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Abstract

We consider the holographic Friedman-Robertson-Walker (hFRW) universe on the 4-

dimensional membrane embedded in the 5-dimensional bulk spacetime, and fit the param-

eters with the observational data. In order to fully account for the phenomenology of this

scenario, we consider the models with the brane cosmological constant and the negative bulk

cosmological constant. The contribution from the bulk is represented as the holographic dark

fluid on the membrane. We derive the universal modified Friedmann equation by including

all of these effects in both braneworld and holographic cutoff approaches. For three spe-

cific models, namely, the pure hFRW model, the one with the brane cosmological constant,

and the one with the negative bulk cosmological constant, we compare the model predictions

with the observations. The parameters in the considered hFRW models are constrained with

observational data. In particular, it is shown that the model with the brane cosmological

constant can fit data as well as the standard ΛCDM universe. We also find that the σ8

tension observed in different large-structure experiments can be effectively relaxed in this

holographic scenario.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The origin and properties of dark energy and dark matter are mysterious in modern cosmology. By

treating dark energy as the cosmological constant and dark matter as the collision-less particles, the standard

Lambda Cold Dark Matter (ΛCDM) model can explain the cosmic evolution and the observed large-scale

structure very well. However, more and more severe tensions between local measurements and the Planck’s

observations [1] of the Hubble constant might indicate the new physics beyond the ΛCDM model. Thus,

alternative well-motivated models of the dark sector should be carefully examined. One theoretically well-

motivated scenario is the Dvali-Gabadadze-Porati (DGP)-type braneworld model, where the 4-dimensional

Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) universe is consistently embedded into a 5-dimensional flat

bulk spacetime [2–4]. In the spirit of the membrane paradigm [5, 6], the utility of the Brown-York stress-

energy tensor is the usual choice [7]. It has been shown that the extra-dimensional effects can be effectively

encoded by the holographic Brown-York stress-energy tensor on the brane [8, 9]. Note that the application

of the Brown-York stress-energy tensor has been inspired by the Wilsonian renormalization group (RG) flow

approaches of fluid/gravity duality [10–16], where the holographic stress-energy tensor on the holographic

cutoff surface could be identified with one of the dual fluid directly. The concept of the cutoff fluid was

then generalized into a flat bulk with the cutoff surface of the induced de Sitter and FLRW universe [8].

Therefore, an effective description of the accelerated universe driven by the dark fluid could be investigated.

One may ask, is there a bulk action in the (4+1)-dimension from which the modified Friedman equation

can be consistently derived? The answer is yes, and the action is similar to that in the DGP braneworld
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model [2], which has been proposed as the holographic Friedman-Robertson-Walker (hFRW) model and

been carefully studied in Ref. [8, 9]. However, compared with the old braneworld scenario, the motivation

there was a little different in that it was inspired by the aforementioned fluid/gravity duality on the finite

cutoff surface [10, 11] (see Refs. [12–16] for more generalization and application of the cutoff approach to

the fluid/gravity duality). More interestingly, Ref. [8] considered the possibility that the whole dark sector,

including dark matter and dark energy, could have their origin from the holographic dark fluid in the extra

dimension. Such a scenario was further supported by the cosmological observational data by the Markov-

Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling analysis in which the dataset of the Type-Ia supernovae (SNIa) [9]

and the direct measurement of the Hubble constant H0 were employed. As a result, this model proposed

a possible origin of the dark sector, and shed new light on the underlying structure of our universe. More

importantly, an intriguing duality emerges between the two viewpoints on the dark matter: on the one hand,

there is one extra dimension from the 5d bulk perspective; one the other hand, the emergent dark matter

on the 4d brane can be described by the holographic stress-energy tensor, which could only talk with the

Standard Model matter via the gravitational interaction.

In the present paper, we shall revisit the hFRW scenario in light of the recently discovered H0 and σ8

tensions. Moreover, we shall study some extended versions of the hFRW model by including the cosmological

constant on the 4d brane or that in the 5d bulk so as to fully access the viability of this hFRW scenario.

In our analysis, we first derive the universal modified Friedman equation that can be applied in all of these

cases. Note that, in our derivation, we use two different methods to obtain this universal Friedman equation

to have a better understanding of its physical meaning. A parameter of integration in one formulation is

especially shown to be related to the bulk black brane mass in the other derivation. Then, by using the

widely-accepted CosmoMC [17] package, we perform the MCMC sampling analysis to fit the models and obtain

the best-fit values of model parameters. Here we shall focus on three concrete models: the pure hFRW model

already studied in Ref. [9], the hFRW model with a 4d positive cosmological constant on the brane, and the

one with the 5d negative cosmological constant in bulk, respectively. In our work, besides the data from

Type-Ia supernovae [18] and the direct measurement of H0, we also include the latest CMB temperature

fluctuation and polarization data from the Planck Collaboration and the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO)

data from 6dF Galaxy Survey [19] and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey [20, 21] in our dataset due to their

extreme precision and constraining power on model parameters. Based on our fitting results, we also hope

to shed some light on the long-standing problems of cosmology in the hFRW framework, such as the H0

tension and the σ8 tension.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we derive the universal Friedman equation in the hFRW

scenario, which can be applied to the aforementioned three concrete models. In Sec. III, we apply the

CosmoMC[17] code to fit these three models. The fitting results, together with the best-fit parameters, are

also presented in the same section. Finally, we conclude and make discussions in Sec. IV. Some details for

the derivation of the universal Friedman equation are delegated to the two Appendices, corresponding to

the two different formulations of the hFRW scenario.



