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Abstract.  The warm dark matter (WDM) can be described by a simple
and useful model called reduced relativistic gas (RRG). In this work, it is
analytically constructed the scalar field actions minimally and non-minimally
coupled to gravity, which are equivalent to RRG in the sense they produce
the same cosmological solutions for the conformal factor of the metric. In
particular, we construct the scalar theory which corresponds to the model of an
ultra-relativistic ideal gas of spinless particles possessing conformal symmetry.
Finally, the possibility of supplementing our scalar field model for WDM with
dynamical dark energy in the form of a running cosmological constant (RCC)

is also considered.

1 Introduction

The standard model of cosmology (ACDM) describes the properties and evolution of
the universe as a whole, considering the existence of a new kind of cosmic fluids known
as dark energy (DE) and dark matter (DM) and whose theoretical predictions are in very
good agreement with observational data [I, 2]. However, although this model seems to
pass most of the experimental tests, there are still some discrepancies and tensions with
data that cannot be explained naturally within this framework [3].

In the ACDM model, the role of DE is assumed by the positive cosmological constant

(CC) A, which is considered as a fluid with negative pressure, as the most natural and
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simple explanation for the current accelerating phase [4]-[5]. Nonetheless, this leads to the
well known CC problem, opening new searches and possibilities for the solution of the DE
problem [@] [7]. These new developments have also given rise to some extensions of the
standard model or even modifications of the gravitational theory which is based on [, 0].

One of these natural extensions consists of considering the possible running of A, where
this running emerges as a consequence of the quantum corrections in the effective action
and its simplest version can be described through a minimal subtraction scheme in curved
spacetime [10, I1]. At low energies (IR), it should be taken into account the decoupling
of the massive fields, however, this decoupling cannot be verified for the A case [12], but
the non-running can be proved neither [I3]. Thus, one can explore the running CC only in
the phenomenological setting. Despite this fundamental limitation, these running vacuum
models (RVM) have shown interesting features for both background and perturbation lev-
els, fitting quite well the observational data, and in some cases, with more accuracy than
standard model [14]-]15].

Another common possibility for explaining the current and primordial properties of
an expanding universe, it can be given in terms of a scalar field, where this field can
be minimally or non-minimally coupled to gravity, it has a time-dependent equation of
state and its dynamical evolution can be compatible with the solution of the DE problem
and even it can provide a suitable inflationary dynamics with excellent confidence level
according to observations [16]-[17].

Now, coming back to our initial discussion about the standard model, it is also well
known that the dark matter (DM) component is still an open question. DM, considered
within ACMD as an exotic and non-relativistic matter, with zero pressure, is necessary
for a consistent explanation of large scale structure (LSS) formation and evolution in
an expanding universe and also for describing baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) and
cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies [I§]-[19]. Nowadays there are several
candidates for CDM particle [20], however, the assumption of this DM component as cold
leads some inconsistencies with data [2I]-[22]. Therefore, the DM component could be
hot (HDM) or warm (WDM) instead of cold. HDM scenarios are today ruled out by new
cosmic data-sets, thus letting the WDM as a more realistic alternative [23]-[24].

Considering WDM usually implies the complete solution of Boltzmann equations, tak-
ing into account the possible WDM candidates and their specific properties, but this process
is rather robust and it can be complicated from the analytical point of view. As a useful
alternative, the reduced relativistic gas (RRG) model emerges as a very simple and model-
independent method for describing WDM, where this model consists in a simplification of
the general model for relativistic gas of massive particles, where it is considered the same

value of kinetic energy for all of them [25][26]. The RRG model represents just one exam-



ple of the possible cosmological alternatives equations of state, where their characteristic
parameter w is not constant but may have different forms [27][28]. The main property of
the RRG model in cosmology is WDM description by one single free parameter b, which
characterizes its warmness, without considering interaction with other forms of matter
1200 301 31].

