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W e investigate the possibility that part ofthe dark m atter is not m ade out ofthe

usual cold dark m atter (CD M ) dustlike particles,but is under the form of a 
uid of

stringswith barotropic factorw s = � 1=3 ofcosm icorigin.To thisaim ,wesplitthe dark

m atter density param eter in two term s and investigate the dynam ics ofa spatially 
at

universe �lled with baryons,CD M ,
uid ofstringsand dark energy,m odeling thislatter

asa cosm ologicalconstantora negative pressure 
uid with a constantequation ofstate

w < 0.To testthe viability ofthe m odelsand to constrain theirparam eters,we use the

Type Ia Supernovae H ubble diagram and the data on the gas m ass fraction in galaxy

clusters.W e also discussthe weak �eld lim itofa m odelcom prising a signi�cantfraction

ofdark m atter in the form ofa 
uid ofstrings and show that this m echanism m akes it

possible to reduce the need for the elusive and up to now undetected CD M .W e �nally

�nd thata m odelcom prising both a cosm ologicalconstantand a 
uid ofstrings�tsvery

wellthe data and elim inatesthe need ofphantom dark energy thusrepresenting a viable

candidate to alleviate som e ofthe problem s plaguing the dark side ofthe universe.

K eywords:cosm ology;Supernovae Type Ia;dark m atter

1. Introduction

Soon afterthediscovery ofcosm icacceleration from theHubblediagram ofthehigh

redshiftTypeIaSupernovae(SNeIa)1;2,astrongdebatearosein thescienti�ccom -

m unity abouttheorigin ofthisunexpected result.An im pressive
ow oftheoretical

proposals have appeared,while the observationalresults were constantly provid-

ing m ore and m ore evidencessubstantiating the em ergence ofa new cosm ological

scenario.The anisotropy spectrum ofthe cosm ic m icrowave background radiation

(CM BR) 3;4;5,the m atterpowerspectrum determ ined from the clustering proper-

tiesofthe large scale distribution ofgalaxies 6 and the data on the Ly� em itting

regions 7 allprovide indications that the universe have to be described as a spa-

tially 
at m anifold where m atter and its 
uctuations are isotropically distributed

and representonly about 30% ofthe overallcontent.In order to �llthe gap and

drive the acceleration,a dom inant contribute from a hom ogeneously distributed

negativepressure
uid hasbeen invoked.Usually referred to asdark energy,thena-
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tureand thenurtureofthism ysteryouscom ponentrepresenta new and fascinating

conundrum fortheoreticians.

W hilethem odelsproposed to explain thispuzzleincreaseday by day,them ost

sim ple answer is stillthe old Einstein cosm ologicalconstant �.Although being

the best�tto a wide setofdi�erentastrophysicalobservations 9;10,itisneverthe-

lessplagued bytwoevidentshortcom ings,nam ely thecosm ologicalconstantproblem

and thecoincidence problem .A possibleway toovercom etheseproblem sinvokesre-

placing � with a scalar�eld (dubbed quintessence)evolvingdown a suitably chosen

selfinteraction potential11.Although solving the cosm ologicalconstantproblem ,

quintessencedoesnotelim inatethe coincidenceonesincetoo severeconstraintson

the potentialseem to be needed thusleading to the �ne tuning problem 12.

The ignorance ofthe fundam entalphysicalpropertiesofboth dark energy and

darkm atterhasm otivated acom pletely di�erentapproach totheproblem ofcosm ic

acceleration relying on m odi�cation ofthem atterequation ofstate(EoS).Referred

to as uni�ed dark energy (UDE) m odels,these proposals resort to a single 
uid

with exotic EoS asthe only candidate to both dark m atterand dark energy thus

autom atically solving the coincidence problem .The EoS is then tuned such that

the
uid behavesasdark m atterathigh energy density and quintessence(or�)at

the low energy lim it.Interesting exam plesare the Chaplygin gas 13,the tachyonic

�eld 14 and the Hobbitm odel15.

Itisworth noting thatobservationsonly tellusthattheuniverseisaccelerating,

butthey arenotdirectevidencesfornew 
uidsorm odi�cationsoftheusualm atter

properties.Itisindeed possibleto considercosm icacceleration asthe�rstsignalof

the breakdown ofthe lawsofphysicsaswe know them .Asa consequence,one has

to to give o� the standard Friedm an equations in favour ofa generalized version

ofthem arising from som e m ore fundam entaltheory.Interesting exam plesofthis

kind are the Cardassian expansion 16 and the Dvali-G abadadze-Porrati(DG P)

gravity 17 both related to higher dim ensionalbraneworld theories.In the sam e

fram ework,one should also give o� the Einsteinian generalrelativity and turn to

fourth order theories ofgravitation replacing the Ricciscalar curvature R in the

gravity Lagrangian with a genericfunction f(R)thathavebeen form ulated both in

them etric18;19;20 and Palatiniapproach 21;22;23;24 providingagood �ttothedatain

both cases25;26.Actually,itisworth noting thatithasbeen recently dem onstrated

that,underquitegeneralconditions,itispossibleto�nd af(R)theorythatpredicts

the sam edynam icsofa given quintessencem odel.

Although resorting to m odi�ed gravity theoriesisan interesting and fascinating

approach,it is worth exploring other possibilities in the fram ework ofstandard

generalrelativity.Indeed,alltheapproacheswehavedescribed arem ainlyinterested

in solvingthedarkenergy puzzle,whilelittleissaid aboutthedarkm atterproblem .

Itisworth rem em bering thatdark m atterisusually invoked becauseoftheneed of

a source ofgravitationalpotentialotherthan the visible m atter.Considered from

this point ofview,it is worth wondering whether dark m atter could be replaced

by a di�erent m echanism that is able to give the sam e globale�ect.M oreover,
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such a m echanism m ust not alter the delicate balance between dark m atter and

dark energy that isneeded to explain observations.Indeed,ifwe abruptly reduce

the dark m atter content ofthe universe without altering neither the dark energy

term northebackground fundam entalproperties,wearenotableto�ttheavailable

astrophysicaldata.Therefore,itism andatorytotestany proposed m echanism both

atgalacticand cosm ologicalscales.

In a series ofinteresting papers 28,Letelier investigated the consequences of

changing thepropertiesoftherighthand sideoftheEinstein equationsadopting a


uid ofstringsassourceterm ratherthan theusualdustm atter.Sincesuch strings

arenotobserved atthe presenttim e,itseem sm eaningfulto extend the conceptof

dust clouds and perfect 
uid referred to point particles to the case ofstrings.In

particular,Letelierwasableto�nd exactsolutionsforthecaseofaspherically sym -

m etric
uid ofstrings.Itisworth noting thatsuch stringscould beofcosm ological

origin 29 and havethusto beincluded in theenergy budgetwhen investigating the

dynam icsoftheuniverse.Itisim portantto stress,however,thatthestringsweare

referring to have �nite lenghtso thatthe resultsobtained fora network ofcosm ic

stringsofin�nite length cannotbe extended to the stringsconsidered by Letelier.