4

II. HOLOGRAPHIC DARK FLUID ON THE MEMBRANE

We consider a (3 + 1)-dimensional time-like hypersurface Σ with metric gµν , which is embedded in the

(4 + 1)-dimensional bulk M with metric g̃AB . The total action is given by

Stot =

∫
M
d5x
√
−g̃
[

1

2κ5
(R5 − 2Λ5)

]
+

1

κ5

∫
Σ

d4x
√
−gK + S4 , (1)

S4 ≡
∫

Σ

d4x
√
−g
[

1

2κ4
(R4 − 2Λ4) + LM

]
, (2)

where LM denotes the Lagrangian density for matter on the brane, including the radiation, baryon matter

and dark matter. Since we are considering the evolution of our universe, we assume the 4d geometry on the

brane is homogeneous and isotropic, which is usually described by the spatially flat FRW metric as follows:

ds2
4 = gµνdx

µdxν = −dt2 + a(t)2dx2
i , (3)

with i = 1, 2, 3. By taking the functional derivative with respect to the bulk metric g̃AB , we can obtain the

following (4 + 1)-dimensional bulk Einstein equations,

GMN + Λ5g̃MN = 0. (4)

In the following, we shall use two different methods to derive the modified Friedman equation in the hFRW

scenario, which can provide us two complementary viewpoints towards the origin of the dark sector in this

geometric setup.

A. DGP-type universe embedded in the AdS bulk

Based on the symmetry requirement, we take the bulk metric g̃AB to be in the Gaussian normal coordinate

ds̃2
5 = −N(w, t)2dt2 +A(w, t)2a(t)2dx2

i + dw2 , (5)

and view our universe as a hypersurface Σ located at a fixed position, say w = 0, in this bulk spacetime,

where N(w, t) and A(w, t) are two functions of the time variable t and the extra dimension coordinate w.

The boundary condition can be taken as follows:

N(w, t)2 = 1 , A(w, t)2 = 1 , when w → 0 . (6)

An important consequence of these boundary conditions is

Ȧ(w, t) = 0 , at w = 0 , (7)

where and in the following the prime and dot denote the derivatives with respect to w and t, respectively. We

can obtain these two functions by solving the bulk Einstein equations in Eq. (4) with the metric in Eq. (5),
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while taking into account the boundary conditions in Eq. (6). Consequently, the most general solution is

given by

N =
∂t[aA]

ȧ
= A+ Ȧ/H ,

A2 = cosh(λ5w)− 2H2

λ2
5

[1− cosh(λ5w)] + σ′
2 sinh(λ5w)

λ5

√
λ2

5

4
+H2 +

I

a4
, (8)

where H ≡ ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter and I is a constant of integration with λ5 ≡ −2Λ5/3 and σ′ = ±1.

For convenience, we present the final solution here and delegate the details of our calculation in Appendix A,

which matches with the derivation in Refs. [22–25].

After specifying the bulk geometry, we can now determine the cosmology on the brane at w = 0. With

the Lagrangian in Eqs. (2), the Einstein equations on the 4d brane can be written by

Gµν + Λ4gµν = κ4

(
TMµν + TDµν

)
, (9)

where

TMµν ≡ −
2√
−g

δ
(∫

Σ
d4x
√
−gLM

)
δgµν

, (10)

denotes the stress-energy tensor of matter fields on the brane, while the bulk geometry induces the following

geometric energy-momentum tensor:

TDµν = T +
µν − T −µν , (11)

in which

T ±µν ≡
1

κ5

(
gµνK± −K±µν

)
, (12)

where K±µν ≡ g̃Mµ g̃Nν ∇(Mn
±
N) stands for the extrinsic curvature of the brane Σ associated with its embeddings

in the bulk spacetime. Note that n± are both unit normal vectors pointing to the positive w, but approach

the brane from w = 0+ and w = 0−. As usual, we impose a Z2 symmetry under which the transformation

of w → −w gives the same geometry. Concretely, we have two choices for the sign of σ′ in Eq. (8):

σ′ =

 1 , w > 0

−1 , w < 0
or σ′ =

 −1 , w > 0

1 , w < 0 .
(13)

Therefore, we can expect K−µν = −K+
µν , T −µν = −T +

µν and, thus, TDµν = 2T +
µν for both cases. As a result, we

just need to compute the extrinsic curvature of brane on the positive w, which is given by

K+
tt = −NN ′|Σ = −1

2
λ5

(
C2 +

Ċ2

H

)
,

K+
ii = a2AA′|Σ =

1

2
λ5a

2C2 ,

K+ = gttK+
tt + gijK+

ij =
λ5

2

(
4C2 +

Ċ2

H

)
. (14)
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Thus,

T + t
t =

3λ5

2κ5
C2 ,

T + i
j =

λ5

2κ5

(
3C2 +

Ċ2

H

)
δij . (15)

