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We explore the cosmological aspects of interacting Tsallis holographic dark energy (THDE) in a
q-modified Dvali–Gabadadze–Porrati (DGP) braneworld setup emerging from non-Gaussian statis-
tical mechanics. To this end, three classes of superstatistics, that is, log-normal, inverse χ2 and χ2

superstatistics were incorporated into the model. We examined the implication of the three super-
statistics on different cosmological parameters, namely, the dimensionless energy density and the
equation-of-state (EoS) of THDE, along with the deceleration parameter and the squared speed of
sound. As a result, we noted that the cosmological parameters stemming from the χ2 superstatistics,
with a parameter q > 1, represent the highest deviation from those ascribed to the standard DGP
model. While the system parameters show appropriate behavior in all three cases, the model cannot
achieve stability throughout the history of the Universe. It is probably the outcome of setting the
Hubble horizon as the infrared cutoff. Furthermore, the behavior of EoS was found to be governed
by the value of the THDE parameter δ. That is to say, for δ > 2 THDE exhibits a phantom-like
behavior while for δ < 2 it displays a quintessence behavior. Constrained by the dominant energy
condition, an upper bound on δ (δ < 2) has been imposed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Based on recent astronomical observations, such as dis-
tant supernovae Ia’s observation and cosmic microwave
background (CMB), it is well known that our Universe
is undergoing an accelerated expansion era [1–4]. The
latter is presumed to be driven by a cosmological con-
stant or vacuum energy [5]. Meanwhile, due to the ab-
surdly discrepancy between the observed value of the
vacuum energy and the values derived from quantum
field theory, the cosmological constant problem is the
most puzzled conceptual problem in modern cosmol-
ogy. Looking for alternatives to Einstein’s general rel-
ativity in an endeavour to address such a problem, a
braneworld model, namely the Dvali-Gabadadze-Porrati
(DGP) model has been brought forward [6]. In such
a setup, one considers our observable Universe to be a
(3+1) four-dimensional hypersurface (the brane) embed-
ded in a higher-dimensional spacetime (the bulk). Along-
side the Arkani-Hamed-Dimopoulos-Dvali (ADD) [7] and
the Randall-Sandrum (RS) [8] models that were proposed
to address the hierarchy problem between the Planck
scale and the electroweak scale, the DGP formalism as-
sumes all standard model particles to be confined to the
brane, whereas gravity is allowed to propagate along the
extra dimension. The astonishing feature of the DGP
model stems from the fact that it is a self-accelerating
scenario giving rise to an accelerated expansion with van-
ishing cosmological constant [9, 10]. Nevertheless, such
a self-accelerating scheme is plagued by ghost instabil-
ity [11–14]. The Universe acceleration may also be at-
tributed to yet another promising setup, the holographic
dark energy (HDE). Numerous efforts in this regard have
been established, so far [15–31]. Yet, the primary model
which relies on the Bekenstein entropy and the Hubble
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horizon as its IR cutoff, cannot trigger an accelerated sce-
nario unless an interaction between two dark components
of the Universe is accounted for [32–35]. As a remedy, a
more generalized HDE, involving quantum gravity con-
siderations [36, 37], known as Tsallis holographic dark
energy (THDE) has been suggested and was shown to
work reasonably well regarding the Universe acceleration
[33, 38–44]. Such a connection between thermodynam-
ics and gravity on black hole physics, manifests itself in
various aspects as well [45], including the entropic origin
of gravity proposed by Verlinde [46], which states that
gravity can be identified with an entropic force originated
from changes in the information linked to the positions of
massive bodies, and Padmanabhan’s idea that relies on
the equipartition argument to provide a thermodynamic
interpretation of gravity [47]. Backed up with a new idea
which is centered on the claim that the cosmic expansion
or equivalently the emergence of space is being driven
towards holographic equipartition, two years later Pad-
manabhan argued that the accelerated expansion of the
Universe, along with the standard Friedmann equation
arises due to the difference between the surface degrees
of freedom and the bulk degrees of freedom in a region
of emerged space [48]. Such a proposal was applied in
the context of equilibrium thermodynamics and equilib-
rium statistical mechanics. However, complex gravita-
tional and cosmological systems that are out of equilib-
rium or exhibit local equilibrium should be dealt with
using distributions other than those provided by equi-
librium statistical mechanics, i.e. distributions emerging
out of nonextensive statistical mechanics [49, 50], to men-
tion only a few. The latter emerge, as a particular case,
from the so-called superstatistics [51], an approach that
has proven to be surprisingly prospering in describing
nonequilibrium systems that exhibit fluctuations [51–60].
The backbone of superstatistics reflects the fact that such
an apparently complex systems can be regarded as a su-
perposition of two (or more) simple systems operating on

ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

02
75

4v
2 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  1
2 

N
ov

 2
02

2

mailto:nwl_qcd@yahoo.com


2

different scales. The statistical properties of the system
emerge then as a superposition of different statistics.

