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W e investigate the possibility that part of the dark m atter is not m ade out of the
usual cold dark m atter (CDM ) dustlike particles, but is under the form of a uid of
strings w ith barotropic factorws = 1=3 of cosm ic origin.To this aim , we split the dark
m atter density param eter in two tem s and investigate the dynam ics of a spatially at
universe lled w ith baryons, CDM , uid of strings and dark energy, m odeling this latter
as a cosm ological constant or a negative pressure uid with a constant equation of state
w < 0.To test the viability of the m odels and to constrain their param eters, we use the
Type Ia Supemovae Hubble diagram and the data on the gas m ass fraction in galaxy
clisters.W e also discuss the weak eld lim it ofa m odelcom prising a signi cant fraction
of dark m atter in the form ofa wuid of strings and show that thism echanism m akes it
possible to reduce the need for the elusive and up to now undetected CDM .W e nally

nd that a m odel com prising both a cosm ologicalconstant and a uid of strings tsvery
wellthe data and elin inates the need of phantom dark energy thus representing a viable
candidate to alleviate som e of the problem s plaguing the dark side of the universe.

K eywords: cosm ology; Supemovae T ype Ia; dark m atter

1. Introduction

Soon after the discovery of coam ic acceleration from the Hubble diagram ofthe high
redshift T ype Ta Supemovae (SN ela) ', a strong debate arose in the scienti ¢ com —
muniy about the origin ofthis unexpected result.An in pressive ow oftheoretical
proposals have appeared, while the ocbservational results were constantly provid—
Ing m ore and m ore evidences substantiating the em ergence of a new cosn ological
scenario. T he anisotropy spectrum of the coam ic m icrow ave background radiation
(CM BR) 3, the m atter pow er spectrum determ ned from the clustering proper—
ties of the large scale distribution of galaxies ® and the data on the Ly em itting
regions 7 all provide indications that the universe have to be described as a spa-
tially at m anifold where m atter and its uctuations are isotropically distrbuted
and represent only about 30% of the overall content. In order to 1l the gap and
drive the accelration, a dom inant contribute from a hom ogeneously distributed
negative pressure uid hasbeen invoked.U sually referred to as dark energy, the na—
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ture and the nurture ofthism ysteryous com ponent represent a new and fascinating
conundrum for theoreticians.

W hilke the m odels proposed to explain this puzzle increase day by day, them ost
sin ple answer is still the old E instein cosn ological constant . A lthough being
the best t to a wide set of di erent astrophysical cbservations %79, it is neverthe-
Iessplagued by tw o evident shortcom Ings, nam ely the cosm ological constant problem
and the coincidence problem . A possble way to overcom e these problem s invokes re—
placing wih a scalar eld (dubbed quintessence) evolving down a suitably chosen
self nteraction potential'!. A *hough solving the cosm ological constant problem ,
quintessence does not elin nate the coincidence one since too severe constraints on
the potential seem to be needed thus leading to the ne tuning problkm 2.

T he ignorance of the fiindam ental physical properties of both dark energy and
dark m atter hasm otivated a com pletely di erent approach to the problem ofcosn ic
acceleration relying on m odi cation ofthe m atter equation of state (Eo0S).Referred
to as uni ed dark energy (UDE) m odels, these proposals resort to a single uid
w ith exotic EoS as the only candidate to both dark m atter and dark energy thus
autom atically solving the coincidence problem . The EoS is then tuned such that
the uid behaves as dark m atter at high energy density and quintessence (or ) at
the Jow energy lin it. Interesting exam ples are the Chaplygin gas 3, the tachyonic

eld ** and the Hobbitm odel .

Tt isworth noting that observations only tellus that the universe is accelerating,
but they are not direct evidences fornew uidsorm odi cations ofthe usualm atter
properties. It is ndeed possible to consider coam ic acceleration asthe rst signalof
the breakdown of the law s of physics aswe know them . A s a consequence, one has
to to give o the standard Friedm an equations in favour of a generalized version
of them arisihg from som e m ore fundam ental theory. Interesting exam ples of this
kind are the Cardassian expansion '® and the D vali-G abadadze-Porrati DGP)
graviy 7 both related to higher dim ensional braneworld theories. In the same
fram ew ork, one should also give o the E insteinian general relativity and tum to
fourth order theories of gravitation replacing the R icci scalar curvature R In the
graviy Lagrangian w ith a generic function £ R ) that have been form ulated both in
them etric 181°720 and P alatiniapproach 2172223124 providing a good tto thedata n
both cases?°72% . A ctually, it is worth noting that it hasbeen recently dem onstrated
that, under quite generalconditions, it ispossbleto nda f R ) theory that predicts
the sam e dynam ics of a given quintessence m odel.

A though resorting to m odi ed gravity theories is an interesting and fascihating
approach, it is worth exploring other possbilities in the fram ework of standard
generalrelativity. Indeed, allthe approachesw e have describbed arem ainly interested
In solving the dark energy puzzle, while little is said about the dark m atter problem .
Tt isworth rem em bering that dark m atter is usually Invoked because of the need of
a source of gravitational potential other than the visble m atter. C onsidered from
this point of view , i is worth wondering whether dark m atter could be replaced
by a di erent m echanisn that is able to give the sam e global e ect. M oreover,
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such a mechanisn must not alter the delicate balance between dark m atter and
dark energy that is needed to explain observations. Indeed, if we abruptly reduce
the dark m atter content of the universe w ithout altering neither the dark energy
term northebackground fuindam entalproperties, we arenot ablketo ttheavailable
astrophysicaldata. T herefore, it ism andatory to test any proposed m echanisn both
at galactic and coan ological scales.

