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Abstract
A dissipative model of the universe based on the causal relativistic truncated IsraelStewart theory is analysed in the context of recent accelerated expansion of the universe.
α
The bulk viscosity and relaxation time are respectively taken as ξ = αρs and τ = γ(2−γ)
ρs−1 .
For s = 1/2, the model predicts the prior decelerated phase and an end de Sitter phase as in
the standard ΛCDM model. The dynamical system analysis shows that the prior decelerated
epoch is an unstable equilibrium, while the far future de Sitter epoch is stable. For s 6= 1/2,
the choice with s < 1/2 is ruled out since it does not predict the conventional evolutionary
phases of the universe, but with s > 1/2, even though the model gives an early decelerated
and a late de Sitter epochs, it has the drawback that the end de Sitter epoch is not a stable
equilibrium state. The feasibility of the model, especially for s = 1/2, has been checked
by contrasting it with that based on the full Israel-Stewart and the Eckart viscous theories.
Primarily, the age of the universe in the truncated viscous model is found to be around
13.76 Gyr, which is relatively close to the recent observations, than that in the Eckart model
where it is 10.9 Gyr and also that from the full causal model, 9.72 Gyr. Further, both in the
full causal and in the Eckart model, the matter exhibits a stiff fluid nature (with equation of
state around one) in the prior decelerated phase, while in our truncated viscous model, the
matter possesses an ordinary nature with equation of state around zero. It is also noted that
the end phase in the truncated viscous model is also in good contrast when comparing with
full causal and Eckart models, such that in the full causal model, the end epoch is not de
Sitter but only of quintessence nature, and in Eckart case even though the end epoch is de
Sitter but not generally stable. Thus, the truncated viscous model appears more compatible
with astronomical observations than the Eckart and full causal viscous models.
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Introduction

The bulk viscous phenomenon in cosmology has attracted considerable interest since this is the
possible dissipative mechanism that can occur in a homogeneous and isotropic universe. In
1

