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We construct a holographic model for dark energy in the Brans-Dicke cosmology by using the
holographic principle considering the Barrow entropy instead of the standard Bekenstein-Hawking
one. The former arises from the effort to account for quantum-gravitational effects in black-hole
physics and, according to the gravity-thermodynamic conjecture, in the cosmological framework. In
order to explore the cosmological consequences of our model, we consider the Hubble horizon as the
IR cutoff. We investigate both the non-interacting and interacting cases with the sign-changeable
and linear interactions, showing that they can explain the present accelerated phase of the Universe
expansion, in contrast to the standard Holographic Dark Energy model. We then perform the
stability analysis according to the squared sound speed. We find that, whilst the non-interacting
model is unstable against small perturbations, the sign-changeable interacting one can be stable only
for suitable values of the model parameters. On the other hand, the linear interacting model always
predicts a stable Universe. The consistency of the model with respect to cosmological observations

is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent technological progress has ushered a new
era for observational cosmology, the so-called Precision
Cosmology [1] allowing for significant advances in our un-
derstanding of the Universe. Yet, most of the Universe
matter-energy composition remains elusive. It is a fact
that about 25 percent of matter content consists of an
enigmatic substance - the Dark Matter (DM) [2] - the
existence of which is established by astrophysical obser-
vations at large scales. Possibly even more mysterious is
the Dark Energy (DE) component (roughly 70 percent),
which is invoked to account for the current accelerating
expansion of the Universe. In spite of strong evidences
from Supernova SNIa observations, baryon acoustic oscil-
lations and gravitational waves, a complete explanation
for the origin of DE is an open issue [3, 4]. Undoubtedly,
this reveals the necessity of novel physics to be solved.

So far, several theoretical approaches to DE problem
have been developed in the literature. The possibility
that DE could be modeled by the cosmological constant
acting as source of the vacuum energy was first considered
as a natural way out of the DE puzzle. Nevertheless, this
scenario seems to clash with our field theoretical under-
standing of the quantum properties of vacuum. Alterna-
tive explanations were later offered by modified gravity
theories based on the introduction of either geometric
terms or extra degrees of freedom in the Einstein-Hilbert
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action (see [5—11] for reviews). Among these theories, the
Brans-Dicke (BD) gravity is an extension of General Rel-
ativity built upon the replacement of the gravitational
coupling constant GG by the inverse of a varying scalar
field ¢ [12]. The first motivation for this choice was to
achieve a theory more in agreement with the Mach Prin-
ciple than GR [13, 14]. While being able to describe
the accelerating expansion of the current Universe, this
model predicts a value for the BD (w) parameter that is
lower than the observational limit [15, 16], thus requiring
to use different DE sources [17-26] to be reconciled with
phenomenology.

In this respect, a useful paradigm is given by the
Holographic Dark Energy (HDE) [4, 27-33]. In the
primary formulation, such an approach provides a pre-
cise quantitative analysis of DE, originating from the
holographic principle with Bekenstein-Hawking (BH) en-
tropy and the Hubble horizon as its IR cutoff. How-
ever, the shortcomings in describing the history of a flat
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) Universe have mo-
tivated some tentative changes of this model. For in-
stance, HDE has been employed to solve the DE problem
in the BD framework [18-25] by considering different IR
cutoffs [24, 32, 33] or suitable interactions with DM [34].

On the other hand, modified HDE models based on
deformations of the entropy area law have been proposed
in [35-44], while still keeping the Hubble radius as IR
cutoff. Due to the complex (and mostly unknown) ther-
mostatistical properties of gravity systems, various de-
formed entropies have been adopted [45-47], all of which
recovering BH entropy in a certain limit. In this con-
text, a promising framework is provided by the Barrow
Holographic Dark Energy (BHDE) [38], which relies on
a quantum-gravitational deformation of BH area law in
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the form [47]

A\ 1FA/2
Sa = (A—) , (1)

where A is the standard horizon area and Ay the Planck
area. Quantum gravity effects are parameterized by the
Barrow exponent 0 < A < 1, with A = 0 giving the
BH limit, while A = 1 corresponding to the maximal
entropy deformation. It is worth mentioning that cos-
mological constraints on A have been inferred in [48-57].
The possibility for a running A has also been discussed
in [58].