In a series of interesting papers 2%, Letelier investigated the consequences of
changing the properties of the right hand side of the E instein equations adopting a

uid of strings as source term rather than the usualdust m atter. Since such strings
are not observed at the present tin e, it seem sm eaningfi1l to extend the conospt of
dust clouds and perfect uid referred to point particles to the case of strings. In
particular, Letelierwas able to nd exact solutions for the case ofa spherically sym —
metric uid of strings. It is w orth noting that such strings could be of coan ological
origh ?° and have thus to be inclided i the energy budget when investigating the
dynam ics of the universe. It is In portant to stress, how ever, that the stringswe are
referring to have nite lenght so that the resuls obtained for a network of coam ic
strings of in nie length cannot be extended to the strings considered by Letelier.
In this sense, the uid of nite length strings we are considering represents a gen—
eralization of the dust m atter. W hile in this latter case, the m atter particles are
considered as pointlike, in the case ofa uid of strings® the elem entary constituents
are one din ensional ob cts wih nie length.A uid of strings has a profound
In pact at galactic scales. Indeed, assum ing that the string transverse pressure was
proportionalto its energy density, Soleng 3° has dem onstrated that the force law is
altered thus o ering the possibility of solving the problem of the atness of spiral
galaxy rotation curves 3! i a way sin ilar to the M OND proposals?.

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

(if not all) ofthe dark m atterm ay be replaced by a uid of strings whose e ective
graviationalaction m ay be considered as the source of the gravitational potential
needed to atten the rotation curves. To this ain , we consider cosm ic strings as
com ponentsofsuch uid so that itse.o.s.m ay be sim ply param etrized by a constant
barotropic factor wg =  1=3. Before discussing the in pact at galaxy scals, i is
prelin narily needed to investigate the e ects at coam ological scales. W e thus t
di erent coam ological m odels, both wih and w ithout such a com ponent, to the
available astrophysicaldata in orderto test the viability of our proposaland explore
ifand how the constraints on the m odel param eters are a ected by the presence of
a uid of strings.

T he paper is organized as follow s. T hem odels w e discuss are described in Sect.2,
while the m atching w ith cbservations is presented in Sect.3 where we also com pare
the di erent m odels in tem s of the inform ation criteria param eters. Sect.4 is de-
voted to the weak energy lim it ofm odels com prising standard m atter em bedded in
a ui of strings and show how the corresponding m odi ed gravitational potential

2H ereafter, by uid of stringswem ean a uid of nite length strings.
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could help in reducing the need for CDM . A summ ary of the resuls and of their
In plications are presented in the concluding Sect.5

2. The m odels

T he key quantity enteringm ost ofthe usualastrophysicaltests isthe H ubble param —
eter H as a function ofthe redshift z. T he position of the rst peak ofthe CM BR

anisotropy spectrum asm easured by W M AP and balloon -bome experin ents 347

isa strong evidence ofa spatially at universe.A ssum ing thereforek = 0, the Fried—
m an equation for the expansion rate H = a=a W ih a the scale factor nom alized
to 1 at today) reads:

, 8G g ¢ ¥
HY= — 2= — ®

i=1

where ; isthe energy density ofthe i—th uid and the sum isovertheN coan olog—
ical uidswhich m ake up the coamn ic energy budget. Ifthe uidsare not interacting,
a conservation equation for each ofthem hold:

3+ 3H 1+ w;) ;=0 )

w ith the dot denoting derivative w ith respect to the cosnictine tand w; = pi= 1

the barotropic facto of the i-th uid. A ssum ing a cosntant wi, Eq.@2) is easily
Integrated giving :

1@) = i e @+ 2P 3)

wih i(z = 0)= it the present day density param eter of the i—th uid and

crit 3H §=8 G the present day critical density of the universe and, henceforth,

we denote w ith a subscript 0 all the quantities evaluated today. Inserting Eq.(3)
ntoEg.(l), weget:

e
(6

H ()= Ho 1@+ z)3Erwa) @)

i=1
To fully assign the m odel, we have now to specify what are the ingredients of the
coan ic pie and the values of their barotropic factors. A ccording to the standard
scenario, there are at least three com ponents contrbuting to the energy budget,
nam ely baryons, dark m atter and dark energy.Forthe fom ertwo uids, t isp= 0,
w hile the dark energy ism odelled asa negative pressure uid w ith constant equation
of statew < 0 (as in quiessence models) wih w = 1 giving the usual tem .
M otivated by the considerations discussed in the Introduction, we add a fourth
com ponent® to our cosm ologicalm odels. Tn order to see whether it is possble to

PN ote that we have not included radiation in the energy budget since its density param eter .4
10 ° m akes its contribute today indeed negligible.



M arch 20,2024 22:19 W SPC/INSTRUCTION FILE s Jnpd

Strings uid and the dark side of the universe 5

reduce the dark m atter content of the universe, we replace a fraction " of its energy
contrbute with a uid of strings characterized by an equation of state 33 :

wg= 1=3 )
so that the energy density ofthe uid of strings reads:
s@)= s coe@+ 2)2 =" py @+ 2)2 (6)

w here hereafter the subscripts (o;D M ;s;Q ) denote quantities referred to baryons,
dark m atter, uid ofstringsand dark energy resoectively. T he dim ensionlessH ubble
parameterE (z) = H (z)=H ( thus nally writes:

E®@Z)= ,@L+2z°+ @ ") pu @+ 23+

+ "oy A+ 27+ o @+ 2P0 (7)
where, because of the atness condition, it is:
o =1 b DM (8)

Before nvestigating the consequences of introducing the uids of strings, it isworth
spending som em orew ordson the philosophy underlying ourm odelparam etrization .
A ssum Ing that the dark m atter is (m ainly) m ade out of cold dark m atter particles
and denoting w ith the subscript CD M the related quantities, n Eg.(7), we have
In plicitly m ade the positions:

8

< pM = com t s
)
" sT DM

so that the param eter " gives an inm ediate feeling of what percentage of CDM
may be given away w thout changing dram atically the dynam ics of the universe,
ie. still cbtaining a good t to the available astrophysicaldata. In a sense, we are
trying to reduce the need or dark m atter replacing is contrdbute to the dynam ics
of the universe w ith a di erent kind of uid having a di erent barotropic factor.
G en our ignorance on the findam entaldark m atter properties, there isno a priori
reason against changing is equation of state.M oreover, it is also conceivable that
the totaldark m atter tums to be m ade out ofboth CDM and the uid of strings.
A s a consequence, the totalm atter density param eter is:

M = bt coMm t s= pt pum ¢ 10)

Eq.(7) refers to a coan ologicalm odel w hose energy density is determ ined by four
di erent com ponents, nam ely baryons, dark m atter, a uid of strings and dark
energy w ith constant® w . Starting from this general case, we de ne four di erent
m odels setting som e of the param eters as follow s :

°H ereafter, we drop the subscript "Q " from w since this only refers to dark energy, while it has
been xed forboth m atter aryons and CDM ) and uid of strings.
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CDM :w = 1;" = 0. This is the popular concordance m odel that we
consider as a testbed of our likelihhood analysis.
SDM :w= 1;0 " 1l.Here, we still retain the cosn ological constant

as source of coam ic acceleration, but replace a fraction " ofthe dark m atter
term with the uid of strings.