the case of such non-equilibrium thermodynamic processes, the traditionally used relativistic
approach is due to Eckart [1]. However, the Eckart theory is suffering from superluminal speed
of the signals, which causes the violation of causality and the equilibrium states are generally
unstable (see [2, 3, 5, 4] and references therein). The reason is that it accounts only up to
first-order deviations from equilibrium. If one includes the higher-order deviations as well, then
the problems may disappear. Motivated from this, a relativistic second order theory of the
dissipative process was formulated by Israel and Stewart (IS theory) [3, 6, 7]. In this theory,
the systems have a finite relaxation time τ to the equilibrium state in contrast to the Eckart
theory, in which the system relaxes instantaneously. Due to this the causality is restored in the
Israel-Stewart theory, and also the equilibrium states are become generally stable [8, 4].
An important point of interest is whether a negative bulk viscous pressure can cause an
accelerated expansion in the FLRW universe. The two accelerated expansion epochs in the
evolution of the universe are the early inflation and the late accelerated epoch. Several studies
are there analysing the possibility of a bulk viscosity inflation. However, the results are converse
with each other. Some authors argued in favour [9] of the existence of such inflationary solution,
while others [10, 11, 12] negate such a possibility. There exists differences between the full and
truncated theory in addressing the early inflation as discussed in [12]. In [9, 11], the authors
have concluded that the existence of inflationary solution is a spurious effect that arises due
to neglecting the non-linear terms in full IS theory i.e., due to the usage of truncated version.
On the other hand, in the reference [13], the authors have argued that both full and truncated
versions will allow inflationary solutions under some exceptional conditions even in situations
far away from equilibrium. Romano and Pavon [15] have shown, by qualitative and numerical
studies that, both truncated full versions gives asymptotically stable de Sitter solution but
unstable FLRW solution.
Regarding the possibility of bulk viscosity driven late acceleration, models based on both
the Eckart theory [16, 17] and the full IS theory [18, 19] are strongly supporting the possibility.
But how far a truncated IS theory will support such a possibility is not studied adequately
in the current literature. An analysis based on the truncated IS theory in the context of late
acceleration is our main aim in this paper.
We will describe the relationship between the full IS theory and its truncated version in the
next section. However, the following points may be noted from the outset. In non-equilibrium
thermodynamics, usually called as the ‘extended irreversible thermodynamics’ [13], the generalised Gibbs equation, the evolution equation of thermodynamic variables involves thermodynamic quantities dissipative in nature. Then the corresponding causal evolution equation is
approximately equivalent to a truncated theory expressed in terms of the equilibrium variables
[20]. For analysis in situations like expanding universe, such a truncated version is equivalent to
the full causal theory due to Israel and Stewart [21, 11, 12]. The essential fact is that the truncated theory retains stability and causality conditions. Therefore, it is reasonable to consider
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the truncated Israel-Stewart theory as an independent theory to describe the bulk viscous pressure evolution [22]. The truncated Israel-Stewart formalism is also called the Maxwell-Cattaneo
theory.
Even though the ΛCDM model explains the current acceleration in the expansion of the
universe [23], it faces the following issues. First, it admits a fictitious component called dark
energy to realise the late acceleration, its nature is still a mystery. The model admits the
cosmological constant as the dark energy, its estimated value is very tiny compared to that
predicted by the quantum field theory [23]. Secondly, it doesn’t give any valid explanation for
the equality of the densities of the evolving dark matter and the cosmological constant during
the current epoch [23]. Bulk viscosity driven acceleration is an alternative approach in finding
reasonable solutions to these problems. A suitable mechanism for the origin of bulk viscosity in
an isotropic and homogeneous universe is still not clear. Some authors have shown that different
cooling rates of the components of the cosmic medium can produce bulk viscosity [24, 25, 26, 27]
and another proposal is that bulk viscosity of the cosmic fluid may be the result of non-conserving
particle interactions [28, 29, 30].
For explaining the recent acceleration of the universe [31, 32], a model of bulk viscous matter
dominated universe based on the Eckart formalism is discussed in references [5, 33, 16, 17]. In
particular, the authors in [17] have shown that the bulk viscous matter dominated model can
predict a transition into a late accelerated epoch, which asymptotically tends to a stable de
Sitter phase.
Owing to the non-causal nature of the Eckart formalism, the bulk viscosity driven late
acceleration has been analysed using the full causal Israel-Stewart theory [18, 19, 34, 35, 36, 37].
For instance, the model described in [18] predicts the transition into a late accelerated phase,
where the universe having a quintessence nature in the late phase evolution. However, the model
failed to predict a pure de Sitter phase as the end stage. The dynamical system anlaysis of this
model presented in [19] shows that the model can admit an asymptotically stable accelerated
phase.
Some other works of important relevance to the viscous nature of the dark sectors in resolving
some problems related to the recent observations are discussed in [38, 41, 39, 40]. In [41], the
authors have shown that the σ8 −Ωm tension (where σ8 is the r.m.s. fluctuations of perturbations
at 8h−1 Mpc scale) and H0 − Ωm tension faced in the analysis of the Planck CMB parameters
using the standard ΛCDM model can alleviate if one assumes a small amount of viscosity in the
dark matter sectors. To mention another one, the amplitude of the absorption signal of 21cm
line at the redshift z ∼ 17 announced in the EDGES (Experiment to Detect the Global EoR
Signature) observation is larger than the prediction from the standard cosmological model [44].
In [39] the authors impart viscous nature to the dark matter for explaining this anomaly in the
EDGES observation. Recently with reference to the gravitational wave observations [42, 43],
the impacts of propagation of the gravitational wave signal in the cosmic fluid with viscosity,
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during the early and late epoch of the universe, is reported by Brevik et al. in [38] and they
have constrained the viscosity of the cosmic fluid using the observational data. In the review
[45], the influence viscous effects in the expansion profile of the universe are given in detail.
As mentioned earlier, our aim in this paper is to make a detailed analysis on the bulk
viscosity driven late acceleration by using the truncated version of IS theory and hence to see
whether there arise any difference in total effect as compared to the usage of the full IS theory
as discussed in [18, 19]. The reason for this interest is due to the difference in the conclusions
regarding the bulk viscous inflation between the full and truncated theories [12]. The authors in
[22] have analysed the evolution of gravitational potential by assuming an ansatz on the pressure
of viscous fluid using the truncated IS theory. In their work, they have solved the truncated form
of the viscous pressure evolution equation to obtain the relaxation time of the viscous fluid from
a non-equilibrium state to an equilibrium state and then proceed with the consideration of the
evolution of potential. By doing this, they have shown that the truncated version is compatible
with the standard ΛCDM model in accounting for the CMB power spectrum. We will mainly
concentrate on the Hubble parameter evolution and the status of other relevant cosmological
parameters. For obtaining an analytical solution for the Hubble parameter, we have assumed
the relation between bulk viscosity ξ and the energy density ρ of the form ξ = αρs , where α is a
constant [12, 46, 47]. For the parameter s, we have considered the standard cases, s = 1/2 and
s 6= 1/2.
This paper is organized as follows, in section 2, the analytical solution of the Hubble parameter, and the analysis of cosmological parameters are given. In section 3 we present the
phase space analysis of the model. Section 4 presents the model parameters estimation and the
conclusions are given in section 5.

2

Evolution of the viscous universe with truncated IS theory

We consider a flat universe with the bulk viscous matter as the dominant cosmic component,
satisfying the Friedmann equations,
ρm
H2 =
,
(1)
3
1
Ḣ = −H 2 − (ρ + 3Pef f ) ,
(2)
6
where H = ȧa is the Hubble parameter, ρm is the matter density, Pef f is the effective pressure,
a is the scale factor, an over dot represents the derivative with respect to cosmic time t and we
have taken c = 8πG = 1. The conservation equation for the viscous fluid is
ρ̇m + 3H(ρm + Pef f ) = 0.

