (cosmological constant) [I0HI3], it has recently be-
gun to suffer from some persistent tensions of various de-
grees of significance between some existing data sets (see,
e.g., [I4H18] for further reading). Such tensions have re-
ceived immense attention as these could be signaling new
physics beyond the well established fundamental theories
of physics underpinning the standard ACDM model. For
example, the value of the Hubble constant Hy predicted
by the cosmic microwave background (CMB) Planck data
[2, 5] within the framework of the standard ACDM model
is in serious disagreement with the direct local distance

* lakarsuo@itu.edu.tr

T lnihan.katirci@itu.edu.tr

* 'suresh.kumar@pilani.bits-pilani.ac.in
§ rafadcnunes@gmail.com

9 ozturkburc@itu.edu.tr
** p20170025@pilani.bits-pilani.ac.in

single-field quintessence (phantom or quintom models),
see [23H26] and [27] for further references. Surprisingly,
it has been reported that the Hj tension—as well as a
number of other persistent low-redshift tensions—may be
alleviated by a dynamical dark energy (DE) whose den-
sity can assume negative values or vanish at high redshifts
[27H40]. The fact that the CMB Planck data favor posi-
tive spatial curvature—which imitates a negative energy
density source—on top of the standard ACDM model in
contrast to the inflationary paradigm might also be sig-
naling a need for such DE sources [5] (see also [41H43]).

The constraint on Hy from CMB data is inferred by an-
alyzing the separation/distances in the acoustic peak po-
sitions, which depend on the angular scale 0, = 7./ Dy,
where r, = fzoj csH 'dz is the comoving sound hori-
zon at recombination—the comoving distance traveled
by a sound wave from the reheating to the recombina-
tion epoch determined by the pre-recombination (z > z,)
physics—and Dy = OZ* H~'dz is the comoving angu-
lar diameter distance at recombination—determined by
the post-recombination physics, viz., by the H(z) for
z < z, [4]. As DE (generically, described by the equa-
tion of state (EoS) of the form p ~ —p) is negligible at
large redshifts, it does not affect the pre-recombination
physics, viz., 4. Also, Planck satellite measures 6, very
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robustly and almost independently of the cosmological
model with a high precision [5]. Therefore, Dy must
remain the same in different DE models (with an excep-
tion of the Early Dark Energy models [45], which mod-
ify r,). Thus, a DE assuming negative energy density
values at large redshifts—when it is still not negligible
(say when z < 2)—will lead to a decrease in H(z) com-
pared to the standard ACDM model at large redshifts
(for z 2 2), more than the phantom/quintom DE models
could achieve. The compensation of this decrease, viz.,
keeping Dy unaltered, then implies an enhanced H(z) for
2z < 2, i.e., Hy as well. Moreover, the sign change in the
DE density can even lead to a non-monotonic behavior
of H(z), say, at z ~ 2, which in turn may reconcile such
models with the Ly-a forest measurement of the baryon
acoustic oscillations (BAO) data as well. Indeed, the
DE that assumes negative density values at large redshift
came to the agenda first when it turned out that, within
the standard ACDM model, the Ly-« forest measurement
by the BOSS collaboration prefers a smaller value of the
dust density parameter compared to the value preferred
by the CMB data [28]. They then reported a clear detec-
tion of DE consistent with A > 0 for z < 1, but with a
preference for negative energy density values for z > 1.6,
and argued that this Ly-a data from z =~ 2.34 can be
described by a non-monotonic evolution of H(z), which
is difficult to achieve in any model with non-negative DE
density [29]. The Planck collaboration excludes the Ly-a
data from their default BAO compilation as it persis-
tently remains in large tension with the standard ACDM
model [B]. They argue, in line with [29], that it is diffi-
cult to construct well-motivated extensions to the stan-
dard ACDM model that can resolve the tension with the
Ly-a data, and suggest further work to assess whether
this is a statistical fluctuation caused by small system-
atic errors, or is a signature of new physics. Of course,
an actual (physical) DE source with a negative density
would be physically ill, which might be pointing a neces-
sity of considering modified theories of gravity (see [46-
52] for reviews on DE and modified theories of gravity),
from which an effective DE source with desired features
could be defined. In line with all these, it was argued
in [30] that the Ly-a data could be in tension not only
with the standard ACDM model but also with standard
DE models—restricted to positive energy density values
and based on the standard Friedmann equation of gen-
eral relativity (GR)—, which might be implying (i) DE
assuming negative energy density values at high redshifts,
(ii) there is a non-conservation of matter source, or (iii)
the standard Friedmann equation of GR is inadequate
since one could be dealing with a modified gravity theory.
An example of (iii) is provided by models in which the
A is screened (or compensated) by a dynamically evolv-
ing counter-term, which arises in the Friedmann equation
due to the modified gravity. Such examples are in fact
familiar from an effective source defined by the collection
of all modifications to the usual Einstein field equations
in scalar-tensor theories of gravitation, namely, when the

cosmological gravitational coupling strength gets weaker
with increasing redshift [53, 54]. See, e.g., Refs. [55H58]
suggesting larger Hy values in the light of observational
analyses when the Brans-Dicke theory or its extensions
are considered. There is a wide range of examples, re-
lated to these three possibilities, that exist (i) in theories
in which A relaxes from a large initial value via an adjust-
ment mechanism [59, [60], (ii) in the models in which A
itself spontaneously switches sign [38] [61], (iii) in cosmo-
logical models based on Gauss-Bonnet gravity [62], (iv)
in braneworld models [63] [64], (v) in loop quantum cos-
mology [65] [66], (vi) in higher-dimensional cosmologies
that accommodate dynamical reduction of the internal
space [67H70], (vii) in generalisations of the form of the
matter Lagrangian in a non-linear way [7IH73], (viii) in
some constructions within the unimodular gravity violat-
ing the local energy-momentum conservation law [40].

In this paper, we carry out a detailed theoretical and
observational investigation of the Rastall gravity [74) [75],
which presents a simple mathematical generalization of
GR leading to physically rich features that could be re-
lated to the cosmological points discussed above. As it
was pointed out in [76], an equivalent of a cosmological
model constructed within the Rastall gravity can always
be achieved by introducing a particular non-minimal
coupling between the cosmological constant and matter
stresses within the usual GR, which, however, could be
neither trivial nor economical (see Sect. . Although
the Rastall gravity presents a simple generalization of
GR (derived from Einstein-Hilbert action) at the level of
the field equations, there is no consensus on that it could
be derived from an action of a well established funda-
mental theory, but some attempts in this direction have
been made. It was shown in [77] that its field equations
can be derived from a variational principle in a Weyl-
Cartan theory, in which the metricity condition for the
connection is dropped and the torsion is allowed. Some
Lagrangian formulations for it have been proposed within
the framework of f(R,T) and f(R, L,,) gravities [78, [79].

The original physical idea behind the Rastall grav-
ity was the fact that the tight constraints on the lo-
cal energy-momentum conservation law (V*T,, = 0)
in flat-spacetime do not necessarily imply that this law
is valid in curved-spacetime (e.g., in an expanding Uni-
verse on cosmological scales) as well [74] [75]. This idea
was then followed by the introduction of the relation
VHT,, « V,R between the energy-momentum tensor
(EMT) and the scalar curvature (the simplest curvature
invariant of a Riemannian manifold). This leads to a
simple mathematical generalization of the standard Ein-
stein field equations of GR adding the term g,, R to the
field equations with an arbitrary coefficient, the so-called
Rastall gravity: R,, — agu, R = T,, with o being a
real constant. The particular case a = % leading to the
Einstein tensor G, of GR is unique as it, through the
twice-contracted Bianchi identity, yields VG, = 0, and
therefore guarantees the local conservation of the EMT
of the total material content, i.e., V#T),, = 0. Therefore,



any deviation from o = 1 (GR) will lead to two simul-
taneous modifications of different nature in the standard
Einstein field equations: (i) The new term eg,, R (with
€= a— %) of the form of the usual vacuum energy of
quantum field theory (QFT) (7,,, = guA) appears in
the spacetime geometry side of the Einstein field equa-
tions of GR. (ii) The evolution of the energy density of
an actual material source gets altered from its usual one
in GR, in a certain way owing to the non-conservation
of the EMT described by V#T,, = —eV,R. These two
simultaneous features tempted us to carefully study the
extension of the standard ACDM model replacing the
gravity theory from GR to Rastall gravity due to the fol-
lowing reasons: The new term eg,, R could dynamically
screen the usual vacuum energy at high redshifts for a
certain range of € as suggested, e.g., in [30]. In addition,
this extension could also modify inverse proportionality
of the dust (e.g., the CDM) energy density to the comov-
ing volume scale factor. It is not clear whether these two
simultaneous modifications in the Friedmann equation
will support or act against each other, and then whether
these together could address the low redshift tensions.

The Rastall gravity has been attracting a lot of at-
tention by the communities in the field of gravitation
and cosmology in the recent years. See, for instance,
[80] for black hole solutions, [8I] for gravitational col-
lapse, [82] for thermodynamic analysis, and [83HR6] for
some cosmological applications. It has been suggested
in [85] that, when the Renyi entropy of non-extensive
systems is attributed to the horizon of spatially flat
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker Universe in Rastall grav-
ity, the late time acceleration can be generated from
the non-conservation of dust. It was argued in [86] that
Rastall theory provides a proper platform for generaliz-
ing the unimodular gravity (the trace-free Einstein grav-
ity) [87, [88], wherein the usual vacuum energy does not
gravitate but the cosmological constant arises as an in-
tegration constant. The authors of Ref. [84] impose the
Rastall gravity contributions from the non-conservation
of dust upon DE which makes it clustering. Then, it is
suggested in [89] [90] that this model resembles the stan-
dard ACDM model at the background level (with an e
not strictly constrained, provided that the DE yields an
equation of state parameter very close to minus unity),
while in [9I] that the evolution of the growth index
displays a significant deviation from that in the stan-
dard ACDM model. One of the main motivations be-
hind such attempts is that observational signatures of
non-conservation in the dark sector is expected in the
non-linear regime on intermediate or small scales, and is
not inconsistent with the currently available cosmolog-
ical data (see [92] for details). In fact, just upon the
proposal of the Rastall gravity, the Rastall parameter
has been quite tightly constrained from local physics, re-
lying basically on the non-conservation property of the
model, to be |e| < 10715, which suggests that the Rastall
gravity deviates from GR only negligibly and thereby it
is rather unattractive [93]. Using realistic equations of

state for the neutron star interior, an astrophysical con-
straint is placed on the Rastall gravity suggests that it is
well consistent with GR as |e| < 1072 [94]. In contrast,
the study [95] on much larger scales, using 118 galaxy-
galaxy strong gravitational lensing systems, reports the
constraint € = —0.163 £ 0.001 (68% CL) excluding GR.
Here, we study the robust and accurate observational
constraints on the Rastall gravity extension of the stan-
dard ACDM model. These would not only be important
to see whether the Rastall gravity is a good candidate
for studying the cosmological tensions discussed above
or not, but also, as being robust and accurate, may pro-
vide a guide for the research community that studies the
Rastall gravity in various aspects of gravitation and cos-
mology. Accordingly, we first construct the Rastall grav-
ity extension of the base ACDM model at the background
level (Sect. [lI)) and elucidate its general relativistic equiv-
alence (Sect. [I1I)). We carry out a preliminary investiga-
tion of the model which provides a guide to its working
and parameters (Sect. [[V]). After deriving the linear per-
turbation equations (Sect. , we constrain the model
parameters using the latest full Planck CMB data, with
and without including BAO data, in comparison to the
standard ACDM model (Sect. [VI). We finally present a
statistical comparison of the fit via Bayesian evidence

(Sect. |[VII)) and conclude our findings (Sect. [VIII).

