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Faced by recent evidence fora at universe dom inated by dark energy, cosm ologists grapple w ith
deep cosm ic enigm as such as the cosm ological constant problem , extrem e ne-tuning and the coam ic
coincidence problem . T he extent to which we observe the dinm Ing of distant supemovae suggests
that the coam ic acceleration is as least as severe as in cosm ological constant m odels. E xtrapolating
thisto our cosm ic future in plies terrifying visions ofeither a cold and em pty universe or an exp losive
dem isein a \BigR p." W e construct a class ofdynam icalscalar eld m odels ofdark energy and dark
m atter. W ithin this class we can explain why supemovae in ply a coam ic equation of statew . 1,
address ne tuning issues, protect the universe from prem ature acceleration and predict a constant
fraction of dark energy to dark m atter in the future (thus soling the coincidence problem ), satisfy
the dom lnant energy condition, and ensure that gravitationally bound ob fcts rem ain so forever

(avoid a Big Rip).

This is achieved w ith a string theory inspired Lagrangian containing standard

kinetic temm s, exponential potentials and couplings, and param eters of order unity.

T here ism ounting evidence for the presence ofan enig—
m atic dark energy com ponent of the Universe. The na-
ture of this com ponent is one of the m ost profound m ys—
teries of physics (see 'g.'] for a recent review ). D ark en—
ergy was rstin plied by a m easurem ent ofthe lum inosity
distance-redshift relation, d;, (z), through cbservations of
supemova Ia (SN Ia) at coan ologicaldistances [g,:_&’]. Re-
cent SN Ia data, galaxy redshift catalogues and analysis
of the coan ic m icrow ave background anisotropy favor a
coam ic dark energy equation of state (wq ) close to or
even below 1 K, 8,§,111.

M odels In thch this m issing energy is a coan ological
constant t this data well. H ow ever, thesem odels have
tw o serious drawbadks: the netuning problem ( must
be netuned extrem ely precisely in the early universe
relative to the energy scale at that tim e); and the coin-
cidence problem ( must be set to an extramely amall
value In the early universe relative to the energy scale at
that tim e such thatm atter dom ination and structure for-
m ation could occur). C osn ologicalconstant dark m atter
( CDM ) m odels are therefore not an explanation but at
best an e ective description of the dark energy.

Sinple models of dark energy as dynam ical, non-
interacting scalar elds, \quintessence" -'_IB], do not re—
quire netuning of energy densities or eld valies at
early tines,a because the eld follows an attractor so—
Jution as it rolls down a potential ig, :_L-(_)‘] H ow ever, the
potentialm ust stillyield a ratio ofm atter to quintessence
energy density of y 0= g0 1=2 today, whil allow ing a
m atter dom inated phase so that structure can form . Such
m odels therefore do not address the coincidence prob-—
Jem . Furthem ore, there isdi culty achieving a current
quintessence equation of state . 08 whik retaining
signi cantm atter densiy :_ﬂ_'O], except w th quintessence
potentials designed speci cally for that purpose :_[-1_11.

The possbility that wo < 1, ie. that the sum of
pressure and energy density of the dark energy is less
than zero, has ld to the idea of \phantom energy" I_lg:]
Explicit scalar eld m odels of phantom energy produce
super-exponential expansion ofthe universe by introduc—

Ing a negative kinetic term in the Lagrangian. T he scale
factorreachesin niy in nietin e and the universe ends
In an explsive \Big Rip." Setting aside theoretical dif-

culties of such m odels, eg. the fact that they can lead
to unstable solutions by virtue of violating the D om inant
Energy C ondition fl3 the coam ic coincidence is not ex—
plined. In factwewould arguethat the netuning prob-—
lem is exacerbated com pared to cosm ological constant
m odels. Instead one appeals to an anthropic argum ent:
if conscious life appears at all  m ust do so w ithin the
brief era of coam ic structure between the onset ofm at—
ter dom ination and the beginning of coam ic acceleration
since the universe is destroyed soon after [_1-4]

W e look upon these di culties w ith sin ple m odels as
opportllnji:Tes| guideposts in the vastness oftheory-space
to direct our attention. A naturalexpectation in the con—
text of string-inspired cosm ologiesare interacting eldsin
the dark sector (see [153] and references therein). W hilst
the sin plest m odels are tentatively ruled out by com par-
ison to cosm ic m icrow ave background observations tl6],
previous studies did not consider the possbility ofm ore
than one dark m atter com ponent. In this letter, we gen—
eralize the class of interacting dark m atter and dark en-
ergy m odels suggested in {15, 1] and dem onstrate by
m eans ofan explicit exam ple that this resolves the above
di culies.