(3)

Pef f = p + Π,

(4)

The effective pressure is given as,
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where p is the normal pressure, given by p = (γ − 1)ρ, γ is the barotropic index and Π is the
bulk viscous pressure. In the full causal Israel-Stewart theory, the bulk viscous pressure satisfies
the dynamical evolution equation,
!
1
τ̇
ξ˙ Ṫ
τ Π̇ + Π = −3ξH − τ Π 3H + − −
,
(5)
2
τ
ξ T
where τ , ξ and T are the relaxation time, bulk viscosity and temperature of the viscous fluid
respectively and are generally functions of the density of fluid [12]. As τ → 0, this evolution
equation will reduces to the Eckart equation, Π = −3ξH.
The truncated version is an approximation of the full IS theory, resulting when the bracketed
terms on the RHS of equation (5) are assumed to be negligible in comparison with the viscosity
term −3Hξ. Consequently, the evolution of viscous pressure will be represented as,
τ Π̇ + Π = −3ξH.

(6)

This approximation is undoubtedly correct under situations when the system is very close to
the equilibrium state
[48]. However

 the full IS theory and truncated form are exactly identical
ξ̇
τ̇
Ṫ
to each other if 3H + τ − ξ − T = 0, which is satisfied only in some exceptional cases (for
details of this see [48]). Even otherwise, the truncated version will suitably hold if the viscous
pressure satisfies the condition |Π|  ρ [48]. The important advantage of the truncated form
is that (i) it does not contain the complicated non-linear terms as in equation (5), (ii) like the
full theory, it also predicts a finite speed for the viscous pulses hence safeguard the principle of
causality [11, 49].
Following Belinskii et al. [46, 47], we choose the coefficient of viscosity and relaxation time
as,
ξ = αρs .
(7)
and the relaxation time as τ = ξ/ρ, here α and s are constant parameters satisfying the conditions α ≥ 0 and s ≥ 0. However from the causality and stability conditions of the IS theory, a
general expression for τ can be derived [49],
ξ
= c2b ,
(ρ + p)τ

(8)

where cb represents the speed of bulk viscous perturbations. The dissipative speed of sound
v can be expressed as, v 2 = c2s + c2b , where cs is the adiabatic sound speed and is given as
∂p
c2s = ∂ρ
, since the normal pressure is p = (γ − 1)ρ, then the adiabatic sound speed is obtained
2
as cs = γ − 1 for a barotropic fluid. Hence to satisfy the causality condition, v 2 ≤ 1, the speed
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of bulk viscous perturbations takes the form c2b = (2 − γ)) with 0 <  ≤ 1 [49]. Using equation
(7) and causality conditions of the bulk viscous perturbations, equation (8) can be modified as,
αρs
= (2 − γ),
[ρ + (γ − 1)ρ] τ

(9)

Now, from (9) the relaxation time τ becomes [49, 22]
τ=

α
ρs−1 .
γ(2 − γ)

(10)

Friedmann equation (1) can then combined with equations (3) and (4), to express the bulk
viscous pressure Π as
h
i
Π = − 2Ḣ + 3H 2 + (γ − 1)ρ ,
(11)
and its time derivative is,
h
i
Π̇ = − 2Ḧ + 6H Ḣ + (γ − 1)ρ̇ .

(12)

Using equations (7), (10), (11) and (12), the bulk viscous pressure evolution equation (6) can
be modified as,
Ḧ + 3γH Ḣ +

31−s γ(2 − γ) 2−2s
32−s γ 2 (2 − γ) 4−2s 9
H
Ḣ +
H
− γ(2 − γ)H 3 = 0.
α
2α
2

(13)

We are interested in the late universe at which matter is non-relativistic, for which γ = 1 (then
velocity of bulk viscous perturbation, c2b = (2 − γ) = ). Numerically  is very small and an
analysis based on the truncated IS theory shows that 10−11   ≤ 10−8 [22], and we also
took s = 1/2 [50], which according to equation (7) implies that the bulk viscosity is directly
proportional to the Hubble parameter. Now the equation (13) becomes,
Ḧ + b1 H Ḣ + b2 H 3 = 0,
where

(14)







9
1
√
√
b1 = 3
+ 1 , b2 =
−1 .
(15)
2
3α
3α
For the calculation purpose we change the variable from cosmic time t to x = ln a, so that
differential equation (14) becomes


d2 H
1 dH 2
dH
+
+ b1
+ b2 H = 0.
(16)
2
dx
H dx
dx
We solve this equation and obtained the Hubble parameter as
p
H = H0 C1 a−m1 cosh [m2 (log a − C2 )],
6

(17)

where the constants are given as,
r
√ !
√
3
1
3
3+
, m2 =
9 + 2 ( − 2 3α + 12α2 ),
α
2
α

(18)

"
#
1
3(
Π̃
+
1)
−
2m
0
1
C1 = p
, C2 =
tanh−1
,
m2
m2
cosh(m2 C2 )

(19)

1
m1 =
4

1

where Π̃0 =

Π
3H02

is a dimensionless bulk viscous pressure parameter. A little bit of calculations

will show that H ∝ H0 (1 + const. a−3 )1/2 , for an extremely small  value. Then, as a → ∞, H ∼
constant, indicates the possibility of an end de Sitter phase. In the prior phase corresponding to
an equivalent limit a → 0, the Hubble parameter behaves as H ∼ a−3/2 , which implies a prior
decelerated matter dominated epoch. From an earlier of the full IS viscous model H ∼ a−2.8
as a → 0 and H ∼ a−0.2 as a → ∞ depicts the far future quintessence behaviour [19]. The
Hubble parameter in the Eckart viscous model becomes H ∼ a−3.4 as a → 0 and H ∼ constant
as a → ∞ implies the far future de Sitter epoch. The behaviour of the fluid in both full IS
and Eckart viscous model is different from the evolution of ordinary matter. The evolution of
the Hubble parameter characterises the difference in these viscous models in addressing the late
phase evolution.
The present truncated viscous model assumes a single cosmic component, then the density
parameter becomes Ωtotal ∼ Ωdark matter , therefore from the Hubble parameter equation (17) the
matter density parameter Ωm is obtained as
Ωm =

