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Abstract

In this study, we present the evolution of cosmological perturbations in a universe consisting of
standard matter and interacting vacuum. We use the 1 + 3 covariant formalism in perturba-
tion framework and consider two different models for the interacting vacuum; namely, a linear
interacting model and interaction with creation pressure model. For both models, we derive
the evolution equations governing the growth of linear perturbations for both radiation- and
dust-dominated Universe. We find numerical solutions in appropriate limits, namely long and
short wavelengths. For both models, the perturbations grow with time (decay with redshift),
showing that structure formation is possible in an accelerated cosmic background. The pertur-
bation amplitudes — and their relative scalings with those of ACDM — depend on the values of
the interaction parameters considered, and in a way that can be used to constrain the models
using existing and future large-scale structure data. In the vanishing limits of the coupling
parameters of the interaction, we show that standard ACDM cosmology, both background and
perturbed, is recovered.
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1 Introduction

Recent astronomical data show that the expansion of the Universe is accelerating [1, 2]. Differ-
ent hypotheses propose different mechanisms for such a cosmic acceleration, the most prominent
proposal being a certain fluid with negative pressure known as dark energy. Among the widely
explored candidates for dark energy is the cosmological constant A [3, 4, 5], which has now
led to the development of the concordance cosmological model known as ACDM dominated by
dark energy. The CDM part of ACDM represents [cold] dark matter, another sub-dominant
component of the universe which is invisible in the electromagnetic spectrum but whose effects
can be detected via gravitational interactions. The cosmological constant as the energy of free



space (vacuum) suffers from the cosmological constant problem [6, 7, 8] and the coincidence
problem [9], serious theoretical and observational issues that cannot and should not be ignored.
Since the standard model of cosmology is based on General Relativity (GR), recent studies
tried to propose different modified gravity theories [10].

One possible avenue to addressing the above issues related to the cosmological constant is
treating A as some limiting manifestation of an interacting vacuum [11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. For
instance in the work done in [14], it was found that one can produce nonsingular cosmology
under the consideration of the interacting vacuum energy, and the cosmological constant ap-
pears as a late-time limiting case of the vacuum energy. In the work done by [15], it was found
that through the consideration of the creation pressure in the continuity equation led to the
situation where the universe experiences quasi-periodic acceleration phases. On the other side,
one finds a detailed exploration of interacting vacuum energy using Planck Data [13].

Different formalism such as metric and the 1 + 3 covariant formalisms can be used to study
cosmological perturbations. The work done in [16] investigated the matter density perturbation
and matter power spectrum in the running vacuum model using metric formalism. In addition
to that, the work done in [17] studied linear scalar perturbations using metric formalism where
they assumed the running vacuum as the sum of independent contributions associated with each
of the matter species. On the other hand, the work done in [18] studied the growth of matter
perturbations in an interacting dark energy scenario emerging from the metric-scalar-torsion
couplings using metric formalism and obtained appropriate fitting formula for the growth in-
dex in terms of the coupling function and the matter density parameters. The works done in
[19, 20, 21, 22] explored the perturbation aspects of interacting vacuum energy. In the work
done by [20, 23], the consideration of decaying vacuum was done focusing on the homogeneous
interactions of both matter and dark energy. On the other hand the treatment of generalised
Chaplygin gas models as inhomogeneous interacting dark energy with matter was done in [21]
focusing on cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies. In [22], the authors investi-
gated perturbations of interacting vacuum focusing on the contributions of gravitational waves
data, where they found a significant improvement in the CMB measurements.

The present paper aims to apply the 1 + 3 covariant and gauge-invariant perturbations for-
malism to study large-scale structure formation scenarios for two interacting vacuum models
treated in the works by Bruni et al [14] and Mbonye [15]. The 1 + 3 covariant gauge-invariant
formalism is used to study cosmological perturbations for both GR and modified gravity theo-
ries such as f(R), f(T) and f(G). In the 1+ 3 covariant formalism, the perturbation variables
defined describe true physical degrees of freedom and no unphysical modes exist.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows: in Sec. 2 we give a covariant description and
the general linearised field equations involving the interacting dynamical vacuum. In Sec. 3 we
define the covariant perturbation variables, derive their evolution equations and analyse their
solutions. Finally in Sec. 4 we discuss the results and give conclusions.

Natural units in which ¢ = 817G = 1 will be used throughout this paper, indices like a,b...
run from 1 to 3 and Greek indices run from 0 to 3. The symbols V, V and the overdot - rep-
resent the usual covariant derivative, the spatial covariant derivative, and differentiation with
respect to cosmic time, respectively. We use the (— + +-+) spacetime signature.