On the other hand, in order to mimic the real matter, we can represent the geometric stress-energy tensor

as a perfect fluid with TDµ
ν ≡ diag(−ρD, pD, pD, pD). Thus, we have

ρD = −3λ5

κ5
C2 = σ

6

κ5

√
λ2

5

4
+H2 +

I

a4
= σρc

√
Ω`

√
Ω5 + Ĥ2 + ΩI(1 + z)4 ,

pD =
λ5

κ5

(
3C2 +

Ċ2

H

)
= −ρD −

ρ̇D
3H

= −ρD +
1 + z

3

ρD
dz

, (16)

where the sign σ takes the value of −1(+1) for the first (second) solution in Eq. (13), respectively. The z is

defined as the cosmological redshift with a(t) = 1/(1+z). Here we have defined ΩI ≡ I/H2
0 , Ω5 ≡ λ2

5/(4H
2
0 ),

and
√

Ω` ≡ 2κ4/(κ5H0), respectively. Therefore, the 4d Freedmann equation is simply given by

H2 =
Λ4

3
+
κ4

3
(ρM + ρD) , (17)

which can be further simplified to

Ĥ2(z) = Ω4 + ΩM (z) + σ
√

Ω`

√
Ω5 + Ĥ2(z) + ΩI(1 + z)4 , (18)

where Ĥ(z) ≡ Ĥ(z)/H0 and Ω4 ≡ Λ4

3H2
0

. Then Ĥ2 can be solved to

Ĥ2(z) = Ω4 + ΩM (z) +
Ω`
2

+ σ

√
Ω`
2

√
Ω` + 4[Ω5 + Ω4 + ΩM (z) + ΩI(1 + z)4] , (19)

where the sign σ dependence can be seen by comparing Eqs. (19) and (18). As mentioned before, ΩM

contains all of the standard matter components in the cosmology. Therefore, ΩM = Ωb + Ωγ + Ων + Ωc in

which the terms from left to right correspond to the fractional densities of baryons, photons, neutrinos, cold

dark matter, and the possible dark energy, respectively.

B. Moving brane on the holographic cutoff

In this subsection, we shall provide the other perspective towards the modified Friedman equations given

in Eq. (19). Interestingly, this time we can show the physical meaning of the integration constant ΩI

obtained by the previous methods. Our starting point is still the bulk and brane Lagrangians in Eqs. (1)

and (2). Note that the general solution to the bulk Einstein equation in Eq. (4) can be shown to be given

by

ds2
5 = −f(r)dτ2 +

1

f(r)
dr2 +

r2

L2
dx2

i , (20)
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where i = 1, 2, 3, and

f(r) =
r2

L2
− m

r2
, (21)

in which the length scale L can be related to the 5-dimensional cosmological constant via Λ5 = −6/L2, and

m refers to the mass of black brane. The details of the derivation of this general bulk solution are given in

Appendix B.

Now we would like to embed our universe brane into this bulk solution. Since we should have the usual

FRW metric on the brane, we let r(t) = La(t), so that dr = Lȧdt. Furthermore, by requiring

−dt2 = −f [r(t)]dτ2 +
dr2

f [r(t)]
, (22)

we can derive the following relation

dτ

dt
=

1

f(r)

√
f(r) + L2ȧ2 . (23)

Thus, the unit tangent vector can be defined as

uN =

(
1

f(r)

√
f(r) + L2ȧ2, Lȧ, 0, 0, 0

)
, (24)

with uNuN = −1. From which by orthogonality we can determine the unit normal vector n as follows

nN = σ

(
Lȧ,− 1

f(r)

√
f(r) + L2ȧ2, 0, 0, 0

)T
, (25)

where we have inserted σ to denote the direction of the normal vector. As discussed before, the Freedmann

equation on the brane should take the following form:

3H2 = Λ4 + κ4(ρM + ρD) , (26)

where the holographic energy density can be determined by the brane extrinsic curvature as

K+
µν = −κ5

2

[
(pD + ρD)uµuν +

ρD
3
gµν

]
. (27)

Note that the factor of 1/2 arises due to our assumption that the spacetime is Z2 symmetric under the

mirror of brane. With the bulk metric in Eq. (20) and the brane embedding specified by the unit normal

vector nM given in Eq. (25), we can determine the nonzero component of the extrinsic curvature tensor

K+
tt =

σ(f ′ + 2Lä)

2
√
f + L2ȧ2

, K+
ii = −σa

L

√
f + L2ȧ2 , (28)

where a prime stands for the derivative with respect to the coordinate r. For the derivation details of the

extrinsic curvature expression, please see Appendix B.