Inspired by the above approaches, we are interested in
studying the cosmological consequences of superstatistics
on interacting THDE in the DGP braneworld cosmology.
Particularly, we will use Padmanabhan’s idea in similar
fashion to reference [61] to derive the q-modified Fried-
mann equation in DGP braneworld, afterwards we will
examine the evolution of dark energy density, equation-
of-state, and deceleration parameters with respect to the
redshift. No less important than the aforementioned pa-
rameters, the squared speed of sound will also be investi-
gated in order to obtain clues about the model stability.
It might be known that the noninteracting case of THDE
in brane cosmology, inculding DGP braneworld, has al-
ready been studied in Ref [38]. The cosmological pa-
rameters were investigated for different values of THDE
parameter δ. In the spirit of our analysis, though, we
restrict ourselves to a fixed value of δ since our main
purpose is to explore superstatistical implications on the
model.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II, fol-
lowing [52], we briefly discuss the equipartition theorem
stemming from the three main classes of superstatistics.
In section III, we lay out the q-modified DGP braneworld
scenario associated with the given superstatistics, mak-
ing use of the corresponding equipartition theorem
juxtaposed with Padmanabhan’s formalism. We con-
sider a setup in which there is an interaction between
dark energy and dark matter. In section IV, we discuss
the implication of fluctuations on THDE cosmological
parameters. In section V, we investigate the stability of
the model within the context of superstatistics. In the
last section we present our final remarks.

II. MODIFIED EQUIPARTITION THEOREM

In the present section, following the approach provided
in Ref. [52], we derive the equipartition law of energy
emerging from three different classes of superstatistics,
log-normal, inverse χ2 and χ2 superstatistics. To begin
with, let us consider a thermodynamic system of non-
interacting particles, at equilibrium temperature T , de-
scribed by a Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB) velocity distribu-
tion,

fMB(v) =

√
βm

2π
exp

[
− βmv2

2

]
, (1)

where β ≡ 1/kBT is the inverse temperature in energy
units. The temperature presented above is well known to
be constant. Yet, complex systems in which the temper-
ature may fluctuate over time should be dealt with using
nonequilibrium statistical mechanics where a more gener-
alized distribution is needed. Fluctuations that operate
on a long timescale [62] can be easily incorporated in an

equilibrium statistical mechanics taking into account the
superposition of different statistics. The nonequlibirm
system can be partitioned into small subsystems exhibit-
ing local equilibrium characterized by a sharp value of the
inverse temperature β. As β varies adiabatically across
the different subsystems, the latter acquire a distribution
f(β). Consequently, the whole system ends up following
a MB velocity distribution, which holds in each subsys-
tem, averaged over f(β),

B(v) =

∫ ∞
0

dβf(β)

√
βm

2π
exp

[
− βmv2

2

]
, (2)

In short, the approach from which the above distri-
bution is derived is known as superstatistics. Regarding
the distribution f(β), three fundamental superstatistical
classes have to be distinguished [63]. These three classes
consist of:
a. Log-normal superstatistics.— In this case, the

inverse temperature β follows a log-normal distribution,

f(β) =
1√

2πsβ
exp

(−(lnβµ )2

2s2

)
, (3)

where µ and s2 are mean and variance parameters.
b. Inverse-χ2 superstatistics.— In this case, β fol-

lows an inverse-χ2 distribution,

f(β) =
β0

Γ
(
n
2

)(nβ0

2

)n/2
β−n/2−2e−

nβ0
2β , (4)

where β0 is the average of β, i.e. β0 ≡
∫∞

0
βf(β)dβ, and

n is a real parameter.
c. χ2 superstatistics.— In such a case, β is dis-

tributed according to the χ2 distribution of degree n,

f(β) =
1

Γ
(
n
2

)( n

2β0

)n/2
βn/2−1e−

nβ
2β0 , (5)

The velocity distribution emerging from the three su-
perstatistics has been derived in Ref [52], to which the
reader is referred for elaborate considerations,