BHDE is inspired by similar generalizations of HDE
based on Tsallis [35-37] and Kaniadakis [40] entropies.
At a first glance, it appears as a proper model to trace
the evolution of the Universe in the standard cosmolog-
ical framework. Just as Tsallis Holographic Dark En-
ergy, however, BHDE suffers from instability problems.
Thus, according to the dynamic behavior of HDE and
its modified-entropy based extensions, it could be more
appropriate to study the cosmological features of BHDE
in extended frameworks and, in particular, in the BD
dynamic framework [23, 34]. In [24], the authors have
shown that the non-interacting HDE with the Hubble
radius as IR cutoff cannot explain the current acceler-
ated expansion of Universe in the BD theory. While in a
similar analysis, it has been shown that the Tsallis and
Kaniadakis Holographic Dark Energy, due to the gener-
alized entropy, with the Hubble cutoff in the BD gravity,
can lead the accelerated Universe phase, even in the ab-
sence of interaction between two dark sectors [59, 60].

Starting from the above premises, in what follows we
examine the implications of using BHDE to model dark
energy in BD cosmology. To this goal, we resort to the
holographic principle with Eq. (1) as horizon entropy and
the Hubble radius as cutoff. In the next section, we ex-
tract the BHDE density in BD gravity and investigate the
evolution of its cosmological parameters for a spatially
flat Universe in the non-interacting case. The same study
is developed in Sec. III for the sign-changeable and linear
interacting models. Stability analysis is investigated in
Sec. IV. Conclusions and outlook are finally summarized
in Sec. V.

II. NON-INTERACTING BARROW
HOLOGRAPHIC DARK ENERGY IN THE
BRANS-DICKE COSMOLOGY

Throughout this work we consider a homogeneous and
isotropic Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW) geometry
with metric

2

1 — kr?

ds? = —dt* 4 a®(t) ( + TQdQQ) , (2)

where k = 0,1, —1 represent a flat, closed and open max-
imally symmetric space, respectively.

The Brans-Dicke field equations for a spatially flat
FRW Universe which is filled by pressureless DM and
DE are [20-24]
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The scalar field evolution equation is
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where w is the BD parameter and ¢? = w/(21G.ys) is
the BD scalar field, with G¢¢ being the effective gravita-
tional constant. Also, H = a/a is the Hubble parameter
and p,,, pao and py are the pressureless DM density, DE
density and pressure of DE, respectively. Following [20-
24], we consider the BD field as a power law of the scale
factor, ¢ o< a™. Then we have

¢ = nHg, (6)
é = n?H?¢ +nHg. (7)

where dot denotes derivative with respect to the cos-
mic time. The energy conservation equations for non-
interacting DE and matter are

pp +3H (1+wD)pD =0, (8)
and
pm +3Hpm =0, 9)

where wp = B2 denotes the equation of state (EoS) pa-
rameter of DE. With the definition of the critical energy
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density, per = %, the dimensionless density parame-
ters can be written as

Pm dwpm

= = 3pme (10)
pD dwpp

0 e T eH 1D

Using the above definitions (10) and
rewrite the Friedman Eq. (3) as follows

(11), one can

2wn?

Qpm +Qp =1+2n— (12)
Here, by using the holographic principle with the gener-
alized Barrow entropy (1), we can construct the Barrow
holographic dark energy (BHDE) in BD gravity, in which
the apparent horizon in the flat Universe is considered as
the IR cut-off (L = H~1), as follows

pp = B¢2+AH2_A. (13)



Here, B is an unknown constant. In the limit of Einstein
gravity, where G.yy — G, the BD scalar field becomes
trivial (¢* = 5% = 4wM?) and the BHDE in standard
cosmology can be recovered [61]. Also for A — 0 and
Gerr — G, Eq. (13) reduces to the energy density of the
original HDE in standard cosmology [24].

Taking the time derivative of Eq. (13), we have

H
pD=(2+A)anD+(2—A)EpD. (14)

By differentiating Eq. (3) and combining the result with
Egs. (9), (10), (11), (6) and (14), we obtain

= + (2wn? — 6n — 3)£
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where the zero-subscript represents present time. Using
Egs. (8) and (14), we find the EoS parameter for the
BHDE model in the BD gravity as

2+Mn A-2H
3 3 H?

wp = —-1- (16)
For A = 0 and n = 0, this equation coincides with the
original HDE in the BD gravity [24]. Also in the limiting
case n = 0 (w — o0), the EoS parameter for BHDE in
standard cosmology is restored [61].

