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We propose a dark energy model based on the physics of critical phenomena which is consistent with both
the Planck’s CMB and the Riess et al.’s local Hubble measurements. In this model the dark energy density
behaves like the magnetization of the Ising model. This means the dark energy is an emergent phenomenon
and we named it critically emergent dark energy model, CEDE. In CEDE, dark energy emerges at a transition
redshift, zc, corresponding to the critical temperature in critical phenomena. Combining the Planck CMB data
and local measurement of the Hubble constant from Riess et al. (2019) we find statistically significant support
for this transition with respect to the case of very early transition that represents effectively the cosmological
constant. This is understandable since CEDE model naturally prefers larger values of Hubble constant consistent
with local measurements. Since CEDE prefers a non-trivial transition when we consider both high redshift
Planck CMB data and local Hubble constant measurements, we conclude that H0 tension can be a hint for the
substructure of the dark energy as a well-studied properties of critical phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION:

Riess et al. [1–3] have devoted efforts to measure and con-
strain the present Hubble parameter and their most recent re-
sult showsH0 = 74.03±1.42 km/s/Mpc by the analysis of the
Hubble Space Telescope observations using 70 long-period
Cepheids in the Large Magellanic Cloud. This observation
is in 4.4σ tension with the prediction of CMB observations by
Planck satellite [4]. This tension can be due to systematics,
as speculated e.g. by [5], but its chance has become less and
less thanks to the independent local measurements of H0 e.g.
based on Type II supernovae [6] (H0 = 75.8+5.2

−4.9 km/s/Mpc)
or based on strong gravitational lensing effects on quasar sys-
tems, H0LiCOW, (H0 = 73.5+1.7

−1.8 km/s/Mpc) [7–9] or based
on a calibration of the Tip of the Red Giant Branch, TRGB,
(H0 = 69.8 ± 1.9 km/s/Mpc) [10] or based on calibration
of the SN Ia luminosity using highly-evolved low-mass stars,
Miras, (H0 = 73.6 ± 3.9 km/s/Mpc) [11] or based on cali-
bration of the type Ia supernovae with surface brightness fluc-
tuations, SBF, (H0 = 76.5 ± 4.0 km/s/Mpc) [12] or by us-
ing geometric distance measurements to megamaser-hosting
galaxies, MCP, (H0 = 74.8 ± 3.1 km/s/Mpc) [13]. In addi-
tion it is worth to mention that the ΛCDM model suffers from
some other (mild) tensions e.g. S8 [14], low/high ` [15] and
CMB spatial anomalies [16–18]. Nevertheless, H0 tension
seems the most robust one supported by many observations.
In near future the situation will be clear and if this tension be
real then it is very important to know if there is any theoretical
explanation for it.

There are many different theoretical attempts to address the
H0 tension. Dynamical dark energy models [19–25] and grav-
ity theories in which gravity changes with redshift [26–30]
are examples of the late universe modifications. On the other
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hand, assuming an early dark energy phase before recombi-
nation in order to decrease the sound horizon [31–33] or non-
standard recombination scenarios [34–37] are the main topics
of the early universe solutions. There have been though some
serious doubts on how these early dark energy models can
practically resolve the Hubble tension [38].

There are also interacting dark energy models [39–54],
in which dark matter and dark energy have an extra non-
gravitational interaction in hope for alleviating this tension.
However, there remains some doubts and questions about the
detection of dark energy dark matter interaction [55]. Further-
more, decaying dark matter can be a remedy for this problem
[56–58]. In addition, one can have a higher H0 at the price
of extra relativistic degrees of freedom, parameterized by the
Neff [59, 60].

We have also proposed a model to address the H0 ten-
sion based on the idea of critical phenomena in [61–63]. In
these works we considered that the dark energy experienced a
phase transition in its history. This assumption can be natural
due to the discrepancy between early and late cosmology. In
[61], this phase transition has been modeled phenomenologi-
cally by a tanh function. This behavior for dark energy has
been assumed independently in [64–67] as Phenomenological
Emergent Dark Energy (PEDE). In this work we would like to
generalize our idea in [61] by assigning a more realistic time
evolution to dark energy. In the physics of critical phenom-
ena, the Ising model is one of the well-considered models and
shares its behavior with many other ones. We will assume
that dark energy behaves like an Ising model which results in
a very specific time evolution for it.