We are interested here in reconstructing and discussing a consistent scalar field theory
for describing WDM using the useful approximation of the simple RRG model, as well
as its cosmological consequences. For this purpose, we consider the description in terms
of a minimal and non-minimal scalar field using the hydro-dynamical approach and the
properties of the conformal transformation. Also, the possible inclusion of a dynamical
dark energy component in the form of an RCC is considered.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next sect. 2l we summarize the main properties
of the simple RRG model for warm dark matter. In sect. B, we formulate the scalar field
theory for this WDM for the case of the minimally coupled scalar field to gravity. Later,
in sect. M we extend this scalar field theory to the case of conformal coupling to gravity
(non-minimal coupling), mapping both of the models using the properties of conformal
transformation. Finally, in sect. [ we explore the possibility of including a dynamical
dark energy component using the QFT-inspired RCC model. We draw our conclusions

and perspectives in sect. [Gl

2 Standard cosmological model with RRG

The cosmological models based on RRG were described in detail in [32]. Let us give a
brief account of the main relations which will be needed in what follows. The equation of
state for the RRG model is given by

PR P
pr=—(1—35), 5§ = —5 1
(1 - ) b (1)

where pg = me2N/V = py (1+ 2)° is its rest energy density. Here, m, ¢ and V, are the
mass of the particles, the light velocity and the volume associated to the gas, respectively.

For the simple RRG cosmological model, we have the Friedmann equations

1 .
PR= — 5 PR=""73 <3H2+2H>, (2)
for a spatially flat FRLW metric with line element

ds® = —dt* + a*(t)dx?, (3)



where a(t) is the scale factor and the dot denotes derivatives with respect to the cosmic

time ¢. We also have the correspondent continuity equation

dp 4—35

d—j+( a )pR:O’ (4)
whose solution can be cast in the form

p1 b?

pr(a) = pes 1+ 2 (5)

where
p3
p1 = mc2N/V, v = p_% (6)

Here p; is the rest energy at some initial point V' = V[, and p, can be interpreted as the
radiation component of the RRG [32]. The warmness parameter b can also be written in
the form

b= ”7/0 (7)

1

such that, for a low warmness v/c < 1, we have b ~ v/c. Thus, b ~ 0 means that
the matter contents is “cold”. The non-relativistic (NR) and ultra-relativistic (UR) limits
correspond to the cases when py = 0 and p; = 0, respectively, setting up the well known
interpolation between radiation and dust components for the RRG [29]. We can also write
these limits in the form

— 0 2
URr: " =2« (8)
a—0 b
-0 b2
NR:{" - % <1 9)
a — OO

such that, the equation of state parameter wgr(p) = pr/pr for this RRG satisfies

lim wi(p) = wnr(p) = 0, T wp(p) = wur(p) = = (10)

a—00 a—0 3

representing exactly the aforementioned interpolation. Additionally, in this UR limit, the

trace of the energy-momentum tensor would be

(Tur)jy = 3p — p = p[Bwur(p) = 1] =0 (11)

so we want to construct a scalar field theory for the RRG also satisfying these properties.
The RRG equation of state and other relations like continuity and warmness equations

indicate that this is the model describing an ideal, this is, non-interacting gas of relativistic
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massive particles. Therefore, if thinking about its mapping to the theory of the scalar field,
in the zero-order approximation our physical insight suggests that such a scalar model
should correspond to a free scalar theory. On the other hand, since the RGG slightly
deviates from the Juttner model [25], there can be a certain defect or deviation from the

free scalar field. Thus, the conformal potential should take the approximate form

2

Uir(0) = %902 + AU(p) (12)

where AU () should be a small quantity.

3 Minimal scalar field

In this section, we reconstruct a general form of the scalar field potential in corre-
spondence with the RRG. Firstly, we set up the basic relations between the scalar field
and hydrodynamic variables and later we recover some basic properties of the RRG model

through the equation of state in this scalar field context.

