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D ark energy, dissipation and the coincidence problem
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Abstract
In a recent paper we showed that a quintessence scalar eld plus a dissipative m atter uid can
drive lJate coan ic accelerated expansion and sim ultaneously solve the coincidence problem 'E:]. In
this brief report we extend this result to the cases when the scalar eld is replaced either by a

Chaplygin gas or a tachyonic uid.
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The Iow lum inosity of supemovae type Ia at high redshifts strongly suggests that our
present Universe experiences a period of accelerated expansion (se eg., Ref. Bl and ref-
erences therein), som ething at variance w ith the long{lived E instein {de{Sitter coan ological
model 3]. This combined with that the position of the rst acoustic peak of the CM B is
com patible w ith a cdtical density Universe (ie., = 1) and that estin ations of the m ass
density ( 0:3) Indicates that in addition to lum nous and dark m atter som e other com —
ponent (usually referred to as \dark energy") m ust contribute to the critical density value.
M oreover, the latter com ponent must, on the one hand, entail a negative pressure to drive
the accelerated expansion and, on the other hand, cluster only weakly so that the structure
form ation scenario does not get spoikd H].

In principl, the obvious dark energy candidate should be a sn all cosm ological constant.
However, on the one hand, there are serious theoretical problm s regarding its an all value

(m any orders of m agnitude below the one predicted by any straightforward quantum eld
theory) and, on the otherhand, it isunable to give a satisfactory answer to the em barrassing
question: \W hy the vacuum and m atter energy densities are of the sam e order precisely
today?" (O ne should bear n m .Ind that the form er ram ains constant w ith expansion whike
the latter redshifts approxin ately as a ® ). This is the coincidence problem .

To overcom e this problem recourse was repeatedly m ade to a self{ nteracting scalar eld

w ith equation of statep = ( 1) ,where isa tinevarying quantity restricted to
the range ;1] so that: (i) p is always negative, and (ii) its energy density ismuch lower
than that of m atter (@and radiation) at early tin es but com parablk to the latter at recent
tin es B]. T hus, the usual strategy was to assum e som e potentialV ( ) leading to the desired
behavior. A s shown by Padm anabhan, it is a straightforward m atter to design a suitable
potential [4].

In a recent paper we dem onstrated that a m ixture of a perfect matter uid and
quintessence eld, interacting with each other just graviationally, cannot drive accelera—
tion and sin ultaneously solve the coincidence problm . However when the m atter uid is
dissipative enough (ie., it possesss a su ciently large bulk visoous pressure ), the coin-—
cidence problem can be solved (ie., = tends to som e constant of order unity) and the
Universe has a late accelerated expansion irrespective of the assum ed potential V ( ) (cf.
Ref. [I]). The proof can be sketched as ollow s:

T he Friedm ann equation plis the conservation equations for m atter and quintessence



In a Fredm ann{R obertson{W aker universe dom inated by these two com ponents (non{

Interacting w ith one another), In tem s of the density param eters, are

1= m T + k7 1)
—= @ 2)H ( 1) ; @)
— = R+ @ 2) 31 H; 3)
w here o+ ,and stands forthe overallbaryotropic ndex = (n n + )=,
wih ,; 1+ @, =n,; ),and such that1 m 2and 0 < 1 (it should be noted

that in general , and may vary wih tine).

From the above equations it is inm ediately seen that for = 1Eqg. 3) mpliesthat — >
0. Consequently, at Jarge tin es ' 1Tand , ! 0, ie., the accekerated expansion

a=(@H?) < 0=) < 2=3) and the colncidence problem cannot be solved sin ultaneously
w ithin this approach. M oreover, for the soution = 1 to be stablk the overall baryotropic
Index must com ply w ith the upper bound < 2=3 which isuncom fortably low .

However, things fare di erently when one assum es the m atter uid disspative. Indeed,
Egs. ) and (3) generalize to

nw ] #
—= 3 + — 2 H ( 1) ; @)
( " ! # )

— = 2+ 3 + — 2 3 H : o)
Wenow may have — < 0 aswellas , ! no & 0 and ! 06 0 or late tine o
long as the stationary condition

+ = _ R (6)
" o 3H 2

is satis ed. Besides, the constraint < 2=3 isrplhoed by + ( =) < 2=3, which is

som ew hat easier to fi1l 1l sihoe the seocond law of therm odynam ics in plies that must be

negative for expanding uids (see eg., Ref. 7).



For spatially at FRW universes, the asym ptotic stability of the stationary solution ¢
and , can be studied from equation §§). By slightly perturbing it follow s that the

solution is stablk (and therefore an attractor) provided the quantity , + — < 0 and
tendsto zero ast! 1 . This coincides with the stationary condition &).
For 6 1 (ie., when k & 0), it is expedient to introduce the ansatz = ,+ 1n Egs.
4) & (B),where | (=)o O @)and j J o.0One ndsthat
3 2
—= = 3 H (o+ ) (7)

A s a consequence, the stationary solution w illbe stabl for open FRW universes ( , > 0).
For closed FRW universes one has to go beyond the linear analysis.

A realization of these ideas is o0 ered n Ref. [[]. There it is seen that the space pa—
ram eter is am ple enough that no ne tuning is required to have late acceleration together
w ith the fact that both density param eters tend to constant values com patible w ith obser-
vation. M oreover, it is well known that for a wide class of dissipative dark energy m odels
the attractor solutions are them selves attracted towards a comm on asym ptotic behavior.
This \superattractor" regin e provides a m odel of the recent universe that also exhbits an
excellent t to the high redshift supemovae data um inosity and no age con ict B].