II. CRITICALLY EMERGENT DARK ENERGY (CEDE)

Adapted from the literature of critical phenomena, we sup-
pose that the dark energy consists of a sort of self interacting
micro-structures which carry a local “order parameter”. Here,
we attribute a scalar field, φ(r, z), to be representative of this
order parameter in each point of space and time (redshift).
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In fact, this field corresponds to the concept of the coarse
grained local magnetization within the Ising model context.
We assume the spatial average of φ is responsible for the back-
ground density of the dark energy:

ΩDE(z) = 〈φ(r, z)〉 ≡M(z). (1)

For now, we assume that our dark energy is somehow in
thermal contact1 with the radiation and has a temperature pro-
portional to the cosmological redshift, TDE ∝ 1 + z. At early
times or equivalently high temperatures, the local order pa-
rameter changes rapidly and there is no long range correlation
in the dark energy field. it is completely disordered and its
spatial average vanishes. As the universe cools down, order
begins to emerge and the field starts to show a long range cor-
relation. After a critical temperature, Tc, the average of φ
takes distance from zero and dark energy appears in a contin-
uous phase transition. To formulate this scenario, we use the
mathematical description of phase transitions, developed by
Ginzburg and Landau [68]. For this goal, we introduce our
effective free energy2

EF =

∫
d3r

[
γ

2
(∇φ)2 +mtφ2 +

1

2
λφ4

]
, (2)

and demand that the EF be always stationary with respect to
the variations of φ. In the above expression, t is the reduced
temperature, t ≡ T−Tc

Tc
, and γ, m and λ are some positive

constants that are supposed to be determined from observa-
tions. As it is evident in (2), we have supposed Z2 symmetry
for our effective free energy; i.e. there isn’t any odd power
of φ. This symmetry implies that the phase transition is con-
tinuous or second order. For the equation of motion of φ we
obtain:

−γ∇2φ(r) + 2mtφ(r) + 2λφ3(r) = 0. (3)

At the first approximation, we consider φ within the mean
field approach: φ(r) = 〈φ(r)〉 ≡ M . Hence it should obey
the following equation:

2mtM + 2λM3 = 0, (4)

which yields:

M = 0 or M = ±
√
−mt
λ

= ±
√
m

λ

zc − z
1 + zc

. (5)

The last equality comes from our assumption for the dark en-
ergy temperature, TDE ∝ 1 + z. The case M = 0 corre-
sponds to T > Tc and the two other cases belong to T < Tc;

1 It is important to emphasize that this interaction should be very tiny. Oth-
erwise we expect modification in the behaviour of photons which are very
well-constrained. On the other hand, theoretically one can assume that the
phase transition in the behaviour of DE is realized by changing of the tem-
perature due to the expansion rate of the universe. In this scenario we could
assume TDE ∝ (1+ z)β . The β dependence does not change the general
behavior of our model and here we assume β = 1.

2 In the literature of critical phenomena it is shown by L. But here we used
EF to not make any confusion with the Lagrangian.

after spontaneous symmetry breaking, M takes one of these
two possible temporal functionalities3. We choose M to take
the positive one, because negative values for the dark energy
density are not very pleasing philosophically. It is worth to
clarify that we assumed quasi-static case for the DE system.
This effectively means the interaction has smaller time scale
in comparison to the Hubble time.