〈v2〉i = φi(q)〈v2〉MB (i = 1, 2, 3), (6)

where 〈v2〉MB represents the Maxwell-Boltzmann veloc-
ity distribution and φi(q) is given by

φ1(q) ≡ q (q > 0), (7)

φ2(q) ≡ 2q − 1

q
(q > 1/2), (8)

φ3(q) ≡ 2

5− 3q
(0 < q < 5/3), (9)

The indices 1, 2, 3 correspond, respectively, to log-
normal, inverse χ2 and χ2 superstatistics. It is worth
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noting that for all superstatistics 〈v2〉i straightforwardly
coincides with the MB case in the limit q → 1.
From Eq. (6) the equipartition theorem for the three
different superstatistics is written as

Ei = φi(q)
N

2
T (i = 1, 2, 3), (10)

where in braneworld cosmology, N will be considered as
the bulk degrees of freedom, as it will be shown in the
following section.

III. q-MODIFIED DGP MODEL

In this section, based on Padmanabhan’s space emer-
gence proposal, we derive a q-modified DGP braneworld
model emerging from non-Gaussian statistical mechanics.
To set the scene, we consider a five-dimensional metric
including a flat p = 3 brane, with brane coordinates xi

(i=0, 1, 2, 3) and extra dimension coordinate y, in such
a way that

ds2
5 = g̃ABdx

AdxB = B2(y)

[
− dt2

+a2(t)(
1

1−Kr2
dr2 + r2dΩ) + dy2

]
, (11)

where B(y)1 is a real function of the extra dimension y,
a(t) is the scale factor of the Universe and K stands for
a flat, closed, or open universe with 0, 1, and -1 values,
respectively. Built upon Padmanabhan’s assumptions,
the number of degrees of freedom on the spherical surface
of Hubble radius H−1 reads [48]

Nsur = 4S =
A

l2p
=

4π

l2pH
2
, (12)

where lp is the Planck length, A = 4πH−2 is the area of
the Hubble horizon and S is the entropy which obeys the
area law. For the sake of simplicity we set kB = 1 = c = ~
through the paper. Using Eq. (10), the bulk degrees of
freedom obey the equipartition law of energy arising out
of superstatistics. That is

Nbulk =
2Ei

φi(q)T
(i = 1, 2, 3), (13)

where the temperature associated with the Hubble hori-
zon is assumed to be the Hawking temperature T =
H/2π, and the energy contained inside the Hubble vol-
ume V = 4π/3H3 is the Komar energy

EKomar = −(ρ+ 3p)V, (14)

1 In DGP braneworld, the warp factor is expressed as B(y) =
eεH|y|, with ε = ±1.

The minus sign is to ensure that Nbulk > 0 for an ac-
celerating scenario with ρ + 3p < 0. Here ρ and p in-
clude, respectively, the energy densities and pressure on
the brane, namely a pressureless matter component with
energy density ρm, sum of baryonic and cold dark matter
(CDM) energy densities, and a holographic dark energy
component with an energy density ρΛ and a pressure pΛ.
According to Padmanabhan, the increase dV of the cos-
mic volume in an infinitesimal interval dt of cosmic time
is given by

dV

dt
= l2p(Nsur −Nbulk), (15)

In a 5-dimensional bulk however, one has to replace l2p
with G5 which yields

dṼ

dt
= G5(Nsur −Nbulk), (16)

with G5 being the gravitational constant on the bulk.
The entropy of the apparent horizon for a 3-dimensional
brane embedded in a 5-dimensional Minkowski bulk is
given by [64]

S =
πH−2

4G4
− ε2πH−3

3G5
, (17)

where we used r̃A = H−1 with r̃A being the apparent
horizon radius. ε = ±1 represents two branches of the
DGP model, the ε = +1 branch is a self-accelerating so-
lution where the Universe may undergo an accelerating
phase with no need of dark energy while the ε = −1 (or
normal) branch requires a dark energy sector in order to
generate an accelerating scenario.
It is worth noting that the above expression (17) is noth-
ing but a sum of two area terms, the first term which
depicts the usual area formula is the contribution of the
4-dimensional gravity on the brane while the second term
corresponds to the 5-dimensional area in the bulk.
From Eq. (12), one can deduce the number of degrees of
freedom on the surface to be

Nsur =
πH−2

G4
− ε8πH−3

G5
, (18)