In thissense,the 
uid of�nite length stringswe are considering representsa gen-

eralization ofthe dust m atter.W hile in this latter case,the m atter particles are

considered aspointlike,in thecaseofa 
uid ofstringsa theelem entary constituents

are one dim ensionalobjects with �nite length.A 
uid ofstrings has a profound

im pactatgalacticscales.Indeed,assum ing thatthe string transversepressurewas

proportionalto itsenergy density,Soleng 30 hasdem onstrated thattheforcelaw is

altered thuso�ering the possibility ofsolving the problem ofthe 
atnessofspiral

galaxy rotation curves31 in a way sim ilarto the M O ND proposal32.

M otivated by these considerations,we explore here the possibility that a part

(ifnotall)ofthe dark m atterm ay be replaced by a 
uid ofstringswhosee�ective

gravitationalaction m ay be considered asthe source ofthe gravitationalpotential

needed to 
atten the rotation curves.To this aim ,we consider cosm ic strings as

com ponentsofsuch 
uid sothatitse.o.s.m ay besim ply param etrized by aconstant

barotropic factor ws = � 1=3.Before discussing the im pact at galaxy scales,it is

prelim inarily needed to investigate the e�ects at cosm ologicalscales.W e thus �t

di�erent cosm ologicalm odels,both with and without such a com ponent,to the

availableastrophysicaldatain ordertotesttheviability ofourproposaland explore

ifand how theconstraintson them odelparam etersarea�ected by thepresenceof

a 
uid ofstrings.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Them odelswediscussaredescribed in Sect.2,

whilethem atching with observationsispresented in Sect.3 wherewealso com pare

the di�erentm odelsin term softhe inform ation criteria param eters.Sect.4 isde-

voted to theweak energy lim itofm odelscom prising standard m atterem bedded in

a 
uid ofstringsand show how the corresponding m odi�ed gravitationalpotential

aH ereafter,by 
uid ofstrings we m ean a 
uid of�nite length strings.
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could help in reducing the need forCDM .A sum m ary ofthe results and oftheir

im plicationsarepresented in the concluding Sect.5

2. T he m odels

Thekeyquantityenteringm ostoftheusualastrophysicaltestsistheHubbleparam -

eterH asa function ofthe redshiftz.The position ofthe �rstpeak ofthe CM BR

anisotropy spectrum asm easured by W M AP and balloon-borne experim ents 3;4;5

isastrongevidenceofaspatially 
atuniverse.Assum ingthereforek = 0,theFried-

m an equation forthe expansion rate H = _a=a (with a the scale factornorm alized

to 1 attoday)reads:

H
2 =

8�G

3
�T =

8�G

3

NX

i= 1

�i (1)

where�i istheenergy density ofthei-th 
uid and thesum isovertheN cosm olog-

ical
uidswhich m akeup thecosm icenergy budget.Ifthe
uidsarenotinteracting,

a conservation equation foreach ofthem hold:

_�i+ 3H (1+ wi)�i = 0 (2)

with the dotdenoting derivative with respectto the cosm ic tim e tand wi = pi=�i

the barotropic facto ofthe i-th 
uid.Assum ing a cosntant w i,Eq.(2) is easily

integrated giving:

�i(z)= 
i�crit(1+ z)3(1+ w i) (3)

with 
i � �i(z = 0)=�crit the presentday density param eterofthe i-th 
uid and

�crit � 3H 2
0=8�G the presentday criticaldensity ofthe universe and,henceforth,

we denote with a subscript 0 allthe quantities evaluated today.Inserting Eq.(3)

into Eq.(1),weget:

H (z)= H 0

v
u
u
t

NX

i= 1


i(1+ z)3(1+ w i) : (4)

To fully assign the m odel,we have now to specify whatare the ingredientsofthe

cosm ic pie and the values oftheir barotropic factors.According to the standard

scenario,there are at least three com ponents contributing to the energy budget,

nam ely baryons,dark m atterand dark energy.Fortheform ertwo
uids,itisp = 0,

whilethedarkenergyism odelled asanegativepressure
uid with constantequation

ofstate w < 0 (as in quiessence m odels) with w = � 1 giving the usual� term .

M otivated by the considerations discussed in the introduction,we add a fourth

com ponentb to our cosm ologicalm odels.In order to see whether it is possible to

bN otethatwehavenotincluded radiation in theenergy budgetsinceitsdensity param eter
 rad �

10� 5 m akes itscontribute today indeed negligible.
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reducethedark m attercontentoftheuniverse,wereplacea fraction "ofitsenergy

contributewith a 
uid ofstringscharacterized by an equation ofstate 33 :

ws = � 1=3 (5)

so thatthe energy density ofthe 
uid ofstringsreads:

�s(z)= 
s�crit(1+ z)2 = "
D M (1+ z)2 (6)

where hereafterthe subscripts(b;D M ;s;Q )denote quantitiesreferred to baryons,

darkm atter,
uid ofstringsand darkenergyrespectively.Thedim ensionlessHubble

param eterE (z)= H (z)=H 0 thus�nally writes:

E
2(z)= 
b(1+ z)3 + (1� ")
D M (1+ z)3 +

+ "
D M (1+ z)2 + 
Q (1+ z)3(1+ w Q ) (7)

where,becauseofthe 
atnesscondition,itis:


Q = 1� 
b � 
D M : (8)

Beforeinvestigatingtheconsequencesofintroducingthe
uidsofstrings,itisworth

spendingsom em orewordson thephilosophyunderlyingourm odelparam etrization.

Assum ing thatthe dark m atteris(m ainly)m ade outofcold dark m atterparticles

and denoting with the subscript C D M the related quantities,in Eq.(7),we have

im plicitly m ade the positions:
8

<

:


D M = 
C D M + 
s

" � 
s=
D M

(9)

so that the param eter " gives an im m ediate feeling ofwhat percentage ofCDM

m ay be given away without changing dram atically the dynam ics ofthe universe,

i.e.stillobtaining a good �tto the availableastrophysicaldata.In a sense,we are

trying to reduce the need fordark m atterreplacing itscontribute to the dynam ics

ofthe universe with a di�erent kind of
uid having a di�erent barotropic factor.

G iven ourignoranceon thefundam entaldark m atterproperties,thereisno a priori

reason againstchanging itsequation ofstate.M oreover,itisalso conceivable that

the totaldark m atterturnsto be m ade outofboth CDM and the 
uid ofstrings.

Asa consequence,the totalm atterdensity param eteris:


M = 
b + 
C D M + 
s = 
b + 
D M : (10)

Eq.(7)refersto a cosm ologicalm odelwhose energy density is determ ined by four

di�erent com ponents,nam ely baryons,dark m atter,a 
uid of strings and dark

energy with constantc w.Starting from this generalcase,we de�ne four di�erent

m odelssetting som eofthe param etersasfollows:

cH ereafter,we drop the subscript "Q " from w since this only refers to dark energy,while it has

been �xed forboth m atter (baryons and CD M )and 
uid ofstrings.
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� �CDM :w = � 1;" = 0.This is the popular concordance m odelthat we

considerasa testbed ofourlikelihood analysis.