In addition, spatially flatness of the universe fixes the co-
efficient m/λ = (1 − Ωm − Ωr)

2 (1 + zc)/zc in (5) and we
obtain

ΩDE(z) = (1− Ωm − Ωr)

√
zc − z
zc

, (6)

where Ωm and Ωr are the matter and radiation fractional den-
sities at present time, respectively. So in this step we have the
form of the Friedmann equation,

H2 = H2
0

[
Ωm(1 + z)3 + Ωr(1 + z)4 + ΩDE(z)

]
. (7)

We can deduce the dark energy’s equation of state from the
continuity equation, namely,

ρ′DE(z)− 3

1 + z
ρDE(z)

[
1 + wDE(z)

]
= 0, (8)

where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to the redshift. By
substituting ρDE(z) from (6) into (8) we can read wDE(z) as

wDE(z) = −1− 1 + z

6(zc − z)
. (9)

This relation holds for any moment after onset of the phase
transition and before that time, since the density of dark en-
ergy is zero, wDE is not well-defined. Right at the moment
of transition, wDE diverges toward −∞ and afterwards, at far
future, approaches −1 (c.f. figure 1). Physically, this means
the DE effectively is in a phantom phase and dynamically ap-
proaches to the cosmological constant. This is a behavior that
we expect from emergent dark energy models [64, 66]. We
emphasize that since wDE is not appeared in the physics di-
rectly then wDE = −∞ does not give any physically diver-
gences in our model4. It is worth to add that we could expect
this behaviour since at the critical temperature, it is a very
natural behaviour in the physics of critical phenomena to see
a discontinuity in some of the parameters.

3 Note that what is observable is m/λ. According to (2), the parameter m
encodes the interaction strength between DE and other fields (e.g. pho-
tons). This means even by setting m to be very small, we expect we can
have the phase transition but ignore the effects on the other fields. In this
scenario we can set λ to get an appropriate value for dark energy density.

4 Note that the physics is given by ρ(a) = ρ0 × exp[−3
∫ a
a0

(1 +

w(a))d ln a] where an infinite wDE at one point cannot make any diver-
gences.
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FIG. 1: The equation of state of dark energy versus redshift for a
typical transition redshift, zc = 2. The grey lines are horizontal and
vertical asymptotes of this function which lie atw = −1 and z = zc,
respectively. Note that as we discussed in the draft, ρDE(z) is the
physical quantity and well behaved at zc even if wDE(z) diverges at
the critical redshift. The sub-plot inside, is the same function with
linear horizontal axis.

III. ANALYSIS

The parameter space we want to put constraint on, is

P = {Ωbh2,Ωch
2, 100ΘMC , τ, ns, ln[1010As], ac}, (10)

which shows that our model has six parameters in common
with ΛCDM and an extra free parameter ac which represents
the scale factor of transition.

In order to put constraint on these free parameters, we focus
on the following two data sets:

• Planck 2018 temperature and polarization angular
power spectra, i.e. combination of the Commander,
SimALL and plikTT,TE,EE likelihoods.[69]. We
refer to this data as CMB.

• The latest measurement of H0 by Riess et al. [1]. We
refer to this data point as R19.

In this work we do not add the other datasets e.g. BAO or Su-
pernovae. The first reason is that we want to see if our model
can reconcile between CMB and R19. The second reason is
that it is not clear if BAO and SNe datasets are consistent with
CMB. We will study this consistency in our future works. We
make use of publicly available code CAMB [70, 71], to cal-
culate the predictions of CEDE for the observables described
above. For sampling the parameter space, we use CosmoMC
[72, 73]. We use GetDist [74] in order to extract the param-
eter’s posteriors from the MCMC chains and to plot likelihood
contours.

IV. RESULTS

The first very important step is to see if independent
datasets are compatible for a theoretical setup or not. If they
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FIG. 2: The 1−2σ contours for ac vsH0 is plotted for CEDE model
where Planck CMB data is used without and with R19 data, in red
and in blue, respectively. The grey bands show the 1 − 2σ values
for H0 as reported by Riess et al. from local measurments. The
red contours show that CEDE model has no inconsistency with R19
which means we can combine R19 and CMB data together to get the
joint constraints (blue contour). It is worth to mention that CEDE
reduces to ΛCDM when the transition occurs very early (effectively
at ac tends to 0). The red contours show this property very clearly:
for very small ac theH0 value becomes closer to what Planck reports
for ΛCDM.