In the following, using the accelerating parameter re-
lation ¢ = —1 — % and Eq. (15), the deceleration pa-
rameter can be extracted as

0 17242
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A. Cosmological Evolution

In Fig. 1, we plot the evolution of cosmological param-
eters of the BHDE model by using a numerical solution
of the Hubble differential Eq. (15) for Hy = 70.9,Q,, =
0.3,w = 1000 and n = 0.05 as the initial condition.
In the first panel of this figure, we have Qp — 0 at
the early time (DM dominated phase), while at the late
time the DE dominates 2p — 1, in agreement with cos-
mological observations [62-64]. In the second panel of

Fig. 1, we show the behavior of the deceleration param-
eter ¢(z). In contrast to standard HDE, we can see that
non-interacting BHDE with the Hubble radius as IR cut-
off can explain the current acceleration phase. We can
see that the Universe undergoes a phase transition from
deceleration to acceleration around z = 0.6.

Furthermore, as it can be seen from the third panel,
the EoS parameter is always in the quintessence regime
(wp > —1) and, at the late time (z — —1), it tends to
the cosmological constant (wp — —1).

Finally, we plot the behavior of the total EoS parame-
ter werf(2) in the last panel of Fig. 1. We can see that the
total EoS parameter can suitably describe the Universe
history, as the pressureless DM is dominant (wefs — 0)
at early times (z — 00), then it enters the quintessence
regime at the present epoch and finally, by decreasing
values of the model parameters, tends to a value very
close to —1 at late times (z — —1).

III. INTERACTING BHDE MODEL

Let us now assume that dark components interact each
other and one can grow at the expense of the other. The
mutual interaction between two dark components is ini-
tially proposed to solve the coincidence problem [65, G6].
Although some observations confirm the mutual interac-
tion between dark matter and dark energy [67], since the
nature of DM and DE are still unknown, the proposed
different interaction models are purely phenomenologi-
cal. So far, different models of interaction between the
two dark components have been proposed in literatures
to study the dynamics of Universe (for details, one can
look into [68-77] and references therein).

In the presence of interaction between two dark com-
ponents, the conservation equations are

pp +3H (14+wp) pp = —Q, (18)

pm + 3H pp, = Q, (19)

where @) represents the interaction term. Positive value
of Q indicates that energy transfers from the BHDE to
the DM, while for @ < 0, the reverse scenario will occur.
In the following, we consider the sign-changeable and lin-
ear models of interaction to investigate the cosmological
evolution of BHDE in the BD gravity.

A. Sign-changeable Interaction

Following [75, 76], we consider a sign-changeable inter-
action term as

Q = 3b*Hq (pm + pp), (20)

where b is the coupling constant of interaction term and ¢
is the deceleration parameter. Taking the time derivative
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FIG. 1: The evolution of the Qp(2), wp(z), wesf(z) and q(z)
parameters for non-interacting BHDE in BD gravity.

of Eq. (3) and using Egs. (6), (14) and (19), we get
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Combining Eqgs. (18) and (14), one can obtain the follow-
ing expression for EoS parameter

2+A)n , (A-2H
3 3H?

[[ 1 —|—2TL— 2wn?
2 3
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In the absence of interaction term (b? = 0), these equa-
tions reduce to the corresponding relations of the previ-
ous section.

wp = -1 -

To investigate the effects of interaction term between
dark sectors, we have plotted the behavior of Qp, the
deceleration parameter ¢, the EoS parameter wp and the
total EoS parameter w.r¢ against the redshift parame-
ter z for the sign-changeable interacting BHDE in the
Fig. 2. Again, we see that at the early Universe Qp — 0,
and at the late time, the DE dominates, as expected.
As it is clear from the second panel in Fiq. 2, the decel-
eration parameter ¢ transits from the decelerated phase
(¢ > 0) at the earlier time, to current accelerated phase
(¢ < 0). Also by increasing the values of A, B and ¢g
and decreasing the value of b2, the transition occurs ear-
lier (higher redshift). Interestingly, we found that, as
in the non-interacting case, the EoS parameter of sign-
changeable interacting BHDE cannot cross the phantom
divide (wp = —1) at late time.