II. RASTALL GRAVITY EXTENSION OF THE
BASE ACDM MODEL

The Rastall gravity offers a simple generalization of the
standard Einstein field equations of GR by relaxing the
contribution of the term g,, I to the field equations and
leads to the following modified Einstein field equations:

1
R, — (2 + e) guw R = KkT,,, (1)

where k is Newton’s constant scaled by a factor of 8
(and henceforth x = 1) and units are used such that
c=1, R,, is the Ricci tensor, R is the curvature scalar,
gy is the metric tensor, and 7),, is the EMT describing
the material content. The real constant € is the Rastall
parameter that measures the deviation from GR (e = 0).

This modification in the spacetime geometry side
(Lh.s.) of the Einstein field equations of GR corresponds
to two simultaneous modifications of different nature in
the material content side (r.h.s.): (i) Firstly, this modi-
fication is mathematically equivalent to adding, in a cer-
tain way, new contributions of the actual material sources
to the right hand side of the standard Einstein field equa-
tions, which then can be interpreted as an effective source
accompanying to the actual material sources considered
in the model. For, we can rewrite in a mathematically
equivalent way as follows:

1 A
R/J,l/ - gg,uuR = T,u,v + T,u,l/a (2)



where

€
ZLV = *mguuT (3)
is the EMT describing the effective source that arises
from the actual material source. Here, we have made
use of the relation T' = ¢"*T),, = —(1 4 4¢)R between
the trace of the EMT of the actual material source and
the curvature scalar, obtained by contracting with the
inverse metric tensor g"¥. (ii) Secondly, this modification
leads, in general, to a violation of the local conservation
of the EMT of an actual material source (therefore, that
of the effective source as well), as its divergence is not
necessarily null, viz.,
€

V#Tuy = —€VVR = mvuT (4)
It implies that the evolution of the energy density of an
actual material source is, in general, modified compared
to its usual evolution in general relativistic models. The
reason is that only the covariant derivative of the Einstein
tensor (G, = R, — %gWR) part of the Rastall gravity
is guaranteed to be null V#G,, = 0 through the
twice-contracted Bianchi identity.

In this work, we study the Rastall gravity extension of
the standard (the six-parameter base) ACDM model pa-
rameterized by only one additional degree of freedom, the
Rastall parameter €, while keeping all the constituents
(e.g., the physical ingredients of the Universe, the laws
of the local physics) of the standard model as usual. Ac-
cordingly, we consider the spatially maximally symmetric
and flat Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) spacetime

ds? = —dt* + a*(t) d2?, (5)

where the scale factor a(t) is function of proper time ¢
only. For describing the standard material content of the
Universe, as usual, we consider the perfect fluid EMTs:

T = (pi + pi)ulu” + pi g"”, (6)

where the index ¢ runs over the different actual sources
described by the EoS of the form p;/p; = w; = const.
(with p; and p; being the energy density and the pres-
sure of the i*" fluid, respectively), u,, = (—1,0,0,0) is its
velocity in the comoving frame (rest frame of the fluid)
satisfying u,u* = —1 and V, utu, = 0.

We proceed with writing the modified Friedmann equa-
tions in a proper manner, namely, in a manner clearly
identifying and handling the two simultaneous modifi-
cations of different nature in the material content side
(r.h.s.) of the Einstein field equations of GR due to the
Rastall gravity. We first note that the EMT describing
the effective source is always of the form that of the usual
vacuum energy of QFT:

T = fig™. (7)

This could be deduced from

A . €
pi = —pi = —— (Bw; —

1 .
- Gui - Dp, 5)
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which is obtained by using @ in (3) along with the trace
of the EMT of the i*! fluid T; = p;(3w; — 1).

The Einstein field equations of the model under con-
sideration can explicitly be written as a set of two lin-
early independent differential equations with the un-
known functions H and p; as follows;

= pi+ox, (9)
—3H? —2H = wip; + px, (10)

a

where H = £ is the Hubble parameter and the overdot
denotes the derivative with respect to . Note that px =
> pi and px = Y. p; (satisfying px = —px) stand for
the total energy density and pressure of the usual vacuum
energy-like effective source accompanying to the actual
sources and are not independent functions but are fully
determined by the actual sources through .

The dynamics of the actual sources—and hence the
dynamics of the effective source as well—can directly be
obtained from the continuity equation 7 which explic-
itly is

Z [Pz +3H(1+ wz)pz

%

1+4 sz — 3w;). (11)

It is reasonable to suppose that the fluids (actual sources)
on cosmological scales are minimally interacting, i.e., in-
teracting only gravitationally, which implies the separa-
tion of for each type of fluid. In this case, we find
the following redshift (z = —1 + 1/a) dependency for
the background evolution of the energy density of the i*®
fluid (actual source):

1—3w;
pi =pu (L+ et g

Here and henceforth a subscript 0 denotes the present-
day (z = 0) value of any quantity. We see that, except the
cases w; = —land %, the redshift dependence of the en-
ergy density of an actual source is modified with respect
to its standard dependence p; = p;o(1 + 2)3(1“‘“’7*). Thus,
we have the usual relations pyac = pyaco = const. for the
usual vacuum energy (wyae = —1) and p; = pro(1+2)* for
radiation (wr = %), while a modified redshift dependence
Pm = pmo(1+ z)3+% for dust (wm = 0).

Next, considering and , it turns out that de-
spite the fact that the effective source resembles the usual
vacuum energy with an EoS parameter i—)’i =wx = —1,
its energy density is not a constant, but

€ 3(w;+1) |:1+€7:|
— 3 Z._l i 1 T+3e(1tw;)
pX 1+4€Zi:(w )pio (1 + )

(13)
This obviously results from the non-conservation of the
EMT of the actual material sources, see . Conse-

quently, we have

pPX = pAvaC + ﬁr + ﬁm7 (14)



where
. de .
Pvac = — T Pvac0, Pr = 0 and
1+ 4e
5y 3e (15)
Am = = 77— Pm 1 T+3¢ .
P T mo (L +2)

Note that p, = 0 due to the fact that radiation is trace-
less (T'=0). Therefore, it does not contribute to the
effective source, i.e., to px, as like it has been preserving
its usual evolution p, o (1 + z)*. The usual vacuum
energy (wyae = —1) of the QFT, on the other hand,
still contributes to the Friedmann equation @ like a
cosmological constant, albeit with a rescaled value as
PA = Pvac + Pvac = ﬁpmc. According to this, for
a positive vacuum energy, pyac > 0, to contribute to
the Friedmann equation like a positive cosmological con-
stant, pp > 0, there is a condition ¢ > fi. In what
follows, we stick to this condition considering the fact
that the recent observations provide a clear detection of
DE consistent with py > 0 in the vicinity of present-day
Universe, viz., for z < 1 (see, for instance, [29]). The
further condition € > 0 leads to px < 0 (viz., fyac < 0
and p, < 0). Namely, under this condition, we have
px(z = 0) = —ﬁ(élpvac + pmo) < 0, and px con-
tinuously growing in larger negative values in the past.
Thus, in this case (e > 0), the effective source px dynam-
ically screens the vacuum energy pyac in the finite past,
and in particular, the complete screening (viz., when
Pvac + px = 0) takes place at the redshift:

1+43e
2e

]‘ vac S+
2 = <p°) ~1. (16)

€ Pmo0

This situation achieved for € > 0 is of particular interest
and tempting for its further theoretical and observational
investigation, as it has recently been reported in [27H40]
that a number of persistent low-redshift tensions, includ-
ing the Hy tension, may be alleviated by a dynamical
DE that assumes negative energy density values (or in
cosmological models wherein the cosmological constant
is dynamically screened) at finite redshift (see Sect. [[).
Finally, the modified Friedmann equation @ for
the Rastall gravity extension of the standard ACDM
(Rastall-ACDM) reads
S+rise + po (1 + 2)4 + px,
(17)

3H? = Pvaco + Pmo (1 + Z)

where
€

1+ 4e

_3e
PX = [4pvac0 + Pmo (1 + Z)3+ 1+3€] . (18)
This can be rewritten in terms of density parameters,

— _Pio .
Q0 = 3HZ A8 follows:

H2 343 4
ﬁ :QvaCO+QmO (1+Z) 13e +QrO (1+Z)
0

} (19)
A0ae0 + Qo (1 + z)3+ﬁ

4QvacO + QmO

+ Oxo

)

where
€

—1 + de (4QvacO + QmO) ) (20)

Oxo =

and the consistency relation Qyaco+Q2mo+ 2o+ 0x0 =1
is satisfied.

III. GENERAL RELATIVISTIC EQUIVALENCE:
NON-MINIMALLY COUPLED A AND MATTER

As it was pointed out in [76], an equivalent of a cos-
mological model constructed within the Rastall gravity
can always be constructed within the usual GR. But,
this must be understood correctly. This does not imply
that the Rastall gravity and GR are equivalent—mnamely,
that the same set of sources leads to the same cosmo-
logical models—, but that the cosmological model in the
presence of a certain set of sources constructed within
the Rastall gravity can be reproduced upon a particular
setup in the matter sector of the usual GR. When we
compare the Einstein field equations of the usual GR,
R, — %gWR—i— Agu = K1), to the Rastall gravity field
equations , it turns out that the Rastall parameter ¢
sets the relation Ag,, — €Rg,, between the cosmologi-
cal ‘constant’ and scalar curvature—the two parameters
that are of the same in nature—, which implies

A = —€R, (21)

and then—through the twice-contracted Bianchi iden-
tity V#(Ru, — 39,wR) = 0 leading to the relation
V# (kT + guwA) = 0—a non-minimal interaction be-
tween the cosmological ‘constant’ and matter fields as

VT = Qu, and V,A=—Qu,, (22)

described by the energy-momentum transfer function

€
= T
1+ 4ev

Qu, (23)

Thus, the Rastall gravity extension of the standard
ACDM (Rastall-ACDM) model under consideration in
this study, corresponds to a very particular cosmological
setup within the usual GR, namely, to a uniquely tailored
extension of the standard ACDM model, wherein the
cosmological ‘constant’ now is a dynamical quantity—
relying on its non-minimal interaction with the matter
fields—in a particular way that guarantees it to remain
proportional to the curvature scalar. Namely, in princi-
ple, we could have constructed exactly the same cosmo-
logical model under consideration here well within the
usual GR from the beginning. Indeed, one may check
that it is equivalent to a general relativistic cosmological
model wherein the energy transfer function between the
cosmological ‘constant’ and matter fields is given in the



following cumbersome form:

Q=1 HEA0+2 300 - i) L
= Ve Pm0(1+2)3+%
1+ 3e (24)
X # _|_1+73€ (1_|_ )3+%
1 +46pvac0 1 +4€pm0 z
1/2
=+ pro (1+Z)4:| .