� �SDM :w = � 1;0 � "� 1.Here,we stillretain the cosm ologicalconstant

assourceofcosm icacceleration,butreplacea fraction "ofthedark m atter

term with the 
uid ofstrings.

� QCDM :w � � 1=3;"= 0.Also referred to asquiessence,thism odelrepre-

sentstheeasiestgeneralization ofthesuccessful�CDM scenario.Notethat

wedo notim posea prioriw > � 1 in orderto explorethephantom m odels

thatseem sto be favoured by the recentSNeIa data 2.

� QSDM :w � � 1=3;0 � " � 1.This is sim ilar to the Q CDM considered

above,butnow weallow a fraction " ofthe dark m atterto be replaced by

the string 
uid.A caveatis in orderhere.The �tting procedure doesnot

choosea priorito decrease
C D M whileholding �xed 
 Q .Assuch,because

ofEq.(8),itispossible thatthe search forthe best�tendsin a region of

the param eterspacewhere
Q ratherthan 
C D M isreduced.

Asageneralrem ark,wewould liketonotethatalthough thefourm odelsabovem ay

form ally beconsidered asa singleone(sincetheform erthreeareclearly particular

cases of the latter one),they signi�cantly di�er in their underlying physics.As

such,choosing am ong them is notonly a m atterof�nding which one isin better

agreem entwith theobservations,butitisrathera sortofcom prom isebetween the

capability of�tting the data and the physicaljusti�cation ofthe m odelitself.

3. M atching w ith observations

Com paring m odelpredictionswith astrophysicalobservationsisa m andatory test

oftheviability ofthegiven m odeland also representsan e�cienttoolto constraint

the characterizing param eters.W e �rstdescribe the m ethod we em ploy and then

discussthe resultsofthe �tting procedure.

3.1. T he m ethod

W e �tthe m odelsdescribed in the previoussection to the SNeIa Hubble diagram

and thedata on thegasm assfraction in galaxy clusters.To takeinto accountboth

datasets,wem axim izethe following likelihood function:

L(p)/ exp

�

�
�2(p)

2

�

(11)

with:

�
2 = �

2

SN eIa + �
2

gas +

�
t0 � tobs0

�t

� 2

: (12)
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Threeterm sentertheabove�2 de�nition.The�rstonerefersto theSNeIa Hubble

diagram and isgiven by:

�
2

SN eIa =

N S N eIaX

i= 1

�
�(zi;p)� �obs(zi)

�i

�2

; (13)

where�i istheerroron theobserved distancem odulus�obs(zi)and thesum isover

thenum berN SN eIa ofSNeIa observed.O n theotherhand,thetheoreticaldistance

m odulusdependson the setofm odelparam etersp and m ay be com puted as:

�(z)= 5logD L (z)+ 25 (14)

with D L (z)the lum inosity distance (in M pc)given by:

D L(z)=
c

H 0

(1+ z)

Z z

0

d�

E (�;p)
: (15)

The second term in Eq.(12)isde�ned as 34;35 :

�
2

gas =

N gasX

i= 1

"

fgas(zi;p)� fobsgas(zi)

�gi

#2

(16)

with fobsgas(zi)the m easured gasm assfraction in a galaxy clusteratredshiftzi and

�gi the error.Fora given cosm ologicalm odel,fgas(z;p)isgiven by
34;35 :

fgas(z)=
b
b

(1+ 0:19
p
h)
M

�
D SC D M
A (z)

D m od
A

(z)

�1:5

(17)

where D SC D M
A and D m od

A isthe angulardiam eterdistance forthe SCDM and the

m odeltobetested respectively.D A (z)m aybeevaluatedasD A (z)= (1+ z)� 2D L(z).

Theconstantbin Eq.(17)takesinto accountthegaslostbecauseofdi�erentastro-

physicalprocesses.Following 36,thathave extensively analyzed the setofsim ula-

tionsin Ref.37,wesetb= 0:824.

Finally,in Eq.(12),we have also included a prioron the age ofthe universe t0

thatm ay be straightforwardly evaluated fora given setofm odelparam etersas:

t0 = tH

Z
1

0

dz

(1+ z)E (z;p)
(18)

wheretH = 1=H 0 ’ 9:78h� 1 G yristhe Hubble tim e.

W ith thede�nition (11)ofthelikelihood function,thebest�tm odelparam eters

are those that m axim ize L(p).However,to constrain a given param eter pi,one

resortsto the m arginalized likelihood functionsnorm alized atunity atm axim um .

The1� con�denceregionsaredeterm ined by�� 2 = �2� �20 = 1,whilethecondition

�� 2 = 4 delim ited the 2� con�dence regions.Here,�20 is the value ofthe �2 for

the best �t m odel.Projections ofthe likelihood function allow to show eventual

correlationsam ong the m odelparam eters.In these two dim ensionalplots,the 1�

and 2� regionsare form ally de�ned by �� 2 = 2:30 and 6:17 respectively so that
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these contours are not necessarily equivalent to the sam e con�dence levelfor the

singleparam eterestim ates.

In ordertoreducethespaceofparam eterstoexplore,we�x theHubbleconstant

h (in units of100 km s� 1 M pc� 1)to the value determ ined by Daly & Djorgovski
38 �tting the linearHubble law to a largesetoflow (z < 0:01)redshiftSNeIa:

h = 0:664�0:008 :

This value is in good agreem ent with h = 0:72�0:08 reported by the HST key

project 39 based on a com bined analysisofseverallocaldistance ladderm ethods.

Sincewearenotinterested in constraining H 0,in thefollowing analysis,wewillset

h = 0:664 neglecting the sm alluncertainty.M oreover,to a large extent,the e�ect

ofchanging h on theresultsm ay beeasily guessed and doesnota�ectsigni�cantly

the m ain results.

The baryon density param eter 
b is constrained by theoreticalm odels ofnu-

cleosynthesis and by the observed abundance of light elem ents.Based on these

considerations,K irkm an etal.40 haveestim ated:


bh
2 = 0:0214�0:0020 :

Com bining this estim ate with the value set above for the dim ensionless Hubble

constanth and neglecting the sm allerror,wetherefore�x 
 b = 0:049.

3.2. R esults

W e have applied the likelihood procedure described above using the SNeIa G old

dataset 2 and the catalog ofrelaxed galaxy clusterscom piled in Ref.36.M oreover,

we choose (tobs0 ;�t)= (13:1;2:9)G yrasobtained from globularclusters 41 and in

agreem entwith estim atesfrom nucleochronology 42.

Table 1. Sum m ary ofthe resultsofthe likelihood analysisofthe m odelsdiscussed in the text.The m axim um

likelihood value (bf)ofeach quantity isreported,while the 68% (95% )range is(bf � �� ;bf + �+ )with �� and

�+ the �rst(second)num berreported assubscriptand superscriptrespectively.The sym bol(� )m eansthatthe

param eter isheld �xed.N ote that,forthe Q SD M m odel,we m ay give only upper lim itson ".

