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W e discuss an instability in a large class ofm odels where dark energy is coupled to m atter. In

thesem odelsthem assofthescalar�eld ism uch largerthan theexpansion rateoftheuniverse.W e

�nd m odels in which this instability is absent,and show that these m odels generically predict an

apparentequation ofstate for dark energy sm aller than -1,i.e.,super-acceleration. These m odels

have no acausalbehaviororghosts.

M O T IVA T IO N

O bservationsofdistantType Ia supernovae[1,2]and

the cosm ic m icrowave background [3]together strongly

preferan accelerated expansion oftheuniversein there-

cent past. In the standard cosm ologicalm odelthis is

accom m odated by introducing \dark energy",a com po-

nentwhich hasa signi� cantly negative pressure causing

the expansion ofthe universeto accelerate.

In the standard cosm ologicalm odel, dark energy is

com pletely decoupled from the restofthe m atterin the

universeexceptforitsgravitationale� ects.Itisinterest-

ing to consider m ore generalm odels in which the dark

m atter and dark energy have a coupling. Such m odels

could have new nontrivialsignatures in cosm ology and

structureform ation.

O nesim pleclassofsuch m odelsisam odelin which the

vacuum energy density depends on the m atter density.

W e shallconsider a class ofthese m odels in which the

dark energyrespondstochangesin them atterdensity on

a tim e scale shorterthan the expansion tim e scale. For

exam ple,one can considerm odelswith scalar� eld dark

energycoupled tom atter(e.g.,[4{10]),in which them ass

ofthescalar� eld ism uch largerthan theexpansion rate

(forexam ple,the M aVaN scenario [11]).

Asweshow below,thesem odelsgenericallysu� erfrom

an instability which welabelAZK -instability.TheAZK -

instabilitywaspointed outin thecontextofm ass-varying

neutrinos (M aVaN) [12]. A sim ilar e� ect wasidenti� ed

in the contextofuni� ed dark energy m odels [13]. This

instability can also occurin m odelsofdark energy cou-

pled to m atter, such as the M aVaN scenario [11], the

Cham eleon dark energy scenario [14]and the Cardas-

sian expansion scenario[15].Notallm odelsin theabove

scenariosarenecessarily unstable(forexam ple,[16{18]).

Thiswillbecom e clearwhen wediscussthe instability.

In thispaper,wewillconstructa largeclassofm odels

in which this instability is avoided. W e � nd that these

m odelsgenerically predictan apparentequation ofstate

(pressureoverenergy density)wD E which islessthan -1

(such a phase is labeled super-acceleration [19]). That

is,a m odelofinteracting dark energy can be incorrectly

interpreted asa theory with super-acceleration ifthein-

teractionsarenottaken into account.

For exam ple,the coupling ofdark energy to m atter

could be such that the totalm atter density decreases

m ore slowly than 1=a3 (where a is the scale factor of

the universe). W hen we interpret observations in such

a universe with a canonicalm atter density term (that

decreases with expansion as 1=a3) and dark energy,we

would infer an equation ofstate for dark energy m ore

negative than it truly is [20,21]. There is no physical

reason why thisinferred equation ofstate cannotbe be-

low -1.

This is particularly interesting because current data

seem to favora dark energy density which isalm ostcon-

stantoreven increasing with tim e [22{31].and exciting

resultscan be expected in the future [32{35]. SNIa ob-

servationscurrently favora phase ofsuper-acceleration.

FutureSNIaand CM B observationshavethepotentialto

detectsuper-acceleration [19].No othercom bination has

been shown to robustly detect the signature of super-

acceleration,although com bining SNIa and baryon os-

cillation [30]or weak lensing data set seem prom ising.

Notethata m easurem entofjusttheaverageequation of

state[36]isnotsu� cientforthispurpose[37].Thiswas

m ade explicit recently [38]using a sim ple single scalar

� eld m odel.

Scalar� eld m odelswith canonicalkineticterm salways

produce wD E > � 1. E� ective m odelswith the opposite

sign kinetic term [22,39]im ply wD E < � 1 but are un-

stable [40]unless m ore than one scalar � eld [41{45]or

quantum e� ects[46]areconsidered.M odelswith higher

derivativeterm sorscalar-tensortheoriescan giveriseto

an apparentwD E < � 1 [47],butareconstrained [48{50].

Interpreting an alternativegravity theory in the context

of 4-d G R can also lead to super-acceleration [51{56].