Indeed, it is obvious that the Rastall-lACDM model—
wherein we simply control the coupling strength of the
curvature scalar to the gravity via the Rastall parame-
ter e—is completely different than the standard ACDM
model, and moreover the alternative construction of this
model within the usual GR from the beginning, is neither
trivial nor economical. Yet we have learned one another
important lesson from this discussion: The model un-
der consideration here presents a particular example of
general relativistic cosmological models wherein there is
non-minimal interaction within the dark sector [96] [07]—
i.e., between the ‘cold’ dark matter and DE (in our case
A). Such cosmological models are of particular interest
in the current cosmological studies [98H104] as it has re-
cently turned out that they are potential candidates for
addressing the so-called H tension prevailing within the
standard ACDM model. Therefore, it is conceivable that
the Rastall-ACDM model must also be a potential candi-
date for addressing the Hj tension. Indeed, we will show
in what follows, without switching to the GR construc-
tion of the model, that the deviation term in the Rastall
gravity, €g,, R, can dynamically screen the usual vacuum
energy at high redshifts, which in turn leads to larger Hy
values compared to the standard ACDM.

IV. A PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION

In this section, we present a preliminary investigation
for a demonstration of how the Rastall-ACDM model
works, and a guide to the values of the parameters of
it. We first derive some useful parameters that we shall
use to discuss some features/limitations of the model.

First of all, since the usual radiation evolution is not
affected from the Rastall gravity extension, we can safely
use the relevant standard equations. The photon en-
ergy density today p,o is then still well constrained, re-
lying on a simple relation: p, = T—;TéMB with the CMB
monopole temperature [44], which is very precisely mea-
sured to be Tempo = 2.7255 + 0.0006 K [105]. We sup-
pose, in line with standard particle physics, three neu-
trino species (Neg = 3.046) with minimum allowed mass
>~ m, = 0.06eV. Then, the radiation density parameter
can be given in the standard way: Q.0 = Q0 + Qo =
4.18343 x 107°h 2, where h is the dimensionless reduced
Hubble constant parametrizing the Hubble constant via

Hy =100 hkms™*Mpc~' [44]. Using a reasonable value,
for instance, Hy = 68kms~ 'Mpc~!, we find that the
density parameter of the radiation today is negligible,
viz., Qo = 9.0472 x 107°. Neglecting this small contri-
bution of radiation today, we have Qyaco+Qmo+2x0 = 1.
Using this relation with , we can write the present-
day density parameter of the effective source as follows:

QXO = —4e + 3€Qm0~ (25)
From this, we read off ﬁﬁ = —¢ (Qio — 3), while we
have p—’f ~ —ﬁ for z > 0, say, in the early Universe,

see land . Using the relation along with ,
the redshift at which the vacuum energy is completely
screened by the effective source reads as

143e

1 4 1 ariae
. = ——-3 - 1. 26
: (€Qm0 - QmO € ) ( )

Since the evolution of radiation remains unaltered in
the Rastall gravity, we basically do not expect any modi-
fication in the standard history of the Universe through-
out the radiation epoch. Yet, the modified evolution of
dust would have consequences on the transition from ra-
diation to dust domination. The radiation-matter (dust)
transition is one of the most important epochs in the his-
tory of the Universe, as it alters the growth rate of density
perturbations: during the radiation epoch, which yields
H?(z) < (1 + 2)*, perturbations well inside the horizon
are nearly frozen but once matter domination commences
as H(z) flattens to yield H?(z) o< (1 + z)? during the
dust epoch, perturbations on all length scales are able to
grow by gravitational instability and therefore it sets the
maximum of the matter power spectrum. The modified
matter-radiation equality (p, = pm) redshift reads

Qm 1+3e
= () - (27)

where, for a given value of the ratio of the density
parameters—of course, we suppose %—:‘5 > 1—positive
(negative) e values shift zeq to larger (smaller) values.
This in turn shifts the turnover in the matter power spec-
trum via a highly sensitive parameter to the modifica-
tions to GR, namely, the wavenumber of a mode that

enters the horizon at the radiation-matter transition:

Heq 2+ Te Do\ T
koq = T _HO\/1+4€QmO<QrO) . (28
where we have ignored (..o since its contribution is
safely negligible.

Note that the condition € > f% that we introduced for
pa > 0 in the previous section, ensures the real positive
values of keq and H?(z) o< (1 + z)3+% during the dust
era to be flatter than H?(z) o (1 + 2)* during the radi-
ation era. These two parameters, Heq and keq, are not
expected to deviate much from the ones obtained within
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FIG. 1. Plot of p/pco vs z for different combinations of
energy densities. In all cases, we use Qmo = 0.31 and
Hy = 68 km sflMpcf1 and € = 0.06. Here the vertical dashed
line refers to the redshift z. = 2.4, at which the effective
source px completely screens the usual vacuum energy pvac-

the standard ACDM model. Therefore, these are very
useful to give an opinion whether a cosmological model
is well behaved at high redshifts, for instance, with regard
to the CMB data relevant to z ~ 1100.

We can now make use of the parameters derived here
for a preliminary investigation of the model: The values
of these parameters may be utilized for making estima-
tions on € by manipulating the late time dynamics of the
Universe in our model, for instance, to better describe the
existing model independent Hy data as well as the BAO
data from z < 2.4. We, of course, must also check the
price paid for this manipulation from the chosen € value
in the dynamics of the earlier Universe, for instance, in
the cosmological parameters physically related/sensitive
to the presence/amount of radiation.

We proceed with a reasonable set of values: Q0 =
0.31 and Hy = 68kms™ 'Mpc ™!, acceptable with regard
to both the recent Planck predictions [5] and the model
independent tip of the red giant branch (TRGB) Hj value
[22], along with the choice of ¢ = 0.06. We find, for
the present-day Universe, a considerable amount of neg-
ative contribution of the effective source, Q2xo = —0.184
[see (25)], which is then compensated by the increased
value of the usual vacuum energy, Qyaco = 0.874, so
that to yield a cosmological constant-like contribution,
Qpo = 0.69, as in the standard ACDM (e = 0). On the
other hand, this enhanced amount of the usual vacuum
is completely screened by the effective source at z, = 2.4
[see and Figure , which is pretty close to the values
suggested in [29] [30] [38] for relaxing a number of persis-
tent low-redshift tensions, including the Hy tension, that
arise within the standard ACDM model. It is worth not-
ing that, as may be seen in the same figure, for z, > 2.4,
the dust energy density assumes values larger than the
total energy density of the Universe. Yet, the ratio of the
energy density of the effective source to that of the dust

is ZL‘; = —0.59 today but it settles in a value pretty close

to zero, % ~ —0.048, at high redshifts (z > 0). This

10

— Rastall-ACDM: e= —0.06, H,=68
-~ Rastall-ACDM: e= —0.06, Hy =70
—  GR-ACDM: =0, Hy =68

— Rastall-ACDM: ¢=0.06, H;=068

FIG. 2. Plot of H(2z)/(1 + z) vs z for some selected values
of ¢ and Hp as shown in the legend. In all cases, we use
Qmo = 0.31. The three error bars stand for Hy = 69.8 &
0.8kms™'Mpc™! from the TRGB Hy [22], H(z = 0.57) =
97.9 + 3.4kms 'Mpc~! [I06], and H(z = 2.34) = 222.4 +
5.0kms™'Mpc™! from the latest BAO data [28].

implies that the impact of the effective source on the dy-
namics of the Universe diminishes (yet not completely)
with the increasing redshift. However, the price (due to
the modification in the EMT conservation) we paid for
this tempting result (say, the screening of the vacuum en-
ergy) is that the dust energy density grows considerably
faster than it does in the usual GR, pn o (1 + 2)31°
(which is also tracked by the effective source at high
redshifts), whereas the radiation energy density always
grows as usual, p, oc (1 + 2)%. This leads to unrealistic
values for the key parameters relevant to the early Uni-
verse, namely, ze, = 15303 and ke, = 0.04470 Mpc™,
which are extremely different than the values z,q = 3391
and ko, = 0.01045Mpc™' obtained in the case of the
standard ACDM model (¢ = 0). This situation signals
that the Rastall-ACDM model with ¢ = 0.06, which is
tempting as it leads to z, = 2.4 in line with [29] 30, [38],
is not well behaved at large redshifts. Thus, it is conceiv-
able that the high redshift cosmological data would not
allow such large positive values of e.

Next, we proceed to have a closer look at the dy-
namics of the Universe by focusing on a narrow redshift
range 0 < z < 3, within which we can, in a relatively
straightforward way, compare the H(z) function of the
Rastall-ACDM model with the model independent Hy
measurements, e.g., Hy = 69.8 + 0.8 kms *Mpc™! from
the TRGB Hy [22], and the latest high precision BAO
data: H(z = 0.57) = 97.9 + 3.4kms™ 'Mpc~! [106] and
H(z = 2.34) = 2224 4+ 5.0kms 'Mpc™' [2§]. To do
so, along with these data points, we plot the function
H(z)/(1 + z) versus z in Figure |2| considering four dif-
ferent pair of values of the parameters € and Hy as men-
tioned in the legend of this figure, wherein we keep Q0 =
0.31 in all the cases (two of which correspond to the cases
in Figure [I). First, we notice that the Rastall-ACDM
model (green curve, ¢ = 0.06, Hy = 68km s 'Mpc !,
which leads to z, = 2.4) does better than the GR-



ACDM (red curve, ¢ = 0, Hy = 68kms 'Mpc™') to
describe the lower-redshift BAO data (z = 0.57), but the
faster growth of H(z)/(1 + z) at high redshifts leads to
an increased tension of the Rastall-ACDM model with
the high-redshift BAO Ly-« data (z = 2.34) compared
to the standard ACDM model. This seems to suggest
that negative values of € can help better representation
of the high-redshift BAO Ly-a data (z = 2.34) in the
Rastall-ACDM model, which of course implies compro-
mise from the feature of screening the usual vacuum en-
ergy by the effective source at a finite redshift. For,
we see that the RastalllACDM model (blue solid curve,
e = —0.06, Hy = 68km sflMpc_l) better represents
the high-redshift BAO Ly-a data (z = 2.34) due to
slow growth of H(z)/(1 + z) at higher redshifts. But in
this case, this model worsens in representing the lower-
redshift BAO data (¢ = 0.57) compared to the GR-
ACDM model. However, surprisingly, if we use a larger
Hy value as well, for instance, Hy = 70kms 'Mpc~!
very close to the model independent TRGB H( measure-
ment, it turns out that the RastalllACDM model (blue
dashed curve, e = —0.06, Hy = 70kms™ '"Mpc™!) recon-
ciles with all the three data points simultaneously. This
makes negative € values promising with regard to address-
ing the so called Hy tension on top of a good description
of the both BAO data (the standard ACDM model has
known to be suffering from). However, most likely, it
would lead to an inconsistency with the CMB data, as
the values of € leading to a significant improvement in
this direction would give rise to unacceptable amount of
shifts in the values of zeq and keq. Indeed, ¢ = —0.06,
that we have used just to develop an opinion, leads to the
unacceptable values z.q = 790 and koq ~ 0.025 Mpc ™2,
which obviously signals spoiling of a successful descrip-
tion of the early Universe.

The lesson we learned in this section may be summa-
rized as follows: Through this preliminary investigation,
it is not possible to reach to a decisive conclusion whether
the Hp and/or BAO data show tendency of € deviating
from zero (GR) in a certain direction. Moreover, a signif-
icant improvement with regard to Hy and/or BAO data
would most likely lead to spoiling of a successful descrip-
tion of the early Universe, which signals that CMB data
would keep € values close to zero. Therefore, we expect
only an insignificant deviation from the standard ACDM
model when it is extended via the Rastall gravity. A con-
clusive answer, of course, cannot be given unless we rig-
orously confront the model with the observational data.