ρm
ρcritical

=

H2
= C12 a−2m1 cosh [m2 (log a − C2 )],
H02

(20)

in the present time, a = 1, Ωm for the best estimated values of the model parameters (presented
in a later section) is obtained as,
Ωm0 = C12 cosh(m2 C2 ) = 1.

2.1

(21)

Scale factor and age of the universe

The Hubble parameter equation (17) can be expressed in a more convenient form as,
1/2

˜
˜
,
H = H0 C˜1 a−m1 + C˜2 a−m2

(22)

where
m̃1 = 2m1 − m2 ,

m̃2 = 2m1 + m2 .
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(23)

Figure 1: The evolution of scale factor with H0 t for the best estimated value of the model
parameters.
C 2 e−m2 C2
C˜1 = 1
,
2
Integration of equation (22) gives,

2 1+

C˜1 am˜2 −m˜1
C˜2

1/2

2 F1



C 2 em2 C2
C˜2 = 1
.
2

m̃2
1
2 , − 2(m̃1 −m̃2 ) ; 1

(24)

˜

m
˜2 −m
˜1

2
− 2(m̃m̃
; − C1 a C˜
1 −m̃2 )
2
1/2


(25)


˜1
˜2
m̃2 C˜1 a−m
+ C˜2 a−m

= H0 (t0 − tB ),
where 2 F1 is representing a hypergeometric function, t0 is the present time and tB is the time
corresponding to the big-bang. To obtain the behaviour of scale factor, we made a parametric
plot of the equation (25), shown in figure (1), for the best estimated values of model parameters.
The figure shows a transition from the prior decelerated epoch to a later exponential evolution
representing the end de Sitter epoch. The transition redshift zT , corresponding to the switching
from the decelerated to the accelerated expression can be obtained by equating the derivative,
dȧ
da to zero. From equation (22) we have
dȧ
C˜1 (2 − m̃1 )a1−m̃1 + C˜2 (2 − m̃2 )a1−m̃2
= H0
= 0.

1/2
da
2 C˜1 a2−m̃1 + C˜2 a2−m̃2

(26)

and is satisfied with a = aT and z = zT the transition scale factor aT and transition redshift zT
respectively, and are found to be,
"

C˜2 (2 − m̃2 )
aT = −
C˜1 (2 − m̃1 )

#

1
m
˜2 −m
˜1

"

,

C˜2 (2 − m̃2 )
zT = −
C˜1 (2 − m̃1 )
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#−

1
m
˜2 −m
˜1

− 1.

(27)

For the best fit model parameter values, we get zT = 0.73, which is in concordance with the
WMAP observation [51].
Unlike in the above calculation, we can obtained the age of the universe by integrating
equation (22) within the limit from a = 0 to a = 1. Then on substituting the best estimated
values of the model parameters, we get the age as
t0 − tB =

98.50 × 10−2
∼ 13.76 Gyr,
H0

(28)

where we used the best estimated value of the present Hubble parameter, H0 = 70.05 km s−1 Mpc−1 .
This is very near to the age obtained from observations of oldest globular clusters [52] and also
in good matching with Planck observations, around 13.79 Gyr [53]. The important point to be
noted at this juncture is that the age predicted following the Eckart approach is around 10.9 Gyr
[16] and that based on full Israel-Stewart formalism is around 9.72 Gyr [18]. These indicate the
better performance of the truncated model.

2.2

Evolution of the deceleration parameter

We obtained deceleration parameter q, characterising the rate of change of speed of expansion
of the universe. It is basically defined as, q = −1 − Ḣ/H 2 . Substituting the Hubble parameter
and its time rate, we get
q = −1 + m1 −

m2
tanh [m2 (log a − C2 )] .
2

As an approximation, for small value of , it can be obtained as, q ∼ −1 +

(29)
3
4

−

3
4



a3/2 −a−3/2
a3/2 +a−3/2



.

It is then clear that for large values of a at which a3/2  a−3/2 , the deceleration parameter
attained a de Sitter type value, q ∼ −1. Whereas, in the early expansion phase as a → 0, it
follows a−3/2  a3/2 , then q ∼ 1/2, which represents the early decelerated epoch. From equation
(29) the current value q, can be obtained as q0 ∼ −0.58 for the best estimated values of the
model parameters. This is in matching with the WMAP value, q0 = −0.60 [51].
The evolution of q parameter with redshift for the best fit values is plotted in figure (2).
The figure shows that the universe makes a transition into the accelerating epoch from a prior
decelerated epoch at the redshift around zT ∼ 0.73 and finally attaining the pure de Sitter
epoch. It should be noted that in the bulk viscous model based on full causal formalism, it has
been shown that [19], q parameter stabilises around q ∼ −0.88, and hence never approach a
pure de Sitter phase in the asymptotic limit. However, the Eckart viscous model asymptotically
approaches a de Sitter phase [16].
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Figure 2: The evolution of deceleration parameter q and equation of state parameter ω with
redshift for the best estimated value of model parameters.