QCDM :w 1=3;"= 0.A Iso referred to as quiessence, thism odel repre—
sents the easiest generalization ofthe successful CDM scenario.N ote that
we do not Imnpose a prioriw > 1 in order to explore the phantom m odels
that seem s to be favoured by the recent SN ela data 2.

QSDM :w 1=3;0 " 1. This is sin ilar to the QCDM considered
above, but now we allow a fraction " of the dark m atter to be replaced by
the string uid.A caveat is In order here. The tting procedure does not
choose a priorito decrease ¢pym whilkholding xed 4 .Assuch,because
ofEqg.(8), i is possible that the search for the best t ends in a region of
the param eter space where o ratherthan (¢py isreduced.

A sa generalrem ark, wewould like to note that although the fourm odels abovem ay
form ally be considered as a single one (since the form er three are clearly particular
cases of the latter one), they signi cantly di er in their underlying physics. A's
such, choosing am ong them is not only a m atter of nding which one is in better
agreem ent w ith the observations, but it is rather a sort of com prom ise between the
capability of tting the data and the physical jasti cation of the m odel itself.

3. M atching w ith observations

C om paring m odel predictions w ith astrophysical cbservations is a m andatory test
of the viability ofthe given m odeland also represents an e cient toolto constraint
the characterizing param eters. W e rst describe the m ethod we em ploy and then
discuss the results ofthe tting procedure.

3.1. The m ethod

W e tthemodelsdescribed In the previous section to the SNela Hubbl diagram
and the data on the gasm ass fraction in galaxy clisters. To take into account both
datasets, we m axin ize the follow ing likelihood function :

2
L)/ exp 2@) 1)
with :
bs 2
= 2 b2y B8 12)
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T hree term s enter the above 2 de nition.The rst one refers to the SN ela Hubble
diagram and is given by :

N ela
2 ® (zi;p) obs (Z1)

SN ela — 7 3)

i

i=1

where ; isthe erroron the observed distancem odulus ps (zi) and the sum is over
the numberN gy e1a 0£SN ela observed.O n the other hand, the theoretical distance
m odulus depends on the set ofm odel param eters p and m ay be com puted as:

(z) = 5logDy (z)+ 25 (14)

w ih D ; (z) the lum inosity distance (In M pc) given by :
Z
D= Stz O 15)
z)= — Z —_—
- Ho o E(ip)

The second tem i Eq.(12) is de ned as 3435 :

A\l #2
Yo fyas @iiP) f;’fi (1)

gas = i (16)
i=1 g+

w ith f;;’i (z;) the m easured gasm ass fraction In a galaxy cluster at redshift z; and
i the error.For a given cosm ologicalm odel, fy.s (z;p) is given by 3473° :

1:5
b s D3CPM (2)

1+ 049 h) yw DI%(@)

fgas (z) = a7
where D 5°P™ and DI °? is the angular diam eter distance for the SCDM and the
m odelto be tested respectively.D p (z) m ay beevaliatedasD 5 (z) = (1+ z) °D ., (2).
The constant b in Eq.(17) takes into acocount the gas lost because ofdi erent astro—
physical processes. Follow ing %, that have extensively analyzed the set of sinula—
tions .n Ref.’’, we set b= 0:824.

Finally, in Eq.(12), we have also iIncluded a prior on the age of the universe t
that m ay be straightforwardly evalnated for a given set ofm odel param eters as:

_ 21 dz 18
0T o @+ z)E (z;p) ae)
wherety = 1=H,’ 9:78h ! Gyristhe Hubbl time.

W ih thede nition (11) ofthe lkelhood function, thebest tm odelparam eters
are those that maxim ize L o). However, to constrain a given param eter p;, one
resorts to the m argihalized lkelthood fiinctions nom alized at unity at m axin um .
Thel con denceregionsaredeterm nedby 2= 2 2= 1,whilethecondition

2 = 4 delim ited the 2 con dence regions. Here, 2 is the value of the 2 for
the best t m odel. P rogctions of the lkelhood function allow to show eventual
correlations am ong the m odel param eters. In these two din ensional plots, the 1
and 2 regions are ormm ally de ned by 2 = 230 and 6:17 respectively so that
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these contours are not necessarily equivalent to the sam e con dence level for the
sihgle param eter estin ates.

In order to reduce the space of param etersto explore,we x the Hubble constant
h (h units of 100 km s ! M pc ') to the value detemm ined by Daly & D prgovski
38 tting the linear Hubblk law to a large set of ow (z < 0:01) redshift SNela:

h= 0664 0:008 :

This value is in good agreement wih h = 0:72 008 reported by the HST key
propct 3 based on a combined analysis of several Jocal distance Jadder m ethods.
Since we are not interested In constraining H o, In the ollow Ing analysis, we w ill set
h = 0:664 neglecting the am all uncertainty. M oreover, to a large extent, the e ect
of changing h on the resultsm ay be easily guessed and does not a ect signi cantly
them ain resuls.

T he baryon density param eter |, is constrained by theoretical m odels of nu-
cleosynthesis and by the observed abundance of light elem ents. Based on these
considerations, K irkm an et al. *° have estin ated :

wh? = 0:0214 0:0020 :

Combining this estin ate with the value set above for the dim ensionless Hubble
constant h and neglecting the sn all error, we therefore x = 0:049.

3.2. Resuls

W e have applied the lkelihood procedure described above using the SNela G old
dataset 2 and the catalog of relaxed galaxy clusters com piled in Ref.3® .M oreover,
we choose ((5°%; ) = (13:1;2:9) Gyr as obtained from globular clusters *! and i
agreem ent w ith estin ates from nuclkochronolgy 2.