V. LINEAR PERTURBATIONS

In this section, we derive the general form of the equa-
tions which describe small cosmological perturbations
within the Rastall-ACDM model. We consider the per-
turbed RW metric, g, = gfg,) + hu, where ngJ indicates
the background of the spatially flat RW metric with
a small fluctuation, h,,, and we choose the synchronous

gauge (h,o = 0). The line element has the form
ds® = a(n)? [=dn® + (6 + hjr) da?da®],  (29)

where 27, with j = (1,2, 3), are the spatial components
in Cartesian coordinates and 7 is the conformal time.
The comoving coordinates are related to the proper time
t and positions r by dz® = dn = %, dr = %. We
introduce the perturbations as follows:

pi=p" +8pi, pi=p” +0pi, w; = u” + du;, (30)

where the superscript (0) indicates the background func-
tions and dp;, du; and dp; are the perturbed quantities in
energy density, four-velocity and pressure, respectively.
We also introduce the following definitions:

0pi Op; h*
s=L 2 =P g, h="F (31)
pi o opi a?

where cg,i is adiabatic sound speed squared.

Within the formalism, the continuity equation reads

>

)

5 {1+3e(1 +wi)}

2 —_ . .
T4 de + 3H (csi wz) 0;

)

(32)

+ (14 w;) <9i + hl)

=0
2 )

from the perturbations of the actual EMT conservation
equation [see ([4)] for v = 0. Here the prime denotes

’
a

derivative with respect to n and H = . For v = i,
Euler equation reads:
1 — 3w;
0+ ———Hb;
Z, it 1+36(1+wi)H
(33)

k25
~ AT T e [e+(1+e)c2,] | =0.

The relativistic species remain unaltered in Rastall grav-
ity both at the background and perturbative levels.
Thus, the Boltzmann hierarchy for the relativistic relics
follows the standard procedures as described in [107] (see
also [108]). We suppose that the evolution of baryons

(wp = ¢33, = 0) is not altered by the Rastall gravity but
that of the cold dark matter (weam = €3 4y = 0), for

which we modify the procedures given in [107, [108] ac-
cordingly [109]. And, the first order continuity and Euler

equations from and read

14 3¢ %
! P ecm ~ = 4
cdml_’_46+ d +2 O? (3)
! —HO m—;k% m = 0. 35
edm + T3¢ Pledm = 77RO (35)



VI. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

Considering the background and perturbation dynam-
ics presented above, in what follows, we explore the full
parameter space of the Rastall-ACDM model—namely,
the Rastall gravity extension of the six-parameter base
ACDM based on GR via the Rastall parameter e—,
and, for comparison, that of the standard ACDM (GR-
ACDM) model. The baseline seven free parameters set
of the Rastall-ACDM model is, therefore:

P= {Wby Wedm 957 As> Ns, Treios 6}7

where the first six parameters are the baseline parameters
of the standard ACDM model, namely: wy, and weqm are
respectively the dimensionless densities of baryons and
cold dark matter; 6 is the ratio of the sound horizon
to the angular diameter distance at decoupling; As and
ng are respectively the amplitude and spectral index of
the primordial curvature perturbations, and Tyej, is the
optical depth to reionization. The uniform priors used
for the model parameters are wj, € [0.018,0.024], weam €
[0.10,0.14], 10065 € [1.03,1.05], In(10'°Ay) € [3.0,3.18],
ns € [0.9,1.1], Tyeio € [0.04,0.125], and € € [—0.04, 0.04].
In order to constrain the models, we use the latest
Planck CMB and BAO data: We use the recently re-
leased full Planck-2018 [5] CMB temperature and polar-
ization data which comprise of the low-I temperature and
polarization likelihoods at I < 29, temperature (TT) at
[ > 30, polarization (EE) power spectra, and cross corre-
lation of temperature and polarization (TE). The Planck-
2018 CMB lensing power spectrum likelihood [114] is also
included. Along with the Planck CMB data, we con-
sider the measurements of BAO provided by the distribu-
tion of galaxies in galaxy-redshift surveys. We use BAO
distance measurements probed by (i) Six Degree Field
Galaxy Survey (6dFGS) at effective redshift z.¢ = 0.106
[115], (ii) the Main Galaxy Sample of Data Release 7 of
Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS-MGS) at effective red-
shift zeg = 0.15 [116], (iii) the LOWZ and CMASS galaxy
samples of Data Release 11 (DR11) of the Baryon Oscil-
lation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS) LOWZ and BOSS-
CMASS at effective redshifts zeg = 0.32 and zeg = 0.57,
respectively [106], (iv) correlation of Lyman-« forest ab-
sorption and quasars at zeg = 2.35 obtained in SDSS
DR14 [II7]. Also, we use the measurement obtained in
[118], where the BAO scale is measured at zeg = 2.34.
We have implemented the model in publicly available
CLASS [I08] code, and used the Multinest [I19] algo-
rithm in the parameter inference Monte Python [120]
code with uniform priors on the model parameters to ob-
tain correlated Monte Carlo Markov Chain samples and
Bayesian evidence. Further, we have used the GetDist
Python package to analyze the samples. We obtain the
observational constraints on all the Rastall-ACDM model
parameters by using first only the CMB data and then
the combined CMB+BAQO data. For comparison pur-
poses, we also show the constraints on the GR-ACDM

model parameters. The CMB data set alone is known
to well constrain the six baseline parameters of the GR-
ACDM model. The Rastall-ACDM model carries an ad-
ditional parameter, namely e. Therefore, we also com-
bine the BAO data with CMB in order to obtain possibly
tighter constraints on the Rastall-ACDM model param-
eters, and also to break any possible degeneracy of the
new parameter € with the other baseline parameters.
Table ] displays the constraints, at 68% and 95% con-
fidence levels (CLs), on the baseline seven free parame-
ters and some derived parameters of the Rastall-ACDM

TABLE 1. Constraints (68% and 95% CLs) on the free and
some derived parameters of the RastalllACDM and GR-
ACDM models for CMB and CMB+BAO data. The parame-
ter Ho is measured in the units of km s ! Mpcil. The entries

in blue color represent the constraints on the corresponding
GR-ACDM parameters.

Parameter | CMB CMB + BAO
0%, 2246700157005 2288700117005
2236100131003 | 2245500134008
weam (0123570005 F0005S | 0.11857 5001550053
0.120255.051370.0082  |0.11897 0001000012
1006, | 1.041855008 75 0006 | 104200060375 0005
1041950003 0 0006 | 1.042076:500370 6006
104, [3.0427005 005 [3.050 003G
3.04610013H003 3,051 001300
ms 0.9611 000170008 0.96770. 005008
0.96470 8050007 |0.967E5 00370000
Treio 0.053+0005 0012 0.05870 005001
0.0555 50055001 |0.05928 0070014
¢ —0.00103:8005 50013 0-00033 8304250008
[0] [0]
2mo 0.3475 00341 00%  0.30470. 5050019
0.316%5:007 0015 |0-308X6:006 0 001
Quaco 0650753670038 |0-697H0510T 0620
0.684 15007001 |0.69270 000001
{xo 0.0030%5:0035 00048 | 00010550013 5:00%6
[0] [0]
fao 0.65370,0537 005 |0-69670005 7001
0.684 10007001 ] 0.69270 0084001
Ho 65.10% 1 50+530 68317070150
67.30%031 1056 67.9210 434083
o8 0792500170085 [0.818* 00100
0.812130001 001 |0.81028: 3000013
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FIG. 3. One-dimensional marginalized distributions of the free and some derived parameters of the Rastall-ACDM and GR-

ACDM models.

model and, for comparison, on those of the GR-ACDM
model, both from the CMB and combined CMB+BAO
data sets. For these constraints presented for both mod-
els in the same table, Figure[3|shows the one-dimensional
marginalized distributions and Figure [f] shows the two-
dimensional (68% and 95% CLs) marginalized distri-
butions of the derived parameters with regard to the
baseline free parameters. From all these, we immedi-
ately notice that, as it is the case for the GR-ACDM
model as well, the CMB+BAO data set puts tight con-
straints on the parameters of the Rastall-ACDM model,
when compared to the constraints put by CMB data set
alone. On the other hand, in contrast to the GR-ACDM
model, when the BAO data set is not included, we notice
larger error bounds (loose constraints) on some of the
Rastall-ACDM model parameters, for instance, the error
bounds of weqm and the derived parameters are larger in
the Rastall-ACDM model compared to the GR-ACDM
model, as a consequence of the deviation of the Rastall
parameter € from zero. It turns out that the parameter
of our main concern, the Rastall parameter ¢ measuring
the deviation from GR, is constrained as

e = —0.0010 £ 0.0008 £ 0.0015 from CMB,
€ = 0.0003 £ 0.0004 £ 0.0008 from CMB+BAO,

at 68% and 95% CLs. The constraints from the CMB
data as well as the combined CMB+BAO data set sug-
gest that, in line with our conclusion reached via a pre-
liminary investigation in Sect.[[V] the Rastall parameter
€ is well consistent with zero at 95% CL, which in turn
implies that there is no significant statistical evidence for
deviation from GR via Rastall gravity. We note however
that, as may be seen from the probability regions and
mean values of ¢, the Rastall parameter prefers negative
values in the case of CMB data while positive values when
BAO data set is included (CMB+BAO data). Further,
although they are mostly minor, the Rastall gravity ex-
tension of the standard ACDM has some consequences
on the cosmological parameters, which deserve further
discussion that could be informative about the features
of the Rastall gravity and/or whether it is a promising
modified gravity theory or not.

In Figure|5| we present the two-dimensional (68% and
95% CLs) marginalized distributions that show how the
six of the baseline parameters of the GR-ACDM model
are affected by the Rastall gravity extension, i.e., e. We
observe that € is negatively correlated with weqm and wy
for both the CMB data and the combined CMB+BAO
data sets. Other four parameters, 0, As, ns and Treio
seem to have minor positive correlations with ¢ in the
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Rastall-ACDM model.

case of CMB data but no correlation in the case of
CMB+BAO data. Accordingly, in Table [l and Figure
[Bl one may notice the shifts in the mean values and one
dimensional probability distributions of different param-
eters. Also, see Figure [d] for the consequences of the
Rastall gravity extension, i.e., €, via the two-dimensional
marginalized distributions of the derived parameters with
regard to the baseline free parameters. The last column
of the same figure is of particular interest as it displays
the two-dimensional marginalized distributions of the de-
rived parameters with regard to the constraints on the
Rastall parameter e. We notice that smaller values of e
lead to larger values of the present-day density param-
eter of matter (1,9 because of the negative correlation
between these two parameters. It is in line with
which suggests that matter energy density dilutes less ef-

ficiently with time in a universe with negative values of ¢,
and thereby leading to larger matter density parameter
in the present-day Universe. Accordingly, in the case of
CMB data, where € has higher probability to lie in the
negative range, we see higher values of 2,9 in the Rastall-
ACDM when compared to the GR-ACDM. Namely, the
CMB data set predicts Qo = 0.34770 957 for the Rastall-
ACDM model, while Q.0 = 0.31679507 for the GR-
ACDM. On the other hand, the combined CMB+BAO
data set prefers larger probability region of € in the pos-
itive range, and thereby it predicts smaller values of
Qo in the RastalllACDM when compared to the GR-
ACDM. For, the combined CMB+BAO data set predicts
Omo = 0.30475:059 for the Rastalll ACDM model, while
OQmo = 0.30815008 for the GR-ACDM model, see Table
[ We notice a positive correlation between the present-
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day density parameter of the usual vacuum energy and
the Rastall parameter for the both data sets. The CMB
(CMB+BAO) data set favors smaller (larger) values of
the density parameter of the usual vacuum energy den-
sity, viz., Quaco = 0.6501 5050 (Quaco = 0.69715:010) for
the RastalllACDM while Quaco = 0.68470 507 (Qyaco =

0.692715-096) for the GR-ACDM. This reduced (enhanced)
amount of the usual vacuum energy density parameter is
however compensated just slightly by that of the effec-
tive source (which behaves like a cosmological constant
at z ~ 0) as the CMB (CMB+BAO) data set favors
its positive (negative) values owing to the almost per-
fect negative correlation between its present-day density
parameter (dxog and the Rastall parameter €. Namely,
the constraint on total present-day density parameter of
those of the usual vacuum energy and the effective source
reads Qyaco+Nxo = 0.65370 927 (68% CL) from the CMB
data set, and Qyaco+Qx0 = 0.696+0.009 (68% CL) from
the combined CMB+BAO data set. Figure[6|displays the
two-dimensional posterior distributions of {Qu0, Qvaco}
colour coded by the Qxq, at 68% and 95% CLs for the
combined CMB+BAO data set. Here, we notice that the
posterior distribution sample points of Q2x¢ (and the cor-
responding contours for 68% and 95% CLs) pretty much
cluster around a line that deviates from the GR-ACDM
line Qo + Qvaco = 1, due to the presence of Qxy.