2.3

Evolution of the equation of state parameter

Yet another parameter of interest is the equation of state of the cosmic fluid. The equation of
state parameter can be obtained using the standard formula,
ω = −1 −
where h =

H
H0 .

1 d ln h2
,
3 dx

(30)

Using the Hubble parameter in equation (17), the ω takes the form,

1
{2m1 − m2 tanh [m2 (log a − C2 )]} .
(31)
3
h
 3/2 −3/2 i
−a
The above equation can be approximated as, ω ∼ −1 + 12 1 − aa3/2 +a
, for a small value
−3/2
of . This can readily follows that, as a → ∞, ω → −1 and as a → 0, ω → 0, which implies
that the universe will eventually attains a de Sitter phase from the decelerated expansion phase.
From equation (31), the present value of ω for the best estimated values of the model parameters
is obtained as ω0 ∼ −0.72. In this case the current value is comparatively large compared to the
value from the combined data set WMAP+BAO+H0 +SN, about ω0 ∼ −0.93 [54, 55].
The evolution of ω against redshift for the best estimated values of the model parameter is
shown in figure (2) and indicates an evolution of the viscous universe from a prior decelerated
expansion (at which ω ∼ 0) to the final de Sitter epoch with ω ∼ −1. However, a model using the
full causal IS theory [18] exhibits quintessence nature in the far future evolution with ω ∼ −0.88
and stiff fluid character in the early decelerated phase of the universe, ω ∼ 0.88. The early
decelerated epoch in the Eckart viscous model also exhibits the stiff fluid nature ω ∼ 1.3, even
though this model attains a far future de Sitter phase. Therefore, the model based on the
truncated IS theory gives the evolution similar to the standard cosmological model.
ω = −1 +
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3

Phase space analysis

Understanding the global behaviour of the cosmological model can be obtained from the dynamical system study of the model. A cosmological model can be expressed as a system of
autonomous differential equations by choosing suitable dynamic variables. Analysis of critical
(or equilibrium) points obtained from the dynamical equations and the evolution of phase space
trajectories give a general character of the cosmological model [56]. The critical points in the
phase space can be classified as unstable (past attractor), stable (future attractor), saddle point,
etc. to extract the evolutionary properties of respective epochs.
To obtain the phase space dynamics of the present model of the universe, we use new dimensionless variables, Ω, the density parameter, Π̃, the bulk viscous pressure and τ̃ a new time.
These are defined as,
ρ
Π
, Π̃ =
, and H(t)dt = dτ̃ .
(32)
3H 2
3H 2
Using the above definitions, equations (2), (3) and (6) can be written as the dynamical system
of equations,
h
i
Ω0 = (Ω − 1) (3γ − 2)Ω + 3Π̃ ,
(33)


i
1h
H 0 = −H 1 +
(3γ − 2)Ω + 3Π̃ ,
(34)
2
and
"
#
h
i
H 1−2s Π̃
0
Π̃ = 3γΩ[γ − 2] 1 +
+
Π̃
2
+
(3γ
−
2)Ω
+
3
Π̃
,
(35)
(3Ω)s α
Ω=

where 0 prime0 indicates a derivative with respect to new time variable τ̃ . In the flat and expanding universe H is positive, so the dynamical equations (33) - (35) are well defined. The
present model consisting of only single component, the non-relativistic viscous matter for which
γ = 1, hence the density parameter will be Ω = 1. Therefore, effectively the phase space can
be described with dynamical equations (34) and (35). In the previous section, the behaviour
of exact solutions for s = 1/2 has analysed. But in this section, the phase space evolution is
analysed for the choices s = 1/2 and s 6= 1/2.

3.1

Choice 1: s=1/2

For s = 1/2, the autonomous equations (34) and (35) become independent of each other and
hence the dimension of the phase space will be reduced to one and the equation (35) will then
represents the evolution of this single dimensional phase space. Equation (35) can be expressed
in terms of the variable ω = Π̃/Ω as,
ω 0 = f (ω) = (ω − ω + )(ω − ω − ),
11

(36)