B. Linear Interaction

In the following, we choose the linear interaction term
given as [72, 73]

Q= H(apm + BpD)v (23)

where o and (8 are the coupling constant of interaction
term. Taking the time derivative of Eq. (3) and using

B(A -2) (%)A+<%—n2+%ﬂ) <1+37b2>]_1.

(21)
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FIG. 2: The evolution of the Q2p, wp, ¢ and weyy versus
redshift parameter z for sign-changeable interacting BHDE
in BD gravity. We have taken the Hy = 70.9, w,, = 0.3,
n = 0.005 and w = 1000 as the initial condition.

Egs. (6), (14), (19) and (23), we reach

H_ E <%>A(2n+An+ﬂ—a)

e
900 H242 (1+2)° 3 2wn?\ [«
_Zm = (14920 — —
Aw g2 H? +2w< ey >(2 "
A _
) 3 5 3n
Ba-2) (L 22y
x| Bl )(H +2w e w

Substituting Egs. (14) and (23) into Eq. (18), we find out
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The evolutions of Qp, wp, ¢ and w.fs are plotted vs.
the redshift parameter z for the linear interacting BHDE
in Fig. 3. It appears that the linear interacting BHDE,
in the BD gravity, can describe the cosmological evolu-
tion of the Universe in a consistent way. Indeed, from
the evolution of dimensionless BHDE density parame-
ter Qp(z) in Fig. 3, we observe that, at early times,
Qp — 0 and at late times Qp — 1. The behavior of
the deceleration parameter ¢(z) in Fig. 3 indicates that
the Universe has a phase transition from deceleration to
acceleration around 0.3 < z < 0.8, consistently with cos-
mological observations [62-64]. The evolution of the EoS
parameter wp(z) is shown in the third panel of Fig. 3.
As we can observe, the EoS parameter successfully de-
scribes the cosmological evolution of the Universe and
shows that the Universe is in the quintessence dominated
phase (—1/3 < wp < —1) at the current epoch and will
enter the phantom regime (wp < —1) in the far future.

IV. STABILITY ANALYSIS

We analyze now the stability of the obtained models
against perturbations. So far we have investigated the
dynamical behavior of BHDE model. Now we would like
to see if there are small perturbations in the background,
whether the disturbance grows or collapses. In the per-
turbation theory, the sign of the squared sound speed (v2)
determines classical stability or instability. For v? > 0,
the model is stable because the perturbation propagates
on the background, while, for v? < 0, the model is un-
stable since every small perturbation grows within the
background.

The squared sound speed v? is given by

dp _ P

2

vy = — = —. 26
* dpp  pp (26)
By differentiating pp with respect to the cosmic time,
inserting the result in Eq. (26), and using Eq. (14), we

(24)
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FIG. 3: The evolution of the Qp(z), wp(z), ¢(z) and wers(z)
for different values of A, B, ¢o,a and 8 as mention on the
caption. for linear interacting BHDE in BD gravity. The
initial condition Ho = 70.9, w, = 0.3, n = 0.005 and w =
1000 are adopted.

have
!
“p

v2 =+ -
26n+2(2 — 0) 2%

S

: (27)

= wD
for the squared sound speed.

A. Non-interacting case

Taking the time derivative of Eq. (16) and using
Egs. (14), (15) and (27), one can get v2 for the non-
interacting BHDE with the Hubble cut-off. Since the an-
alytic expression of v? is rather cumbersome to exhibit,
we shall limit to plot it in Fig. 4. As it is clear, from
this figure, the non-interacting BHDE model in the BD
gravity is unstable against small perturbations during the
cosmic evolution, which is similar to the result obtained
for BHDE in the standard model [61].
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FIG. 4: The evolution of the vZ(z) for non-interacting BHDE
in BD gravity. The initial condition Hy = 70.9, wy,, = 0.3,
n = 0.005 and w = 1000 are adopted.

B. Interacting case

We now calculate the squared sound speed for the
BHDE in presence of sign-changeable and linear inter-
action terms, respectively. For the sign-changeable inter-
acting case, by taking the time derivative of Eq. (22) and
combining the result with Egs. (13), (14), (21) and (27),
we obtain v2. For the linear interacting case, we use time
derivative of Eq. (25) and Eqgs. (13), (14), (24) and (27)
to get v2.