Id 
 D M " w t0 (G yr) zT

�CD M 0:270
+ 0:011 + 0:016

� 0:002 � 0:006
0 (� ) � 1(� ) 13:27

+ 0:02 + 0:06

� 0:11 � 0:16
0:62

+ 0:01 + 0:02

� 0:03 � 0:04

�SD M 0:270
+ 0:007 + 0:012

� 0:004 � 0:009
0:59

+ 0:15 + 0:30

� 0:15 � 0:35
� 1 (� ) 15:51

+ 0:59 + 1:40

� 0:55 � 1:09
0:96

+ 0:19 + 0:26

� 0:11 � 0:24

Q CD M 0:270
+ 0:003 + 0:008

� 0:011 � 0:016
0 (� ) � 1:28

+ 0:07 + 0:14

� 0:08 � 0:15
14:50

+ 0:15 + 0:29

� 0:12 � 0:26
0:60

+ 0:02 + 0:03

� 0:01 � 0:03

Q SD M 0:270
+ 0:005 + 0:009

� 0:007 � 0:015
0 (� 0:16 � 0:53) � 1:21

+ 0:10 + 0:22

� 0:08 � 0:17
14:60

+ 0:38 + 1:30

� 0:26 � 0:47
0:64

+ 0:06 + 0:21

� 0:02 � 0:05
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Fig.1. Com parison am ong predicted and observed SN eIa H ubble diagram (upper panel) and

fgas vs.z relation (lowerpanel) forthe best �t�CD M m odel.

The resultswe getby applying the likelihood analysispresented above are re-

sum ed in Table1 wherewealso givetheestim ated valuesofotherphysically inter-

esting quantities,nam ely the age ofthe universe t0 and the transition redshiftzT .

Thislatter quantity isde�ned by the condition q(zT )= 0,being q = � �aa=_a2 the

deceleration param eter,and,for the generalcase ofthe Q SDM m odel,it is given

by:

zT =

�

�
(1+ 3w)(1� 
b � 
D M )


b + (1� ")
D M

�� 1

3w

� 1 : (19)

Since the uncertainties on the m odelparam eters are not G aussian distributed,a

naivepropagation oftheerrorsisnotpossible.W ethusestim atethe68% and 95%

con�dence ranges on the derived quantities by random ly generating 20000 points

(
D M ;w;") using the m arginalized likelihood functions ofeach param eter (ifnot

held �xed) and then deriving the likelihood function ofthe derived quantity.Al-

though notstatistically wellm otivated,thisproceduregivesaconservativeestim ate

ofthe uncertainties which is enough for our aim s.Let us now brie
y discuss the

resultsforeach m odel.
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3.2.1.�CDM

Notsurprisingly,the �CDM m odelgivesan alm ostperfect�tto the datasetcon-

sidered,as shown in Fig.1.Having set from the beginning the Hubble constant,

the only quantity to be determ ined is the dark m atter density param eter 
D M

that turns out to be severely constrained by the likelihood test.Adding to 
D M

the baryon contribution 
b as set above,we get 
M = 0:319 as best �t value,

while the 95% con�dence range is (0:313;0:335).Itis worth com paring ourresult

with thosepreviously obtained by otherauthors.Forinstance,usingonly theSNeIa

G old dataset,Riess et al.2 (hereafter R04) have found 
M = 0:29
+ 0:05
� 0:03.In the

fram ework oftheconcordancem odel,a com bined analysisoftheCM BR anisotropy

spectrum m easured by W M AP,the power spectrum ofSDSS galaxies,the SNeIa

G old dataset,the dependence ofthe biason lum inosity and the Ly� powerspec-

trum lead Seljak etal.10 (hereafterS04)to theestim ate
M = 0:284
+ 0:079
� 0:060 (at99%

CL).Finally,�tting to the fgas data only with priorson both h and 
bh
2,butnot

im posing the 
atness condition ab initio,A04 estim ates 
 M = 0:245+ 0:040
� 0:037,while

including the CM BR data,they get
M = 0:26+ 0:06
� 0:04.O verall,there isa very good

agreem entwith ourresult.Nevertheless,itisworth noting thatourbest�tvalueis

sistem atically largerthan thatcom m only quoted.Thisispartly due to having set


b ’ 0:05 which isslightly largerthan the �ducialvalue 
 b ’ 0:04 often adopted.

Ifwe had seth = 0:72,the best�tvalue for
 M should be lowered by � 0:01 thus

furtherreducing the di�erence with the standard result
 M ’ 0:3.

Itis worth stressing that the substantialagreem entam ong our estim ated 
M

and the previous results obtained using a variety ofm ethods m akes us con�dent

that the likelihood analysis we have perform ed is correct and is not a�ected by

som e system atic errors.It is thus m eaningfulto apply this m ethod to the other

m odelspresented in Sect.2.

Although notdirectly constrained by the�tting procedure,itisnonethelessin-

terestingtocom parethederived quantitiesreported in Table1with otherestim ates

in literature.First,weconsidertheageoftheuniverset0 whosebest�tvalueturns

outto be13.27 G yr.The95% con�dencerangeiswithin thepriorseton thisquan-

tity,but,aswe willsee later,thisisnota generalresult.M ostofthe m ore recent

estim atesoft0 have been obtained asa byproductof�tting the �CDM m odelto

a com bination ofdi�erent datasetsand are thus rigorously m odeldependent.For

instance,Tegm ark etal.9 (hereafterT04)give t0 = 13:24+ 0:89
+ 0:41 G yr,while Rebolo

et al.5 �nd t0 = 14:4
+ 1:4
� 1:3 G yr (allat 1� level).Both these estim ates agree with

t0 = 13:6�01:19 G yrobtained by S04 thatisthem ostcom prehensiveanalysis.The

accordance ofourestim ated t0 with these resultsisnotsurprising due to the fact

thatweareusing the sam em odeland haveyetobtained a sim ilarvalue for
M .

It is therefore m ore interesting to consider the constraints on the transition

redshift zT .Since,for a 
at �CDM m odel,zT only depends on 
M ,constrain-

ing zT is equivalent to constrain 
M .Unfortunately,it is di�cult to derive this

quantity directly from thedata even ifsom eattem ptshavebeen m ade.Fitting the
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Fig.2. The sam e as in Fig.1 but forthe �SD M m odel.

phenom enologicalparam etrization q(z)= q0+ dq=dzjz= 0z to theSNeIa Hubbledia-

gram ,R04 havefound zT = 0:46�0:13 (at1� level)which isin m arginalagreem ent

with our95% con�dencerange.Sinceitisnotclearwhatisthesystem aticerrorin-

duced by thelinearapproxim ation ofq(z),which only worksovera lim ited redshift

range,we do notconsidera seriousshortcom ing ofthe m odelthe 1� disagreem ent

between the R04 estim ate ofzT and the one reported in Table 1.

3.3. �SD M

Let us now consider the results obtained for the �SDM m odelin which the cos-

m ic acceleration isstilldriven by the cosm ologicalconstant�,butthe totaldark

m attercontentism ade outby dust-like CDM particlesand a 
uid ofstrings.As

clearly shown by Fig.2,them odelisableto �tvery wellboth theSNeIa Hubbledi-

agram and thefgas data.M oreover,theestim ated 
D M (and thus
M )isin perfect

agreem entwith that obtained for the �CDM m odeland hence with allother re-

sultsdiscussed before.Thiscould be qualitatively explained by noting thata 
uid

ofstrings is unable to drive cosm ic acceleration even ifit has negative pressure.