3.1 Reconstructing the potential

Consider the Lagrangian for a scalar field ¢ minimally coupled to gravit [33]
4 1 1 v
S= [ dav=g |55k~ 50" 0.00,6 — V(9)]. (13)

with k? = 871G = MZQZ. The energy-momentum tensor for this scalar field is

15, = 0,000~ | 5007 = V(o) | g (14

so using again the line element (B]), the associated energy density and pressure are given
b

1. 1.
Py = §¢2 +V(9), Py = §¢2 - V(¢) (15)
and the conservation law V,T"" = 0 yields the Klein-Gordon equation

v _
do

"'We adopt here and what follows the next notations: ¢ is the scalar field minimally coupled to gravity

¢+3Ho+ 0. (16)

and ¢ is the scalar field conformally coupled to gravity.
2When ¢ or ¢ appear as indices will only make reference to minimal and conformal scalar field quantities,

respectively, so they are not tensor indices.



We want to construct a scalar field theory which describes the same cosmological evolution
as the simple model for the RRG discussed in last section, following a similar procedure as
was discussed, for example, in the case of Chaplygin gas [34]. For this purpose, we need to

make the equivalence

1. 1.
PR = §¢2 + V(¢)7 PR = §¢2 - V(¢)7 (17>

such that
PR+ DR = &7, pr — Pr =2V (). (18)

Using the first of these expressions for ¢, the Friedmann equations (2]) and changing time

derivatives by scale factor derivatives (" = d/da), we would get

dp\* 1 1 dH* 1 dpg (19)
da)  kaH? do  kapgr da’

and using now the conservation equation ()

do 1
— = —V4—s. 20

da kKa (20)
In order to simplify our calculations, let us to consider the redefiniton of the rest density
in the form

pa = pra”’ — pa = V3p1a= (21)

such that equation (20)) becomes

dop 1 (a® 440\ (2
da  2ka \ a2+ b2 ’

which is the fundamental and most general relation between minimal scalar field ¢ and
the scale factor a, when a mapping between minimal scalar field and the RRG model is
considered. Now, if we make the change of variable

Gt

v= a? 4+ b2’

we obtain the next integral

o(y) ! / Sy dy (24)

T P-4

)G
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whose solution is given by

o(y) = —1In | (25)

2K




or alternatively

1 (9y° — 15y" + T2y + 16
COSh2H¢——§ < 071 T 247 16 ) . (26)
After some simple algebra we can find a cubic equation for y2, this is
y° = Moy + u(o)y* +0(¢) = 0, (27)
whose solution, which gives y in terms of scalar field ¢, is given by
20 _ 1 21/3X(¢) (o)
where we have defined the functions
(6) = ¥(9) + VU*(9) — 4x*(9), X(9) = N(6) = 3u(9), (29)
U(d) = =2X°(¢) + IN(D) () — 2760(9), (30)
v 3[1 — 12 cosh? k| 24 [1 + 4 cosh® k¢]
— 12 cosh™ K + 4 cosh™ K
A9) = 7 4 12 cosh? k¢ o) = 74 12cosh? ko (31)
2
0(0) = 16 [3 — 4 cosh /@gf)} (32)

7+ 12 cosh? k¢
Therefore, we have found the solution of the scale factor a as a function of the scalar field

¢ through the auxiliary variable y, namely
(33)

Additionally, solving the second equation in (Ig]), we can find the potential as a function

of scale factor a, this is
p1 ba® + 2b?

Gal Va2 1B
where substituting the solutions for a(¢) and y(¢) given by previous equation ([B3) and
([28), we can obtain the scalar potential V' (¢), and therefore, a scalar field theory for the
RRG in the case of minimal coupling. In figure [I] (on the left) we plot this potential as a

V(a) (34)

function of minimal scalar field x¢.