Soon after our proof was published som e other m echanisn s to provide late coam ic
acceleration were proposed. Here we mention two: (i) the Chaplygih gas Q] and (i)
tachyonic m atter {I0].

(1) The Chaplygin gas corresponds to a uid w ith equation of state given by

A
P = —; ®)
ch

where A isapositive{de nie constant. T hisequation hasthe attractive features ofproviding
a negative pressure and a soeed of sound always real and positive -som ething not shared
by quintessence elds. Support for this exotic com ponent com es from higher dim ensional
theories [11]. Likewise, Bento et al. demonstrated that Eq. ) can be derived from a
Lagrangian density ofBom{Infeld type [12].



A ssum ing that this uid does not Interact w ith any other com ponent it follow s that is

energy density evolves as

B
w= At ©)

wih B a constant. This dependence has the appealing feature of ading to & / a’
at early tin es (dust{type behavior), and 4 = Rn = P A at late tines (cosn ological
constant{lke behavior). It is cbvious, however, that a universe lled w ith just this gas, or
com bined w ith a perfect uid dark m atter com ponent, should rely upon ne tuning to solve
the coincidence problem and start acoelerating at low redshift.

W ith the help of Eq. @) i is inm ediately seen that the equation of state @) can be
wrtten aspPsm = ( an 1) &, where

B

= - 10
“T B 4 Aas 40

lies In the range D;1]. A s a consequence, the sam e argum ent used in Ref. [II] regarding the
coincidence problm when the dark com ponent was a quintessential scalar eld also applies
when the latter is replaced by the Chaplygin gas.

At late tin e, the dynam ics is govemed by attractor condition §). So, from Egs. (§) and
(d) i ollow s that

B 2H-

B + Aa’ B 3H 2 1)
which orl A a®=B yields the expansion rate
H 2 ngl3=2Aa6 ; (12)

where Hy is an integration constant. In this regine, forB > 0, the Chaplygin gas leads
P
to a de Sitter phase and the energy density of the gas behaves as A . Then from the

p— _
Friedm ann equation one has 3H ?2 n T+ A, while the attractor condition (§) gives the



p -
viscous pressure nom = n GHZ A).ForB < 0Eqg. (§) mpliesthat H-> 0,

50 the Chaplygin gas gives rise to a superaccelerated expansion.

It has been argued that this exotic uid not only plays the role of dark energy but also
m akes non {baryonic dark m atter redundant in the sense that dark m atter and dark energy
would Jjust be di erent m anifestations of the Chaplygi gas [L3]. Thus, onem ay think that
under such circum stances this soenario evades the coincidence problem . However, this is
not the case. In this uni ed scenario the coincidence problem is only slightly alleviated.
Indeed assum ing a spatially at universe, the non{baryonic dark com ponent would account
for about ninety six percent of the critical density and the baryonic m atter (um inous and
non {um inous) would account for about four percent. W hile these gures are not of exactly
the sam e order, they are not so di erent either. They m ay be seen as nearly coincident,
esgpecially if one bears .n m ind that at the present tim e one expects —n view ofEq. (§)-the
dark energy com ponent to be nearly constant while the baryonic m atter redshifts asa ° .

(i) The tachyonic m atter was introduced by Sen [1Q] and soon after its cosn ological
consequences were explored -see eg., Ref. [14]. In particular Feinstein showed that a never{
ending power law In ation m ay be achieved provided the tachyonic potential were given by
an Inverse square law, V (') / 1="2 [15]. O bviously this toy m odelm ay also serve for the
purpose of late accelkeration.

The e ective tachyonic uid is descrbed by the Lagrangian L =V (/ )p 1 @' e
w here the equation ofm otion ofthe eld ’ n a FRW background takes the form
o L av(e)lr 2

—_ + — = 0:
da v ()

"+3H "_1

T he corresponding energy density and pressure are given by

V() d >
= P and p = V()1 'Z 13)
respectively. They are linked by pr = (- 1) . where , = ’? and is lin ited to the



Interval D,1]. Agai, as in the Chaplygih gas case, the proof sketched above regarding the
quintessence eld also applies when the dark com ponent is tachyonic m atter, irrespective of
its potential.

If at Jate tim e the scale factor obeys a power{law evolution a () / t , then the attractor
condition (§) -with the subscript replaced by / - inplies that = 2=3 ,. Shce Pr
tachyonic m atter the adiabatic index is just 7%, we get [@]

1=2

() = i t+ o5 (14)
3 or

aswellas

2 1=2
vir=2 1 o ¢ )7 (15)

where > 2=3.AIso, from Eq. (B), one can obtai the visoous pressure In the late regin e

2 < 0: @e)
3 m m .

In summ ary, the proofo ered in Ref. flj] naturally extends itselfto two otherdark energy
candidates, nam ely the Chaplygin gas and the tachyonic e ective uid. Again, in both cases
the dissppative pressure follow s by invoking the attractor condition. If fiture cbservations
com e to show any of them (quintessence, Chaplygin gas or tachyonic m atter) as the right
answ er to the acoelerated expansion, it could be viewed as a strong indirect support for the

existence of a Jarge dissipative pressure at coan ic scales.
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