Therefore,theam ountofdark energy needed to acceleratetheuniverseisthesam e

asin thecaseofthe�CDM m odelso that
 Q = 1� 
M (and hence
M )m ustbe

the sam e.

Them oststrikingresultis,however,theconstrainton ",i.e.thefraction ofdark
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Fig.3. 68% ,95% and 99% con�dence contours in the (
 D M ;")plane forthe �SD M m odel.

m atterrepresented bythe
uid ofstrings.Thebest�tvalueturnsouttobe0.59and,

whatism ore im portant,the value " = 0 issafely excluded atm ore than 2� level.

Looking atFig.3,wherethelikelihood contoursin the plane(
D M ;")areplotted,

showsthat" and 
D M are positively correlated (even ifweakly)so thatitis not

possibleto reduce"withoutdecreasingthetotaldark m attercontent.W em ay thus

safely concludethatispossibleto �tcosm ologicaldata with a signi�cantfraction of

thedark m attercontentin theform ofa 
uid ofstringsratherthan CDM particles.

Thisconclusion isre
ected in theestim ated 
 b+ 
C D M thatturnsoutto bem uch

sm allerthan in the�CDM case,thebest�tvaluebeing 0.154.Thisresultm ay have

interesting im plications.Letusrem em berthata possible m ethod to estim ate 
M

consistsin estim ating them ass-to-lightratio M =L ofclustersofgalaxiesand then

integratingovertheclusterslum inosityfunction.Applyingthism ethod usuallygives


M ’ 0:16 (see,for instance,43 and references therein) in striking disagreem ent

with the resultsfrom testsprobing cosm ologicalscales(asSNeIa Hubble diagram

and CM BR anisotropy spectrum ).Ifwe assum e thatthe stringshave a negligible

m assd (which is a reasonable hypothesis 33),we m ay qualitatively conclude that

them ethod outlined aboveshould givean estim ateof
b+ 
C D M ratherthan 
M

since it is unable to weigth the contribution ofthe 
uid ofstrings.Actually,the

high value of" found hasprofound im plicationsalso ata galactic scalesasitwill

be discussed in m uch detaillater.

dN ote thatthisby no m eansim ply that
 s isnegligible since thisisan energy ratherthan a m ass

density param eter.Thiscould be bestunderstood considering the case ofradiation.Photonshave

zero restm ass,butnonetheless 
 rad does not vanish today and wasdom inant in the past.
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Although thepictureofthetodayuniverseissim ilartothatofthe�CDM m odel

(i.e.the � term dom inates over the m atter one),the presence a non-negligible


uid ofstringsaltersthedynam icsoftheuniverseintroducing,forinstance,a 
uid

ofstrings dom inated period.As a consequence,the age ofthe universe (which is

sensitive to the fullevolutionary history)issigni�cantly changed with the best�t

valuet0 = 15:51 G yrthatisoutsidethe95% rangeobtained forthe�CDM m odel.

M oreover,thisvaluesisalso largerthan ourbest�tpriort0 = 13:9 G yrbased on

globular clusters and therefore m odelindependent.However,t0 depends linearly

on h� 1 so thatit is possible to decrease its value by sim ply increasing h without

changing the other m odelparam eters (and stillobtaining a very good �t to the

data).For instance,using h = 0:72 gives t0 = 14:3 G yr in good agreem ent with

the Rebolo et al.5 estim ate quoted above.O n the other hand,t0 should be used

to discrim inate between the �CDM and �SDM m odelsince they equally �t the

sam edataset,butpredictsigni�cantdi�erentvaluesforthisquantity.Therefore,an

accurateand m odelindependentestim ateoftheageoftheuniverseshould m akeit

possibleto conclusively selectoneofthe two m odels.

Thepresenceofthe
uid ofstringsalsoa�ectsthetransition redshiftwhich turns

outto bem uch higher(0.96 vs.0.62 forthebest�tvalues)than in the�CDM case

(and hence m ore in disagreem entwith the estim ate ofR04).This resultcould be

qualitatively explained considering that,in orderto havedeceleration,theuniverse

m ustbedom inated by dustm atter.Therefore,introducing anon-negligible
uid of

stringscom ponent,delaysthe onsetofdustm atterdom ination and thusincreases

zT .Ifa reliable determ ination ofthis param eter were available in the future,we

should obtain a furthertoolto con�rm orrejectthepresenceofthe
uid ofstrings.

3.3.1.QCDM

Relaxing the hypothesisw = � 1 butstillkeeping itconstantand assum ing again

that there is no 
uid ofstrings,we get the Q CDM m odelwhere there are two

param etersto beconstrained,nam ely thedark m atterdensity param eter
D M and

thebarotropicfactorw.Thebest�tisobtained for(
 D M ;w)= (0:270;� 1:28)and

itisshown in Fig.4,whilewereferto Table1 fortheconstraintson theparam eters.

In particular,we note thatthe resultson 
D M (and hence on 
M )are in perfect

agreem ent with those obtained for the �CDM m odelso that we do not discuss

anym orethisparam eter.

Itism ore interesting to look atthe constraintson the barotropicfactor.First,

we note thatvaluesofw < � 1 are clearly preferred,while w � � 1 isexcluded at

m ore than 95% level.In particular,the cosm ologicalconstantis ruled outby the

likelihood analysis.M oreover,Fig.5showsthatw and 
D M arepositivelycorrelated

so that increasing w is only possible by unrealistically increasing the m atter con-

tent.Surprising asitis,thisresultishoweverin agreem entwith previousanalyses.

Com bining W M AP anisotropy spectrum with largescale structure clustering data

and an old com pilation ofSNeIa,Spergeletal.4 havefound w = � 0:98�0:12 when
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Fig.4. The sam e as in Fig.1 but forthe Q CD M m odel.

dropping thepriorw > � 1.Repeating thesam eanalysisbutusing theG old SNeIa

sam ple,R04 havefound w = � 1:02
+ 0:13
� 0:19.T04added to theabovedatasetthepower

spectrum determ ined from theSDSS galaxy sam plethusderiving w = � 0:72
+ 0:34
� 0::27.

Finally,thecom prehensiveanalysisofS04 givesw = � 1:080
+ 0:149
� 0:198 (allresultsgiven

at1�).Allthese estim atesagreeam ong each otherand ourone,although we note

thatourbest�tvalue issigni�cantly sm aller.M oreover,ourresultisthe only one

excluding the �CDM m odelat m ore than 99% levelconsidering the data which

havebeen used.