3.2 UR-NR limits and equation of state

In previous section we could obtain a general expression for the potential in this minimal
scalar field context, but due the long and non-simple form of the function y(¢) in (28)), the

analytical treatment of this mapping can be complicated. However, we are interested in
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Figure 1: Left panel: The scalar potential V (¢) as a function of k¢. Right panel: The
equation of state w(a) for the minimally coupled scalar field model for the RRG where

is showed the interpolation between the radiation and matter domination phases.

mapping our RRG model of WDM taking into account the behavior in the UR and NR

limits, in order to compare our results, for instance, with the expected form of the conformal

potential (see equation ([I2))). For this particular purpose, it is enough to consider the UR
and NR version of fundamental relation (22]), such that

and

. d¢ _ 2 _ _KP/2 o P2 —2kK¢
UR: it ayr (@) = e = V(o) = 5 ¢
do 1 5o _
NR: —=— =™ = ——e
R Y anr (@) =€ = V() _—

(35)

(36)

thus obtaining simpler expressions which can be employed in next section, when a conformal

coupling for the scalar field is considered.

On the other hand, it would be interesting to check if the correspondent equation of state

for this effective scalar field, it does satisfy the original properties of the equation of state
for the simple RRG model, in these limits, as it was established in conditions (). In this

scalar context, the equation of state is given by the usual expression

w¢_ ]ﬁ . %¢2_V(¢)

P 3+ V(9)

but using both Friedmann equations (2)), we can write

1 1 dH? 3H? a dH?
k2aH? da’ kK 22 da

(37)

(38)



and therefore we get

2 2 2
o_ _q__ @ dd” 1 /30" +4b 39
“ 3H? da 3 ) (39)
where it is very clear now that, for the aforementioned limits, we simply obtain
1
wijr = 57 wi)r = 07 (4())

respectively. In the figure [l (on the right) we have plotted the equation of state parameter
in this scalar context. Additionally, using equations in (B8) we find that that the trace of

energy-momentum tensor is

Ty =49 = V(9) =3py (w’ — 1) (41)

which, in the UR limit, simply vanishes, such that, we can recover the properties of the

original RRG model in this minimal scalar field formalism.

4 Non-minimal scalar field

In this section, we explore the possibility of completing our scalar field description of
the RRG model but considering a more general action, where the conformal symmetry, as a
connection between minimal and non-minimal cases, it receives special attention. We use
simultaneous conformal transformation and reparametrization for constructing the non-

minimal (conformal) potential from the minimal case.

4.1 Conformal transformation and the general potential

Let us consider now the general action for a scalar field theory in the form [35]
5(6) = [ dov=3 [A(©)5" 0,00, + BO)R +C(0)] (42)

where A, B and C are arbitrary functions of ¢ and consider also the simultaneous conformal

transformation with arbitrary field o = o(¢) and scalar field reparametrization ¢ = ¢(p),

where
g;u/ — g,ul/672a’ /S~ — /_9640 (43)
R=e¢ [R- 6V’ —6(Vo)?] (44)
with
Vo = gV, Vo, (Vo)? = gV, oV 0. (45)



After applying these transformations and reparametrization, we could rewrite the action

[@2)), in the new variables as

2 2 0
S(p) = /d4x\/—{ e?” A¢ )(%) + +6e* [B(qﬁ) (Z—:) +%Z—;%}] 9" 0,00, + B(¢)e* R A

such that we have the equivalence relations between both actions

A<so>=e2f’{A<¢> (%) 16|B(6) (j—;) +%j—;%]} (47)

B(p) = B(d)e”, C(p) = Cg)e™, (48)

which can be used to find the explicit form of conformal field o(y), the reparametrization

¢ = ¢(p) and also the C(¢p), for two given theories related by the conformal transformation
[36]. In our case, let S(¢) be the action for a minimally coupled scalar field, such that

- 1 _ _
where we left o as an arbitrary constant, which can be fixed later on. Additionally, let
S(¢) be the action for the conformally coupled scalar field model, so we demand that its

corresponding functions take the explicit form

Alp) = —, Bp) = 5rg — 5" Clo)=-Ule)  (30)
where we will consider
Uly) = Ue(v) (51)