By comparing the two expressions above for K+
µν , we can easily obtain the geometric energy density as

follows

ρD =
6σ

κ5

√
f(a)

L2a2
+H2 . (29)
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By putting the obtained ρD into the Freedmann equation in Eq. (26), we have

H2 =
Λ4

3
+
κ4ρM

3
+

2κ4σ

κ5

√
f(a)

L2a2
+H2 . (30)

We can further yield the expression for the Hubble parameter H from this equation which is given by

Ĥ2 = Ω4 + ΩM +
Ω`
2

+
σ
√

Ω`
2

√
Ω` + 4

[
Ω4 + ΩM + Ω5 +

ΩI
a4

]
, (31)

where the notations are defined as

√
Ω` ≡

2κ4

κ5H2
0

, Ω4 ≡
Λ4

3H2
0

, Ω5 ≡
1

L2H2
0

= − Λ5

6H2
0

, ΩI ≡ −
m

L4H2
0

. (32)

Note that the sign of the solution σ can be derived from Eq. (30). As promised at the beginning of this

subsection, the parameter ΩI given as a constant of integration in the first derivation is now closely related

to the black brane mass M in Eqs. (20) and (21).

For the general hFRW models, we have two branches of solutions corresponding to two different sign σ

in Eq. (19). Note that our hFRW model, when setting ΩI = 0 and Ω4 = Ω5 = 0, would be reduced to the

widely-studied DGP model. Therefore, we shall follow the convention of the DGP model in the literature to

name these two branches: the solution with σ = −1 corresponds to the normal branch, while the other one

with σ = +1 to the self-accelerating branch. In the following numerical fittings, we will only concentrate on

the self-accelerating branch of the solution, which has a well physical motivated positive energy density of

the dark fluid in (29). For the normal branch, we would like to discuss it elsewhere in the future.

III. FITTING RESULT WITH THE OBSERVATIONAL DATA

In this section, we present our global fitting results based on the MCMC sampling method. We modified

the CAMB [26] and CosmoMC program [17] for the holographic FRW models and ΛCDM with Planck +

BAO + HST + JLA. Beginning with the general holographic dark fluid model with the modified Friedmann

equation in (18), we consider the following three cases: (i) the original hFRW model where Ω4 = Ω5 = 0,

(ii) the hFRW+Ω4 model where Ω5 = 0 while Ω4 is a free parameter, and (iii) the hFRW+Ω5 model where

Ω4 = 0 while Ω5 is a free parameter.

We employ the dataset that includes those of the CMB temperature fluctuation from Planck 2018 with

Planck highl TTTEEE, Planck lowl TT, polarization [27–31], the Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) data

from 6dF Galaxy Survey [19] and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) [20, 21], the Hubble parameter data

point H0 = 74.03+1.42
−1.42 from Hubble Space Telescope (HST) observations [32]. In addition, we also add 740

type-Ia supernovae data points from the “Joint Light curves Analysis” (JLA) [33].

We combine the data by adding the χ2 of each dataset,

χ2 = χ2
BAO + χ2

CMB + χ2
SN + χ2

H0
. (33)
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For the observation of BAO, we use the comoving sound horizon rs(zd), where zd is the redshift at the drag

epoch [34]. The distance ratio is considered as dz ≡ rs(zd)/DV (z), where the DV (z) is the volume-averaged

distance that is defined by [35]

DV (z) ≡
[
(1 + z)2D2

A(z)
z

H(z)

]1/3

. (34)

Here, DA(z) is the proper angular diameter distance and is written as

DA(z) =
1

1 + z

∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
. (35)

The rs(z) can also be given by

rs(z) =
1√
3

∫ 1/(1+z)

0

da

a2H(z′= 1
a−1)

√
1 + (3Ω0

b/4Ω0
γ)a

, (36)

where Ω0
b and Ω0

γ are the values of baryon and photon density parameters in the present universe, respectively.

As a result, we can write the χ2 value of BAO dataset as

χ2
BAO =

n∑
i=1

[
Dth
V /rs(zi)−Dobs

V /rs(zi)
]2

σ2
i

, (37)

where the subscripts of “th” and “obs” denote the theoretical and observational values of the volume-

averaged distance, respectively. The n corresponds to the number of BAO dataset, and σi is the errors of

the data points.

The redshift distance to the decoupling epoch z∗ can affect the CMB result and give strong constraints

on the model in the high redshift region around z ∼ 1100. The χ2 result of the CMB observational dataset

is given by

χ2
CMB = (xth

i,CMB − xobs
i,CMB)(C−1

CMB)ij(x
th
j,CMB − xobs

j,CMB), (38)

where C−1
CMB is the inverse covariance matrix. Here, xi,CMB ≡ {lA(z∗), R(z∗), z∗} is given in terms of the

acoustic scale lA and shift parameter R, which are defined by

lA(z∗) ≡ (1 + z∗)
πDA(z∗)

rS(z∗)
, (39)

R(z∗) ≡
√

Ω0
mH0(1 + z∗)DA(z∗), (40)

respectively.