We note that while the CMB data set by alone favors
positive energy density values for the effective source px
accompanying to the actual energy sources due to the
Rastall gravity extension, the CMB+BAO data set in-
cluding BAO data (relatively low-redshift data compared
to the CMB data set) favors negative energy density val-
ues for it, namely, Qxo = 0.0030 £+ 0.0023 (68% CL)
from the CMB data set, and 2x¢o = —0.0010 &+ 0.0013
(68% CL) from the combined CMB+BAO data set. This
shows that, when the BAO data set is included, the ef-
fective source px indeed screens the usual vacuum en-
ergy at finite redshift and that the Rastall gravity may
be counted among the cosmological models [27H40] that
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FIG. 7. Plot of (px + pvac)/pco vs z with 68% and 95% error
regions in the case of CMB+BAO data.

were suggested for alleviating a number of persistent low-
redshift tensions, including the Hy tension, by a dynam-
ical DE that assumes negative energy density values (or
by a mechanism dynamically screening the cosmologi-
cal constant) at finite redshift. In Figure m in order to
visualize the screening mechanism, we show the evolu-
tion of the total energy density of the effective source
plus the usual vacuum energy (scaled to the present-day
critical energy density), (px + pvac)/pPco, versus the red-
shift with probability regions up to 95% CL (the darker
the more probable), using the fgivenx python pack-
age [12I]. We see that the effective source completely
screens the usual vacuum energy, px + pvac = 0, at a
redshift z, > 13.65 (68% CL) and z, > 11.68 (95% CL).
However, these are too large compared to the z, val-
ues suggested in, e.g., Refs. [29] [30] 38]. This might be
signaling that this mechanism does not work efficiently
enough in the RastalllACDM model. For instance, we
indeed observe almost a perfect positive correlation be-
tween Hj and e, which implies that larger values of €
would correspond to larger values of Hy. We see in Ta-
ble [l that, in comparison to the GR-ACDM model, the
combined CMB+BAO data set favors a slightly larger
mean value for Hy in the Rastall-ACDM model, which
seems to be an improvement for a better agreement with,
e.g., the model independent H, values measured from
the distance ladder measurements (e.g., Hy = 69.8 + 0.8
from a recent calibration of the TRGB applied to Type
Ia supernovae [22]), see Figures [§ and [J] However,
a more careful look reveals that this improvement is
not robust. The combined CMB+BAO data set pre-
dicts Hy = 68.31707071-50 lkem s~ ' Mpc ™! for the Rastall-
ACDM model, while Hy = 67.92704370-83 kms ™' Mpc ™!
for the GR-ACDM model. We note that, in contrast
to the GR-ACDM model, Hy in the case of the Rastall-
ACDM model, even at 68% CL, agrees with the TRGB
Hy value. This may be found promising, but, this is
because of the large widening in the one-dimensional
marginalized probability distribution of Hy, viz., largely
increased errors, while a minor shift to the larger mean
value of Hy. This shows that the RastalllACDM model
offers a relaxation to the so called Hy tension prevailing
within the GR-ACDM model, though not robustly. In
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FIG. 8. Two-dimensional (68% and 95% CLs) marginalized
distributions of Hy versus Qxg for the Rastall-lACDM model.
The horizontal blue band is for the model independent TRGB
Ho measurement Ho = 69.8 +£ 0.8 kms™'Mpc™' [22].
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FIG. 9. H(2)/(1+ 2) vs z with 68% and 95% error regions in
the case of CMB+BAO data. Here, the red curve stands for
the GR-ACDM model corresponding to the mean values of
the parameters. The three error bars stand for Hy = 69.8 &+
0.8kms™'Mpc™! from the TRGB Hy [22], H(z = 0.57) =
97.9 + 3.4kms™'Mpc™! [106], and H(z = 2.34) = 222.4 +
5.0kms™'Mpc™! from the latest BAO data [28].

figure [0} we plot H(z)/(1 + z) to display the situation
with respect to TRGB Hy and BAO data by considering
the constraints from the combined CMB+BAO data. We
see only a slightly better representation of the three data
points by the Rastall-ACDM model.

It seems that, as we have discussed in Sect. [[V] the
screening mechanism provided via the effective source
due to the Rastall gravity when ¢ > 0 does not work ef-
ficiently as the altered redshift dependence of dust (due
to the violation of the local energy-momentum conser-
vation) opposes that by keeping € close to zero, and the
CMB data set (as well as the Ly-a data, see the discus-
sion in Sect. tends € towards negative values. Next,
we observe that both data sets lead to a positive corre-
lation of € with og, similar to Hy. Therefore, the larger
(smaller) values of € would correspond to larger (smaller)
values of both Hy and og, which in turn implies that
both the so called Hy- and og-tensions prevailing within
the GR-ACDM model cannot be relaxed together in the
Rastall- ACDM model (see, e.g., [I02] achieving a simul-
taneous relaxation of the two tensions by a non-minimal
interaction in the dark sector).

Finally, we have a look at the situation of the
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wavenumber of a mode that enters the horizon at the
radiation-matter transition, k.q, which is a highly sen-
sitive parameter to the modifications to GR, and re-
lated to the dynamics of the Universe at a redshift larger
than the redshifts related to the CMB data. In the
case of the Rastall-ACDM model, we find the constraints
keq = 0.010427 4 0.000078 Mpc™! from CMB data, and
keq = 0.010406 £ 0.000081 Mpc™! from CMB+BAO
data. On the other hand, for the GR-ACDM model,
CMB data provide koq = 0.010448 4 0.000081 Mpec ™1,
and the CMB+BAO data provide keq = 0.010354 £
0.000068 Mpc™t.  Figure shows one dimensional
marginalized distributions of keq in the four cases. We
notice that keq probability curves of the Rastall-ACDM
model are bit together but we see a larger shift among
the ones for the GR-ACDM model when compared to
the Rastall-ACDM model. Though this shift is not sig-
nificant, but may be signaling a better consistency of the
Rastall-ACDM model with both the data sets in compar-
ison to the GR-ACDM model.

= Rastall-ACDM: CMB
w—Rastall-ACDM: CMB+BAO

GR-ACDM: CMB
== GR-ACDM: CMB+BAO

0.01016 0.01024 0.01032 0.01040 0.01048 0.01056 0.01064 0.01072
Keq

FIG. 10. One-dimensional marginalized distribution of k.q for
the Rastall-ACDM and GR-ACDM models.

For a better understanding of the results we obtained
for the Rastall-ACDM model, it may be useful to elu-
cidate the reason behind the fact that the CMB data
(CMB+BAO data) favor smaller (larger) Hy values com-
pared to the GR-ACDM model. As mentioned in the
introduction, the constraint on Hy from CMB data de-
pends on the angular scale on the sky, 6, = 7./Dy,
where r, = fzoj csH'dz is the comoving sound horizon
at recombination—determined by the pre-recombination
(z > 2.) physics—and Dy = [, H'dz is the comoving
angular diameter distance at recombination—determined
by the post-recombination (z < z.) evolution of H(z)
[44]. We notice that none of the terms in scale
faster than the radiation (within the allowed region for
€ by the observations, see Table [I| for the constraints)
and keq is almost the same in both models—whether
the constraints from the CMB data or the combined
CMB+BAO are considered—, which in turn imply al-
most the same 7, value in all cases as the pre-combination
physics/dynamics does not differ in any case—recall that
the radiation dominated Universe solutions do not differ
in the Rastall gravity and GR. Also, Planck satellite mea-
sures 0, (cf. 0, see Table[[] for constraints) very robustly



and almost independently of the cosmological model with
a high precision. Therefore, Dy; must be almost the same
in all cases. Now, we notice that the CMB data by alone
favor slightly negative values of € accompanied by an en-
hancement in weqm, which then result in an enhancement
in Qmo and positive Qxo, see, e.g. Figure ] One may
check that, in comparison to the GR-ACDM when the
constraints on the parameters given in Table [[] are con-
sidered, despite the fact that the slightly negative mean
value of € leads the dust-like contributions in H(z) [see
(19))] to scale slightly slower than the usual (1 + z)? de-
pendence, the enhanced €2,,p value and the positivity of
Qxo—i.e., reduced Qyaco—lead H(z) to grow faster for
z < z, and become larger for the interval 0 < z < z,.
The compensation of this enhanced H(z) in the interval
0 < z < z, in turn implies a diminished H(z) for z ~ 0—
a smaller Hy as well—to keep Dy (almost) unaltered.
This situation leads to a strong correlation between Hy
and €, which can be seen in Figure The inclusion of
the BAO data, in addition to the CMB data, in our anal-
yses not only decreases the errors on € but also brings its
mean value to a value just slightly larger than zero, which
in turn yields smaller errors on Hy and its slightly larger
mean value than the one predicted within the GR-ACDM
model, though it is not significant enough to relax the so-
called Hy problem (see Table [l and Figures |3 and .

In the case of CMB data, we notice larger error re-
gions of all the six baseline parameters (except 6, A
and Tyeio) and other derived parameters in the Rastall-
ACDM model when compared to the GR-ACDM model.
Indeed, the additional parameter € in the Rastall-ACDM
model penalizes the statistical fit of this model to the
data when compared to the GR-ACDM model. How-
ever, inclusion of BAO data, that is, CMB+BAO data
put tight constraints on all the model parameters, and
thereby reduce the error regions of the parameters con-
siderably in both the models. In the following section,
we calculate Bayesian evidences of the two models, and
thereby do a comparison of the statistical fit.