Figure 3: The evolution of phase space trajectory in the ω 0 − ω space for the best estimated
value of the model parameter, when s = 1/2.
where we took Ω = 1 owing to the consideration of a single component and ω + and ω − are given
as
q
√
√
3 − 3α ± (3α − 3)2 + 36α2 
ω± =
.
(37)
6α
The dynamical equation (36) gives the one dimensional phase plane evolution. The equilibrium
points are obtained by equating ω 0 = 0, and are obviously ω + and ω − . From equation (36),
we get ω + > 0 and ω − < 0 for√all positive values of the √model parameters α and . Equation
9α2
9α2
(37) can be read as ω + ∼ −3α+
= 0 and ω − ∼ −3α−
= −1, for a small value of . For
6α
6α
+
the best estimated values of model parameters also we get ω = 0 and ω − = −1. This shows
that the critical points ω + and ω − represents the prior decelerated and a far future de Sitter
expansion phases of the bulk viscous universe respectively.
The phase space trajectory in the ω 0 − ω plane will helps to study the evolution of universe without considering the exact analytic solutions. The phase space evolution according to
equation (36) is shown in figure (3). The flow of vectorfield ω is on a line and its direction of
evolution is determined from the stability of critical points [57, 19]. A critical point ωc becomes
unstable, if f 0 (ωc ) > 0, consequently a small perturbation around such a point will grow exponentially. On the other hand if f 0 (ωc ) < 0, then the critical point will be stable, then all small
perturbations around that point will declines exponentially. Finally if the slope f 0 (ωc ) alter its
sign at the equilibrium point, then it will be a saddle point. The stability of critical points ω ±
can be obtained as follows. From equation (36) the expression for the slope is,
f 0 (ω) = (ω − ω + ) + (ω − ω − ),

(38)

where the condition ω − < ω < ω + is satisfied for the best estimated value of model parameters.
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Critical points →

ω+

ω−

ω

0

−1

q

0.5

−1

Stability

Unstable

Stable

Table 1: Qualitative properties of the critical points ω + and ω − , when s = 1/2
At equilibrium points ω + and ω − the function f 0 (ω) become,
f 0 (ω + ) = (ω + − ω − ) > 0,

(39)

f 0 (ω − ) = (ω − − ω + ) < 0.

(40)

From equations (39) and (40) it is evident that ω + is an unstable equilibrium point and ω −
is a stable equilibrium point. In figure (3), we can see that the flow of phase space trajectory
is evolving from the unstable critical point ω + and converges at the stable critical point ω − .
Therefore, the present truncated version of the viscous model is predicting the evolution of
universe from an unstable decelerated to a stable accelerated de Sitter epoch in the late stages.
The exact solutions corresponding to the equilibrium points ω ± , can be obtained from equation (34) as,
2
1
2
1
Hω± =
,
aω± = a0 t 3 (1+ω± ) .
(41)
±
3 (1 + ω )t
This clearly indicates that the case with

1
2
3 (1+ω + )

< 1 represents the decelerated behaviour while

2
1
3 (1+ω − )

> 1 the solution will represent an accelerating nature of the critical points ω + and
for
ω − respectively. The properties of the equilibrium points are summarised in Table (1).

3.2

Choice 2: s 6= 1/2

For deriving the exact solution, we choose s = 1/2, because for s 6= 1/2, it’s difficult to get an
analytical solution for the Hubble parameter. However it is possible to have qualitative analysis
of the model is obtained for case s 6= 1/2. For this we modify the system of equations (34) and
(35) as,
3
h0 = (2s − 1)(1 + ω)h,
(42)
2



hω
0
2
ω =3 ω +ω− 1+ s
,
(43)
3 α
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where a new phase space variable is defined as h = H 1−2s . Unlike in the previous case, for
s 6= 1/2 the phase space description is two dimensional with phase space variables, (h, ω).
Equating h0 = ω 0 = 0, in the above equations, we obtained two critical points as,
P1 :

h = 0,

1 √
ω = ( 1 + 4 − 1) ∼ 0,
2

(44)

1 √
ω = − ( 1 + 4 + 1) ∼ −1.
(45)
2
Since h = H 1−2s , for s < 1/2, the critical point P1 represents a static universe, owing to the
zero value of the Hubble parameter. At the same time, P2 represents a de Sitter epoch with
a positive constant Hubble parameter. This implies that the option s < 1/2 is not admissible
with respect to the current observations regarding the evolutionary stages of the universe.
Now, for the case s > 1/2, the fixed point P1 will corresponds to a Hubble parameter H ∼ ∞
and equation of state ω ∼ 0 for small value of . This means that P1 represents a decelerating
phase. For the same s value, the point P2 corresponds to a constant (positive) Hubble parameter
and an equation of state ω ∼ −1, which represents the late de Sitter phase. Therefore, for the
option s > 1/2, this model can predict a transition from a decelerated epoch to the de Sitter
phase during the late stages. However, the possibility of such a smooth transition actually
depends on the nature of the stability of both P1 and P2 .
The stability nature of P1 and P2 can be obtained from the sign of eigenvalues of the corresponding Jacobian matrix. By linearising the system of equations (42) and (43) about these
critical points, we can obtain the Jacobian matrix J(h, ω) as,


3
3
2 (2s − 1)h  2 (2s − 1)(1 + ω)
J(h, ω) =
.
(46)
ω
− 3s−1
3 1 + 2ω − 3h
sα
α
P2 :

h = 3s α,

±
Diagonalising J(h, ω), the eigenvalues λ±
1 and λ2 for P1 and P2 respectively are obtained as,
r
r
1
1
+
−
λ1 = 3 s −
λ1 = −3 s − ,
(47)
2
2