For the type-Ia Supernovae dataset, the distance modulus is

µobs ≡ m∗B − (MB − α×X1 + β × C). (41)

The m∗B is the observed peak magnitude, C replaces the color of a supernova at maximum brightness, X1

means the time stretching of the light curve, and MB is the absolute magnitude. The luminosity distance

dL(z) from the distance modulus of each supernova is

µth ≡ m−M = 5 log[dL(z)/Mpc] + 25, (42)
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where the m and M are the apparent and absolute magnitude of the Supernovae. The r(z) is the comoving

distance while dL(z) = (1 + z)r(z) represents the luminosity distance. For the χ2 of the supernovae dataset

with errors can be given as

χ2
SN = (µi,obs − µi,th)C−1

SN (µj,obs − µj,th), (43)

where CSN is the N ×N covariance matrix of the Supernovae. In addition, the χ2
H0

function can be given

as

χ2
H0

=

n∑
i=1

(
Hth

0 −Hobs
0

)2
σ2

obs,i

, (44)

where the Hobs
0 is the center value from HST observation and Hth

0 is the theoretical value from our model.

σ2
obs is the errors from the HST result.

Based on these χ2 estimations, now we consider the global fitting of the ΛCDM and hFRW models to

the data. The prior values of the cosmological parameters are listed in Table I. To ensure both the negative

and the positive contributions of the ΩI = α × Ω`, we choose the α parameter to have values within the

−1 ≤ α ≤ 1.

TABLE I: The priors for cosmological parameters.

Parameter Prior

Model parameter α −1 ≤ α ≤ 1

Model parameter Ω4 0 ≤ Ω4 ≤ 1

Model parameter Ω5 0 ≤ Ω5 ≤ 1

Baryon density parameter 0.5 ≤ 100Ωbh
2 ≤ 10

CDM density parameter 0.1 ≤ 100Ωch
2 ≤ 99

Optical depth 0.01 ≤ τ ≤ 0.8

Neutrino mass sum 0 ≤ Σmν ≤ 2 eV

Sound horizon
Angular diameter distance 0.5 ≤ 100θMC ≤ 10

Scalar power spectrum amplitude 2 ≤ ln
(
1010As

)
≤ 4

Spectral index 0.8 ≤ ns ≤ 1.2

The best-fit values of the cosmological parameters for each model are listed in Table II. The table also

summarizes the posterior distribution in Fig. 1. We found the χ2 minimum of 3102.49 in the hFRW+Ω4

model, which is smaller than that of the ΛCDM model, where the χ2 minimum value is 3019.66. The same

best-fit values of hFRW and hFRW+Ω5 are obtained to be 3178.46 and 3251.54, respectively.

If the number of free parameters in different cosmological models is equal, one can employ the χ2 statistics

to compare their statistical significance. In that case, a model with a smaller χ2 value is favored in describing

data. However, when comparing the statistical significance of our models with the ΛCDM model, the χ2
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value cannot make a fair comparison because, in general, models with more parameters have more tendency

to have a lower value of χ2. Although the χ2 value for hFRW+Ω4 is smaller than that of the ΛCDM model,

such the result could be possible due to the additional {I,Ω4} parameters of our model. Thus, to make a

reasonable comparison, we apply the so-called Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) [37]. The AIC estimator

is defined as AIC ≡ −2 lnLmax + 2k, where Lmax and k indicate the maximum likelihood and the number

of free parameters, respectively. According to AIC and its interpretation, a smaller AIC value model is

favored in describing data. Since we consider ΛCDM as a reference model, we use the pair difference value

∆AIC = AICΛCDM − AIChFRW+Ω4
between our model and ΛCDM model, which can also be rewritten as

∆AIC = ∆χ2−2∆k. As a result, we obtain the relative difference of ∆AIC = 3.17, and the result suggests

positive evidence against the ΛCDM model. If ∆AIC > 10, which is the case for our remaining two models

(hFRW and hFRW+Ω5), there is essentially no support concerning the reference model [37].

TABLE II: Fitting results at 68% C.L. for ΛCDM, hFRW, hFRW+Ω4 and hFRW+Ω5 models.

Parameter ΛCDM hFRW hFRW+Ω4 hFRW+Ω5

α - 0.00032+0.00025
−0.00020 0.00004+0.00065

−0.0026 0.00010+0.00012
−0.00014

Ω4 - - 0.7001± 0.0065 -

Ω5 - - - 0.4192+0.0061
−0.0054

Ωm 0.2960± 0.0062 0.3400± 0.0070 0.2999± 0.0065 0.5108+0.0054
−0.0061

Ωch
2 0.1171± 0.0011 0.1067± 0.0011 0.1178± 0.0011 0.1116± 0.0012

100θMC 1.0415± 0.0007 1.0426± 0.0006 1.0410± 0.0008 1.0420± 0.0007

H0 68.85± 0.52 60.76± 0.38 68.52± 0.53 48.19± 0.10

σ8 0.856± 0.019 0.798± 0.013 0.800+0.020
−0.017 0.684+0.014

−0.013

χ2 3109.66 3178.46 3102.49 3251.54

In addition to the standard H0 tension, there is another tension between the Planck measurement and

the local redshift surveys (+weak lensing). In particular, there is 2σ tension between the constraints from

Planck on the amplitude σ8 of the matter fluctuations in linear theory and that from the local measurement.