£=1/6
in order to hold the conformal symmetry of the action S(p). Using the relation ({g]), we

can find the conformal field o, which is given by

o(p) = In [2;/{2 (1 - “QG‘PQ)} 1/2, (52)

and using (A1), we can solve for ¢ and to obtain its relation with ¢, this is

o(p) = \/_ln< +:Z>:lln<1i—§>, (53)
%) B Vo

where we have taken o = 1/(33?) for convenience, letting 3 as another arbitrary constant.

Finally, using the last relation in (8], we can find the function U(yp), in the form

Ute) = 2 vis(e) (1 e ) (54)

Akt 6
where the minimal potential V (¢(p)) was already determined in previous section according
to equation (34]).
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Figure 2: The conformal potential U(y) as a function of ¢.

4.2 Explicit potential in the UR limit

To obtain explicit formula for this potential, we need to substitute equation (53)) in the
solution for a(¢(y)) and take the result as an input into the expression for the potential
B4). In Figure 2 we plot this potential as function of conformal field (.

From the equation (52)), it is clear that we have the condition

1 /{2902 3M? M2
1— >0 — o PP 55
2ak? < 6 ) ’ 4 4 4 (55)

as expected for a classical scalar field. As mentioned at the end of section 2, let us to see

what happen with this conformal potential once the UR limit is considered. Thus, using

@) in ([22), we get again equation (B]), namely

Vir(9) = V(au(9)) = B e (56)

but using (B3] on this UR version of the minimal potential, we get

) . % 2k/8
2 6
6

At this point it is possible to see that the only acceptable possibility for our arbitrary

constant is # = k, such that the conformal potential on this UR limit takes the form

Uur(p) = U () + AU(p) (58)

where
4,4

) =22 (o = 02 1) v =2 (2 - 208 <), (o9
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as we can easily check, due both of these terms are proportional to M~ 4 and M, 3 respec-

tively, so AU(yp) is certainly small. Finally, it is possible to rewrite (B8) in terms of an

fﬂP:\/XQ—%JF% (60)

auxiliary field defined as

such that
Uur(X) = %XQ +AU(x) (61)
also satisfying the condition
AU(x) < %XQ (62)

exactly as was expected and in perfect agreement with the above equation (I2)) in section
2.
Additionally, due the the correspondent transformation of the energy-momentum tensor

and its trace, which are given by
TE) =e T =  TW =7 (63)

in the UR limit 7% also vanishes, as a consequence of the above result for 7@ as given
by (@I). Therefore, we can reproduce the original UR limit for the RRG also in this

non-minimal (conformal) scalar field description.

5 Including running vacuum energy

Let us explore the possibility of including a dark energy component in our scalar field
model to unify the dark sector in a unique field. The simplest alternative is the CC, whose
case only implies a constant contribution to the scalar field potential as given in (34
because its equation of state py = —pa does not modify the previous fundamental relation
[@2). However, the situation can be very different if a dynamical form of dark energy is
considered. In previous work, the author and collaborators have considered a cosmological
model for an RCC and WDM, where it was studied the evolution of the model in both
background and perturbative contexts and it was compared with some cosmic observables
as the first acoustic peak and the matter power spectrum [37, 38].