Som e Cardassian m odels m ay have wD E < � 1 [57{59]

whilestillsatisfying thedom inantenergy condition.An-

otherpossible way to getsuper-acceleration with no in-

stabilities is to appealto photon-axion m ixing (conver-

sion ofphotonsto axions)in a universe dom inated by a

cosm ologicalconstant(orquintessence)[60].

In ourm odels,the superacceleration arisesdue to in-

teractionsofdark energy and m atter.O urm odelsthere-

fore provide super-acceleration with none ofthe atten-

dant problem s that plague m ost of the above m odels.
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Furtherm ore,theinteractionsaregeneric;wedonotneed

to � ne-tune couplings in order to avoid theoreticalpit-

falls or observationalconstraints. W e therefore believe

that considering interactions ofdark energy is the best

way to generatem odelsofsuperacceleration.

A ZK -IN STA B ILIT Y

In thissection wewillconsiderageneralclassofm odels

in which the dark energy density iscoupled to the non-

relativistic m atter density. For an exam ple ofhow this

could occur,suppose that non-relativistic m atter parti-

clesarecoupled to a scalar� eld.Thusthe localdensity

ofthe m atterparticlescan in uence the vacuum expec-

tation value (vev)ofthe scalar� eld. The change in the

potentialofthe scalarthen a� ectsthe dark energy,thus

coupling m atterand dark energy.

In thisclassofm odels,the m atter� eldswillbe taken

tohaveam atterdensitynM .Theyarecoupled toascalar

� eld � (dark energy)through Yukawa likecouplings.W e

takethe potentialto be

E =

Z

d
3
x V (�;nM ); (1)

=

Z

d
3
x [V0(�)+ m nM + �g(�)nM ]: (2)

W e willassum e that m 2

�
= V 00

0
(�0)+ �g00(�0)nM , the

m ass-squared ofthe scalar� eld aboutitsvev �0,isvery

largesothatthe� � eld alwayssitsatthem inim um ofits

e� ectivepotential.Thisisthecentralassum ption ofour

paper.Them asswillcertainly havetobelargerthan the

expansion rateofthe universeto be consistentwith this

assum ption. W e willalso assum e thatthe m assislarge

enough tosatisfytheconstraintsim posed by experim ents

thatprobethe strength ofa � fth force.

In theabsenceofthelastterm ,thisisthepotentialen-

ergy oftwo decoupled  uids.The � rstterm corresponds

to a cosm ologicalconstantterm (since wehaveassum ed

thatthe � eld � isalwaysatthe m inim um ). The second

term is the energy density ofa dark m atter  uid with

density nM and particlem assm .

Thelastterm couplesthesetwo uids,and leadsto in-

teresting e� ects.In particular�0,thevalueofthescalar

� eld atitsm inim um isnow found bysolvingtheequation

V
0

0
(�0)+ �g

0(�0)nM = 0; (3)

whereV 0

0
and g0 arederivativesofV0 and g with respect

to �.Thus�0 isnow a function ofnM .

W e can m ake the dependence of�0 on nM explicitin

thefollowing way.Considersm alldeviationsin nM .The

vev ofthescalar� eld shiftsto accountforthischangein

nM .Taking a furtherderivative,we� nd

(V 00

0
(�0)+ �g

00(�0)nM )
@�0

@nM
+ �g

0(�0)= 0: (4)

Thisexplicitly showshow �0 variesasnM varies.

In writing Eq.2,weneglected thekineticterm in com -

parison to the potential. This is necessary ifthe scalar

� eld is to behave as dark energy and,as we now show,

consistent with our assum ption ofa large m ass for the

scalar � eld. Note that _� = _nM @�0=@nM . W orking out

this expression,we � nd that _�2=V for � = �0 is given

by (V 02

0
=V m 2

�
)( _nM =m �nM )

2. Lets look at changes to

the scalar � eld potentialaround � = �0. Unless there

are strong � ne-tunings and cancellations,we willhave

V 0

0
�� < V and m2

�
(��)2=2 < V ,which together im ply

that 2V 02

0
=V m 2

�
< 1. Hence the naturalexpectation is

that _�2=V � H2=m 2

�
. Forlarge enough m �,the kinetic

term isnegligible.

W enow show thatthereisan instabilityin thissystem .