Table 1. Summ ary of the results of the likelihood analysis of the m odels discussed in the text. T he m axim um
likelihood value (of) ofeach quantity is reported, while the 68% (95% ) range is (of ;bf + 4 ) with and

+ the rst (second) num ber reported as subscript and superscript respectively. T he sym bol ( ) m eans that the
param eter is held xed.N ote that, for the Q SDM m odel, we m ay give only upper lin itson ".

d | DM | " | w | to Gyr) | Zr

com [z smiegme | o) v | e [ oeim g
o | 02700 g0 3852 | oser etz +922 Oy | oz | ose 3oz
acon | 0z0'$8% 00 | 0 () 120390938 | 1as0'333 0020 | o’ 352 0083
asou | 0210335270202 | 0 o6 083 | 1217333787 | a0 838 330 | o 338402
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Fig. 1. Comparison am ong predicted and observed SNela Hubble diagram (upper panel) and
fgas vs. z relation (lower panel) forthebest £t CDM m odel

The results we get by applying the likelihhood analysis presented above are re—
sum ed In Table 1 where we also give the estin ated values of other physically inter—
esting quantities, nam ely the age of the universe ty and the transition redshift zr .
T his latter quantity is de ned by the condition g(zr ) = 0, belng q= aa=a’? the
deceleration param eter, and, for the general case of the Q SDM m odel, i is given
by :

1 1 3w
2 = L+ 3w)( b puM ) 1. 19)
bt @ ") pu

Since the uncertainties on the m odel param eters are not G aussian distributed, a
naive propagation of the errors is not possible.W e thus estin ate the 68% and 95%

con dence ranges on the derived quantities by random Iy generating 20000 points
( pm ;w;") usihg the m arginalized likelihood functions of each param eter (if not
held xed) and then deriving the lkelhood function of the derived quantity. A
though not statistically wellm otivated, this procedure gives a conservative estin ate
of the uncertainties which is enough for our ain s. Let us now brie y discuss the
resuls for each m odel.
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321. CDM

Not surprisingly, the CDM m odel gives an aln ost perfect t to the dataset con—
sidered, as shown In Fig.l. Having set from the begihning the Hubbl constant,
the only quantiy to be determm ined is the dark m atter density parameter py
that tums out to be severely constrained by the lkelhood test. Adding to pu
the baryon contrbution 1 as set above, we get y = 0319 as best t valie,
while the 95% con dence range is (0:313;0:335). &kt is worth com paring our result
w ith those previously obtained by other authors. For Instance, using only the SN ela
Gold dataset, Riess et al. ° (ereafter R04) have ound , = 029" )93, I the
fram ew ork ofthe concordance m odel, a com bined analysis ofthe CM BR anisotropy
spectrum m easured by W M AP, the power spectrum of SD SS galaxies, the SNela
G old dataset, the dependence of the bias on lum inosity and the Ly power spec—
trum Jead Selik et al.'® (hereafter S04) to theestinate = 0284 J91° @t 99%
CL).Fially, tting to the f4,5 data only w ith priors on both h and ph?, but not
inposing the atness condition ab initio, A04 estinates y = 0245" 9920, whik
ncluiding the CM BR data, they get y = 026" 395.0verall, there is a very good
agreem ent w ith our result. N evertheless, it is worth noting that ourbest tvalue is
sistem atically larger than that comm only quoted. T his is partly due to having set

b’ 005 which is slightly larger than the ducialvalie '’ 0:04 often adopted.
Ifwehad set h = 0:72, thebest tvalue for y should be owered by 001 thus
further reducing the di erence w ith the standard result  ’ 03.

Tt is worth stressing that the substantial agreem ent am ong our estim ated
and the previous resuls obtained using a variety of m ethods m akes us con dent
that the likellhhood analysis we have perform ed is correct and is not a ected by
som e system atic errors. It is thus m eaningfiil to apply this m ethod to the other
m odels presented in Sect.2.

A though not directly constrained by the tting procedure, it is nonetheless in—
teresting to com pare the derived quantities reported In Table 1 w ith other estin ates
In literature. F irst, we consider the age of the universe ty whose best t value tums
out to be 1327 Gyr.The 95% con dence range is w ithin the prior set on this quan—
tity, but, as we w ill see later, this is not a general result.M ost of the m ore recent
estin ates of ty have been obtained as a byproduct of tting the CDM modelto
a ocom bination of di erent datasets and are thus rigorously m odel dependent. For
instance, Tegm ark et al.° (hereafter T04) give tp = 13247 J%° Gyr, while Rebolb
etal® ndty, = 144" 1% Gyr (@llat 1 level).Both these estin ates agree w ith
to= 136 01:19 Gyrobtained by S04 that is the m ost com prehensive analysis. T he
accordance of our estin ated ty w ith these results is not surprising due to the fact
that we are using the sam e m odel and have yet obtained a sin ilar value or y .

Tt is therefore m ore Interesting to consider the constraints on the transition
redshift zr . Since, ora at CDM model, zr only depends on  , constrain-—
Ing zr is equivalent to constrain v . UnfPrtunately, it is di cul to derive this
quantity directly from the data even if som e attem pts have been m ade. F itting the
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Fig.2. Thesame asin Fig.l but forthe SDM m odel

phenom enologicalparam etrization q(z) = o+ dg=dz}- ¢z to the SNela Hubbl dia—
gram ,R 04 have found zr = 046 043 (@1l IJvel) which is in m arginal agreem ent
w ith our 95% con dence range. Since it is not clear w hat is the system atic error in—
duced by the linear approxin ation ofq(z), which only works over a lim ited redshift
range, we do not consider a serious shortcom ing of them odelthe 1 disagreem ent
between the R04 estin ate of zr and the one reported in Tablk 1.

33. SDM

Let us now consider the results obtained for the SDM model n which the cos-
m ic acceleration is still driven by the cosn ological constant , but the total dark
m atter content is m ade out by dust-like CDM particles and a uid of strings.A s
clearly shown by Fig.2, them odelisable to tvery wellboth the SNela Hubbl di-
agram and the fy,5 data.M oreover, theestinated py (andthus y ) isin perfect
agreem ent w ith that obtained for the CDM m odel and hence w ith all other re—
sults discussed before. This could be qualitatively explained by noting that a uid
of strings is unabl to drive cogm ic acceleration even if i has negative pressure.
T herefore, the am ount of dark energy needed to accelerate the universe is the sam e
as in thecase ofthe CDM modelsothat o =1 v (@nd hence y ) mustbe
the sam e.