W e call this class Interacting quintessence cold dark
matter (QCDM ) models. Our generalization consists
In in agining addiional eld content of the dark sector.
W e propose that there is a quintessence-like rolling self-
coupled scalar eld aswellasother eldsthatcan actas
dark m atter. T hese dark m atter com ponents w ill gener—
ically be coupled to , but the details of the couplings
would depend on the details of the underlying funda—
m ental theory. In general one of the com ponents w ill
haveamore dependent coupling than the othersduring
the brief period of cosn ological history between m atter
radiation equality and today. W e call this dark m at-
ter com ponent the Interacting cold dark m atter (TDM )
and group all the other com ponents under the term non-—
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Interacting dark m atter MCDM ).

Letthequintessence eld beoontained in ane ective
potential that is the sum oftwo parts: a self-interaction
tem Vg () = £ (), and interaction with the DM,
Vu ()= g()e . The exponential decay N is the
logarithm of the scale factor) is a consequence of the di-
lution of the dark m atter w ith expansion, an im portant
fact we will retum to below . At early times the fom
of the potential should prevent quintessence dom ination
through an attractor solution (tracking), whilk at late
tines willbe at them Inimum of the potential, which

should yield a supemovaem easured wg 0:9. This
yields the follow ing conditions:
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where N is expansion e-folds and P 8 G. These
conditions arise from : a requirem ent that tracking solu—
tions exist [_1-(_51, that the tracking solutions kesp  sub-—
dom nant [_9] and that once at the potentialm inin um
w illgrow to dom inatew ith an apparentwg 09. This
apparentwg iswhat supemovaem easurem entswould fa—
vor given a m easurem ent of y ¢ based on the assum p—
tion that m atter did not Interact w ith the quintessence.
Steeply curved functions are favored by the second and
third conditions. An additional criterion is that a signif-
icant period (& 7 e-folds) of m atter dom ination precede
the onset of quintessence dom ination. Fora speci ¢ in —
plem entation one would lke to nd sinple form s for £
and g which satisfy these conditions and arise naturally
In the low-energy lin it of string theory. W hile thism ay
seam to be a tall order we willnow go on to show that
we can sin ultaneously satisfy all these constraints using
exponential potentials and couplings.

A s an illustrative exam ple, consider the follow ing spe—
ci cmodel:

2 2

L —+ = m é e e
2 2
where the quintessence eld Interacts w ith =3 scalar
DM eld w ith ocoupling constant , 8 G,
Lacpm containsnCDM , and Ly contains baryons. The
constants , , ,mg, . would take values from an
underlying physical theory. The valuie of m inus some
0 set . setsthemassof .Themagniude ofthem ass
scale m o is not actually in portant| it can be changed
to current quintessence scales by a shift of and ..
One can \integrate out"  if it oscillates on a much
faster tim escale than the change of . This calculation
P3] results in an e ective potentialV , including the ex-
ponentially decaying interaction tem , and the ollow ing
equation ofm otion for

( c) 2 .
+Lncom tLls;

d

d -
e +3L+v, =0 Vo Vo + Wy
Vo mge O (quintessence)
( c)
' mos o™ ) @lm atter)
2
= R+ 3 % + Vo + Vy (totalenergy density) :

Ny N) is the number of expansion e-folds before the
present. The e ective Lagrangian lading to these equa-
tions resem bles that of exponential VAM P m odels {18],
excoept for the crucial di erence of incuding additional
species of dark m atter (MCDM ). W e e ectively m odel
the im pact of the baryonic m atter and nCDM on the
evolution of through theterm r=e (¢ <), which sets
the ratio of this non-interacting m atter to DM today.
From the point of view of , non-interacting species of
m atter have the same e ect as the o set . in the In-
teraction potential. T hus, w ithout loss of generality, one
can absorb the m agnitude of r nto a shift of .. For
sin plicity we shallsst r= 1.