Having pushed downward the con�dence range for w a�ectsthe predicted age

ofthe universe.The m axim um likelihood value turns out to be t0 = 14:50 G yr,

while,at 95% level,t0 lies between 14.24 and 14:79 G yr.These values turns out

to be higher than those for the �CDM m odel,but lower (even ifin agreem ent

atthe 95% level)than whatispredicted in the �SDM case.Asyetnoted above,a

com parison with theresultsobtained fortheQ CDM m odelbyT03and S04suggests

thatincluding otherkind ofdata (nam ely theCM BR anisotropy spectrum and the

galaxy powerspectrum )pushesupwardstheconstraintson w with valuescloserto

the �CDM ones.A sim ilar conclusion also holds for the age ofthe universe.For

instance,Tegm ark etal.givet0 = 13:53
+ 0:52
� 0:65 which is,however,in agreem entwith

ourestim ate.Note also that ourvalue could be reconciled with the T03 estim ate

by increasing the value ofh from 0.664 to the value 0.71 used by these authors.
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Fig.5. The sam e as in Fig.3 but forthe Q CD M m odel.

Asa �nalrem ark,wenotethatthetransition redshiftzT isonly weakly a�ected

by relaxingthehypothesisw = � 1asitiswitnessed by thegood agreem entbetween

theestim atesreported forthetwo cases.Indeed,zT m ainly dependson thebalance

between 
M and 
Q so that,being 
D M and 
b the sam e in the two m odels,the

resulting zT arenaturally concordant.

3.3.2.QSDM

Finally,we discuss the results for the generalQ SDM m odelwhere we relax the

hypotheseson both thebarotropicfactorw and thefraction "ofdark m atterm ade

outof
uid ofstrings.Having now three param etersto constrain (
 D M ;w;"),itis

notsurprising thatthe con�dence rangesenlarge.W hile thisisonly a m inore�ect

forwhatconcerns
D M ,thereisasigni�cantweakeningoftheconstraintson w and

adram aticim pacton "on which weareonly abletogiveupperlim its.Nevertheless,

the resultsare quite interesting.In particular,the best�tisobtained fora m odel

thatisvery sim ilarto thebest�tQ CDM onewith thesam econtentofdark m atter

(i.e.the sam e 
D M ),alm ostthe sam e w (-1.21 vs.-1.28)and no 
uid ofstrings.

Notsurprisingly,the �tting to the data isperfectasshown in Fig.6.

Although quite sim ilarto the Q CDM m odelforthe best�tvalues,the Q SDM

caseishoweverdi�erentforwhatconcernstheconstraintson itsparam etersbecause

ofthe presence ofa third quantity to be determ ined.This is pictorially shown in

Fig.7 whereweplotthe projectionsofthe likelihood function on the threeorthog-

onalplanesin the param eterspace.Itisworth noting that
D M isthe param eter

leasta�ected by theaddition ofathird quantity sothattheresultingconstraintsare
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Fig.6. Sam e asFig.1 but forthe Q SD M m odel.
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Fig.7. The sam e asin Fig.3 butforthe Q SD M m odel.In each panel,the value ofthe param eter

notshown on the axes issetto itsbest�t value reported in Table 1.

only m arginally weakened and the 68% and 95% con�dence rangesnicely overlap

with thoseobtained forallthem odelsconsidered above.Asan obviousconsequence,

ourestim atefor
M (thatis,
b+ 
D M )isalsoin agreeem entwith theotherresults

quoted above.M uch careisneeded when considering theconstraintson thederived


b + 
C D M .Since the best �t m odelhas a vanishing ",the m axim um likelihood

value turnsoutto be alm ostthe sam e asthose forthe �CDM and Q CDM m odel

thatalso haveno dark m atterin 
uid ofstrings.Nevertheless,theupperlim itson "
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leadsto strongly asym m etricconstraintson thestandard m atterdensity param eter


b + 
C D M so that,atthe 95% level,also valuesaslow as0.166 arepossible thus

being m orein line with the prediction ofthe �SDM m odel.

Asa generalrule,the Q SDM m odelisindeed very sim ilarto the Q CDM one,

having alm ostthe sam e m attercontent(and hence the sam e dark energy content)

and constraintson the barotropicfactorw which agreevery wellwith those ofthe

Q CDM m odel,butarelessstringent.Asa result,wegetalso concordantestim ates

ofboth theageoftheuniverseand thetransition redshiftsothatwedonotcom m ent

again on thesequantities.

3.4. C om paring the m odels

Theresultsofthelikelihood analysisdiscussed abovehaveshown thatallthem odels

we have considered are able to �twellthe sam e dataset.The nextnaturalstep is

wondering which is the better one.To answer this question is not an easy task.

Com bining di�erent datasets requires the introduction ofthe pseudo-�2 de�ned

in Eq.(12) that is not the sam e as the �2 com m only used in statisticalanalysis.

M oreover,the m odelshavea di�erentnum berofparam etersto be constrained.As

such,itm akesnosensecom paringthem odelson thebasisofthe�2 best�tvalue.To

overcom ethisdi�culty,Liddle 44 haveproposed toresorttotheinform ation criteria

thatarewidely used in otherbranchesofscience(such asm edicalpathologies),but

poorly known in astrophysics.In particular,Liddlehaveproposed to usetheAkaike

inform ation criterion (AIC)de�ned as 45 :

A � � 2lnL + 2k (20)

and Bayesian inform ation criterion (BIC)46 :

B � � 2lnL + klnN (21)

with L the likelihood evaluated forthe best�tparam eters,k the num berofm odel

param etersand N the totalnum berofpointsin the datasetused.Since both AIC

and BIC explicitly takesinto accountthe num ber ofparam eters,it is m eaningful

to com pare the m odelson the basisofthe valuesofthese quantities.The loweris

A or B,the better the m odelis.Unfortunately,as discussed by Liddle,it is not

an easy task to decide what is the better inform ation criterion to be adopted so

thatweconservatively reportin Table2 thevaluesofboth A and B forthebest�t

m odelparam eters.Them odelsarequitesim ilarin theirAIC and BIC values,asitis

expected sincethey equally �tthesam edataset.Nevertheless,itispossibleto rank

them according to A or B.Independently on what criterion is used,the Q CDM

m odelturns out to be the preferred one followed by the Q SDM or the �SDM

depending on which inform ation criterion (AIC or BIC respectively) is adopted.

Thissim plecom parison leadsto two quite interesting conclusions.

First,there is a clear evidence favouring m odels others than the concordance

�CDM .In particular,the AIC suggeststhatphantom like m odelshave to be pre-
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Table 2. N um ber of param eters k,

A IC A and BIC B forthem odelsdis-

cussed in the text.

Id k A B

�CD M 1 225.687 228.896

�SD M 2 215.830 222.249

Q CD M 2 210.933 217.352

Q SD M 3 213.456 223.084

ferred so thata violation ofthe strong energy condition isunavoidable to explain

the cosm icacceleration in the fram ework ofconstantw dark energy m odels.

A second and perhapsm ore interesting resultisthatthe �SDM m odelispre-

ferred overthe �CDM m odeland only m arginally disfavoured with respectto the

Q CDM one.Therefore,introducing a 
uid ofstrings as a com ponentofthe dark

m atterterm m akesitpossible notonly to better�tthe data,butitcould also be

a viable alternative to phantom like m odels.Surprising asitis,thisresultisquite

encouraging and m otivatesfurtherstudy.