Them ost strking resul is, however, the constraint on ", ie. the fraction ofdark
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Fig.3. 68%, 95% and 99% con dence contours in the ( py ;") plane forthe SDM m odel.

m atter represented by the uid ofstrings.Thebest tvalietumsouttobe 0.59 and,
what ism ore In portant, the value " = 0 is safely excluded at m ore than 2 Jlevel
Looking at F ig.3, w here the lkelhood contours in the plane ( py ;") are plotted,
shows that " and py are positively correlated (even if weakly) so that it is not
possible to reduce " w thout decreasing the totaldark m atter content.W em ay thus
safely conclude that ispossble to t cosm ologicaldata w ith a signi cant fraction of
the dark m atter content in the form ofa uid ofstrings ratherthan CDM particles.
This conclusion isre ected in theestinated p+ ¢pwm thattumsouttobemuch
an allerthan In the CDM case,thebest tvaliebeing 0.154.This resultm ay have
Interesting in plications. Let us rem em ber that a possible m ethod to estinate y
consists in estin ating the m ass—to —light ratio M =L of clusters of galaxies and then
Integrating overthe clusters lum inosity finction . A pplying thism ethod usually gives

M ' 0:6 (see, r instance, *3 and references therein) in striking disagreem ent
w ith the results from tests probing cosn ological scales (as SN ela Hubbl diagram
and CM BR anisotropy soectrum ). If we assum e that the strings have a negligble
mass® (which is a reasonable hypothesis 3*), we m ay qualitatively conclude that
the m ethod outlined above should give an estinateof p+ ¢pm ratherthan y
sihce it is unabl to weigth the contrbution of the uid of strings. A ctually, the
high value of " found has profound in plications also at a galactic scales as it will
be discussed in m uch detail Jater.

9N ote that this by no m eans in ply that ¢ is negligible since this is an energy rather than a m ass
density param eter. T his could be best understood considering the case of radiation. P hotons have
zero rest m ass, but nonetheless ,,4 does not vanish today and was dom inant in the past.
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A Tthough the picture ofthe today universe is sin ilarto that ofthe CDM m odel
(ie. the tem dom inates over the m atter one), the presence a non-negligble
uid of strings alters the dynam ics of the universe introducing, for instance, a uid
of strings dom inated period. A s a consequence, the age of the universe Wwhich is
sensitive to the full evolutionary history) is signi cantly changed w ih the best t
value typ = 1551 G yr that is outside the 95% range obtained forthe CDM m odel.
M oreover, this values is also lJarger than ourbest tpriorty = 139 G yr based on
globular clusters and therefore m odel independent. H owever, ty depends lnearly
on h ! so that i is possible to decrease its value by sinply increasing h w ithout
changing the other m odel param eters (and still ocbtaining a very good t to the
data). For instance, using h = 0:72 gives t; = 143 Gyr In good agreem ent w ith
the Rebol et al. ® estin ate quoted above. O n the other hand, ty should be used
to discrim nate between the CDM and SDM model since they equally t the
sam e dataset, but predict signi cant di erent values for this quantity. T herefore, an
accurate and m odel independent estim ate of the age of the universe should m ake i
possble to conclusively select one ofthe two m odels.

Thepresence ofthe uid ofstringsalso a ectsthe transition redshift which tums
out to bemuch higher (0.96 vs. 0.62 forthebest tvalies) than in the CDM case
(and hence m ore In disagreem ent w ith the estin ate 0£ R 04). This result could be
qualitatively explained considering that, iIn order to have deceleration, the universe
m ust be dom inated by dust m atter. T herefore, ntroducing a non —negligble uid of
strings com ponent, delays the onset of dust m atter dom Ination and thus increases
zr . If a reliable determm ination of this param eter were available in the future, we
should obtain a further toolto con m or reect the presence ofthe uid of strings.

331.QCDM

Relaxing the hypothesisw = 1 but still keeping it constant and assum ing again
that there is no uid of strings, we get the QCDM m odel where there are two
param eters to be constrained, nam ely the dark m atter density param eter py and
the barotropic factorw . Thebest tisobtained for ( py ;w) = (0270; 128) and
tisshown n Fig.4,whilewe referto Table 1 for the constraints on the param eters.
In particular, we note that the resultson py (and henceon |y ) are in perfect
agreaem ent w ith those obtained for the CDM model so that we do not discuss
anym ore this param eter.

Tt ism ore Interesting to look at the constraints on the barotropic factor. F irst,
we note that values ofw < 1 are clearly preferred, while w 1 is excluded at
more than 95% level. In particular, the coan ological constant is ruled out by the
likelihood analysis.M oreover, F ig.5 show sthatw and py arepositively correlated
so that increasing w is only possible by unrealistically increasing the m atter con—
tent. Surprising as it is, this resul is however n agreem ent w ith previous analyses.
Combining W M AP anisotropy spectrum w ith large scale structure clustering data
and an old com pilation of SN ela, Spergelet al.? have oundw = 0:98 0:2 when
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Fig.4. Thesameasin Fig.1 but forthe QCDM m odel.

dropping the priorw > 1.Repeating the sam e analysis but using the G old SNela
sampl, R04 have ound w =  1:02" §773. T 04 added to the above dataset the power
spectrum determ ined from the SD SS galaxy sam ple thus derivingw = 0727 3720 .
F inally, the com prehensive analysis of S04 givesw =  1:080" 757 @llresuls given
at1l ).A llthese estin ates agree am ong each other and our one, although we note
that ourbest t value is signi cantly sm aller.M oreover, our resul is the only one
excluding the CDM model at m ore than 99% level considering the data which

have been used.

Having pushed downward the con dence range forw a ects the predicted age
of the universe. The m axim um lkelhood valie tums out to be ty = 1450 Gyr,
while, at 95% level, ty lies between 1424 and 14:79 Gyr. These values tums out
to be higher than those for the CDM model, but lower (even if In agreem ent
at the 95% ZJevel) than what is predicted In the SDM case.A s yet noted above, a
com parison w ith the results obtained forthe Q CDM m odelby T 03 and S04 suggests
that including other kind ofdata (am ely the CM BR anisotropy spectrum and the
galaxy pow er spectrum ) pushes upw ards the constraints on w w ith values closer to
the CDM ones.A sin ilar conclusion also holds for the age of the universe. For
Instance, Tegm ark et al. give tp = 13 53* 8Z§ which is, however, In agreem ent w ith
our estim ate. N ote also that our valie could be reconciled w ith the T 03 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. Thesameasin Fig.3 but forthe QCDM m odel.