2 Background Field Equations

The standard GR gravitational action with a matter field contribution to the Lagrangian, L,, ,
is given by

A= %/d4x\/—_g R+ 20,] . (1)

Using the variational principle of least action with respect to the metric g,5, the generalised
Einstein Field Equations (EFEs) can be given in a compact form as

Gab - Tab 5 (2)

with the first (geometric) term represented by the Einstein tensor, and energy-momentum
tensor of matter fluid forms given by

Tab = HUqsUp + phab + GaUp + GrUq + Tap ) (3)
where p, p, q, and m,, are the energy density, isotropic pressure, heat flux and anisotropic
pressure of the fluid, respectively. Here u® = ‘%‘l is the 4-velocity of fundamental observers

comoving with the fluid. In a multi-component fluid universe filled with standard matter fields
(dust, radiation, etc) and vacuum contributions, the total energy density, isotropic pressures
and heat flux are given, respectively, by p = pn + pv, P = pm + py and ¢* = ¢2, + g2, where
m and v specify matter and vacuum respectively. The vacuum equation of state parameter w
is given by w = —1. An arbitrary energy transfer () can reproduce an arbitrary background
cosmology with energy density [11, 24]

p=pmtV, (4)

which reduces to ACDM when ) = 0 and we have a constant V' = A. The 4-vector (), can in
general be decomposed into parallel and orthogonal parts to the 4-velocity of the fluid

Qa — Qua + qa’ (6)

where ¢ here is due to momentum exchange between matter and vacuum. In this paper, we
will assume an homogeneous isotropic model in which Q“ is parallel to the matter 4-velocity,
QR* = Qu®. We will consider the case where the interactions reduce to pure energy exchange
so that ¢ = 0 [13, 20, 25]. Moreover for each interacting fluid, the following conservation
equations considered in [11, 19, 26] hold:

é+3(1+w)Hp:—Q, (7)
V=0Q. (8)

The equation of state for the standard matter (such as dust and radiation) component is
presented as p = wp, where w is constant, and the total thermodynamic quantities p = p,,, +
py and p = p,, + p, where the subscripts m and v stand for standard matter and vacuum
contributions. We define two different covariant choices for ) as follows: the first one considered
by Bruni et al [14], hereafter referred to as Case 1, and the second by Mbonye [15], hereafter
referred to as Case 2:

Q1 =[Va—-V)+opl0, (9)
Q2 =m0, (10)



with 7. = K[(37 — 2)pm — 2ps]. &, 0, K and 7 are dimensionless coupling parameters and V),
plays the role of an effective cosmological constant, and v = 1 + w. Note that throughout the
remainder of the paper, we refer to Case 1 when using the interaction form (); and Case 2 when

using ).
Consider a spatially flat FRW universe with the metric
ds® = —dt* + a(t)*(dx® + dy* + dz?), (11)

where the Friedman and the Raychaudhuri equations for flat spacetime are given respectively
by

a

H? = (9) = %(p—f—V), (12)
H:—Hz—%[(1~l—3w)p—2V], (13)

where § = 3H, H = g is the Hubble expansion rate, and a(t) is the cosmological scale factor.
We dedicate the next subsections to analyse some of the cosmological solutions (in terms of
the solutions for Hubble expansion and the deceleration parameters) to help us explain cosmic
history of the late-time background due to the presence of the interacting vacuum, compared
against the ACDM model.

2.1 Background expansion for Case 1

We now consider linear models [14] presented by:

p = Ela‘” + EQGOQ s (14)
V = VA + Alaal -+ )\QCLOZ2 s (15)

where E1, Fs, A\ and )y are energy contributions of the universe. Equation 12 can be repre-

sented as
s 1

3

We can make change of variable and use redshift transformation as the redshift is a physically
measurable quantity. Using a = ——, here we assume a present value of scale factor to be 1, eq.

H (Era®™ + E2a™ + Vi + A1a® + Aga®?). (16)

1122
16 is transformed as
hi(2) = V(@ + Q3) (1 + 2) 70 + (Qo + Q) (1 + 2) 722 + Q, (17)
By _ Eo _ M _ X _ Vi _ H
Wher891:ﬁ792—ﬂ,93—ﬁ, Q4—W, QA—ﬁaDdh—m.

The total fractional density parameter for a flat universe today is given by
Q1+ Qo+ Q3+ Q + Q) = 1. (18)

The deceleration parameter g is defined as
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Figure 1: A plot of the normalised Hubble parameter, h(z) versus redshift, z for eq. 17.

which can be re-written (in redshift space) as

/

q(z) = —1+(1+z)h

E ) (20)

where prime means derivative with respect to redshift z. The deceleration parameter in our
case is presented as

(1 + Qa)ar (14 2)* 4 (Qs + Qa)as(1 + Z>_a2) ’ .

u(z) = — (1 + 202

Numerical results of normalised Hubble parameter (eq. 17) and deceleration parameter (eq.
21) are presented in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively.
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Figure 2: A plot of the deceleration parameter, ¢(z) versus redshift, z for eq. 21.