VII. BAYESIAN EVIDENCE OF THE FIT

For comparing statistical fit of the models under con-
sideration in this work to the observational data, we use
Bayesian evidence. In this regard Bayes’ theorem reads

£(D|©, M)r(6|M)
E(DIM) ’

P(6|D, M) = (36)

for a given model M with the set of parameters © and
the cosmological data D. Here, P(©|D, M) is the pos-
terior distribution of the parameters ©; L£(D|©, M) is
the likelihood function; 7(©|M) is the prior probability
of the model parameters, and £(D|M) is the Bayesian
evidence calculated as

£(DIM) = /M £(D|0, M)r(6|M)de.  (37)
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Further, we compute the ratio of the posterior proba-
bilities for a model M, with respect to a reference model

M, as

P(My|D) — " P(M,)’
where By, is the Bayes’ factor, evaluated as
&
Bag, = —.
b= g (39)

The Jeffreys’ scale [122] is used to interpret the Bayes’
factor by calculating |In Bgp|. The value of |In Byl lying
in the range [0,1) implies the strength of the evidence to
be weak or inconclusive, while a definite or positive evi-
dence is implied by the values in the range [1,3). Further,
the strength of the evidence is strong for |ln Byp| lying
in [3,5), and is the strongest for |In By, greater than 5.
Table[[T|displays the Bayesian evidence of Rastall-ACDM
in comparison with the GR-ACDM model in the case of
CMB and CMB+BAO data, where Egastan and Egr, re-
spectively stand for the Bayesian evidences of the Rastall-
ACDM and GR-ACDM models. We observe a definite
evidence (|In&rastai,cr| € [1,3)) in the case of CMB
data, whereas weak evidence (|1In&gastan,car| € [0,1)) is
observed in the case of the CMB+BAO data. Thus, the
GR-ACDM model finds a better fit to the CMB data in
comparison to the Rastall-ACDM model, but the weak
evidence in the case of the combined CMB+BAO data,
suggests that both the models fit equally well to the
CMB+BAO data, as expected.

TABLE II. Bayesian evidences of the Rastall- ACDM and GR-
ACDM models, where In gRastall,GR =In SRastall —In 5GR~

CMB CMB+BAO
—1407.02 £0.21|—-1413.67 £ 0.21

—1404.56 £ 0.19|—1413.30 £ 0.19

In ‘SRastall

In&ar

In Erastan,cr | —2.46 + 0.28

—0.37+£0.28

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have constructed the extension of the standard
ACDM model (GR-ACDM) by switching the gravity the-
ory from GR to the Rastall gravity (Rastall-ACDM), see
Sect. [lI] . We then have reviewed it—via a preliminary
investigation of its features for a demonstration of how
it works, and a guide to the values of its parameters—in
a proper manner, namely, in a manner clearly identify-
ing and handling the two simultaneous modifications of
different nature in the material content side of the Ein-
stein field equations of GR, see Sects. [T} [[I] and [V] It
has then turned out that it is not possible to reach a
decisive conclusion only through a preliminary investi-
gation, for instance, whether the Hy and/or BAO data



show tendency of e deviating from zero (GR) in a certain
direction. Further, we also have learned that a signifi-
cant improvement with regard to Hy and/or BAO data
would most likely lead to spoiling of a successful descrip-
tion of the early Universe, which signals that CMB data
would keep € values close to zero. These inspections have
led us to expect only an insignificant deviation from the
standard ACDM model when it is extended from GR via
the Rastall gravity, and persuaded us that a conclusive
answer cannot be given unless the model is rigorously
confronted /constrained with the observational data.

Considering the background and perturbation dynam-
ics (Sect. , we have explored the full parameter space of
the RastalllACDM model—viz., the Rastall gravity ex-
tension of the six-parameter base GR-ACDM described
by the additional parameter e—using the latest CMB
data set as well as the latest combined CMB+BAO data
set, see Sect. [VII Also, for comparison, we have pre-
sented the corresponding constraints/results on the GR-
ACDM model. It turned out that, as it is the case for
the GR-ACDM model as well, the CMB+BAO data set
puts tight constraints on the parameters of the Rastall-
ACDM model and that, in contrast to the case for the
GR-ACDM model, the CMB data set by alone puts loose
constraints (larger error bounds) on some of the Rastall-
ACDM model parameters—particularly, on the dimen-
sionless density of cold dark matter weqm and all of the
derived parameters—as a consequence of a wider range of
deviation of the Rastall parameter € from zero. Yet, both
analyses suggest that, in line with our conclusion reached
via a preliminary investigation in Sect.[[V] the Rastall pa-
rameter € is well consistent with zero at 95% CL, which
in turn implies that there is no significant statistical evi-
dence for deviation from GR via the Rastall gravity. We
note however that, as may be seen from the probabil-
ity regions and mean values of €, the Rastall parameter
prefers negative values in the case of CMB data while pos-
itive values when BAO data set is included (CMB+BAO
data). Despite the fact that they are basically minor
within the allowed small range of the Rastall parame-
ter from the data, we have explored the consequences
of/tendencies led by the Rastall gravity on the cosmo-
logical parameters in the light of the observational anal-
yses. Our results can be a guide for the research commu-
nity that studies the Rastall gravity in various aspects of
gravitation and cosmology, where, in general, as we have
found in this work that the Rastall parameter cannot be
out of the range —0.0001 < € < 0.0007 at 68% CL. Being
that range an observational boundary imposed from high
precision full CMB data set along with the BAO data set,
it, in principle, must be obeyed as a new bound in any
qualitative study within this modified theory of gravity.
Finally—in support of our conclusions here—comparing
statistical fit of these two models to the observational
data by using Bayesian evidence, the GR-ACDM model
finds a better fit to the CMB data in comparison to the
Rastall-ACDM model, but the weak evidence in the case
of the combined CMB+BAQO data, suggests that both
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the models fit equally well to the CMB+BAO data.

It also is worth mentioning as one of our conclusions
that, if we assume that the standard physical ingredi-
ents of the Universe considered here are the true physical
ingredients of the actual Universe, our finding that the
term g, R contributes to the Einstein field equations
with a coefficient in the range (—0.5001, —0.4993) from
the combined CMB+BAO data at 68% CL, i.e., a coef-
ficient equal to —1/2 with a precision of O(107%), can
be taken as another new demonstration of the power of
general relativity (which guarantees the local conserva-
tion of the total energy-momentum tensor relying on the
twice-contracted Bianchi identity).

On the other hand, the Rastall gravity, in fact, pos-
sesses interesting features that could be of interest in the
context of cosmology, for instance, to address some of
the tensions prevailing within the standard ACDM model
based on GR. One particular example may be that, for
positive values of €, the effective source arising due to
the Rastall gravity assumes negative energy density val-
ues and screens the usual vacuum energy in line with
Refs. [27H40], which suggest such a scenario for alleviat-
ing a number of persistent low-redshift tensions, includ-
ing the so called Hubble constant Hy tension (deficiency).
Indeed, our observational analyses show an almost per-
fect positive correlation between Hy and e, which implies
that larger values of ¢ would correspond to larger val-
ues of Hy. And, as the combined CMB+BAO data set
favors slightly positive values of ¢, this feature of the
model works in the right direction and leads to predic-
tions of larger Hy values (compared to the GR-ACDM
model) consistent with, for instance, the model indepen-
dent TRGB Hy measurements. However, a more care-
ful look revealed that this improvement is not robust as
it arises from the large widening in the one-dimensional
marginalized probability distribution of Hy, viz., largely
increased errors, while a minor shift to the larger mean
value of Hy. We remind that the effective source comes
along with a modification in the energy density redshift
dependence of the actual matter source (viz., CDM) due
to the EMT non-conservation feature of the Rastall grav-
ity. Such a modification would obviously be more and
more effective on the dynamics of the Universe with the
increasing redshift. Therefore, in the case of the com-
bined CMB+BAO data, it is conceivable that the high
redshift data (viz., the CMB data relevant to z ~ 1100),
in particular, tend to keep the redshift dependence of the
actual matter source very close to its usual (1 + 2)3 de-
pendence, i.e, € values almost equal to zero, and then
does not allow the Rastall gravity to successfully real-
ize a scenario wherein the usual vacuum energy is dy-
namically screened by the effective source. The lesson
we learned from this is that, as we have seen the first
signs in this direction in our preliminary investigations
of the Rastall-ACDM model, the two simultaneous mod-
ifications of different nature in the material content side
of the standard Einstein field equations, arising from the
relaxation of the contribution of the term g,, R on the



spacetime geometry side, act against each other. And,
through a further modification of the Rastall gravity, it
could probably be possible to reach a new modified the-
ory of gravity which is relaxed from such a dichotomy
between the two simultaneous modifications of different
nature in the material content side of the standard Ein-
stein field equations arising from a modification in the
spacetime geometry side. We find this result important
as such situations may exist in some other similar type
of modified gravity theories.

16
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the referees for criticisms that helped us to
improve the paper. O.A. acknowledges the support by
the Turkish Academy of Sciences in scheme of the Out-
standing Young Scientist Award (TUBA-GEBIP). N.K.
acknowledges the post-doctoral research support from
the Istanbul Technical University (ITU). N.K. also ac-
knowledges the COST Action CA15117 (CANTATA).
S.K. and S.S. gratefully acknowledge the support from
SERB-DST project No. EMR/2016/000258. R.C.N.
would like to thank the Brazilian agency FAPESP for
financial support under Project No. 2018/18036-5.

[1] A.G. Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team]|, Observa-
tional evidence from supernovae for an accelerating Uni-
verse and a cosmological constant, Astron. J. 116, 1009
(1998). lastro-ph /9805201

[2] P.A.R. Ade et al. [Planck Collaboration], Planck 2015
results. XIII. Cosmological parameters, Astron. Astro-
phys. 594, A13 (2016). astro-ph/1502.01589

[3] S. Alam et al. [BOSS Collaboration|, The clustering
of galaxies in the completed SDSS-III Baryon Oscilla-
tion Spectroscopic Survey: cosmological analysis of the
DR12 galaxy sample, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 470,
2617 (2017).1607.03155

[4] T.M.C. Abbott et al. [DES Collaboration|, Dark Energy
Survey year 1 results: Cosmological constraints from
galaxy clustering and weak lensing, Phys. Rev. D 98,
043526 (2018).1708.01530

[5] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck Collaboration], Planck 2018
results. VI. Cosmological Parameters, Astron. Astro-
phys. 641, A6 (2020). 1807.06209

[6] A.A. Starobinsky, A New Type of Isotropic Cosmolog-
ical Models Without Singularity, Phys. Lett. B 91, 99
(1980), [Adv. Ser. Astrophys. Cosmol. 3, 130 (1987)].

[7] A.H. Guth, The Inflationary Universe: A Possible Solu-
tion to the Horizon and Flatness Problems, Phys. Rev.
D 23, 347 (1981), [Adv. Ser. Astrophys. Cosmol. 3, 139
(1987)].

[8] A.D. Linde, A New Inflationary Universe Scenario: A
Possible Solution of the Horizon, Flatness, Homogene-
ity, Isotropy and Primordial Monopole Problems, Phys.
Lett. B 108, 389 (1982), [Adv. Ser. Astrophys. Cosmol.
3, 149 (1987)].

[9] A. Albrecht, P.J. Steinhardt, Cosmology for Grand
Unified Theories with Radiatively Induced Symmetry
Breaking, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1220 (1982), [Adv. Ser.
Astrophys. Cosmol. 3, 158 (1987)].

[10] S. Weinberg, The cosmological constant problem, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 61, 1 (1989).