Asa nalrem ark,we note that the transition redshift zr isonly weakly a ected
by relaxing the hypothesisw = 1 as it isw inessed by the good agreem ent betw een
the estin ates reported for the two cases. Indeed, zr m ainly depends on the balance
between y and o so that,being pm and  the same In the two m odels, the
resulting zr are naturally concordant.

332.QSDM

Finally, we discuss the results for the general Q SDM m odel where we relax the
hypotheses on both the barotropic factorw and the fraction " ofdark m atterm ade
out of uid of strings. H aving now three param eters to constrain ( py ;w;"), L is
not surprising that the con dence ranges enlarge.W hil this isonly a m inor e ect
forwhat concems py ,there isa signi cant weakening ofthe constraintson w and
a dram atic in pact on " on which we are only able to give upper lim its.N evertheless,
the results are quite Interesting. In particular, the best t is cbtained for a m odel
that isvery sin ilarto thebest tQCDM onew ih the sam e content ofdark m atter
(le.the same py ), almostthe samew (121 vs.-128) and no uid of strings.
N ot surprisingly, the tting to the data is perfect as shown in Fig.6.

A Yhough quite sin ilar to the QCDM m odel for the best t values, the Q SDM
case ishoweverdi erent forwhat concemsthe constraints on itsparam etersbecause
of the presence of a third quantity to be determ ined. This is pictorially shown In
Fig.7 where we plot the pro fctions of the likelihood function on the three orthog—
onalplanes in the param eter space. It is worth noting that py is the param eter
least a ected by the addition ofa third quantity so that the resulting constraintsare
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Fig.7. Thesameasin Fig.3 but fortheQ SDM m odel. In each panel, the value of the param eter
not shown on the axes is set to itsbest t value reported in Table 1.

only m arginally weakened and the 68% and 95% con dence ranges nicely overlap
w ith those obtained forallthem odels considered above.A s an obvious consequence,
ourestin ate or y (thatis, p+ pm ) isalsoin agreeem entw ith the other resuls
quoted above.M uch care is needed when considering the constraints on the derived

bt cpm .Sihce the best tmodelhas a vanishing ", the m axinum lkelihood
value tums out to be aln ost the sam e as those orthe CDM and QCDM m odel
that also have no dark m atter In  uid of strings.N evertheless, the upper Ilim itson "
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Jeads to strongly asym m etric constraints on the standard m atter density param eter
bt cpwm 0 that, at the 95% Jevel, also values as low as 0.166 are possible thus
being m ore In line w ith the prediction ofthe SDM m odel.

Asa generalrule, the Q SDM m odel is Indeed very sin ilar to the QCDM one,
having aln ost the sam e m atter content (and hence the sam e dark energy content)
and constraints on the barotropic factorw which agree very wellw ith those of the
QCDM m odel, but are lss stringent.A s a result, we get also concordant estin ates
ofboth the age ofthe universe and the transition redshift so that we do not comm ent
again on these quantities.

3.4. Com paring the m odels

T he resutsofthe likelihood analysis discussed above have show n that allthem odels
we have considered are able to t well the sam e dataset. T he next natural step is
wondering which is the better one. To answer this question is not an easy task.
Combining di erent datasets requires the introduction of the pseudo- 2 de ned
in Eq.(12) that is not the same as the 2 commonly used in statistical analysis.
M oreover, the m odels have a di erent num ber of param eters to be constrained.A s
such, £ m akesno sense com paring them odelson the basisofthe 2 best tvalue.To
overcom ethisdi culty, Liddle ** haveproposed to resort to the inform ation criteria
that are w idely used in otherbranches of science (such asm edicalpathologies), but
poorly known in astrophysics. In particular, Liddle have proposed to use the A kaike
inform ation criterion A IC) de ned as *° :

A 2InL + 2k (20)
and Bayesian inform ation criterion BIC) *° :
B 2InL + kInN 21)

w ih L the likelihood evaluated for the best t param eters, k the num ber ofm odel
param eters and N the total num ber of points in the dataset used. Since both A IC
and BIC explicitly takes into account the num ber of param eters, i is m eaningfiil
to com pare the m odels on the basis of the values of these quantities. The lower is
A or B, the better the m odel is. Unfortunately, as discussed by Liddl, it is not
an easy task to decide what is the better inform ation criterion to be adopted so
that we conservatively report In Tabl 2 the values ofboth A and B forthebest t
m odelparam eters.Them odels are quite sin ilar in theirA IC and B IC values, as it is
expected since they equally t the sam e dataset.N evertheless, it ispossbl to rank
them according to A or B. Independently on what criterion is used, the QCDM
m odel tums out to be the preferred one ollowed by the QSDM or the SDM
depending on which nform ation criterion A IC or BIC respectively) is adopted.
T his sin ple com parison leads to two quite interesting conclusions.
F irst, there is a clear evidence favouring m odels others than the concordance
CDM . In particular, the A IC suggests that phantom lke m odels have to be pre-
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Table 2. Number of param eters k,
AIC A and BIC B forthem odelsdis-
cussed in the text.

i [x] & B
CDM |1 [225.687 | 228896
SDM 215.830 | 222249

2
QCDM 2 | 210.933 | 217.352
QSDM 3 | 213456 | 223.084

ferred so that a violation of the strong energy condition is unavoidable to explain
the coan ic acceleration in the fram ew ork of constant w dark energy m odels.

A second and perhaps m ore Interesting result is that the SDM m odel is pre—
ferred over the CDM m odel and only m arginally disfavoured w ith respect to the
QCDM one. Therefore, ntroducing a uid of strings as a com ponent of the dark
m atter term m akes it possible not only to better t the data, but i could also be
a viable altemative to phantom lke m odels. Surprising as it is, this result is quite
encouraging and m otivates fiirther study.