2.2 Background expansion for Case 2

14w

Considering pn, = poma® ), and p, = po,a™ [15] and using a = 1=, we get
pm = pom(L +2) 720, (22)
pv = pou(1+ 2)727 (23)

where X' = fo(¢), 0 = 2 4 sin(2¢) [15] and B, pom and po, are coupling parameter, current
values of the density of matter and vacuum, respectively.

Putting eq. 22 and eq. 23 into the Friedman equation (eq. 12) with some arrangements,
the normalised Hubble parameter and deceleration parameter are given respectively as

ho(2) = v/Qoa(1 + 2)3 + Qor(1 + 2)4 + Qa(1 4 2)*, (24)
3 4 b
() = (-1 | 30ull+2) *49(’*21% iU TR ) , (25)
where Qgg = -;I‘}—dg, Qo = 3%%, Q) = %, and
Qoa + Qor + 2 =1, (26)

is the total fractional density parameter for dust, radiation and cosmological constant respec-
tively.

Numerical results of normalised Hubble parameter (eq. 24) and deceleration parameter (eq.
25) are presented in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively. To get numerical results, we considered
a1 = —3 and as = —4 and note that for ACDM limit, 1 = Qg,,, Q0 =0=Q3 = and X' =0
and the deceleration parameter and the normalised Hubble parameter for the ACDM limit are
given respectively as

Qoa(1 4+ 2)3 + 200, (1 + 2)* — 20
q(2)acom = oa ) 02( ) A, (27)
2h
h(2)acon = VQoa(1+ 2)3 + Qo (1 + 2)4 + Qon - (28)

From the plots, in the reconstruction of ¢(z), we have found that the evidence of the acceleration
of the Universe happens at z = 0.39 and z = 0.55 for the first and second cases, respectively
and for the ACDM limits, it happens at z = 0.38 in agreement with the range 0.1 < z < 0.6
proposed in the work of [27]. These are the transition redshifts when the universe underwent
a phase change from deceleration to acceleration. It is found that at z = 0, h(z) = 1 for both
cases. We will examine two different covariant choices of () in deriving perturbation equations
[13, 25] in the next sections.

3 Perturbations and large-scale structure

3.1 General fluid description

In this paper, we assume the interaction of matter fluid with vacuum energy in the universe and
the growth of matter energy density fluctuations plays a significant role for structure formation.
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Figure 3: A plot of the normalised Hubble parameter, h(z) versus redshift, z for eq. 24.
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Figure 4: A plot of the deceleration parameter, ¢(z) versus redshift, z for eq. 25.



We define the fluctuations in the energy overdensities of matter and the vacuum, as well as that
of the expansion, in a covariant and gauge-invariant form, respectively, as follows [28, 29, 30]:

- - v
DZZL — avap , Ds — G’Va ,
P 14
All these quantities will be considered to develop the system of cosmological perturbations for
interacting vacuum in the 1+ 3 covariant formalism.

Zy=ay,0. (29)

3.2 Linear evolution equations for the case ) = Q)

In the case of eq. 9 of linear interaction, eq. 7 and eq. 8 can be written as
p==3H[1+w+0o)p+(Vav)], (30)
V =3H[op+&(Va—V)]. (31)

These equations (eq. 30 and eq. 31) form a coupled system of linear first order ordinary differ-

ential equations for p and V. Using scalar decomposition followed by harmonic decomposition

and redshift transformation technique as described in Appendix B, one can show that the
k-th mode of the perturbations represented in redshift space evolves as:

o (14 1 (1)
(Lt 2l + {H——w [(1 twto)w i+ (91(1 +2)7 + D1 +z)a2)} }Am

93<1+z>‘°“+ﬂ4<1+z>_a2} z
Ql (1 + Z)_al + QQ (1 + Z)_OQ

QA+ Q1+ 2)" " + Q1+ 2)
Ql(l + Z)fal + QQ(l —+ Z)ia?