A schem atic representation of the evolution of in its
e ective potentialV is shown in FJg:_{L T he potential
V is the sum of a positive and negative steep exponen—
tial. Between them is a non-stationary m nimum . W e
show the evolution of the fractional densities of radia—
tion, m atter, and dark energy for a num erical exam ple
in Fig. :_2 At early tines, willbe on one side of the
potential, high above the m inimum . To the lft of the
minmum, will track down the potential, always re—
mahinga xed,anallportion ofthe totalenergy density,

= = 3 @Wpg + 1)= 2 [@], until it reaches the m ini-
mum . The background equation of state wg g is % dur-
Ing radiation dom ination, and 0 after m atter dom inates.
P rim ordial light-elem ent abundance m easurem ents con—
strain the totalenergy density at the epoch ofB ig Bang
N ucleosynthesis, and thus we m ust require & 5 {_1-5_5]
On the right-hand side ofthem inimum , will sin ilarly
track dow n thisdecaying potentialto them inin um , keep—
ing a xed, small portion of the total energy density:

= e = 3wpc=2 2 [0]untilm atter dom ination orun-—
til i reaches the m inimum . At early tim es this tracking
keeps quintessence largely independent of initial condi-
tions and protects the universe from prem ature acceler—
ation. Note that £DM dom ination is also not possble
while tracking down the right side of the potential be—
cause there is no tracking solution to the eld equations
for Wg g 0.

Once reachesthem ninum ofthee ective potential,

mins I evolves wih it. i, Ihcreases wih expansion

because Vy is decayjng| that is, the Interacting dark
m atter is diluted by expansion. can only roll down
Vo as fast as pin evolves, and for steep potentials it
acquires a potential dom inated state w ith the follow ing
properties:

Vo _ e ( c) . Vo _ .
Vo in e e+ 1’ icpM !
n= ——N + const; S mi— 3 .ang
min T T3 ’ an ¥ !
= =r 4 e ___ 3 M .
Wtot+ 1 3 + 0 ( + )2 + (l) ’
where 4 R v isde ned asthe quintessence

energy density, and y Vv the totalm atter energy
density.

Therefore isin them ininum today, evolving to dom —
nance wih a current equation of state wgoo = 1+
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Figure 1: The dashed line represents the  selfdinteraction
potential, the dot-dashed line the e ective potential from the
interaction wih DM (Which decays with expansion), and
the solid the sum . At early tines tracks down either side
(either A1 orA;), com ing to and then slow Iy rolling w ith the
minimum @).

3= go ( + )*. In the fiture, the Universe is asym p—

totically approaching a state where baryons and nCDM
have been diluted away leaving only quintessence and in—
teracting dark matter n theratio y = icpm = — g -
Note that £ DM becom Ing signi cant near the onset of
quintessence dom ination is not an arranged coincidence,
but rather an unavoidable feature of this m odel due to
the interactions. W hen is at the potentialm inin um,
as it is during quintessence dom ination, the interaction
guarantees that the quintessence and L DM densities are
com parable.

Onem ight be tem pted to om it the degrees of freedom
which we Jabel nCDM f_l@l] However, w ithout dilution
by nCDM , the energy pumped into the DM causes
the m atter to dom inate overm any fewer e-folds and less
tin e and would drastically alter the m atter pow er spec—
trum (sihce m atterradiation equality would be too re—
cent). Furthem ore, the ratio = would be set by the
present ratio ofenergy In CDM to baryons ( 5 :1) to
approxin ately 6 ¢ 0=5 u o. In orderto have criticalden—
sity at the present tem perature of the cosn ic m icrow ave
background, and would have to be tuned to values
that mply a wg today inconsistent with observations.
Ourm odel jist requires an inequality between them to
be satis ed. The am ount ofnCDM needed to dilute the
energy pum ped into DM depends on the value of .,
but the am ount needed to allow = to vary is set by

nCDM L o MO0) CDM -

For our model to address the coincidence problem,
achieving a constant ratio of dark energy to dark m at—
ter densities in the fiture is not su cient. It must be
\natural" for quintessence to dom inate only afterm atter—
radiation equaliy, though Vo m ay be due to physics at
much higher scale. Thisyieldsam ild ower Iim iton  .:

c > imn mé=eq.Foer Tev, < > 108=
Large reduces the size of the required . and is also
desirable fora large negative late-tim e quintessence equa—
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Figure 2: T he fraction ofthe energy density in radiation, m at-
ter and quintessence as a function of the natural log of the
scale factor N . T he thin dashed line is the tracking attractor,
while the thin dotted line represents the m inin um of the ef-
fective potential. Note follow s the form eruntil it crosses the
latter. For thisnum ericalexample =5, = 15, g0 = 0®6.
N ote that in the future, the ratio of the dark m atter and dark
energy densities approaches the constant =

tion of state. Thus we see that the sam e feature of this
model| large ; wih > 2 | sinultaneously avoids
early coam ic acceleration both while  istracking and in
them nimum 0fV, aswell as yielding better agreem ent
wih di (z) Inferred from SN Ia data, as we shall show

now .