We present our MCMC results of the global fitting in Fig. 1 and Table II. To provide a qualitative analysis,

we use the constraints on S8 = σ8

√
Ωm/0.3. From Planck 2018 with the TTTEEE+lowE dataset [27], we

have the S8 = 0.834 ± 0.016. If we take the combination of KV450 and BOSS [36] into consideration, the

result gives S8 = 0.728±0.026, which in turn leads to 3.4σ tension with Planck data. As is shown in Table II,

the best-fit value of σ8 in the ΛCDM model is σ8 = 0.856, which leads to S8 = 0.850. As one can see, the

result favors a value from the CMB measurement. A similar result can be obtained in the hFRW model,

where σ8= 0.798 and S8 = 0.849. For the hFRW+Ω4, we obtain a smaller value of σ8 = 0.80, which gives

S8 = 0.798. The same is true in the hFRW+Ω5 model where σ8 = 0.684+0.014
−0.013 and S8 = 0.6792; however,

the matter energy density in the hFRW+Ω5 model is surprisingly large, Ωm = 0.5108+0.0054
−0.0061. Thus, based
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FIG. 1: One and two-dimensional distributions of the ΛCDM, hFRW, hFRW+Ω4 and hFRW+Ω5 models

using the dataset from CMB, BAO, Supernova and the H0 value in HST. The contour lines represent

68%(inner) and 95%(outer) C.L., respectively.

on the values of σ8 and S8, we conclude that the σ8 tension can be released for the hFRW+Ω4 model.

In Fig. 2, we plot the evolution of the Hubble parameter in terms of the redshift z. The dashed gray

line in Fig. 2a indicates that the hFRW+Ω4 model shows the result closest to the ΛCDM model, the blue

line. Thus, the best-fit value of H0 = 68 km s−1 Mpc−1 in the hFRW+Ω4 model has a preference for

Planck data, which is based on the flat ΛCDM model. The best-fit values of H0 in hFRW and hFRW+Ω5

models are found to be much smaller than that of the ΛCDM model, which may be due to larger values

of Ωm in these models, i.e., the larger the Ωm gets, the stronger the gravitational attraction in hFRW and

hFRW+Ω5 models. As is seen in Fig. 2b, the hFRW, hFRW+Ω4 and hFRW+Ω5 models develop a faster

expansion rate, H(z)/H0, than that of ΛCDM result at the same redshift. The holographic models have a

faster developing rate than the ΛCDM model at the same moment. The three holographic models give a

shorter history of our Universe from the present to the CMB time, so this is the reason these models cannot

release the H0 tension.

As mentioned earlier, to account for both the negative and the positive contributions of ΩI , we have

chosen the −1 ≤ α ≤ 1 as the prior. In Fig. 3a, therefore, we present the global fitting results on the model

parameter α. Here, it is worth paying attention to the ΩI(1+z)4 quantity under the square root in Eq. (18).

This term can be combined with the contribution of the radiation energy density Ωr from ΩM (z) under the

same square root and be written as (Ωr + ΩI)(1 + z)4 = Ω̃r(1 + z)4. Since this term is under the square

root, it behaves as ∝ Ω̃r(1 + z)2, giving a curvature like an effect, during the radiation dominated (RD)

phase z > zeq, where zeq ∼ 1000 is the redshift at the matter-radiation equality. Then, after the RD phase,

its time evolution gets suppressed by a scale factor to some power, and it eventually becomes negligible in
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FIG. 2: The redshift dependence of the Hubble parameter for ΛCDM, hFRW, hFRW+Ω4 and hFRW+Ω5.
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FIG. 3: (a) One dimensional distributions 95% C.L. for the α parameter and (b) the redshift dependence

of 1− Ωm(z)− Ωr(z) in all ΛCDM, hFRW, hFRW+Ω4, and hFRW+Ω5 models.

the present dark-energy dominated universe. When ΩI 6= 0, the amount of the additional contribution is

∝ α in each holographic model. The case of ΩI = 0; hence α = 0, indicates the standard ΛCDM model. In

our numerical result Figure 3a, the dot-dashed green line corresponds to the hFRW model, and the best-fit

value for the model is α = 0.00032+0.00025
−0.00020, see Table II, with the positive center value, which can be well

distinguished from zero at 1σ. Although the central value α = 0.00010+0.00012
−0.00014 in the hFRW+Ω5 model

is still positive, the negative value is possible if the error bar is taken into consideration. A similar result

α = 0.00004+0.00065
−0.0026 is obtained in the hFRW+Ω4 model. As a result, we conclude that the positive energy

contribution from ΩI is possible in all three holographic models. In contrast, the negative contribution can

only be attained in the hFRW+Ω4 and hFRW+Ω5 models.