(14 2)h2' — { K { (1+ 3w) Q1+ 2)7% 4+ Qp(1 4 2)

—{(1+w+a)+€[

+3¢h { } A, =0, (32)

14+w 2

+w [+ Q3(1 4 2)7 + Q1+ 2)7%] —w [3R* + K (1 + 2)°] }}Am —2hZ

FE?[Qa + Q3(1+2) " + Qu(1 +2)"*?] A, =0, (33)

Ql(l + Z)_al + Qg(l + Z)_a2 :|
Qp + Q3(1+2)7 + Qu(1 4 2z)—

Q1+ 2) ™ 4 Q1 4 2) ™ } }Av

(14 2)hA, — 3h{§ +o [

& {QA + Q3(1 4 2z)7r 4+ Qu(1 + z)*%

g

1+w Op + Q3(1+ 2)~ al+Q41+z

—w{[ Q3(1+ 2)" "1+Q4(1+z —as }}

Op + Q3(1+ 2)7> + (1

(1 +2) ‘“+Qz(1+z> o Q1+ 2)™ + Q1+ 2)
+{U [QA—FQs(l—l—z) o4 (14 2) } 6[§2A_|_Qg( T 2) 4+ Q1+ 2)° }} £34)

10



where we have defined the dimensionless parameters

Z k
— =2z, K

= —. 35
H[) HO ( )

For the ACDM limit, we set £ = ¢ = 0, and thus the system of equations (Eq. 32 through to
Eq. 34) reduce to:

3w 1+w

/ _ _— e
Bt 1+zAm (1+z)hz 0, (36)
;2 w 2 2 2 _
Z 1+ZZ+(1+w)(1+z)h[3h +r (14 2)7A, =0, (37)
Al =0. (38)

In the following, we analyse the growth of energy density fluctuations from numerical results
of Eq. 32 through to Eq. 38 for both ACDM limits and perturbation equations in both the
radiation- and dust-dominated epochs of the universe.

3.3 Radiation-dominated epoch

For this epoch, we set w = % and study the growth of the fluctuations [31, 32, 33] where Egs.
32 — 38 reduce to:

h 1,4
(1+z)hA;n+{9—[

ML)y 25 [93(1 F2) T+ O (1 + z)_O‘ZH }Am

Ql(l + Z)_al + Qz(l + Z)_az

(3o we[Brm itz

Qp + Q3(1 4+ 2)7 + (1 + z)_‘”}
3¢h A, =0,
* 5 { Ql(l+2)_a1 +QQ(1+Z)_Q2
3K*
(1+2)h2 — {T{Ql(l +2)7 + Qo(1 4 2)7*

1 1
+3 [Qp + (14 2)7* + Q1+ 2)72] — 3 (317 + K*(1 + 2)?] }}Am —2hZ

FE?[Qa + Q3(142)"" + Qu(l +2)7*] A, =0,

Ql(l + Z)_al =+ Qg(l + Z)_a2 :|
QA + Qg(l + Z)fal + 94(1 + Z)fo@

(1+ 2)hA, — 3h{§ +o {

Qn + Q3(1 4 2)~1 + Q(1 + 2)—02 4

5[ Q3(1+ 2)7 + Qu(1 4 2)~2 ]}A +{9h{ [ Or(1 4 2)~ 4 Qu(1 + 2)02
h 4
—%g { Qs(1 4 2)" + Q1 +z)—a2a2} }}Am

Qr +Q3(1+2)7 @ + (1 + 2)

D (142)" " + (1 +2)"" Q3(1+2)7 + Qu(1 + 2) 02 _
+{0 [QA + Q1+ 2) 7 + Q1+ 2)“2] e [QA + Q3(1+2)7 1 + Qu(1 + z)az] }Z o

11

Op + Q3(1+2)7 + Qu(1 4 2z)72



with the corresponding ACDM limit given by

1 4
A/ — A, ——Z = 42
m+1—|—z 3(1+2)h 0, (42)
2 1
z - Z R* + K%(1 A, = 4
T2 +4(1—|—z)h[3 + r5(1+ 2)7] 0, (43)
A =0, (44)

We illustrate the background evolution (Eq. 39 through to Eq. 44) as a function of redshift
z for different values of the parameters ¢ and ¢ in Fig 5 for long wavelength modes and in
Figs. 6 and 7 for short wavelength modes. In the particular case when ¢ = 0 and £ = 0, the
background evolution (Eq. 42 through to Eq. 44) is identical to that for the ACDM model.

We define the normalised energy density contrast for matter fluid as §(z) = AA%X)), where A(zp)
is the matter energy density at the initial redshift.

0 0.5 1 15 2
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 In(1+2)
In(1+2) — =100, £=0, 0=0 —— x=100,8=1, o=1
—— =001, £=0, 0=0 —— x=0.01 §=1, o=1 —— x=100,E=-1, 0=0
—— x=0.01 E=-1, 0=-1

Figure 6: Plot of energy overdensity per-
turbation versus redshift in the radiation-
dominated universe for short wavelength lim-
its

Figure 5: Plot of energy overdensity perturba-
tion versus redshift in the radiation dominated
universe in long wavelength limits.