4. T he w eak �eld lim it

The results discussed above has shown that introducing a 
uid ofstrings in the

dark m atter budget does m odify the dynam ics ofthe universe,but gives rise to

a m odelthat is stillin agreem ent with the SNeIa Hubble diagram and the data

on the gas m ass fraction in galaxy clusters and predict an age of the universe

which is not unreasonable.M oreover,both the Akaike and Bayesian inform ation

criteria quantitatively indicate thatthe �SDM m odelhasto be preferred overthe

concordance�CDM .

It is worth stressing that,for the �SDM m odel,the fraction ofdark m atter

represented by the
uid ofstringsisnearly dom inantso thatthedensity param eter

ofthe standard (baryons+ CDM )is signi�cantly sm allerwith a best �tvalue as

low as0.154.Itiseasy to understand thatlowering 
C D M havea profound im pact

atgalacticscales.Indeed,sincewehaveassum ed thatthestringshavea very sm all

(if not vanishing) m ass,a sm all
C D M autom atically im plies less m assive dark

m atter haloes.It is thus worth wondering whether such light haloes m ay still�t

the rotation curvesofspiralgalaxies.Naively,one should think thatthe answeris

negative since valuesofvc(r)largerthan those predicted on the basisoflum inous

m atteronly naturally invoke m assive haloes.Butthisisonly true in a Newtonian

gravitationalpotential.Thisisno m orethecasein a �SDM m odel.Consideringthe

weak �eld lim it,Soleng has shown thatthe gravitationalpotentialfor a pointlike
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m assm em bedded into a halo of
uid ofstringsisgiven bye 30 :

�(r)= �
c2

2

"

�1

r
+

�

� � 2

�
�2

r

� 2=�
#

(22)

where c is the speed oflight,�1;2 are two integration constants and � = � �=p.

Since,forourm odel,itis� = 3,im posing the condition that�(r)reducesto the

usualNewtonian potentialin the case r < < �1;�2,we get �1 = 2G m =c2 so that,

with sim ple algebra,wecan rewriteEq.(22)as:

�(r)= �
G m

r

"

1+

�
r

�

� 1=3
#

(23)

wherewehavede�ned a new scalelength � including alltheconstants.Eq.(23)gives

the potentialfora pointlike m ass.In orderto generalize this resultto the case of

an extended system ,we m ay divide the system in in�nitesim alm asselem entsdm

and sum up the contributionsto getthe totalpotential.Assum ing forthe sake of

sim plicity sphericalsym m etry,the gravitationalpotentialofan extended halo is

thus:

�(r)= �
G M (r)

r

"

1+

�
r

�

� 1=3
#

� 4�G

Z r

0

�(r0)r0

"

1+

�
r0

�

� 1=3
#

dr
0 (24)

where M (r) and �(r) are respectively the halo m ass and the density pro�le.The

�rstterm in Eq.(24)representsthecontribution tothegravitationalpotentialofthe

m asswithin theradiusr,whilethesecond onetakesinto accountthem assoutside

this radius.The circularvelocity dependson the force acting on the starorbiting

atdistancer from the halo centreand isthusonly determ ined by the �rstterm in

Eq.(24)asa resultoftheG ausstheorem 47.A straightforward generalization ofthe

standard form ula then givesin thiscase:

v
2

c(r)=
G M (r)

r

"

1+
2

3

�
r

�

� 1=3
#

: (25)

Com paring this result with the Newtonian form ula v2c(r) = G M (r)=r shows that

the circularvelocity ishigherbecause ofthe additive term (r=�)1=3.Q ualitatively,

Eq.(25)showsthat the 
uid ofstrings e�ectively worksas a �ctitious source dis-

tributed with a m asspro�le2M (r)=3� (r=�)1=3.Becauseofthisadditionale�ective

source,itispossibleto getthesam evalueofvc(r)asin theNewtonian casewith a

sm allervalueofthe CDM halo m ass.Sum m arizing,introducing the
uid ofstrings

m odi�esthegravitationalpotentialin such a way thatlessCDM isnecessary to get

a given valueofvc(r).

eIt is im portnat to stress that we are considering �nite length strings rather than a network of

cosm ic stringswith in�nite length.Indeed,in thissecond case,itisstillnotclearhow to com pute

the gravitationalpotentialin the weak �eld lim it.
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The reduction ofthe quantity ofCDM needed to �llthe dark m atterhaloesis

consistentwith whatisexpected from ourpreviousestim ate of
b + 
C D M in the

�SDM m odel.Indicating with 
 s
C D M (
N

C D M )theCDM density param eterforthe

�SDM (�CDM )m odel,wem ay qualitatively write:


s
C D M


N
C D M

/
M s

C D M

M N
C D M

whereM s
C D M (M N

C D M )isthe typicalm assin CDM particlesin a �SDM (�CDM )

m odel.Naively speaking,in orderto getthesam evalueoftherotation curveat,for

instance,the virialradiusf rvir,the halo m assin the �SDM case m ustbe sm aller

than in the �CDM case by an am ount that is ofthe order ofm agnitude ofthe

correction term in Eq.(25)evaluated atrvir so thatitis:


s
C D M


N
C D M

�
2

3

�
rvir

�

� 1=3

:

According to the resultsin Table 1,
s
C D M =
N

C D M ’ 1=2 so that,from the above

relation,weget� � (4=3)3rvir.Such high valuesof� also ensuresthatthegravita-

tionalpotentialispracticallythesam eastheclassicalNewtonian onein thegalactic

regionsdom inated by thevisiblecom ponentswheretherotation curveiswell�tted

by usingthestandard form ulae.Itisworth stressing,however,thatthisencouraging

resultneedsto be furtherinvestigated by a careful�tting to the rotation curvesof

observed galaxies.Thisisoutside the aim ofthispaper,butwillbe presented in a

forthcom ing work.

5. C onclusions

Shedding light on the dark side ofthe universe is a very di�cult,but also very

attractivechallengeofm odern cosm ology.Thenatureand thefundam entalproper-

tiesofthetwo m ain ingredientsofthecosm icpie,nam ely the dark energy and the

dark m atter,are stillsubstantially unknown and itis,indeed,thiswide ignorance

thatjusti�esand m otivatesthe im pressive am ountoftheoreticalm odelsproposed

to explain theobserved astrophysicalevidences.M oving in thisfram ework,wehave

considered thedark m atterasm adeoutnotonly ofm assivedustlikeCDM particles,

butalso ofa 
uid ofstringsofcosm icorigin with an equation ofstate w s = � 1=3.

Startingfrom thisidea,wehaveconsideredfourcosm ologicalm odelscom prisingfour

com ponents,nam ely dustlike baryonsand CDM ,
uid ofstrings and dark energy

with constantbarotropic factorw.Two ofthese fourm odels(�SDM and Q SDM )

havea non vanishing fraction ofdark m atterin theform ofa 
uid ofstrings,while

fThe virialradius is de�ned such that the m ean m ass density within rvir is �th tim es the m ean

m atter density �� = 
 M �crit,with �th the criticaloverdensity for the gravitational collapse of

density perturbations.
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in two m odels(�CDM and �SDM )theenergy budgetisdom inated by the� term .