31−s 
1
+
−
1+s
λ2 =
λ2 = 3
s−
α.
(48)
α
2
−
When s > 1/2, the eigenvalues, λ+
1 > 0 and λ1 < 0 implying that P1 is a saddle point. On
−
the other hand both λ+
2 and λ2 are positive, hence P2 is an unstable equilibrium point. The
saddle character of P1 , indicates that the universe will continues to evolve from the decelerated
epoch. But the unstable nature of P2 is not a good sign, since it indicates the unstable end de
Sitter epoch. These details are tabulated in Table (2), where we have shown the values of the
corresponding q factor also.
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Critical points →

P1

P2

h

0

3s α

ω

0

−1

q

0.5

−1

s > 1/2

saddle

unstable

Table 2: Qualitative properties of the critical points P1 and P2 , when s 6= 1/2
The exact solution for P1 when s > 1/2 can be obtained by converting equation (42) in terms
of H, through a simple integration we can get,
H=

2
3(1 + ω) t

(49)

In the limit t → 0 the Hubble parameter H → ∞. A further integration of the above equation
2
gives the scale factor as, a ∼ t 3(1+ω) . The exact solutions at P2 are given as,
1

H = (3s α) 1−2s = H̃0 ,

a = eH̃0 t .

(50)

These solutions are characterising the prior decelerated and de Sitter evolution of the bulk
viscous universe in the late time expansion respectively.

4

Estimation of model parameters

To obtain sustainability of the proposed model, the parameters α, , Π̃0 , and H0 have estimated
using the observational data on type Ia Supernovae. The model parameters are extracted using
the χ2 minimization method. The χ2 function determines the goodness of fit of the present model
to the data. We have used the “Union 2.1” SN Ia data, composed of 580 type Ia Supernovae
data points [58].
The luminosity distance dL in a flat universe is expressed as
Z z
dz 0
dL (z, α, , Π̃0 , H0 ) = c(1 + z)
.
(51)
0
0 H(z , α, , Π̃0 , H0 )
where H(z 0 , α, , Π̃0 , H0 ) is the Hubble parameter given in equation (17) and c is the speed of
light. The theoretical distance moduli µth , apparent magnitude m, absolute magnitude M and
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Figure 4: The confidence intervals for the model parameters H0 and Π̃0 in the present model.
The contours corresponding to 68.3%, 95.4%, 99.73% and 99.99% probabilities as one move from
inside.
luminosity distance dL are related as
"
µth (z, α, , Π̃0 , H0 ) = m − M = 5 log10

#
dL (z, α, , Π̃0 , H0 )
+ 25.
M pc

The statistical χ2 function corresponding to the present model is written as
h
i2
n
µth (z, α, , Π̃0 , H0 ) − µ0i
X
χ2 (α, , Π̃0 , H0 ) =
,
2
σ
i
i=1

(52)

(53)

where µ0i is the observational distance modulus obtained from the SNe Ia data set, n is the total
number of data points, σi2 is the variance of the ith measurement. The observational distance
modulus µ0i is compared with µth calculated from equation (52) for different values of z.
The best fit values of the model parameters are α = 131.01 and  = 1.64 × 10−8 and
parameters with 1σ confidence to the χ2 minimum, are given in Table (3), where χ2d.o.f. is the χ2
χ2

min
function per degrees of freedom and χ2d.o.f. = n−n
0 where n = 580, is the number of data points
0
and n = 4 is the number of parameters in the model. The confidence intervals for the model
parameters H0 and Π̃0 is shown in figure. (4).

5

Conclusions

We analysed the evolution of the late universe with a viscous dissipative mechanism using the
truncated version of the Israel-Stewart theory of relativistic bulk viscosity formalism. The
16

Parameters

Best estimated values

Π̃0

−0.72+0.04
−0.05

H0 (kms−1 M pc−1 )

70.05+0.70
−0.65

χ2min

562.23

χ2d.o.f.

0.98

Table 3: The best estimated values of the model parameters are α = 131.01 and  = 1.64 × 10−8
and parameters Π̃0 and H0 with 1σ confidence to the χ2 minimum.
causal IS theories, the full IS and its truncated version, introduce a finite relaxation time τ as
an additional parameter compared to the non-causal Eckart theory where the relaxation time
is taken as zero. A non-zero positive value of τ is essential for ensuring the causality condition.
Among the causal theories, the full IS theory reduces to the truncated IS formalism (6) under
the near equilibrium condition |Π|  ρ. However this does not alter the causality and stability
conditions in the truncated theory. Hence, the truncated IS approach can be considered as
an independent description of the bulk viscous pressure evolution. Some earlier authors have
assumed such an independent status for these theories for describing the early inflation of the
universe in dissipative models. The non-negative entropy production in the truncated version
also supports its independent nature [12].
There exists different opinion in the literature regarding the possibility of the inflationary
solution in the dissipative models and moreover, the possibility depends on whether one uses the
full IS theory or the truncated version. Our main motivation is to search whether there exists
any such dependence in extracting the possibilities of late acceleration in the dissipative models,
on the nature of the dissipative theories like the truncated IS model or the full version of the IS
theory or even the non-causal Eckart formalism. Earlier analyses of the bulk viscous models in
the literature have shown that it is possible to obtain solutions to explain the late accelerating
phase of the universe using both the Eckart formalism and the full IS theory. In the truncated
version, we have derived analytical solutions for the late accelerating phase of the universe.
Even though these three formalisms could predict the late accelerating epoch driven by
the negative pressure generated by the bulk viscosity, there exists strong differences between
them. Our analysis has shown that the truncated model may appear to be more favoured by
cosmological observations.
We have derived the Hubble parameter (17) of the universe obeying the truncated IS equaα
tion by assuming bulk viscosity and relaxation time of the form ξ = αρs and τ = γ(2−γ)
ρs−1
respectively with the choice s = 1/2. Under the asymptotic limits the Hubble parameter behaves
as H ∼ a−3/2 as a → 0, which corresponds to the early decelerating phase and H ∼ constant as
17