[11] V. Sahni, A.A. Starobinsky, The Case for a Positive
Cosmological Lambda-term, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 9,
373 (2000). [astro-ph /9904398

[12] P.J.E. Peebles, B. Ratra, The cosmological constant and
dark energy, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559 (2003). astro-
ph/0207347

[13] T. Padmanabhan, Cosmological constant-the weight
of the vacuum, Phys. Rept. 380, 235 (2003). hep-

th/0212290

[14] J.S. Bullock, M. Boylan-Kolchin, Small-Scale Chal-
lenges to the ACDM Paradigm, Ann. Rev. Astron. As-
trophys. 55, 343 (2017). [1707.04256

[15] W.L. Freedman, Cosmology at a crossroads, Nat. As-
tron. 1, 0121 (2017).1706.02739

[16] E. Di Valentino, Crack in the cosmological paradigm,
Nat. Astron. 1, 569 (2017). 1709.04046

[17] G.B. Zhao et al., Dynamical dark energy in light of
the latest observations, Nature (London) 1, 627 (2017).
1701.08165

[18] M. Raveri, W. Hu, Concordance and discordance in cos-
mology, Phys. Rev. D 99, 043506 (2019). |1806.04649

[19] A.G. Riess et al., A 2.4% Determination of the Local
Value of the Hubble Constant, Astrophys. J. 826, 56
(2016). |1604.01424

[20] A.G. Riess et al., Milky Way Cepheid Standards for
Measuring Cosmic Distances and Application to Gaia
DR2: Implications for the Hubble Constant, Astrophys.
J. 861, 126 (2018).1804.10655

[21] A.G. Riess, S. Casertano, W. Yuan, L.M. Macri,
D. Scolnic, Large Magellanic Cloud Cepheid Standards
Provide a 1% Foundation for the Determination of the
Hubble Constant and Stronger Evidence for Physics be-
yond ACDM, Astrophys. J. 876, 85 (2019).1903.07603

[22] W.L. Freedman et al., The Carnegie-Chicago Hubble
Program. VIII. An Independent Determination of the
Hubble Constant Based on the Tip of the Red Giant
Branch, Astrophys. J. 882, 34 (2019). 1907.05922

[23] S. Vagnozzi et al., Constraints on the sum of the neu-
trino masses in dynamical dark energy models with
w(z) > —1 are tighter than those obtained in ACDM,
Phys. Rev. D 98, 083501 (2018). astro-ph/1801.08553

[24] E.O. Colgdin, H. Yavartanoo, Testing the Swamp-
land: Hy tension, Phys. Lett. B 797, 134907 (2019).
1905.02555

[25] E. Di Valentino, R.Z. Ferreira, L. Visinelli, U. Daniels-
son, Late time transitions in the quintessence field and
the Hp tension, Phys. Dark Univ. 26, 100385 (2019).
1906.11255

[26] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, J. Silk, Cosmologi-
cal constraints in extended parameter space from the
Planck 2018 Legacy release, JCAP 01, 013 (2020).
1908.01391

[27] L. Visinelli, S. Vagnozzi, U. Danielsson, Revisiting a


https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805201
https://arxiv.org/abs/1502.01589
https://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03155
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.01530
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9904398
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207347
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0207347
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212290
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212290
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04256
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.02739
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.04046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.08165
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.04649
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.01424
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.10655
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.07603
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05922
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.08553
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.02555
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11255
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.01391

negative cosmological constant from low-redshift data,
Symmetry 11, 1035 (2019). 1907.07953

[28] T. Delubac et al. (BOSS Collaboration), Baryon acous-
tic oscillations in the Ly« forest of BOSS DR11 quasars,
Astron. Astrophys. 574, A59 (2015).1404.1801

[29] E. Aubourg et al., Cosmological implications of baryon
acoustic oscillation measurements, Phys. Rev. D 92,
123516 (2015).|1411.1074

[30] V. Sahni, A. Shafieloo, A.A. Starobinsky, Model inde-
pendent evidence for dark energy evolution from Baryon
Acoustic Oscillations, Astrophys. J. 793, L40 (2014).
1406.2209

[31] E. Mértsell, S. Dhawan, Does the Hubble constant
tension call for new physics?, JCAP 09, 025 (2018).
1801.07260

[32] V. Poulin, K.K. Boddy, S. Bird, M. Kamionkowski, Im-
plications of an extended dark energy cosmology with
massive neutrinos for cosmological tensions, Phys. Rev.
D 97, 123504 (2018). [1803.02474

[33] S. Capozziello, Ruchika, A.A. Sen, Model-independent
constraints on dark energy evolution from low-redshift
observations, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 484, 4484
(2019). 1806.03943

[34] Y. Wang, L. Pogosian, G.B. Zhao, A. Zucca, Evolution
of Dark Energy Reconstructed from the Latest Obser-
vations, Astrophys. J. 869, L8 (2018). [1807.03772

[35] K. Dutta, Ruchika, A. Roy, A.A. Sen, M.M. Sheikh-
Jabbari, Beyond ACDM with low and high redshift
data: implications for dark energy, Gen. Rel. Grav. 52,
15 (2020). 1808.06623

[36] A. Banihashemi, N. Khosravi, A.H. Shirazi, Phase tran-
sition in the dark sector as a proposal to lessen cos-
mological tensions, Phys. Rev. D 101, 123521 (2020).
1808.02472l

[37] A. Banihashemi, N. Khosravi, A.H. Shirazi, Ginzburg-
Landau Theory of Dark Energy: A Framework to
Study Both Temporal and Spatial Cosmological Ten-
sions Simultaneously, Phys. Rev. D 99, 083509 (2019).
1810.11007

[38] O. Akarsu, J.D. Barrow, L.A. Escamilla, J.A. Vazquez,
Graduated dark energy: Observational hints of a spon-
taneous sign switch in the cosmological constant, Phys.
Rev. D 101, 063528 (2020). 1912.08751

[39] G. Ye, Y. Piao, Is the Hubble tension a hint of AdS
around recombination?, Phys. Rev. D 101, 083507
(2020). 2001.02451

[40] A. Perez, D. Sudarsky, E. Wilson-Ewing, Resolving the
Hy tension with diffusion, 2001.07536.

[41] S. Kumar, Consistency of the nonflat ACDM model with
the new result from BOSS, Phys. Rev. D 92, 103512
(2015). 1507.04684

[42] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, J. Silk, Planck evidence
for a closed Universe and a possible crisis for cosmology,
Nat. Astron. 4, 196 (2019).1911.02087

[43] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, J. Silk, Cosmic Dis-
cordance: Planck and luminosity distance data exclude
LCDM, 2003.04935

[44] S. Dodelson, F. Schmidt, Modern Cosmology (2nd Edi-
tion)(Acad. Press, Elsevier Sci., 2021).

[45] V. Poulin, T. L. Smith, T. Karwal, M. Kamionkowski,
Early Dark Energy can Resolve the Hubble Tension,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 221301 (2019). 1811.04083

[46] E.J. Copeland, M. Sami, S. Tsujikawa, Dynamics of

17

dark energy, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753 (2006). hep-
th /0603057

[47] R.R. Caldwell, M. Kamionkowski, The Physics of Cos-
mic Acceleration, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 59, 397
(2009). 10903.0866

[48] T. Clifton, P.G. Ferreira, A. Padilla, C. Skordis, Modi-
fied gravity and cosmology, Phys. Rept. 513, 1 (2012).
1106.2476

[49] A. De Felice, S. Tsujikawa, f(R) Theories, Living Rev.
Rel. 13, 3 (2010).|1002.4928

[50] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, Extended Theories of
Gravity, Phys. Rep. 509, 167 (2011). [1108.6266

[61] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, V.K. Oikonomou, Modi-
fied gravity theories on a nutshell: Inflation, bounce
and late-time evolution, Phys. Rep. 692, 1 (2017).
1705.11098

[52] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, Unified cosmic history in modi-
fied gravity: From F'(R) theory to Lorentz non-invariant
models, Phys. Rep. 505, 59 (2011). 1011.0544

[53] B. Boisseau, G. Esposito-Farese, D. Polarski,
A.A. Starobinsky, Reconstruction of a Scalar-Tensor
Theory of Gravity in an Accelerating Universe, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 85, 2236 (2000). gr-qc/0001066

[54] V. Sahni, A. Starobinsky, Reconstructing Dark Energy,
Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 2105 (2006). astro-ph/0610026

[55] C. Umilta, M. Ballardini, F. Finelli, D. Paoletti, CMB
and BAO constraints for an induced gravity dark energy
model with a quartic potential, JCAP 08, 017 (2015).
1507.00718

[56] M. Ballardini, F. Finelli, C. Umilta, D. Paoletti, Cos-
mological constraints on induced gravity dark energy
models, JCAP 05, 067 (2016). |1601.03387

[57] O. Akarsu, N. Katirci, N. Ozdemir, J.A. Vazquez,
Anisotropic massive Brans-Dicke gravity extension of
the standard ACDM model, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 32
(2020). 1903.06679

[58] M. Rossi, M. Ballardini, M. Braglia, F. Finelli, D. Pao-
letti, A.A. Starobinsky, C. Umiltd, Cosmological con-
straints on post-Newtonian parameters in effectively
massless scalar-tensor theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D
100, 103524 (2019). [1906.10218

[59] A.D. Dolgov, Field model with a dynamic cancella-
tion of the cosmological constant, JETP Lett. 41, 345
(1985), [Pisma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 41, 280 (1985)].

[60] F. Bauer, J. Sola, H. Stefancic, Dynamically avoid-
ing fine-tuning the cosmological constant: the “Relaxed
Universe”, JCAP 12, 029 (2010). 1006.3944

[61] S.A. Franchino-Vifas, S. Mignemi, Asymptotic freedom
for Ap* QFT in Snyder-de Sitter space, Eur. Phys. J.
C. 80, 382 (2020). 1911.08921

[62] S.Y. Zhou, E.J. Copeland, P.M. Saffin, Cosmological
constraints on f(G) dark energy models, JCAP 07, 009
(2009). /0903.4610

[63] V. Sahni, Y. Shtanov, Braneworld models of dark en-
ergy, JCAP 11, 014 (2003). astro-ph/0202346

[64] P. Brax, C. van de Bruck, Cosmology and brane worlds:
a review, Class. Quant. Grav. 20, R201 (2003). hep-
th /0303095

[65] A. Ashtekar, T. Pawlowski, P. Singh, Quantum nature
of the big bang: Improved dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 74,
084003 (2006). gr-qc/0607039

[66] A. Ashtekar, P. Singh, Loop quantum cosmology: a
status report, Class. Quant. Grav. 28, 213001 (2011).


https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07953
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.1801
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2209
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.07260
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.02474
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.03943
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.03772
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.06623
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02472
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.11007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08751
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02451
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.07536
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.04684
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.02087
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04935
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.04083
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603057
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.0866
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.2476
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.4928
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.6266
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.11098
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.0544
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0001066
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0610026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00718
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.03387
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.06679
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.10218
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.3944
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.08921
https://arxiv.org/abs/0903.4610
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0202346
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0303095
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0303095
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0607039

1108.0893

[67] A. Chodos, S.L. Detweiler, Where has the fifth-
dimension gone?, Phys. Rev. D 21, 2167 (1980).

[68] T. Dereli, R.W. Tucker, Dynamical Reduction of Inter-
nal Dimensions in the Early Universe, Phys. Lett. B
125, 133 (1983).