O urm ain resultsarebrie
y outlined asfollows.

(1) Allthe m odelsare able to �tthe data on the SNeIa Hubble diagram and the

gasm assfraction in galaxy clusterswith very good accuracy.In particular,itis

rem arkablethatthe totaldark m atterdensity param eter
D M = 
C D M + 
s

isvery wellconstrained and turnsoutto be the sam e in allm odels.W hen the

assum ption w = � 1 isrelaxed,thedark energy barotropicfactorisconstrained

to be in the region w < � 1 so thatphantom like m odelsare clearly preferred

with a disturbing violation ofthe strong energy condition.It is worth noting

thatpresentdatadonotrequirephantom dark energy sincethey can beequally

well�t by m odels with the cosm ologicalconstant � driving the accelerated

expansion.Discrim inating am ong the di�erent possibilities willneed a large

sam ple ofhigh redshiftSNeIa such asthose thatshould be available with the

SNAP satellite m ission 48.

(2) Accordingto both theAIC and BIC,theQ CDM m odelisstatistically preferred

over the other considered possibilities and this is not an unexpected result.

However,thisisobtained to thepriceofadm itting phantom dark energy which

is a�ected by serious theoreticaldi�culties.O n the other hand,the �SDM

m odelis preferred over the popular concordance �CDM scenario and is only

slightly disfavoured with respectto the Q CDM one.The good �tto the data

and the gracefulfeature ofavoiding to enter the realm ofghosts m akes this

m odela good com prom ise between observationsand theory and we therefore

consideritasour�nalbestchoice.

(3) The �SDM m odelpredicts that a signi�cant fraction (" ’ 59% ) ofthe dark

m atter is m ade out by a 
uid ofstrings so that the standard m atter density

param eter
b+ 
C D M isonly halfofthe�ducialvaluein theconcordancesce-

nario (0.15 vs0.30).Since we m ay assum e thatthe 
uid ofstringsism assless

(ornearly so),weshould expecta corresponding decreaseofthem assofgalac-

ticdark haloes.Ifthe gravitationalpotentialisstillNewtonian,decreasing the

CDM halo m assshould lead to lowervaluesofthecircularvelocity in theouter

dark m atter dom inated regions ofgalaxies.This is not the case since,in the

weak �eld lim it,the �SDM m odelgivesrise to a m odi�cation ofthe gravita-

tionalpotential.Asa result,thecircularvelocity dueto a m assM (r)ishigher

than in the classicalcase so thatlessm assive haloesare necessary to give the

observed valuesofvc(r).M oreover,a very qualitativecalculation suggeststhat

the typicalvalue ofthe scalelength overwhich deviationsfrom Newtonian for-

m ulae cannotbe neglected is su�ciently high thatthe innerlum inousm atter

dom inated rotation curveisunaltered.

Theseencouraging resultsm otivatefurtherstudiesofthe�SDM m odel.To this

end,therearetwo di�erentroutesconnected to two di�erentfeaturesofthe m odel

which can be followed.
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First,becauseofitsscaling with theredshiftas�s / (1+ z)2,thatisinterm edi-

atebetween thatofCDM and thatof�,a new era dom inated by a 
uid ofstrings

ispredicted in the expansion history ofthe universe.Itisthusworth investigating

how thisim printson theCM BR anisotropiesin orderto seewhetherthespectrum

m easured by W M AP isstillaccurately reproduced.To thisregard,itisworth not-

ing that the attem pts recently m ade to constrain the cosm ic strings contribution

to the CM BR spectrum 49 m ay notbe extended to ourcase since they referto a

network ofcosm ic stringsratherthan cloudsof�nite length strings.Lesstheoret-

ically dem anding,butm ore observationally am bitiousisthe possibility to testthe

proposed scenario on the basisofthe transition redshiftzT .AsTable 1 shows,for

the�SDM m odel,zT issigni�cantly higherthan in theothercasesso thata m odel

independentestim ate ofthisquantity could be a powerfuldiscrim inating tool.

O ne ofthe m ost peculiar features ofthe �SDM m odelis the m odi�ed gravi-

tationalpotentialin Eq.(24)leading to the corrected circularvelocity in Eq.(25).

Having been obtained in the weak �eld lim it,such correction should be tested at

thescaleofgalaxiesand clustersofgalaxiesthuso�ering thepossibility to testthe

m odelatavery di�erentlevel.To thisaim ,oneshould try �tting therotation curve

ofspiralgalaxiesto seewhethertheproblem oftheir
atnesscould besolved in this

fram ework.M oreover,itisinteresting to check how m uch the halo m assisreduced

and to com pare the reduction with respect to the classicalNewtonian estim ates

with the decreasing of
C D M obtained above.To thisaim ,low surface brightness

(LSB)galaxiesareidealcandidatessincethey arelikely dark m atterdom inated so

thatsystem aticuncertaintieson the lum inousm atterm odelling haveonly a m inor

im pacton the �tting procedure.M oreover,the stellarm ass-to-lightratio ofLSB

galaxies is wellconstrained so that we m ay �x this quantity thus decreasing the

degeneracy am ong the otherparam eters.Usefulsam plesofLSB galaxieswith de-

tailed m easurem ents ofthe rotation curve are yet available (see,for instance,50)

so thatthiskind oftestm ay be easily im plem ented.In thissam e fram ework,itis

alsointerestingtoconsiderthevelocity dispersion curvesin ellipticalgalaxieswhere

recentstudiesseem to indicatea dark m atterde�cit 51.

Changingthegravitationalpotentialdoesnotonly altergalaxiesrotation curve,

butalso a�ectstheclustering propertiesand thusleadsto a di�erentm atterpower

spectrum .It is thus interesting to com pare the predicted power spectrum with

thosem easured from theSDSS galaxiesin orderto check thevalidity ofthe�SDM

m odel.A sim ilarcom parison hasbeen recentlyperform ed byShirataetal.52 fortwo

phenom enologicalm odi�cationsofthelaw ofgravity.W estress,however,thattheir

approach ispurely em piricaland,furtherm ore,assum esthatthe universe can still

be described atlarge scaleswith the �CDM m odel.Since in orderto com pute the

powerspectrum ,onealso needsthebackground Hubble param eter,itisim portant

to use an expression forH (z)thatisconsistentwith the proposed m odi�cation of

gravity.For the �SDM m odelconsidered here,allthe ingredients are at disposal

so that a coherent calculation can be perform ed.It is worth noting that such a
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testistheonly onecapableofprobing them odelboth atthegalactic(through the

gravitationalpotential) and cosm ological(because ofthe use ofH ) scales at the

sam etim e.

Asaconcluding generalrem ark,wewould liketo stresstheneed fortacklingthe

dark m atterand dark energy problem togethertaking care ofwhatisthe e�ectat

the galaxy scale ofany m odi�cation ofthe fundam entalpropertiesofone ofthese

two com ponents.In ouropionion,thiscould bea valid approach in elucidating the

problem sconnected to the dark side ofthe universe.
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