Figure 7: Plot of energy overdensity perturbation ver-
sus redshift in the radiation-dominated universe for short
wavelength limits
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3.4 Dust-dominated epoch

We set w = 0, for the dust-dominated epoch [34, 35] so that Eq. 32 through to Eq. 38 reduce
to

Q1+ z) 1 + Qo(1+ 2)~
_{1 P [gs(l +2)7 4+ (1 + Z)_a2:| }Z

LA+ {M {Qg<1+z>—a1 +Q4<1+z>—a2} }Am

1(1+2)72 4+ Q1 4 z) 702

Qa4+ Q3(1+2)7 + Qu(1 + z)_O‘?)
+3¢&h A, =0, 45
b (T (45)
1 —Qq 1 —Q2
(1+2)h2 — [K2Ql< +2) ;QQ( +2) }Am—ZhZ
FEK? [Qa + Q3(1+2)" " + Qu(1+2)"*] A, =0, (46)

(14 2)hA, — 3h{§ +o { Dl +2)7" + Q1+ 2)7 ]

Op + Q3(1T+2)" + Q14 2)—

Q3(1+ 2)72 4+ Qu(1 + 2) 2 } Q1 (1+2) 4+ Qy(1 4 2) 2
¢ [QA + Q3(1+ z)71 + Qq(1 + 2)~ JQA + Q3(1 4 2)71 + Qq(1 + )72

Q1 (14 2)7 4+ Qo1 + 2) 7 Qg(142)7* + Qu(1 + 2)7* _
M [QA + Q31+ 2)7 + (1 + z)—a2] $ [QA T+ 2) + Q1+ Z)_OQ] 12 = U47)

with a corresponding LC'DM limit given by the set:

, 1

A ———  _Z=0 48

™ (14 2)h ’ (48)
2

Z — Z =0 49

142 ’ (49)

Al =0. (50)

Numerical results of eq. 45 through to eq. 50 are presented in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 for long and
short wavelength modes, respectively.
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Figure 8: Plot of energy overdensity perturbation versus
redshift in the dust-dominated universe for long wave-
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redshift in the dust-dominated universe for short wave-
length limits.

14



3.5 Linear evolution equations for the case () = (),

In the case 10 of linear interaction, eq. 7 and eq. 8 can be written as:

p=—KI[37 = 2)pm — 2p,)0 —v0pm, (51)
. P
V= K[(37 - 2)pm - va]e - gepv- (52)

Using scalar decomposition followed by harmonic decomposition as described in Appendix C
and the redshift transformation technique, one can show that the k-th mode of the perturbations
represented in redshift space evolves as:

Q h
(14 2)hAl, + { {K(l + 3w)w — 2K (1 + 2w)Q—A(1 + z)EH(H“’)} 1j——w + Bwh}Am
0om

Q Q
+{K(1 + 3w) + QKQ—A(l + 2)FH30H) (1 4 w)}Z + 6KhQ—A(1 4 2)¥PBRIA =0, (53)
om om

1 [K
(1+2)hZ2' —2hZ — T{? [(1 4 3w) Qo (1 + 2) 20T 4 200 (1 + 2)*] — 3wh?
w

—wr*(1 + z)2}Am + KQ(1+2)%A, =0, (54)

Qo Yy 3h
1 A’ K(1 —om —34w)=X 4 9 “wl —— A
(1+2)h v+{{ ( +3w)QA( + 2) + w—|—3w T (B

Q by Q
+{K(1 + 3w)%(1 e ) g 3}2 — 3K (3w + 1)h%(1 4 z) W= EA =0,
A A

(55)

For the ACDM limits, we set the coupling parameters K = 0 and § = 0, so that we get

3w w4+ 1

A+ AN, ——Z=0 56
2 w

Z - Z 3h% + Kk%(1 A, =0 57
2t Ao an O e+ ! (57)

A =0, (58)

where h corresponds to hs.
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3.6 Radiation-dominated epoch

1

Setting w = % in eq. 53 through to eq. 58, the radiation-dominated perturbation equations

3
can be represented as

10 . Qa 9h

(1+ 2)RA!, + { (gK — EKQ_“ + z)2+4> T h}Am
Om

Q 4 Q
2K — 2K =2 (14 2) " 4+ SV Z 4+ 6Kh—>(1+2)"A, =0,
QOm 3 QOm

2
(1+2)hZ' —2hZ — Z{K <Qom(1 +2) 7+ S+ 2)2) —h?

1
—5/8(1 + z)Q}Am + KO (1+2)%A, =0,

/ QOm —4-y 2 2| 9h
(1+z)hAv+{[2KQA(1+z) +3K+9] 4}Am

9) X Q
F2K 22 (14 2) Y 2K — 23 Z — 6Kh—(1+2) 4 FAF =0,
Qn 3 Qn

which further reduce to the following set of equations for ACDM:

1 4
A4 — ANy Z=0
m+1+z 3(1+2)h ’
2 1
Z - Z 3h? + KX (14 2)%A, =0
522 T ageagnlth H )] ’
AL=0.