If one defines the effective surface as

Ã = 4G5S =
8π

3

[
3G5H

−2

2G4
− εH−3

]
, (19)

the latter varies with respect to time as

dÃ

dt
= −8πḢH−3

[
G5

G4
− εH−1

]
, (20)

which leads to an effective volume increase of the form

dṼ

dt
=

1

2H

dÃ

dt
= −4πḢH−4

[
G5

G4
− εH−1

]
, (21)
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Matching Eqs. (21) and (16) and using the equipartition
law stemming from superstatistics (13), we end up with

G5

2G4
(2Ḣ +H2)− εH−1(Ḣ + 2H2) = − 4πG5

3φi(q)
(ρ+ 3p),

(22)
which after integration gives rise to

G5

2G4
H2 − εH =

4πG5

3φi(q)
ρ, (23)

where we used the continuity equation 2 and assumed
the constant of integration to be zero. Introducing the
crossover length scale between the small and large dis-
tances in DGP braneworld as

rc =
G5

2G4
, (24)

Eq. (23) can be recast into

φi(q)[H
2 − ε

rc
H] =

ρ

3M2
p

, (25)

which is our q-modified Friedmann equation in DGP
braneworld, with M2

p = 1/8πG4 being the usual reduced
Planck mass. One may bear in mind that for rc >> r
the standard 4-dimensional Einstein’s theory of gravity
is recovered.
Now, Assuming an interacting dark energy scenario, one
can introduce, for an interaction of the form Q = ΓρΛ,
the energy densities’ continuity equations as

ρ̇Λ + 3H(1 + ωΛ)ρΛ = −Q, (26)

ρ̇m + 3Hρm = Q. (27)

This is nothing more than a decaying mechanism in which
the holographic dark energy sector decays into CDM at
a decaying rate Γ. The total conservation of the energy-
momentum tensor is ensured by the equality of Q. Note
that we have introduced the equation-of-state (EoS) pa-
rameter ωΛ = PΛ

ρΛ
, where pΛ is the pressure associated

with the holographic component. Given the fact that the
ratio of the two energy densities has the form r = ρm/ρΛ,
the above equations can be rewritten as

ρ̇Λ + 3H(1 + ωeff
Λ )ρΛ = 0, (28)

ρ̇m + 3H(1 + ωeff
m )ρm = 0. (29)

with ωeff
Λ = ωΛ + Γ

3H and ωeff
m = − Γ

3Hr , being the effective
EoS parameters. The time evolution of the ratio r is then
given by

ṙ = 3Hr

[
ωΛ +

1 + r

r

Γ

3H

]
= 3Hr

[
ωeff

Λ − ωeff
m

]
(30)

2 Note that the overall density on the brane satisfies the usual
continuity equation, ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p) = 0.

In the present work we use the notation Γ = 3b2(1 + r)H
with b2 being the coupling constant. Nevertheless, in
our analysis we will take into account both cases (b2 = 0
and b2 6= 0).

Now, let us define the dimensionless energy density
parameters as

Ωm =
ρm

3M2
pH

2
0

, ΩΛ =
ρΛ

3M2
pH

2
0

, Ωrc =
1

4r2
cH

2
0

(31)
which, for each superstatistical case, satisfy the normal-
ization condition

Ωm + ΩΛ + 2φi(q)ε
√

Ωrc
H

H0
= φi(q)

H2

H2
0

(i = 1, 2, 3)

(32)
Consequently, the density Ωm along with ΩΛ, as it will
be shown in the following section, will be a function of
the nonextensive parameter q. Note that the standard
normalization condition is recovered for q = 1, and hence
the usual Ωm and ΩΛ. Setting H(z) = E(z)H0, where
H0 is the current value of the Hubble parameter, one can
notice the dependence of the ratio r on the parameter q
through the normalization condition Eq. (32).

r =
φi(q)E

2(z)− ΩΛ − 2φi(q)ε
√

ΩrcE(z)

ΩΛ
, (33)

which consequently leads to a relation between ΩΛ and r
of the form

ΩΛ = φi(q)
E2(z)− 2ε

√
ΩrcE(z)

1 + r
(i = 1, 2, 3), (34)

In the following, THDE will be our ultimate candidate
for the interacting dark energy scenario. The system cos-
mological parameters due to superstatistics will therefore
be explored.