4, The weak eld lim it

The results discussed above has shown that introducing a uid of strings in the
dark m atter budget does m odify the dynam ics of the universe, but gives rise to
a m odel that is still in agreem ent w ith the SNela Hubbl diagram and the data
on the gas mass fraction in galaxy clusters and predict an age of the universe
which is not unreasonable. M oreover, both the A kaike and Bayesian inform ation
criteria quantitatively indicate that the SDM m odelhas to be preferred over the
concordance CDM .

Tt is worth stressing that, for the SDM m odel, the fraction of dark m atter
represented by the uid of strings is nearly dom inant so that the densiy param eter
of the standard (paryons+ CDM ) is signi cantly an aller w ith a best t valie as
Iow as 0.154. It is easy to understand that lowering ¢py have a profound im pact
at galactic scales. Indeed, since we have assum ed that the strings have a very an all
(if not vanishing) mass, a small ¢py autom atically inplies less m assive dark
m atter haloes. It is thus worth wondering whether such light haloesm ay still t
the rotation curves of spiral galaxies. N aively, one should think that the answer is
negative since values of v (r) larger than those predicted on the basis of lum inous
m atter only naturally invoke m assive haloes. But this is only true in a N ew tonian
gravitationalpotential. Thisisnom orethecasein a SDM m odel. C onsidering the
weak eld lim it, Soleng has shown that the gravitational potential for a pointlike
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massm embedded into a halo of uid of strings is given by® 3° :
#

St 2 .
ry= — —+ —= 22
(r) > 7 > T 22)
where c is the speed of Iight, ;;; are two integration constants and = =p.
Since, rourmodel, it is = 3, In posing the condiion that (r) reduces to the

usualNewtonian potential in the case r << ; 5, weget 1 = 2Gm =¢ so that,
w ith sin ple algebra, we can rew rite Eq.(22) as:

Gm r
(r) = — 1+ - 23)

wherewe havede ned a new scaklength incliding allthe constants.Eq.(23) gives
the potential for a pointlike m ass. In order to generalize this result to the case of
an extended systam , we m ay divide the system In In nitesin alm ass elem ents dm
and sum up the contributions to get the total potential. A ssum ing for the sake of
sim plicity spherical symm etry, the gravitational potential of an extended halo is
thus:

" # 7 " #

wo ME® I 4G D 1+ = a®  4)

r 0

where M (r) and (r) are respectively the halo m ass and the density pro k. The
rst tem in Eg.(24) represents the contribution to the gravitationalpotentialofthe
m ass w ithin the radius r, while the second one takes into account the m ass outside
this radius. T he circular velocity depends on the force acting on the star orbiting
at distance r from the halo centre and is thus only determ ined by the st term in
Eqg.(24) as a result of the G auss theorem *7.A straightforward generalization ofthe
standard form ula then gives in this case:
" #

GM (r) 2
1+ - - : (25)

r 3

V2 (x) =

Com paring this result w ith the Newtonian formula vﬁ (r) = GM (r)=r shows that
the circular velocity is higher because of the additive tem (= )}=3. Q ualitatively,
Eg.@25) shows that the uid of strings e ectively works as a ctitious source dis-
tributed with am asspro B2M (r)=3 (= )}~°.Becauseofthisadditionale ective
source, it is possble to get the sam e value of v (r) as In the New tonian casewih a
an aller valie ofthe CDM halo m ass. Sum m arizing, introducing the uid of strings
m odi esthe gravitationalpotential n such a way that lessCDM isnecessary to get
a given value of v (r).

€It is in portnat to stress that we are considering nite length strings rather than a network of
cosm ic strings w ith in nite length. Indeed, in this second case, it is stillnot clear how to com pute
the gravitational potential in the weak eld lim it.
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T he reduction of the quantity ofCDM needed to 1lthe dark m atter haloes is
consistent w ith what is expected from our previousestinateof y+ cpwm In the
SDM model Indicatingwith S,, ( 8py ) theCDM density param eter for the
SDM (CDM ) model, wem ay qualitatively w rite :

S S
CDM /MCDM
N MN
CDM CDhM

whereM $,, ™[, ) isthetypicalmassin CDM particksina SDM (CDM)
m odel. N aively speaking, In order to get the sam e value ofthe rotation curve at, for
instance, the virial radius’ r,i, the halomass n the SDM case m ust be sn aller
than in the CDM case by an am ount that is of the order of m agnitude of the
correction term In Eq.(25) evaluated at 1y SO that it is:

CDM 2 Ly
N
CDM 3

According to the results in Tabk 1, S,y = opy ' 172 so that, from the above

relation, we get (4=3Yr,ir . Such high valuesof also ensures that the gravita—
tionalpotential ispractically the sam e as the classicalN ew tonian one In the galactic

regions dom nated by the visible com ponents w here the rotation curve iswell tted

by using the standard form ulae. It isworth stressing, how ever, that this encouraging

result needs to be further investigated by a carefil tting to the rotation curves of
observed galaxies. T his is outside the ain of this paper, but willbe presented In a

forthcom ing work.

5. Conclusions

Shedding light on the dark side of the universe is a very di cul, but also very

attractive challenge ofm odem coam ology. T he nature and the fundam ental proper—
ties of the two m ain Ingredients of the coam ic pie, nam ely the dark energy and the
dark m atter, are still substantially unknown and it is, indeed, this w ide ignorance
that justi es and m otivates the im pressive am ount of theoretical m odels proposed
to explain the observed astrophysicalevidences.M oving in this fram ew ork, we have
considered the dark m atter asm ade out not only ofm assive dustlke CDM particles,
but also ofa uid of strings of coam ic origin w ith an equation of statews = 1=3.
Starting from this idea, wehave considered four coam ologicalm odels com prising four
com ponents, nam ely dustlike baryons and CDM , uid of strings and dark energy
w ith constant barotropic factor w . Two of these fourm odels ( SDM and Q SDM )

have a non vanishing fraction of dark m atter in the form ofa uid of strings, while

£T he virial radius is de ned such that the m ean m ass density w ithin ryiy iS 4, tim es the m ean
matter density = v crit, with ¢, the critical overdensity for the gravitational collapse of
density perturbations.
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ntwomodels (CDM and SDM ) the energy budget is dom inated by the tem .
Ourm aihn results are brie y outlined as follow s.