We plot v2 for the sign-changeable and linear interact-
ing BHDE for BD gravity in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively.
From Fig. 5, one can clearly see that the sign-changeable
interacting BHDE in the BD cosmology evolves from an
unstable configuration in the earliest stages of the Uni-
verse’s existence to a stable model in the present and




far future. On the other hand, for the linear interacting
BHDE the squared sound speed is always positive, which
means that, in this case, the Universe is always stable,
thus providing a good candidate to describe DE.
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FIG. 5: The evolution of the v2(2) for sign-changeable inter-
acting BHDE in BD gravity. The initial condition Hy = 70.9,
wm = 0.3, n =0.005 and w = 1000 are adopted.
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FIG. 6: The evolution of the vZ(z) for linear interacting
BHDE in BD gravity. The initial condition Ho = 70.9,
wm = 0.3, n =0.005 and w = 1000 are adopted.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We considered the Barrow entropy to develop a holo-
graphic DE model within the framework of Brans-Dicke
cosmology. To this goal, we assumed the Hubble hori-
zon as the IR cutoff and studied the behavior of Barrow
Holographic Dark Energy for both interacting and non-
interacting cases. We derived the equation governing the
evolution of Hubble parameter and solved it numerically

in order to study the evolution of corresponding cosmo-
logical parameters.

From the behavior of the deceleration parameter ¢, we
inferred that, in contrast to the standard Holographic
Dark Energy, our model can explain the present ac-
celerated phase of the Universe expansion, even in ab-
sence of interactions between the dark sectors of cosmos
(see [78] for a recent discussion on the inadequacy of stan-
dard HDE in explaining the accelerated expansion of the
Universe consistently with observations). Furthermore,
for the non-interacting case, the EoS parameter shows
that BHDE model is always in the quintessence regime
(wp > —1) and, at the late time (z — —1), it tends to
cosmological constant (wp — —1) (see Fig. 1). A similar
behavior is exhibited in the sign-changeable interacting
model, where the EoS parameter cannot cross the phan-
tom divide at late times (see Fig. 2). On the other hand,
in presence of a linear interaction, the cosmological evolu-
tion of wp shows that the Universe is in the quintessence
dominated phase at the current epoch and will enter the
phantom regime (wp < —1) in the far future (see Fig. 3).

Finally, we performed a classical stability analysis us-
ing the squared sound speed. We found that the non-
interacting BHDE model, in the BD gravity, is unstable
against small perturbations during the cosmic evolution
(see Fig. 4), similarly to the result obtained for BHDE
in the standard model [61]. On the other hand, the sign-
changeable interacting model can be stable only for cer-
tain values of the parameters (see Fig. 5), while the lin-
ear interacting model always predicts a stable Universe
(see Fig. 6). This means that considering an interaction
between the dark sectors provides a more reasonable sce-
nario to trace the cosmological evolution in BHDE with
BD gravity. This result can be achieved also in the frame-
work of other interacting cosmological model [79].

Further aspects remain to be addressed. For instance,
it is interesting to examine how our model gets modi-
fied in the more realistic scenario including also radiation
fluid in the content of the Universe. However, since ra-
diation effects are dominant in the early Universe only,
we expect they do not spoil considerably our predictions
for the current and future epochs. Additionally, we aim
at investigating the correspondence between our model
and HDE based on other extensions of Boltzmann-Gibbs
entropy, such as Tsallis [59, 80-83] and Kaniadakis [60]
Holographic Dark Energy. Also, interesting results could
be found by connecting BHDE and dark energy model
based on Gurzadyan-Xue framework. This latter sce-
nario has been recently addressed in [84], showing that
a dark energy formula testable with observations can be
obtained by reducing the Djorgovski-Gurzadyan integral
equation [85] to a differential equation for the co-moving
horizon. Finally, since our model relies on a phenomeno-
logical attempt to include quantum gravitational effects
through the Barrow entropy, it is important to study
whether our predictions reconcile with more fundamen-
tal candidate theories of quantum gravity, such as String
Theory or Loop Quantum Gravity. Work along these di-



rections is presently under investigation and will be pre-
sented elsewhere.
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