IV. COSMOLOGICAL BEHAVIOR OF THDE IN
q-MODIFIED DGP BRANEWORLD

The holographic dark energy density is derived from
the entropy-area relation of black holes, S ∝ A, with
A = 4πL2 being the area of the horizon. However, if
quantum gravitational corrections are included, the hori-
zon entropy of a black hole may be modified. Accord-
ingly, a number of modified entropy expressions have
been introduced [36, 37, 50], including that suggested
by Tsallis and Cirto as [65]

ST = γAδ (35)

where A ∝ L2 is the area of a d-dimensional system with
characteristic length L. γ is an unknown constant and
δ = d/(d − 1) for d > 1. Note that the above equation
reduces to the additive Bekenstein entropy for δ = 1 and
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γ = 2πM2
p . Within the context of the holographic prin-

ciple, the degrees of freedom of a given physical system
can be projected onto its boundary surface [66]. Follow-
ing such an assumption, and having in hand the relation
between the system’s entropy, together with the infrared
cutoff L and the ultraviolet cutoff Λ

L3Λ3 ≤ S3/4 (36)

we obtain, using Eq. (35), the inequality

Λ4 ≤ (4π)δγL2δ−4 (37)

where Λ4 represents the THDE energy. It follows that
the THDE energy density reads

ρΛ = BL2δ−4 (38)

where B is an unknown parameter. It should be noted
that for the special case δ = 2 the standard cosmological
constant case, i.e. ρΛ = const is restored. It is worth
mentioning that, within the frame of a HDE model, the

largest length L of the model must be specified. To this
end, we choose the Hubble radius as IR cutoff, i.e. L =
H−1. Hence, using Eq. (38) along with Eq. (31) , we
obtain

ΩΛ =
BH4−2δ

3M2
pH

2
0

=
B

3M2
p

E4−2δ(z)H
2(1−δ)
0 (39)

Furthermore, the derivative of ρΛ is given by

ρ̇Λ = 2(2− δ)ρΛ
Ḣ

H
, (40)

while the derivative of ΩΛ with respect to x = ln a is
expressed as

Ω′Λ = 2(2− δ)ΩΛ
Ḣ

H2
= 2(2− δ)ΩΛ

E′(z)

E(z)
(41)

where we used Ω̇Λ = Ω′ΛH and Ė(z) = E′(z)H. Now,
combining the time derivative of Eq. (25) with Eqs. (26),
(27), (31), (40) and using Γ = 3b2(1 + r)H0E(z) along
with Eq. (34), we get

E′(z) =
3E(z)

[
φi(q)(E

2(z)− 2ε
√

ΩrcE(z))(b2 − 1) + B
3M2

p
E4−2δ(z)H

2(1−δ)
0

]
2
[
φi(q)(E2(z)− ε

√
ΩrcE(z))− (2− δ) B

3M2
p
E4−2δ(z)H

2(1−δ)
0

] (i = 1, 2, 3), (42)

where the prime is the derivative with respect to x =ln
a. Expressing Eq. (39) at z = 0, with E(z = 0) = 1 and

ΩΛ(z = 0) = ΩΛ0 represent the present epoch, the above
equation can be rewritten as

E′(z) =
3E(z)

[
φi(q)(E

2(z)− 2ε
√

ΩrcE(z))(b2 − 1) + E4−2δ(z)ΩΛ0

]
2
[
φi(q)(E2(z)− ε

√
ΩrcE(z))− (2− δ)E4−2δ(z)ΩΛ0

] (i = 1, 2, 3), (43)

and from which one can get the derivative of ΩΛ with respect to ln a as

Ω′Λ = (2− δ)ΩΛ

3
[
φi(q)(E

2(z)− 2ε
√

ΩrcE(z))(b2 − 1) + ΩΛ

]
φi(q)(E2(z)− ε

√
ΩrcE(z))− (2− δ)ΩΛ

(i = 1, 2, 3), (44)

Yet, it would be more feasible to express Ω′Λ as a func-
tion of ΩΛ instead of E(z). Hence, since we have ΩΛ =

Ω̃ΛE
2(z) with Ω̃Λ = ρΛ

3M2
pH

2 , one ends up with the fol-

lowing equation

Ω̃′Λ = (1− δ)Ω̃Λ

3
[
φi(q)(1− 2ε

√
ΩrcΩ̃Λ

− 1
2(1−δ) ΩΛ0

1
2(1−δ) )(b2 − 1) + Ω̃Λ

]
φi(q)(1− ε

√
ΩrcΩ̃Λ

− 1
2(1−δ) ΩΛ0

1
2(1−δ) )− (2− δ)Ω̃Λ

(i = 1, 2, 3), (45)

Interestingly, the above equation is reduced to the stan- dard equation of THDE in DGP brane model in the limit
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b = 0 and q → 1. Furthermore, for rc >> 1 (or equiva-
lently Ωrc → 0) where the effects of the extra dimension
are unnoticed, THDE in the 4-dimensional Einstein grav-
ity is recovered.