(59)

(61)

(62)

(63)
(64)

Numerical results of eq. 59 through to eq. 64 are presented in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11 for short

and long wavelength limits, respectively.

16



2. x 105

~1.x 10°-

0.8 1.0 1.2
In(l+z
[=——p=0, k=10 = p=-1, k=10

1.4 18
)

p=1, k=10|

Figure 10: Plot of energy overdensity perturbation ver-
sus redshift in the radiation-dominated universe for short
wavelength limits.
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Figure 11: Plot of energy overdensity versus redshift
in the radiation-dominated universe for long wavelength
limits.



3.7 Dust-dominated epoch

Setting w = 0 in eq. 53 through to eq. 58, the dust-dominated perturbation equations can be

presented as

Q
(1+2)hA! — 6KhQ—A(1 +2)7 A,

0om

(1+ z)2+3AU =0,

Q 0
+{K — 2K (14 2)7 4 1}2 — 6Kh—">

QOm

K
2

(1+2)hZ —2nZ — {— [ Qo (1 + 2) 730+ }Am + KQu(1+2)%A, =0,

(14 2)hA. + 3h [K%(l + z)_?’_z} A,
A

Qp

(1+2)%A, =0,

Q by Q
+{Kﬂ(1 )Y _2K — g}z — 3Kh-1

with corresponding ACDM limits given by

1
A — Z
" (14 2)h
Z - 2 Z =
142
Al =0.

Numerical results of eq. 65 through to eq. 70 are presented in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 for long and

short wavelength limits, respectively.

18



400

300

2004

1004

0O 02 04 06 08 1 12 1.4 1.6
In(l+ 2)

[—— =0, k=0 = p=-1, k=0 — p=1, k=0|

Figure 12: Plot of energy overdensity perturbation versus
redshift in the dust-dominated universe for long wave-
length limits.
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Figure 13: Plot of energy overdensity perturba-
tion versus redshift in the dust-dominated uni-
verse for short wavelength limits.
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4 Discussions and Conclusion

An interacting vacuum model provides an interesting alternative dark energy model which can
be used to interpret the cosmological perturbations in the 1 + 3 covariant formalism. Unlike
other dark energy models such as scalar fields or modified gravity models, there are no ad-
ditional degrees of freedom if the vacuum energy transfers energy-momentum to or from the
considered matter fluids. In this paper, we have considered two different interacting vacuum
models where the interaction is characterised by different dimensionless coupling parameters
K, &, o and 8 which produce the background dynamics of perturbation equations in the limit
of vanishing interaction coupling parameters, where we recover the ACDM cosmology. We
have analysed different cosmological parameters, namely the Hubble parameter and decelera-
tion parameter for a flat universe. We presented the numerical results in Fig. 1 through to
Fig. 4 for both cases. From the plots, we see that h(z) and ¢(z) mimic the ACDM model.
All results are consistent with what is expected for the expansion history of the universe [36, 37].

We derived linear perturbation equations for both cases. Using different techniques such as
scalar and harmonic decompositions, we get ordinary differential equations (ODEs). We trans-
formed these ODEs into redshift equations and we get normalised perturbation equations in the
redshift space. We further assume that the cases where the universe is filled with radiation and
dust fluids and we considered the long wavelength modes where x < 1 and the short wavelength
modes within the horizon, where x > 1 for both cases separately. Weset K =0=0=§( =0
to recover the ACDM limit for both cases and S = 1 to recover the case considered in the work
done by Mbonye [15].

For the first case considered in the work of Bruni et al [14], the numerical results are pre-
sented in Fig. 5 through to Fig. 7 for the radiation-dominated universe in both long and short
wavelength modes respectively and Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 in dust-dominated universe for long and
short wavelength modes respectively. We have explored different values of the coupling param-
eters to eventually notice the change in amplitude of the energy overdensities. For instance,
the values K, 0,& and 8 vary from —1 to 1 for both cases.

We have analysed the growth of energy overdensity perturbations for both radiation and dust
dominated universe for both cases. For radiation dominated , we set the equation of state
parameter w = % in Eq. 30 through to Eq. 37 to get equations Eq. 38 through to Eq. 40.
We then illustrated the obtained perturbation equations for both long and short wavelength
modes for different values of the coupling parameters. For long wavelength mode, the energy
overdensity perturbations decay with increase in redshift. For short wavelength mode, the en-
ergy overdensity perturbations oscillate with decaying amplitude as the redshift increases.