are not compatible then we are not allowed to use both of them
at the same time (that usually would result to tight constraints
for the model parameters). In the framework of ΛCDM, CMB
and R19 are more than 4σ incompatible which is the Hub-
ble tension. To check the compatibility between these two
datasets we have put constraints on CEDE parameters just
with CMB dataset. The main result can be seen in figure 2
where the red likelihood shows the 2 − d likelihood for H0

and ac in CEDE. The result is very promising: constraints
from CMB data has no tension with R19 data in this model.
Obviously, the 1σ likelihood touches R19’s 1σ; and 2σ likel-
hood for H0 in CEDE reaches to upper 2σ value for R19. In
figure 4, we have shown the 2−d and 1−d likelihoods for our
free parameters as well as derived H0 and ΩΛ. It is obvious
from the last row that R19 does not show any inconsistencies
in our free parameters. Consequently, we can add up CMB
and R19 datasets. The likelihoods for CEDE has been shown
in figures 2 and 4 in blue. The best fit values are reported in
table I for ΛCDM and CEDE in the presence of CMB with
and without R19. Note that we have reported the best values
for ΛCDM parameters constrained by CMB and R19 but it
can not be trusted since these two datasets are incompatible in
the framework of ΛCDM.

The main result is that including R19 needs a non-trivial
phase transition in DE by excluding lower values for transi-
tion scale factor ac. This lower value at 2σ is around ac ∼ 0.2
which is equivalent to zc ∼ 4. To explain it let us emphasize
that for very small values of ac the transition occurs at very
high redshifts. This means DE starts to grow from zero to a
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FIG. 3: The fractional density of dark energy is plotted versus the
redshift. The dashed black line represents this function for the
ΛCDM model best fit values. The red line region shows the same
for 1σ values of CEDE when it is constrained by only CMB. Obvi-
ously, for this case, CEDE includes ΛCDM as we discussed in the
paper. But including R19 excludes the ΛCDM as it is shown by 1σ
region in blue. While the main plot is logarithmic in redshift, the
interior sub-plot is linear up to z = 4.

constant ΩΛ very early. This transition is so fast and occurs
far before DE domination. So it has no observational effects.
In other words CEDE behaves exactly same as ΛCDM for
very high transition redshifts. The results show that in the
framework of CEDE, ΛCDM can explain CMB as good as
CEDE with non-trivial phase transition. But including R19
breaks this degeneracy in favour of a phase transition in the
late time behavior of dark energy. To study this fact more
clearly we have plotted the dark energy fractional density (1σ
values) as a function of redshift in figure 3. It is obvious from
this plot that having ΛCDM is valid in CEDE framework
when we use only CMB but including R19 excludes it.

V. DISCUSSIONS

In this work we have shown a specific form of transition
in the behaviour of dark energy can be a very promising
framework to address the Hubble tension. This specific from
of transition is based on the physics of critical phenomena,
specifically the Ising model. We named our model “critically
emergent dark energy”, CEDE. As it is shown figure 2, in
CEDE there is no tension between CMB from Planck and lo-
cal H0 measurement by Riess et al. Consequently we can add
up these datasets without any worries.

Theoretically, in the critical phenomena literature, the
phase transition in the behaviour of a system means there is a
substructure for that system. So we think the Hubble tension
can be a hint for existence of substructure of dark energy. This
has a very rich phenomenology observationally: What are the
effects of these substructures? e.g. in ISW signal or struc-
ture formation? Do they make dark energy to be clustered?
Another very interesting question is that what happened at the
redshift of transition: according to physics of critical phenom-
ena at the critical point, we expect the correlation length be-
come infinity. This may cause a very specific fingerprint in
the cosmological observables at the redshift of transition.

Here, we checked CEDE only against CMB and R19 to
show the main properties of this model but we have a plan to
check it against the other datasets including BAO and SNe Ia
compilations. Another very interesting path to follow is com-
paring CEDE with PEDE [64] and GEDE [66] phenomeno-
logical models of emergent dark energy as they have effec-
tively very similar properties.
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