a → ∞, corresponding to the pure end de Sitter epoch. The expansion profiles of the deceleration parameter and the equation of state parameter are found to be satisfying the respective
asymptotic behaviours, q → 0.5, ω → 0 as a → 0 and q → −1, ω → −1 as a → ∞. The implied
transition from the prior decelerating epoch to the late acceleration is found to occurs at redshift
around zT ∼ 0.73. So, the background expansion history of the universe in this truncated model
is compatible with the current observation and predicts a pure de Sitter epoch as the end phase
like the standard ΛCDM. However, we are more interested in comparing the results with the
corresponding scenario with the full IS model and the Eckart theory.
Let us first compare the background evolution of the cosmological parameters in the truncated model with the other two models. Earlier studies on the full IS theory [19] have revealed
that, the Hubble parameter assumes the form H ∼ a−2.8 as a → 0, while studies on the Eckart
viscous model indicates that H ∼ a−3.4 as a → 0 [16]. So in both these cases, the Hubble
parameter decreases comparatively slower than in the case of ordinary matter dominated case.
Consequently, the state of the cosmic component might be different from that of ordinary dark
matter. In the same references, the equation of state of the viscous matter can be calculated for
the same condition as, ω → 0.88 with a corresponding deceleration factor q → 1.83 for the full
IS model, and in the Eckart viscous model, the parameters obtained as ω → 1.3 with q → 2.4.
So the viscous matter in the prior decelerated epoch in both the full IS model and the Eckart
model has stiff nature. Compared to these two, as per our analysis, the truncated model predicts a prior decelerated epoch with the equation of state ω = 0 corresponding to a deceleration
parameter of q = 0.5. Let us now contrast the truncated model with the other models corresponding to the future asymptotic limit as a → ∞. In this limit the full causal model predicts
a quintessence behaviour with H ∼ a−0.2 , q → −0.82 and ω → −0.88 i.e., an ever decreasing
nature for the Hubble parameter, while H ∼ constant in the Eckart model, which represents
the de Sitter evolution. In the truncated model the evolution corresponds to a pure de Sitter
epoch with q → −1, ω → −1. So compared to both the Eckart model, and the full IS model the
truncated model predicts a similar evolution of the universe as that in the case of the standard
ΛCDM model. But unlike in the ΛCDM, we don’t need any fictitious dark energy instead, the
acceleration is now generated by the more physical viscosity associated with the matter sector.
Our study pointed out a good adaptability of the truncated IS model in explaining the
late accelerated expansion of the universe. A major reason for the reasonable behaviour of the
truncated model is lying in value of the parameter  the causality parameter. This parameter
determines the speed perturbations as c2b = (2 − γ). For γ = 1 we have c2b = , i.e. the causality
parameter  is account for c2b . We extracted this parameter using the supernovae type Ia data
as  ∼ 1.64 × 10−8 . In contrary, the best fit value in full IS viscous model is  ∼ 0.39 [19]. The
extremely small value that we have extracted for  is coinciding with the upper limit of the
range of this parameter 10−11  (= c2b ) ≤ 10−8 obtained in reference [22]. Another plus point
is the age prediction in the truncated model, a difficulty related to the prediction of the age of

18

the universe come across in the Eckart and the full IS viscous models are successfully sorted out
in the present truncated viscous model. In the present model, the deduced age of the universe
is around 13.76 Gyr for the best estimated values of parameters. Obviously, the predicted age
is consistent with the recent observations [53].
The dynamical system analysis of the truncated model, for the choice s = 1/2, elucidates that
the future de Sitter phase will be a stable equilibrium point while the early decelerated phase
is an unstable equilibrium. So, we could affirm that the universe is evolving towards a stable
equilibrium state. We further extended the phase space analysis for the choice of s 6= 1/2. When
s < 1/2 the solutions are failing to explain the standard evolution of the universe, and hence we
have ruled out this choice in explaining the model. While s > 1/2, the early decelerated phase
is saddle point and the future de Sitter epoch will be an unstable equilibrium point. Therefore
an evolution towards stable equilibrium could not be achieved in this choice. Even though the
full IS model, with s = 1/2, gives a stable end epoch, but it is of quintessence nature, and with
s > 1/2 it also yields an unstable de Sitter equilibrium endpoint.
In conclusion, our investigation on the truncated IS viscous model, for the choice s = 1/2
is consistent with the cosmological observations, it predicts a prior decelerated epoch q = 0.5,
ω = 0 and which further evolves to a stable pure de Sitter phase. Also, prediction of age of
the universe from this model is compatible with the observational values than that of the other
viscous models, viz. the Eckart and the full IS model.
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