Let us consider the inclusion of this RCC for our scalar field model of WDM. To avoid a
trivial running and to hold the WDM as a decoupled component, it is also needed to add

a baryonic matter with an equation of state

Db = WpPp (64)
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such that the Friedmann equations and the conservation law for this baryonic matter and
RCC reads

3 1 .
PR+Pb+PA=?H27 PR+ WPy = pr =~ <3H2+2H) (65)

Py + 3(L 4+ wp)ppH = —pa (66)

where the running of the CC is given by the renormalization group equation, this is

3
pn = 15+ K—Z(HQ—H(?):A+BH2 (67)
with 7
v 3v
— 0 0 —
A=py— 2 B_E’ (68)

and the WDM component evolves independently as given in (@) and (&). In order to map
this model to a minimally coupled scalar field, we can use these Friedmann equations in
63 to write the relations [39]

: 2H 3H*> H
¢* = — V(g) = =t (69)
or alternatively
1 (H?) 3H? a
2 _ _ s 2\/
(b - FLQCL H2 9 V((b) K/Q _'_ 2[[{‘;2 (H ) (7())

so we need to find an expression for the Hubble parameter. The general and analytical
solution of this system of equations was presented in [38], where the Hubble parameter, in

the case of null spatial curvature, takes the form

0 CL73 b2

2 _m2lo0 Y 0 0 a 50 0 dm o°
H(a)” =H, [QA 11— (% +Q5,) + 11— (% +v,,) + T T (71)
oy (f1, fos fa; =bP)Ca™C — o F(fu, fo; fs; Z)Da_g} (72)
where o F(f1, fo; f3; Z) is the hypergeometric function defined as
— (f)r(f2)r 2"
F i f32) = — 73
2 1(f17f2af37 ) kZ:O (f3)k k" ( )
() is the Pochhammer symbol and we have defined the constants
1 3 — 5—
I L (74
o C
C= V% D= C=31+w)(1—v). (75)

(1=»)B-¢) VI+5
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The complete solution for the scalar field mapping in this case, using the general expression
for H(a) implies two technical steps : integrating the terms evolving the hypergeometric
function and inverting the resulting expression to get a = a(¢). We let the details and
discussion about this full treatment for a future work. For now, and in order to compare
the results with previous section Bl we can take the UR limit in H(a), thus obtaining
simpler expressions and mapping our model to a scalar field for this particular case. In

this limit we can also take |v| ~ 0, such that this expression simply reduces to
Hy(a) = Hy (Q) + Q)a™) (76)

where Q0 = QY + QY . Therefore, the first equation of the scalar field mapping yields

d 2
¢ _ /5a (77)
da 0o
(5) a1
and the potential takes the form
i 0 0 —4

where, in order to compare with our previous result, we have to take the limit 2} — 0 and
Q) — 0, thus obtaining exactly the expressions (B34]) and (33).

6 Conclusions

We have studied here the scalar field theory for a warm dark matter (WDM) com-
ponent which is modeled using the simple reduced relativistic gas approximation (RRG).
As a general result, we have found a mapping between the RRG model and a scalar field
minimally coupled to gravity. Additionally, we have reconstructed the non-minimal action
and potential from this minimal case. For the minimal coupling between gravity and the
scalar field ¢, we found the correspondent scalar potential and analyze the behavior of
its analogous equation of state and the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, where the
properties of the original RRG model were verified in terms of this minimal scalar field.
In the context of non-minimal coupling to gravity, we have constructed the conformal po-
tential from the minimal case using the properties of the conformal transformation of the
metric tensor, where, as expected, we could verify the consistency of this general scalar
field description in the UR limit and for the case of conformal invariance of the action S(¢p)
(£ = 1/6). Our results suggest that the RRG approximation can be successfully replaced

by the scalar models, in terms of simple minimal and conformal scalar fields.
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We also explore the possibility of making a similar map including a dynamical dark energy
component in the form of a running cosmological constant (RCC). It was possible to verify
in the UR case and for the limit of null baryon and vacuum energy densities, the correspon-
dence with the aforementioned pure WDM case. The complete mapping for this model,
considering the most general expression for the Hubble parameter H(a) and taking into
account a non-zero running parameter v will be considered in future work. The scalar field
mapping of this RCC could be especially interesting because its original formulation does
not admit an explicitly covariant description and therefore represents a difficult challenge

for the analysis of cosmic perturbations, especially CMB and gravitational waves.
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