[69] O. Akarsu, T. Dereli, Late time acceleration of the 3-
space in a higher dimensional steady state Universe in
dilaton gravity, JCAP 02, 050 (2013).1210.8106

[70] J.G. Russo, P.K. Townsend, Late-time cosmic acceler-
ation from compactification, Class. Quant. Gravit. 36,
095008 (2019). 1811.03660

[71] O. Akarsu, N. Katirc, S. Kumar, Cosmic acceleration
in a dust only Universe via energy-momentum powered
gravity, Phys. Rev. D 97, 024011 (2018). 1709.02367

[72] C.V.R. Board, J.D. Barrow, Cosmological models in
energy-momentum-squared gravity, Phys. Rev. D 96,
123517 (2017). 1709.09501

[73] O. Akarsu, J.D. Barrow, C.V.R. Board, N.M. Uzun,
J.A. Vazquez, Screening A in a new modified gravity
model, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 846 (2019).|1903.11519

[74] P. Rastall, Generalization of the Einstein theory, Phys.
Rev. D 6, 3357 (1972).

[75] P. Rastall, A theory of gravity, Can. J. Phys. 54, 66
(1976).

[76] M. Visser, Rastall gravity is equivalent to Einstein grav-
ity, Phys. Lett. B 782, 83 (2018). [1711.11500

[77] L.L. Smalley, Variational Principle for a Prototype
Rastall Theory of Gravitation, Il Nuovo Cimento 80,
42 (1984).

[78] H. Shabani, A. Hadi Ziaie, A connection between
Rastall-type and f(R,T) gravities, EPL 129, 20004
(2020). 2003.02064

[79] W.A.G. De Moraes, A.F. Santos, Lagrangian formalism
for Rastall theory of gravity and Godel-type Universe,
Gen. Rel. Grav. 51, 167 (2019). 1912.06471

[80] Y. Heydarzade, F. Darabi, Black Hole Solutions Sur-
rounded by Perfect Fluid in Rastall Theory, Phys. Lett.
B 771, 365 (2017). 1702.07766

[81] A. Hadi Ziaie, H. Moradpour, S. Ghaffari, Gravitational
Collapse in Rastall Gravity, Phys. Lett. B 793, 276
(2019).1901.03055

[82] K. Bamba, A. Jawad, S. Rafique, H. Moradpour, Ther-
modynamics in Rastall Gravity with Entropy Correc-
tions, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 986 (2018).|1812.00753

[83] C.E.M. Batista, J.C. Fabris, M.H. Daouda, Testing the
Rastall’s theory using matter power spectrum, Nuovo
Cim. B 125, 957 (2010). 1004.4603

[84] C.E.M. Batista, M.H. Daouda, J.C. Fabris, O.F. Pi-
attella, D.C. Rodrigues, Rastall cosmology and the
ACDM model, Phys. Rev. D 85, 084008 (2012).
1112.4141

[85] H. Moradpour, A. Bonilla, EXM.C. Abreu, J.A. Neto,
Accelerated cosmos in a nonextensive setup, Phys. Rev.
D 96, 123504 (2017).|1711.08338

[86] M. Daouda, J.C. Fabris, A.M. Oliveira, F. Smirnov,
H.E.S. Velten, Non-conservative unimodular type grav-
ity, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 28, 1950175 (2019)./1802.01413

[87] W.G. Unruh, A Unimodular Theory of Canonical Quan-
tum Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 40, 1048 (1989).

[88] G.F.R. Ellis, H. van Elst, J. Murugan, J. P. Uzan, On
the trace-free Einstein equations as a viable alternative
to general relativity, Class. Quant. Grav. 28, 225007

18

(2011).[1008.1196

[89] C.E.M. Batista, J.C. Fabris, O.F. Piattella,
A.M. Velasquez-Toribio, Observational constraints
on Rastall’s cosmology, Eur. Phys. J. C 73, 2425
(2013).1208.6327

[90] J.C. Fabris, O.F. Piattella, D.C. Rodrigues,
M.H. Daouda, Rastall’s cosmology and its obser-
vational constraints, AIP Conf. Proc. 1647, 50 (2015).
1403.5669

[91] W. Khyllep, J. Dutta, Linear growth index of matter
perturbations in Rastall gravity, Phys. Lett. B 797,
134796 (2019). 1907.09221

[92] C. van de Bruck, C.C. Thomas, Dark energy, the
swampland, and the equivalence principle, Phys. Rev.
D 100, 023515 (2019). 1904.07082

[93] L. Lindblom, W.A. Hiscock, Criticism of some non-
conservative gravitational theories, J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen. 15, 1827 (1982).

[94] A.M. Oliveira, H.E.S. Velten, J.C. Fabris, L. Casarini,
Neutron stars in Rastall gravity, Phys. Rev. D 92,
044020 (2015). 1506.00567

[95] R. Li, J. Wang, Z. Xu, X. Guo, Constraining the
Rastall parameters in static space-times with galaxy-
scale strong gravitational lensing, Mon. Not. Roy. As-
tron. Soc. 486, 2407 (2019). 1903.08790

[96] B. Wang, E. Abdalla, F. Atrio-Barandela, D. Pavon,
Dark matter and dark energy interactions: theoreti-
cal challenges, cosmological implications and observa-
tional signatures, Rept. Prog. Phys. 79, 096901 (2016).
1603.08299

[97] J.D. Barrow, T. Clifton, Cosmologies with energy ex-
change, Phys. Rev. D 73, 103520 (2006). jgr-qc/0604063

[98] S. Kumar, R.C. Nunes, Probing the interaction between
dark matter and dark energy in the presence of massive
neutrinos, Phys. Rev. D 94, 123511 (2016). 1608.02454

[99] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, O. Mena, Can interact-
ing dark energy solve the Hy tension?, Phys. Rev. D 96,
043503 (2017).11704.08342

[100] W. Yang, S. Pan, J.D. Barrow, Large-scale stability and
astronomical constraints for coupled dark-energy mod-
els, Phys. Rev. D 97, 043529 (2018). 1706.04953

[101] W. Yang, S. Pan, E. Di Valentino, R.C. Nunes,
S. Vagnozzi, D.F. Mota, Tale of stable interacting dark
energy, observational signatures, and the Hy tension,
JCAP 09, 019 (2018).1805.08252

[102] S. Kumar, R.C. Nunes, S.K. Yadav, Dark sector inter-
action: a remedy of the tensions between CMB and LSS
data, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 576 (2019). 1903.04865

[103] E. Di Valentino, A. Melchiorri, O. Mena, S. Vagnozzi,
Interacting dark energy in the early 2020s: A promis-
ing solution to the Hp and cosmic shear tensions, Phys.
Dark Univ. 30, 100666 (2020).1908.04281

[104] W. Yang, S. Pan, R.C. Nunes, D.F. Mota, Dark calling
dark: interaction in the dark sector in presence of neu-
trino properties after Planck CMB final release, JCAP
04, 008 (2020).1910.08821

[105] D.J. Fixsen, The Temperature of the Cosmic Microwave
Background, Astrophys. J. 707, 916 (2009). 0911.1955

[106] L. Anderson et al. [BOSS Collaboration], The clustering
of galaxies in the SDSS-III Baryon Oscillation Spectro-
scopic Survey: baryon acoustic oscillations in the Data
Releases 10 and 11 Galaxy samples, Mon. Not. Roy. As-
tron. Soc. 441, 24 (2014). |1312.4877

[107] C.P. Ma, E. Bertschinger, Cosmological Perturbation


https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.0893
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.8106
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03660
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.02367
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.09501
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11519
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.11500
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.02064
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.06471
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.07766
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.03055
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.00753
https://arxiv.org/abs/1004.4603
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.4141
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.08338
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.01413
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.1196
https://arxiv.org/abs/1208.6327
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.5669
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.09221
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.07082
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.00567
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08790
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.08299
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0604063
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02454
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08342
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.04953
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.08252
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04865
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.04281
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08821
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.1955
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.4877

Theory in the Synchronous and Conformal Newtonian
Gauges, Astrophys. J. 455, 7 (1995). lastro-ph/9506072

[108] D. Blas, J. Lesgourgues, T. Tram, The Cosmic Linear
Anisotropy Solving System (CLASS). Part II: Approx-
imation schemes, JCAP 07, 034 (2011). 1104.2933

[109] As we mentioned above, if baryons evolve following
the modification rules imposed by Rastall gravity on
GR, then the full Boltzmann equations for the baryons
should also be modified. Also, universal couplings gen-
erally require screening mechanisms to protect bary-
onic interactions in high density environments, where
the local gravity measurements are tightly constrained.
Also, non-standard dynamics of the ordinary particles is
tightly constrained from the BBN prevision [II0HIT3].
However, the relevant investigation of these various fac-
tors on physics of baryons is beyond the scope of the
current paper and deserves to be investigated in detail
in some future work. Thus, in the present paper, the
baryons are assumed to be minimally coupled to grav-
ity.

[110] J. Khoury, Theories of Dark Energy with Screening
Mechanisms, 1011.5909

[111] V. Vikram, J. Sakstein, C. Davis, A. Neil, Astrophysi-
cal tests of modified gravity: Stellar and gaseous rota-
tion curves in dwarf galaxies, Phys. Rev. D 97, 104055
(2018).1407.6044

[112] J. Ellis, S. Kalara, K.A. Olive, C. Wetterich, Density-
dependent couplings and astrophysical bounds on light
scalar particles, Phys. Lett. B 228, 264 (1989).

[113] K. Hagiwara et al. [Particle Data Group], Review of
Particle Properties, Phys. Rev. D. 66, 010001 (2002).

19

[114] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck Collaboration], Planck 2018
results. VIII. Gravitational lensing, Astron. Astrophys.
641, A8 (2020). 1807.06210

[115] F. Beutler et al., The 6dF Galaxy Survey: baryon acous-
tic oscillations and the local Hubble constant, Mon. Not.
Roy. Astron. Soc. 416, 3017 (2011).|1106.3366

[116] A.J. Ross et al., The clustering of the SDSS DR7 main
Galaxy sample-I: A 4 per cent distance measure at
z = 0.15, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 449, 835 (2015).
1409.3242

[117] M. Blomqvist et al., Baryon acoustic oscillations from
the cross-correlation of Ly-a absorption and quasars
in eBOSS DR14, Astron. Astrophys. 629, A86 (2019).
1904.03430.

[118] V. de Sainte Agathe et al., Baryon acoustic oscillations
at z = 2.34 from the correlations of Ly-a absorption
in eBOSS DR14, Astron. Astrophys. 629, A85 (2019).
1904.03400.

[119] F. Feroz, M.P. Hobson, M. Bridges, MultiNest: an effi-
cient and robust Bayesian inference tool for cosmology
and particle physics, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 398,
1601 (2009). 0809.3437

[120] B. Audren et al., Conservative constraints on early cos-
mology with Monte Python, JCAP 02, 001 (2013).
1210.7183

[121] W. Handley, fgivenx: A Python package for functional
posterior plotting, J. Open Source Softw. 3, 849 (2018).
1908.01711

[122] R.E. Kass, A.E. Raftery, Bayes Factors, J. Am. Statist.
Assoc. 90, 773 (1995).


https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9506072
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2933
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.5909
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.6044
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06210
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.3366
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3242
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03430
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.03400
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.3437
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.7183
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.01711

	Rastall gravity extension of the standard CDM model: theoretical features and observational constraints
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Rastall gravity extension of the base CDM model
	III General relativistic equivalence: Non-minimally coupled  and matter
	IV A preliminary investigation
	V Linear perturbations
	VI Observational constraints
	VII Bayesian evidence of the fit
	VIII Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References