To investigate the impact of superstatistics on the
dimensionless energy density Ω̃Λ, the deceleration qT 3

and the effective EoS ωeff
Λ , we inspect both cases q ≥ 1

(q = 1 and q = 1.1) and q < 1 (q = 0.96).

Setting δ = 2.2, ε = 1, ΩΛ0 = Ω̃Λ(z = 0) = 0.68 and

Ωrc = 0.0003, the variation of Ω̃Λ with respect to red-
shift z is shown in Fig. 1. The non-interacting scenario
is shown on the left hand side while the interacting
one, with a coupling b2 = 0.04, is illustrated on the
right hand side. It is easy to check that for z → ∞,
Ω̃Λ → 0 which is in agreement with the fact that the
matter component was dominant at early time. One
may also notice that the effect of the nonextensive
parameter q is barely noticed for q = 0.96, peculiarly
at past time (0 < z < ∞). A slight difference, in the

variation of Ω̃Λ with respect to z, is spotted for q = 1.1.

The difference is more pronounced in the case of χ2

superstatistics, particularly in the range −1 < z < 0
(future). This finding is corroborated by the fact that
the χ2 superstatistics represents the higher deviation
of the standard Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics when q
moves away from 1 as has been shown in Ref. [52]. From
Fig. 1 it is apparent that the transition from matter to
dark energy domination is affected by the fluctuations.
In the future era, dark energy dominates over matter
(Ω̃Λ(z → −1) → φi (i = 1, 2, 3)) for the noninteracting
case of b2 = 0, while for the interaction case, dark energy
decays into CDM till the two components become
comparable due to energy transfer. Moreover, for all
three superstatistics, the dimensionless energy density
Ω̃Λ decreases as q increases for a redshift lying in the
range 0 < z < ∞ (early Universe) while it increases
as q increases for a redshift lying within the range
−1 < z < 0 (late Universe).

Proceeding now to the deceleration parameter qT .
The latter is displayed in terms of Ω̃Λ as

qT = −1− E′(z)

E(z)
= −1−

3
[
φi(q)(1− 2ε

√
ΩrcΩ̃

− 1
2(1−δ)

Λ Ω
1

2(1−δ)
Λ0 )(b2 − 1) + Ω̃Λ

]
2
[
φi(q)(1− ε

√
ΩrcΩ̃

− 1
2(1−δ)

Λ Ω
1

2(1−δ)
Λ0 )− (2− δ)Ω̃Λ

] (i = 1, 2, 3), (46)

It should be noted that qT > 0 represents a decelerating
phase of the Universe, while qT < 0 showcases the Uni-
verse in its accelerating phase. It is worth pointing out
that, according to observational data, the transition red-
shift zt from a decelerating to an accelerating era, which
occurs at qT = 0, lies within the range of 0.4 < z < 1.
Accounting for the three superstatistical cases mentioned
above, the evolution of the deceleration parameter qT

versus the redshift z, for some values of the nonextensive
parameter q, is plotted in Fig. 2. Again, we used the
values δ = 2.2, ΩΛ0 = Ω̃Λ(z = 0) = 0.68, Ωrc = 0.0003
and ε = 1. For all superstatistics, it is obvious that at
z → −1 (z → ∞), qT unveils a desired asymptotic be-

havior, i.e. qT → −1 (qT → 1−3b2

2 ) regardless the value

of δ. While the transition redshift zt is shifted towards
larger z due to the interaction, the three superstatistics
tend to shift zt towards smaller values as q increases. At
this point, it can be checked that, for the given b2 cou-
pling and q = 0.96, zt lies outside the suitable range, i.e.
zt ∼ 1.03, zt ∼ 1.04 and zt ∼ 1.08 for log-normal, χ2 in-
verse and χ2 superstatistics, respectively. Therefore, an
apt mixing between the parameters q and b2 is required
in order to ensure an adequate range of transition red-
shift zt. This can be done by constraining the parameters
with observational data and which will be thoroughly ex-
plored in a forthcoming paper.
On the other hand, the effective EoS parameters are de-
rived using Eqs. (28), (29)

ωeff
Λ = −1− 2(2− δ)

3

E′(z)

E(z)
= −1− (2− δ)

φi(q)(1− 2ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ ΩΛ0

1
2(1−δ) )(b2 − 1) + Ω̃Λ

φi(q)(1− ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 )− (2− δ)Ω̃Λ

, (47)