In the dust dominated universe, we set w = 0, in equations Eq. 30 through to Eq. 37 to get
Eq. 44 through to Eq. 46. We have then analysed the long and short wavelength limits and
find that the energy overdensity perturbations decay with increase in redshift for long wave
modes, and decay then start to oscillate with decrease in amplitude as the redshift increases.
For the ACDM limits, we set 0 = & = 0 for both radiation and dust-dominated cases. From
the plots, we notice that the energy overdensity perturbations decay with redshift for both
radiation- and dust-dominated universe, long wavelength modes and show an oscillation be-
haviour for short wavelength modes.
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For the second case considered in the work of Mbonye [15], in a radiation-dominated uni-
verse, we set w = % in Eq. 52 through to Eq. 57 to get Eq. 58 through to Eq. 60 then we
analysed the energy overdensity for both long and short wavelength modes and the numerical
results are presented in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11. We see that for long wavelength modes, the energy
density decays with increase in redshift for different values of coupling parameters. For short
wavelength modes, the energy overdensity decays with increase in redshift for different values
of B and oscillates for § = 0 as the redshift increases. For a dust-dominated universe, we set
w = 0 in Eq. 52 through to Eq. 57 to get Eq. 64 through to Eq. 66. the numerical results are
presented in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13 for long and short wavelength modes, respectively. For long
wavelength and short wavelength limits the energy density overdensities decay with increase in
redshift for different values of the coupling parameter 5. The ACDM case is recovered when
one sets K = = 0 for both radiation and dust dominated universe.

From the plots, the energy overdensity decay with increasing redshift both for radiation- and
dust-dominated universe. For both cases, all plots present the decay of energy overdensity with
increase in redshift for both radiation- and dust-dominated epochs but there is an oscillation
behaviour appearing in the first case which is not observed in the second case. The decay
of energy overdensities with increase in redshift presents the possibility to explain large scale
structure formation and cosmic acceleration scenarios.

In conclusion, both interacting-vacuum models support cosmic acceleration and the formation
of large-scale structure, despite varying growth amplitudes that can help in constraining the
parameters of the models vis-a-vis actual observed data — and provide cosmological scenarios
that are consistent with the ACDM model.

Acknowledgements

AM acknowledges financial support from the Swedish International Development Agency (SIDA)
through International Science Programme (ISP) to the East African Astronomical Research
Network (EAARN) (grant number AFRO:05). AA acknowledges that this work is based on
the research supported in part by the National Research Foundation (NRF) of South Africa
(grant number 112131). AM and AA (Abebe) acknowledge the hospitality of the Department
of Physics of the University of Rwanda (UR), where this work was conceptualised. MM and
JN acknowledge the financial support from SIDA through ISP to the UR through Rwanda
Astrophysics Space and Climate Science Research Group (RASCRG), Grant number RWA:01.
AA (Ayirwanda) and FT acknowledge UR-College of Science and Technology for the research
facilities.

21



A Useful Linearised Differential Identities

For all scalars f, vectors V; and tensors that vanish in the background, S, = S(a), the following

linearised identities hold:
(@m@@ f) |
gabcﬁbﬁcf
Ecdaﬁcﬁ@@d)f
V2 (m f)

(@)

curlcurlV,,

ViV f — 20V Vi f + [V Ay
0,

5cda@cﬁ(b@d)f = Ecda@cﬁb@df =0,

Va (Wf) +iRV,f,
Vof —10V.f + fAd.
VS, — 30V, ,

Vi —20V2f + fVeA,

_%Rvahb}c )
_%Rg[a(chb]d) 7

o

%eabcﬁb (@ﬁ’g) ,
Vo (V') = V2V, + 3RV,

B Perturbation equations for case 1

B.1 Vector equations

The first order linear evolution equations can be obtained by taking the temporal derivative of
the gradient variables (eq. 29) and make use of equation 75 in the appendix which are presented

as

1+w

DM — {L [(1 +w + o)w + (1 + 2w) (—(VA - V))] }Dg”

§

Pm

+{(1+w+o)+pi(VA—V)} Za—QVDZZOa

1+w

Zo+ {L [KQ <(1 + 3w)

—-K*VD; =0,
§

Dy +6 {§+U—p+—(VA—V)] D; — {W[Uﬂm—wf(VA—V)]}DfT

vV Vv

Vv

Pm
— Vv
5 +w

Pm

1+w

0
1+ w

L oprevi—vyz =0,
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B.2 Scalar decomposition

Equation 83 through to eq. 85 are general perturbation equations. One needs to extract the
scalar part from these equations using scalar decomposition method [38, 39]. The scalar parts
of perturbation equations are believed to be responsible for spherical clustering of large scale
structure. The Scalar gradient variables are defined as

A, =aVeD™, Z =aV°Z,, A, =aV°'D’. (86)

B.2.1 Linear evolution equation for scalars

The above scalar gradient variables evolve as presented below

A, — {L [(1 fw et o)w 4 (14 20) (i(vA - V))] }Am

1+ w

+[(1+w+a)+£(VA—V)}Z—E—QVAv:0> (87)
. 1 Pm 0?2 W ~2 2
7+ {H—w <K2 ((1+3w)7 +wV> . gwﬂ Bt 1oV A+ 307
K2VA, =0, (88)
. op f 0
A, +6 l§+7+V(VA—V)] A, — {m[wm—wé(w—v)] }Am
L opretn-vyz-o. (59)

%

The scalar equations (Eq. 87 through to Eq. 89) are used to analyse the energy density
fluctuations by applying the harmonic decomposition method.