Since we regard the contributions coming from the extra dimension as dark energy, which causes the

late-time acceleration of the universe, we show in Fig. 3b how much each holographic models contribute

and how much their contributions would differ from the ΛCDM model. As the figure shows, the hFRW+Ω4

model evolves almost as precise as the ΛCDM model does and gives ΩD ' 0.7 at z = 0. The remaining two
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other models, hFRW and hFRW+Ω5, show a similar time evolution as the ΛCDM model, exponentially grow

in a redshift decreasing direction. However, compared to the ΛCDM model, their contributions to the total

energy fraction of the universe are found to be less at z = 0, e.g., ΩD, hFRW ' 0.66 and ΩD, hFRW+Ω5
' 0.48,

and more in the earlier time.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In summary, we consider the holographic Friedman-Robertson-Walker (hFRW) universe on the (3+1)-

dimensional membrane, which is embedded in the (4+1)-dimensional bulk spacetime. The contribution from

the extra dimension is represented as the holographic dark fluid on the membrane. In order to fully assess

the viability of the hFRW scenario, we derive the corresponding universal modified Friedmann equation

by including all of these effects. In light of the observational data, we have analyzed the observational

significance of the hFRW, hFRW+Ω4, and hFRW+Ω5 models and provided the best-fitting results of the

hFRW, hFRW+Ω4, and hFRW+Ω5 models in Table II and Figures. 1–3. Our numerical analyses have

shown that among the three holographic models discussed in this work, the hFRW+Ω4 model can explain

the observational data as elegantly as the ΛCDM model. Moreover, the hFRW+Ω4 model can also release

the σ8 tension effectively. Since the holographic models have a shorter developing history from the present

time to the CMB, they lack in solving the H0 tension. Although the hFRW and hFRW+Ω5 models are not

successful in explaining the observational data or the tensions, they have distinct features to imprint.

Based on our findings, we conclude that among the three holographic models discussed in this work,

the hFRW+Ω4 model can explain the observational data as good as the ΛCDM model. Moreover, the

hFRW+Ω4 model can also relax the σ8 tension. Although the other two models, hFRW and hFRW+Ω5,

lack explaining the observational data, they have their distinct features to present. Besides the usual hFRW

case, where the holographic dark fluid accounts for all the energy density of dark matter and dark energy,

we also consider the models with the 4d brane cosmological constant or the 5d bulk one in order to assess

the viability of the hFRW scenario fully. For three specific models, including the pure hFRW model, the

hFRW model with the brane cosmological constant, and the one with the 5d bulk cosmological constant,

we compare theoretical predictions of each model with the observational data using the Markov-Chain-

Monte-Carlo sampling method. As a result, it has shown that the parameters in all the considered hFRW

models are highly constrained, and only the model with the brane cosmological constant can fit the data as

equally well as the standard ΛCDM model. Interestingly, we find that the σ8 tension observed in different

large-structure experiments can be effectively relaxed in this hFRW framework.

Finally, we comment on the connection with the generalized holographic cosmology based on the

AdS/CFT correspondences [38–41], where the holographic stress-energy is living on the boundary of the

AdS spacetime. In this paper, we started with the braneworld scenario in AdS. Interestingly, it could be

mapped to the moving membrane on the holographic cutoff, where the Brown-York stress-energy tensor on

the membrane is identified with that of the holographic dark fluid. As has been studied in [42], if we take
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the near boundary limit, one can recover the holographic fluid in AdS/CFT correspondences. If we take

the near-horizon limit, one can recover the Rindler fluid that was investigated in [43–48], which is a new

perspective on the membrane paradigm of black holes. Actually, a similar scenario has also been discussed

in Refs. [49, 50] under the name of the holographic big bang model, in which the early universe on the

(3+1)-dimensional brane arise out of a collapsing star in the (4+1)-dimensional bulk. Their motivation was

to avoid the classical Big-Bang singularity and to generate the scale-invariant cosmological perturbations

from the brane atmosphere around the bulk black hole horizon. In comparison, the hFRW model in Ref. [9]

focused on the nature of the dark sector and its effects on the late-time evolution of the universe. It will be

interested to make further detailed studies based on this frame work.
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Appendix A: FRW universe on the brane world scenario

In this appendix, we show how to obtain the functions A(w, t) and N(w, t) defined in the Gaussian

normal metric in Eq. (5) by solving the bulk Einstein equation

G̃MN + Λ5g̃MN = 0 . (A1)

As a result, the non-trivial equations in the bulk are listed as follows:

• (tw)-component:
3

aAN

[
N ′(Aȧ+ aȦ)−N(ȧA′ + aȦ′)

]
= 0 , (A2)

• (tt)-component:

3

[
H2 + 2H

Ȧ

A
−N2

(
A′ 2

A2
+
A′′

A

)
+
Ȧ2

A2

]
− Λ5N

2 = 0 , (A3)

• (ww)-component:

3

a2A2N3

{
a2N(N2A′ 2 − Ȧ2)−A2

[
N(ȧ2 + aä)− aȧṄ

]
+ aN

[
−4NȧȦ+ a(N2A′N ′ + ȦṄ −NÄ)

]}
+ Λ5 = 0 , (A4)
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• (ii)-component:

1

N3

{
a2N(N2A′ 2 − Ȧ2) +A2

[
−N(ȧ2 + 2aä) + a2N2N ′′ + 2aȧṄ

]
+2aA

[
−3NȧȦ+ a(N2A′N ′ +N3A′′ + ȦṄ −NÄ)

]}
+ Λ5a

2A2 = 0 . (A5)

From Eq. (A2), we have

(lnN)
′

=
[
ln(ȧA+ aȦ)

]′
. (A6)

With the boundary conditions in Eq. (6), the integration over w gives us

N =
∂t[aA]