ωeff
m = −

b2φi(q)[1− 2ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 ]

φi(q)(1− 2ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 )− Ω̃Λ

(i = 1, 2, 3), (48)

3 The superscript T , which refers to Tsallis, is to distinguish the
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Negativeness of the effective EoS of CDM is ascribed
to the decaying process. Indeed, CDM production
is simultaneously triggered by virtue of the effective
nonequilibrium pressure (P eff

m = −ΓρΛ

3H < 0) via the
cosmic anti-frictional force [15]. As expected, in the
limiting case q = 1 and the interaction-free case b2 = 0,
the relations derived in Ref. [38] are deduced.
For each superstatistical case, Fig. 3 depicts the evolu-
tion of the EoS parameter ωeff

Λ as a function of redshift
z for different values of the nonextensive parameter q
with and without an interaction term. One can bear
in mind that for an interacting dark energy, the true
equation-of-state is given by ωeff

Λ rather than ωΛ. For
the different superstatistical cases with (no) interaction,
it is obvious that THDE exhibits a phantom behavior,
i.e. ωeff

Λ < −1, at z → 0 and z → ∞, while ωeff
Λ → −1

at z → −1, revealing that at late time the model
mimics the standard cosmological constant behavior.
It is worth stressing that the phantom-like behavior
is due to the chosen value of δ (δ > 2). For δ < 2,
however, ωeff

Λ will display a quintessence behavior, i.e.
ωeff

Λ > −1 (see for instance Eq. (47)). According to
previously published computations, the phantom-like
equation-of-state for the holographic dark energy is
forbidden [15, 67]. This condition may not hold true in
the THDE case as long as δ > 2. Thus, inasmuch as one
considers the compatibility of the holographic principle
with the dominant energy condition ρΛ ≥ |pΛ| we can
then impose an upper bound on δ, namely δ < 2. The
latter is in accordance with the observational constraints
performed in Ref. [67]. Apart from THDE, a similar

feature has been encountered in the Barrow holographic
dark energy case where the latter can be quintessence
or phantom, or even display a phantom-divide crossing
during the cosmological evolution [24]. Regarding the
nonextensive parameter on the other side, the value of
ωeff

Λ in the q-DGP braneworld scenario for q > 1 is lower
than that in the conventional DGP model as z → 0.
Still, little to no distinction is observed at past and
future times when z →∞ and z → −1, respectively. At
the other extreme, the b2 coupling tends to increase ωeff

Λ
with respect to the interaction-free case.

V. STABILITY

The stability of models against small perturbations is
scrutinized through the use of the squared of the sound
speed v2

s . The model is said to be stable against per-
turbations when v2

s > 0. The squared sound speed v2
s is

written as

v2
s =

dpeff
Λ

dρΛ
=
ṗeff

Λ

ρ̇Λ
, (49)

where peff
Λ = ωeff

Λ ρΛ. Hence, the above equation reduces
to

v2
s = ωeff

Λ +
ω̇eff

Λ ρΛ

ρ̇Λ
, (50)

which, by plugging Eqs. (28) and (47), yields

v2
s = −1− (2− δ)

φi(q)(1− 2ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 )(b2 − 1) + Ω̃Λ

φi(q)(1− ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃Λ− 1
2(1−δ)Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 )− (2− δ)Ω̃Λ

+ φi(q)Ω̃Λ

ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 [(b2 − 1)((2− δ)(3− 2δ)− φi(q)

2 Ω̃−1
Λ ) + 3

2 − δ]− (1− δ)((b2 − 1)(2− δ) + 1)

[φi(q)(1− ε
√

ΩrcΩ̃
− 1

2(1−δ)
Λ Ω

1
2(1−δ)
Λ0 )− (2− δ)Ω̃Λ]2

, (51)

Inspecting Fig. 4 which illustrates the evolution of v2
s as

a function of redshift z for some values of q, it is evident
that, for all values of redshift (z ∈ [−1,∞[), the current
model is unstable against perturbations irrespective of
the value of b2 or q, showing that neither the interaction
nor the nonextensive aspects of spacetime have an appar-
ent effect on THDE stability. Yet, the stability may be
sensitive to δ parameter and/or IR cutoff [68]. Although

deceleration parameter from the nonextensive parameter q.

it has been argued in Ref. [68] that THDE correspon-
dence of interacting Generalized Chaplygin Gas (GCG)
model in Kaluza-Klein configuration can reach stability
for δ < 0.63, this limiting value is unphysical since it
leads to negative dimension d 4.