B.3 Harmonic decomposition

The standard harmonic decomposition of the evolution equations for perturbations can be
used to transform first order linear differential equations into first order ordinary differential
equations [32, 38, 39]. Define the eigeinfunctions of the covariant derivative with Laplace-
Beltrami operator in a FRW spacetime as

VIM*(x) = == M"(z), (90)

where k is the wave-number related to the scale factor as k = 2”7“, A is the wavelength of

perturbations and M*(z) is the eigenfunctions of the covariant derivative. Using the above
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decomposition scheme, the evolution equations (Eq. 87 through to Eq. 89) are transformed as

Ak — {Hiw [(1+w—|—0)w—|— (14 2w) (%(VA —V))} }Aﬁl
_ &

p VAE =0, (91)

+ |:(1+w+0')+p£m<VA—V):| A

. 1 02 k2 2
ZF + {— {KZ ((1 + 3w)p7m + wV) —w(= + E)} }A’; + 27"

1+w 3 3
~K?VAF =0, (92)
. op & 0
AY+6 {5 +3+ V(VA - V)} AY - {m [0pm — wE(Va — V)] }Aﬁl
1 op+E(Vy—V)ZF=0. (93)

%

B.4 Redshift transformation

The redshift transformation technique helps to transform equations into redshift space as the
redshift is a physically measurable quantity which can be used to compare cosmological be-
haviour of the perturbation equations with cosmological observations [40, 41, 42]. From

1
- 94
R (94)
and for convenience, we transform any time derivative functions f into a redshift derivative as
f=-0+2)H[, (95)
where prime means derivative with respect to redshift ().
C Perturbation equations for case 2
C.1 Vector equations
Vector evolution equations for case 2 are presented as
. Po 0
D" — < |K(1+43w)w—2K(1+2w)— | —— +wh » D"
pm] 1 +w
—I—{K(l—l—Sw)—2K&+(1+w)}Za—2KG&DZ:0, (96)
m pm
. 2 1 K 1 W ~2
Zo+ =02, + —— | = (1 + 3w)pp, + 2wp,) — zwb*| DI + ——<7 DI
T3 +1+w[2 (1 F3w)pm + 2wpy) = Zw ] o P or1Y s
—Kp,D’ =0, (97)
: m b)) 0 m 2
DY —{ K1+ 30)™ + 2Kw + Zwa D" —{ K(1+3w)? — oKk — Y7,
Po 3 I+w Po 3
+EGw+ 102D =0 . (98)

v

These linear evolution equations are general, we extract their scalar parts in the next subsection.
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C.2 Scalar equations

Using the same transformation technique as in the first case, the scalar equations are presented
as

A — { [K(l +3w)w — 2K (1 + 2w)&} % + wé’}Am

Prm w
+{K(1+3w)—2K5—”+(1+w)}2—2K05—”AU:0, (99)
.2 1 K 1 W ~2
Z+ =074+ —< —|(1 2 — —wh* pA —v A
+3 +1+w{2[( + 3W)pm + 2wp] — Jw } mt gV Am
—Kp,A, =0, (100)
. - b 0 m )
Ay = KA +30) 4 2kw+ Zw| —— VA, — K1 +3w)2™ — 2k — 242
Pu 3 1+w Do 3
+K (3w + 1)02mA, = 0. (101)
C.3 Harmonic-decomposed perturbation equations
The harmonically decomposed equations are given as follow:
Ak — { [K(l + 3w)w — 2K (1 + 2w)&} 0 + we}Afn
m | 1+ w
+{K(1—|—3w) —2K&+(1+w)}2k+2K0&A’j ~0, (102)
Pm m
. 2 1 K 1 k2
ZF+ 2oz —— (1 2 — —wh? —w— pAF
t3 +1+w{2[( + 3w)pm + 2wp, ] 3V waz} m
—Kp,Ay =0, (103)
. ) 0 )
A= L K1+ 30) 2 4 2Kw + Zw| —— VAR LR (14 3w)2m — ok — 2 b7k
Pv 3 14w Po 3
FEGBw+1)02mAR =0 (104)
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