@)

Allthemodels are able to t the data on the SNela Hubbl diagram and the
gasm ass fraction in galaxy clustersw ith very good accuracy. In particular, i is
rem arkable that the totaldark m atter density parameter py = cpm t s
is very well constrained and tums out to be the sam e in allm odels. W hen the
assum ption w = 1 is relaxed, the dark energy barotropic factor is constrained
to be n the region w < 1 so that phantom lke m odels are clearly preferred
w ith a disturbing violation of the strong energy condition. It is worth noting
that present data do not require phantom dark energy since they can be equally
well t by models with the cosn ological constant driving the accelerated

expansion. D iscrim Inating am ong the di erent possibilities w ill need a large
sam ple of high redshift SNela such as those that should be available w ith the
SNAP satellite m ission *8.

A cocording to both the ATC and BIC,theQCDM m odel is statistically preferred
over the other considered possibilities and this is not an unexpected resul.
H owever, this is obtained to the price of adm itting phantom dark energy which
is a ected by serious theoretical di culties. On the other hand, the SDM

m odel is preferred over the popular concordance CDM scenario and is only

slightly disfavoured w ith respect to the QCDM one. The good t to the data
and the graceful feature of avoiding to enter the realn of ghosts m akes this
m odel a good com prom ise between observations and theory and we therefore
consider it as our nalbest choice.

The SDM model predicts that a signi cant fraction (" 7 59% ) of the dark

m atter ism ade out by a uid of strings so that the standard m atter densiy
parameter ,+ ¢pwm isonly halfofthe ducialvalue in the concordance sce—
nario (0.15 vs 0.30).Since wem ay assum e that the uid of strings is m assless
(or nearly so), we should expect a corresponding decrease of them ass of galac—
tic dark haloes. If the gravitational potential is still N ew tonian, decreasing the
CDM halom ass should lead to lower values of the circular velocity in the outer
dark m atter dom Inated regions of galaxies. This is not the case since, in the
weak eld lim i, the SDM m odel gives rise to a m odi cation of the gravita-
tionalpotential. A s a resul, the circular velocity due to amassM (r) is higher
than in the classical case so that less m assive haloes are necessary to give the
observed values of v, (r) .M oreover, a very qualitative calculation suggests that
the typical value of the scalelength over which deviations from New tonian for-
m ulae cannot be neglected is su ciently high that the inner lum inous m atter

dom inated rotation curve is unaltered.

T hese encouraging resultsm otivate further studies ofthe SDM m odel. To this

end, there are two di erent routes connected to two di erent features of the m odel
which can be followed.
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F irst, because of its scaling w ith the redshift as s / (1+ z)?, that is interm edi-
ate between that ofCDM and that of , a new era dom inated by a uid of strings
is predicted in the expansion history of the universe. It is thus worth Investigating
how this In prints on the CM BR anisotropies in order to see w hether the spectrum
measured by W M AP is still accurately reproduced. To this regard, it is worth not—
Ing that the attem pts recently m ade to constrain the coam ic strings contribution
to the CM BR spectrum ?° m ay not be extended to our case since they refer to a
network of cosn ic strings rather than clouds of nite length strings. Less theoret—
ically dem anding, but m ore observationally am bitious is the possibility to test the
proposed scenario on the basis of the transition redshift zr .As Tablk 1 shows, or
the SDM model, z7 is signi cantly higher than in the other cases so that a m odel
Independent estin ate of this quantiy could be a pow erfiil discrin inating tool.

O ne of the m ost peculiar features of the SDM m odel is the m odi ed gravi-
tational potential n Eq.(24) lrading to the corrected circular velocity n Eq.(25).
Having been obtained in the weak eld lim i, such correction should be tested at
the scale of galaxies and clusters of galaxies thus o ering the possibility to test the
m odelat a very di erent level. To thisain , one should try tting the rotation curve
of spiralgalaxies to see w hether the problem oftheir atness could be solved in this
fram ew ork .M oreover, i is Interesting to check how much the halo m ass is reduced
and to com pare the reduction w ith respect to the classical N ew tonian estim ates
w ith the decreasing of ¢pym Obtained above. To this ain , low surface brightness
(LSB) galaxies are ideal candidates since they are likely dark m atter dom inated so
that system atic uncertainties on the lum inous m atter m odelling have only a m inor
In pact on the tting procedure.M oreover, the stellar m ass—to—light ratio of LSB
galaxies is well constrained so that we may x this quantity thus decreasing the
degeneracy am ong the other param eters. U sefill sam ples of LSB galaxies w th de—
tailed m easurem ents of the rotation curve are yet availabl (see, or nnstance, °°)
so that this kind of test m ay be easily in plem ented. In this sam e fram ew ork, it is
also interesting to consider the velocity dispersion curves In ellptical galaxieswhere
recent studies seem to indicate a dark m atter de cit 5.

Changing the gravitationalpotentialdoes not only alter galaxies rotation curve,
but also a ects the clustering properties and thus leads to a di erent m atter power
spectrum . It is thus interesting to com pare the predicted power soectrum w ith
those m easured from the SD SS galaxies in order to check the validity ofthe SDM
model. A sin ilar com parison hasbeen recently perfomm ed by Shirata et al.>? fortwo
phenom enologicalm odi cations ofthe law ofgravity.W e stress, how ever, that their
approach is purely em pirical and, fiirthem ore, assum es that the universe can still
be described at large scalesw ith the CDM m odel. Sihce in order to com pute the
pow er spectrum , one also needs the background H ubble param eter, i is in portant
to use an expression for H (z) that is consistent w ith the proposed m odi cation of
gravity. For the SDM m odel considered here, all the ingredients are at disposal
so that a ocoherent calculation can be perform ed. It is worth noting that such a
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test is the only one capable of probing the m odelboth at the galactic (through the
graviational potential) and cosm ological (pecause of the use of H ) scales at the
sam e tin e.

A sa concliding general rem ark, we would like to stress the need for tackling the
dark m atter and dark energy problem together taking care of what is the e ect at
the galaxy scale of any m odi cation of the fiindam ental properties of one of these
tw o com ponents. In our opionion, this could be a valid approach in elucidating the
problem s connected to the dark side of the universe.
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