For connecting to observations it is useful to be able
to tak about the quintessence and the DM com po—
nent separately. Due to the coupling, i is som ewhat
arbitrary how to split the energy densiy into the
quintessence part and the interacting dark m atter part.
The choice will lead to correspondingly di erent pres-
sures In these com ponents. O f course, for predictions of
actual observables the choice does not have any e ect.
T hus, for com parison w ith non-interacting quintessence-
CDM m odels, we use the split in plied by the above ex—
pression for wieor. W ith this convention, the equation
of state of quintessence today can be arbitrarily close
to that of a coam ological constant. A ltematively, if n—
stead of pressure one uses the decay rates as a guide for
how to split quintessence and ICDM and assign equa—
tions of state, then both quintessence and DM have
w = =( + ), whilk the non-interacting m atter has
w = 0. Since SN Ia data probes d;, (z), an integral of the
scale factor, it ’sees’ the DM as if it were part of the
quintessence, both decaying as ifw = =( + ).Mea-
surem ents of the m atter density based on gravitational
dynam ics ’‘see’ icpm asmatter. Thus SN Ia and large—
scale structure m easurem ents would see a di erent y o
In this m odel, a possible explanation of their disagree—
ment orwg > 1 which wasnoted in {_5].

A surprising feature of D CDM m odels is that they can
predict dp (z) that are uniform Iy Jarger than predicted in

CDM models, \simulating"w < 1 atthe current level
ofthe SN la data. T he energy transfer from quintessence
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Figure 3: Lum inosity distance{redshift (d. (z)) curves for
CDM,a\BigRip" equation of statewo = 14 (allowed by
current SN Tadata B)) and QCDM ( = 5, = 15, oo = 0:6).
The inset shows the percentage di erence from the CDM
curve. A Iso shown in the inset (dot-dashed) is the curve one
would obtain ifthe quintessence and £ DM were both treated
as uids with equations of state given by their decay rate:

w = =( + )= 075.

to a species ofm atter causes that m atter to have a slower
decay rate. T husone expectsa larger um nosity distance
for a given redshift than one would obtain from a m odel
w here quintessence did not interact and had a constant
Wo . ,

Asshown in Fjg.-j foran examplewih ( = 5, = 15,

o0 = 0:6), the current equation of state of quintessence
iscloseto 1, and thusd; (z) is sin ilar to a m odelw ith
thesame y o andwg lssthan 1 (though the shape is
di erent), or nearly identicalto a non-interacting m odel
w ith 00 = QO( + )= ,ande= =( + ).As
SN Ia observations in prove in both num ber and redshift
depth, fwem easure a larger um nosity distance than in
a CDM modelwe have the choice between two possble
conclusions: o Increasesw ith expansion as for exam ple
In theoretically problem atic phantom energy m odels or
quintessence and dark m atter interact. If we can deter—
mine y o by othermeanswe may be able to rule out
one or the other based on the shape ofd;, (z). Since the
physical equation of state never drops below w = 1,
ob Ects that are gravitationally bound today w ill rem ain

so forever.

A very In portant generalaspect ofQCDM m odels is
that the DM energy densiy changes di erently w ih
expansion to pure dilution. In this exam ple, when
is in the potential m inin um , energy is transfered from
quintessence to the DM . As the quintessence com es
to dom inate at late tines, the CDM becomes signi —
cant, and y (scale facl:or)3 Increases. This could cre—
ate observational signatures w hich have not been looked
for thus far. It would thus be useful to reexam ine pre—
vious experin ental determ inations of the m atter den—
sity to place constraints on y (scale facl:or)3 at dif-
ferent epochs. Largescale structure data must be re—
considered: because y (scale facl:or)3 is not constant,
one must carefully consider at what epoch an observa-
tion m easures it. Energy transfer and the fth-force will
have signi cante ectson structure form ation in PYCDM
e ects. Detailed calculations of structure form ation in
these m odels are ongoing. P relin inary resuls show that
there are com binations of the param eters in our m odel
that tobservationsofthe coan icm icrow ave background
as well or better than standard m odels t_2-14'].

To summ arize: we present a class ofm odels where we
allow couplings of the dark energy w ith dark m atter de-
grees of freedom s. W ithin these m odels the sam e con—
dition that avoids early cosm ic acceleration also m akes
the quintessence equation of state m ore negative today.
N ote that the param eters of the Lagrangian only need
to satisfy inequalities for these resuls to hold, obviating
the need for ne tuning. If our dark sector is Y CDM —
like, we would predict a Jarger um inosity distance to a
given redshift than for non-interacting dark energy w ith
the sam e constant equation of state. T herefore current
Indications ofw < 1 can be re-interpreted in our sce—
nario, ram oving the in pending doom ofa \Big Rip" in
the near coam ic future.
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