4 Note that δ is related to the system dimension d (d > 1) through
δ = d/(d− 1).
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VI. FINAL REMARKS

In all, we sifted the cosmological dynamics of interact-
ing dark energy in a q-modified DGP braneworld emerg-
ing from superstatistics. By regarding the cosmic dark
sector as Tsallis holographic dark energy, we explored
the THDE different parameters. While there are numer-
ous cutoffs to choose from, we set the Hubble horizon as
our IR cutoff. Results due to log-normal and inverse χ2

superstatistics are almost indistinguishable from one an-
other. Conversely, χ2 superstatistics represents percep-
tible deviations, particularly when q moves away from 1.
The transition from a decelerating to an accelerating era
relies heavily upon the q parameter and b2 coupling. In
contrast, THDE stability is insensitive to such param-
eters. Roughly speaking, it has been shown that the
model stability cannot be reached in the entire history
of the Universe. The stability of noninteracting THDE,

with Hubble cutoff, is not achieved in 4D gravity either
[33]. This drawback may be dealt with considering a dif-
ferent IR cutoff.
One of the striking features of THDE is the fact that it
can possess a phantom or quintessence behavior depend-
ing on the value of the δ parameter. To the best of our
knowledge, this has yet to be mentioned in the literature
for a Hubble horizon cutoff. Imposed by the dominant
energy condition, values of δ > 2 which hinder THDE
from being quintessence must be excluded. In the case
of future event horizon cutoff, a different bound has been
set up in Ref. [43].
Although it would be appealing to confront the current
scenario with observational data in order to constrain the
parameters δ, q, and b2, such investigations are beyond
the scope of the present paper and are better left for an
upcoming work.
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Rényi holographic dark energy models in multidimen-
sional universe, International Journal of Geometric Meth-
ods in Modern Physics 19, 2250043 (2022).

[23] E. N. Saridakis, Ricci-gauss-bonnet holographic dark en-
ergy, Physical Review D 97, 064035 (2018).



9

a. log-normal superstatistics φ1(q) ≡ q (q > 0)

b. Inverse χ2 superstatistics φ2(q) ≡ 2q−1
q

(q > 1/2)

c. χ2 superstatistics φ3(q) ≡ 2
5−3q

(0 < q < 5/3)

FIG. 1. The evolution of Ω̃Λ versus z for Ω̃Λ0 = 0.68, Ωrc = 0.0003, ε = 1, δ = 2.2, b2 = 0 (left), b2 = 0.04 (right) and some
values of q.

[24] P. Adhikary, S. Das, S. Basilakos, and E. N. Saridakis,
Barrow holographic dark energy in a nonflat universe,
Physical Review D 104, 123519 (2021).

[25] Y. Gong, Extended holographic dark energy, Physical Re-
view D 70, 064029 (2004).

[26] T. Bandyopadhyay, Modified holographic dark energy
and phantom behaviour of randall-sundrum brane, Inter-

national Journal of Theoretical Physics 50, 3284 (2011).
[27] S. Ghaffari, Holographic dark energy model in the dgp

braneworld with time varying holographic parameter,
New astronomy 67, 76 (2019).

[28] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Unifying phantom infla-
tion with late-time acceleration: Scalar phantom–non-
phantom transition model and generalized holographic



10

a. log-normal superstatistics φ1(q) ≡ q (q > 0)

b. Inverse χ2 superstatistics φ2(q) ≡ 2q−1
q

(q > 1/2)

c. χ2 superstatistics φ3(q) ≡ 2
5−3q

(0 < q < 5/3)

FIG. 2. The evolution of qT versus z for Ω̃Λ0 = 0.68, Ωrc = 0.0003, ε = 1, δ = 2.2, b2 = 0 (left), b2 = 0.04 (right) and some
values of q.

dark energy, General Relativity and Gravitation 38, 1285
(2006).

[29] S. Nojiri and S. Odintsov, Covariant generalized holo-
graphic dark energy and accelerating universe, The Eu-
ropean Physical Journal C 77, 1 (2017).

[30] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, and T. Paul, Barrow entropic
dark energy: A member of generalized holographic dark
energy family, Physics Letters B 825, 136844 (2022).

[31] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, and E. N. Saridakis, Modified
cosmology from extended entropy with varying exponent,
The European Physical Journal C 79, 1 (2019).

[32] B. Guberina, R. Horvat, and H. Nikolić, Generalized
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