ȧ
= A+ Ȧ/H . (A7)

Furthermore, with the relation between N and A in Eq. (A7), the (tt)-component Einstein equation in

Eq. (A3) can be transformed into

(A2)′′ − λ2
5A

2 = 2H2 , (A8)

where λ2
5 ≡ −2Λ5/3. The most general solution to this equation is given by

A2 = −2H2

λ2
5

+ C1 cosh(λ5w) + C2 sinh(λ5w) . (A9)

By using the boundary condition A2(w = 0) = 1, we can determine C1 = 1 + 2H2/λ2
5

A2 = cosh (λ5w)− 2H2

λ2
5

[1− cosh(λ5w)] + C2 sinh(λ5w) . (A10)

In order to determine C2, we firstly note that C2 can be a function of the time coordinate t without any

dependence on w. Thus, we can solve C2 just on the brane where w = 0. Note that on the brane, the

(ww)-component equation in Eq. (A4) is simplified into

A′ 2 −
(
H2 +

ä

a

)
A2 +

N ′

N
A′A =

1

2
λ2

5A
2 . (A11)

When written in terms of the function C2, this equation is given by

1

4H

dC2
2

dt
+ (C2

2 − 1) =
2

λ2
5

(2H2 + Ḣ) , (A12)

which can be solved to be

C2
2 = 1 +

4H2

λ2
5

+
C0

a4
, (A13)

where C0 is a constant of integration. Therefore,

A2 = cosh(λ5w)− 2H2

λ2
5

[1− cosh(λ5w)] + σ
2 sinh(λ5w)

λ5

√
λ2

5

4
+H2 +

I

a4
, (A14)

with I ≡ λ2
5C0/4 and σ = ±1. Finally, note that the (ii)-component bulk Einstein equation is not used in

this derivation since it cannot give any additional information when confined onto the brane.
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Appendix B: FRW universe on the holographic cutoff

In this appendix, we present some calculation details for the second derivation of the modified Friedman

equations given in Sec. II B. Here we give a derivation of the AdS black brane metric, the most general

solution to the bulk Einstein equation in Eq. (4). Taking following ansatz for the bulk metric tensor:

ds̃2
5 = −A(r)dτ2 +B(r)dr2 +

r2

L2
dx2

i , (B1)

where we defined the AdS length through L2 ≡ −6/Λ5. Following the bulk Einstein equation in Eq. (4) we

can derive the following non-trivial differential equations for the functions A(r) and B(r):

• (t, t)-component:

3A(−B + rB′)

2r2B2
− Λ5A = 0 , (B2)

• (r, r)-component:

3(2A+ rA′)

2r2A
+ Λ5B = 0 . (B3)

From Eq. (B2), we can obtain the following solution to the function B(r)

B(r) =

(
r2

L2
− m

r2

)−1

, (B4)

where M is the integration constant. By putting the above solution of B(r) into Eq. (B3) and integrating

over r, we can yield the function of A(r) as follows

A(r) = C1

(
r2

L2
− m

r2

)
, (B5)

in which C1 is another integration constant. However, if we rescale the coordinate t→ t/
√
C1, we can absorb

this constant into the definition of the metric. As a result, the final solution to the bulk Einstein equation

with a cosmological constant is given by Eq. (20) in which M can be identified with the black brane’s mass.

Here we show a derivation of the expressions in Eq. (28) for the extrinsic curvature of the brane, for

which we shall strictly follow its definition Kµν = eM(µ)e
N
(ν)∇MnN . Let us begin by listing all of the nonzero

components of the bulk connection for the metric in Eq. (20):

Γττr = Γτrτ =
f ′

2f
, Γrττ =

ff ′

2
, Γrrr = − f

′

2f
,

Γrii = − rf
L2

, Γiir = Γiri =
1

r
. (B6)

Then it is straightforward to obtain the (ii) components of the extrinsic curvature:

K+
ii = ∇ini = −Γriinr =

σa

L

√
f + L2ȧ2 . (B7)

However, in order to obtain the correct result of the (tt) component, it is useful to remark that the metric in

Eq. (20) only depends on the coordinate r, without any reliance on the bulk time coordinate t. Therefore,
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the time derivative of any component in the metric tensor and in the normal vector nM should vanish, i.e.,

∂tnM = 0. Under this caveat, we can compute K+
tt as follows:

K+
tt = eτ(t)e

τ
(t)∇τnτ + eτ(t)e

r
(t)∇τnr + er(t)e

τ
(t)∇rnτ + er(t)e

r
(t)∇rnr

= −eτ(t)e
τ
(t)Γ

r
ττnr − eτ(t)e

r
(t)Γ

τ
τrnτ + er(t)e

τ
(t)∇rnτ + er(t)e

r
(t)∇rnr

= eτ(t)∂tnτ + er(t)∂tnr − e
τ
(t)e

τ
(t)Γ

r
ττnr − 2eτ(t)e

r
(t)Γ

τ
τrnτ − er(t)e

r
(t)Γ

r
rrnr . (B8)

By putting nonzero components of the normal vector and the connection into the above formula, we can

obtain the (tt)-component of the extrinsic curvature as in Eq. (28).
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