W e startwith a con� guration where the dark m atteris

evenly distributed,and the � � eld isatitsm inim um �0

everywhere.Now considersm all uctuationsin them at-

terdensity �nM which preserve
R

�
d3x �nM = 0,i.e.,the

totalnum berin volum e �.The integralisoversom e re-

gion �,m uch sm allerthan theHubblevolum e,overwhich

the uctuationsarecoherent.Such a  uctuation leadsto

a changein thetotalenergy.Theenergy changepropor-

tionalto�nM vanishesbecauseofEq.3and thecondition

that
R

�
d3x �nM = 0.Theenergy changeto nextorderis

�E =
1

2

Z

d
3
x(�nM )

2

�
@�0

@nM

� �

m
2

�

@�0

@nM
+ 2�g0(�0)

�

(5)

= �

1

2

Z

d
3
x(�nM )

2
�
2
[g0(�0)]

2

m 2
�

(6)

Thereforetheleadingcorrectiontotheenergyisalways

negative,im plying thatthe con� guration is unstable to

the growth ofthese  uctuations.W e dub thisthe AZK -

instability.Thisinstability was� rstnoted in thecontext

ofthe M aVaN scenario [12].

W e have neglected gravity and the expansion ofthe

universein the aboveanalysis.W e neglected gravity be-

cause the relevant length scales are m uch sm aller than

the Jeanslength;the instability occurson allscalesand

hencethee� ectism ostsevereon m icroscopicscales.The

analysisabovewasthusfora region � m uch sm allerthan

that where gravity would be im portant. W e neglected

the expansion ofthe universe because the relevanttim e

scalesare m uch sm allerthan the ageofthe universe.In

addition our setup started with a sm ooth distribution

ofm atter. For this one m ust go to scales sm aller than

the free-stream ing scale of dark m atter particles. For

exam ple,the com oving free-stream ing scale ofa typical

neutralino dark m atterparticleisofthe orderofparsec.

W e do not study this system on larger cosm ologically

relevantscales. Itis,however,unlikely thatthe system

willstillable to drive the accelerated expansion ofthe

universe since the generic AZK instability is intim ately

related to the adiabaticsound speed ofthe  uid [12].

Theresultaboveassum esthatthescalar� eld ism uch
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heavier than the expansion rate ofthe universe. This

constraintiseasy to satisfy and thelargem assm akesthe

m odelm orerobustto radiativecorrections(forexam ple,

see[16]).Secondly,thecalculation isonlyvalid form odes

which have a wavelength m uch larger than 1=m �; for

shorter wavelengths,we cannot assum e that the scalar

� eld relaxesto the m inim um quickly enough.

AV O ID IN G T H E A ZK -IN STA B ILIT Y

To avoid thisinstability,welook atm oregeneralcou-

plings.

Considernow a m odelwherethe totalenergy is

E =

Z

d
3
x [V0(�)+ m nM + �g(�)nn

M
]; (7)

and we choose� > 0 withoutlossofgenerality.

Again weassum ethatthescalar� eld tracksthem ini-

m um ofthe potentialand hence wehave,

V
0

0
(�0)+ �g

0(�0)n
n

M
= 0;(8)

(V 00

0
(�0)+ �g

00(�0)n
n

M
)

�
@�0

@nM

�

+ �g
0(�0)nn

n� 1

M
= 0:(9)

Following ourearliercalculation,we� nd

�E =
1

2

Z

d
3
x

�
�nM

nM

� 2
 

�

[n�g0(�0)n
n

M
]
2

m 2
�

+ �n(n � 1)g(�0)n
n

M

�

; (10)

Therefore,the instability isavoided if

� n
2
�
2
n
n

M

[g0(�0)]
2

m 2
�

+ n(n � 1)�g(�0)> 0: (11)

W e note that the � rst term is always negative and

gets large with nM unless g0(�0) decreasesfast enough.

Looking at the second term we note that any value of

0 < n � 1isunstableindependentoftheform ofg(�)ex-

ceptfortherequirem entthatg(�0)> 0which isrequired

anyway forthe potentialto be bounded from below.

A robustwaytoavoidtheinstabilityistochoosen < 0,

which m akesthesecond term positive.Thisis,ofcourse,

notsu� cientto guarantee the inequality in Eq.11. W e

need them agnitudeofthesecond term to belargerthan

thatofthe � rst.Thisiseasy to arrange.W e again look

atchangesto thepotentialaswevary � about�0.Ifthe

potentialisnot� ne-tuned togiverisetocancellationsbe-

tween term sin theTaylorexpansion,then n�g0nn
M
�� < V

and also m 2

�
(��)2=2 < V .Putting these two expressions

togetheryields2n2�2(g0)2n2n
M
=m 2

�
< V � �gnn

M
. Hence

we see that it is natural,ifn < 0,for the inequality in

Eq.11 to be satis� ed.

Itisalso possible to avoid the instability by choosing

n > 1.However,thisregion ofm odelspacewillbeheav-

ily constrained by observations. In situationswhere the

m atterdensity getslarge,i.e.,in collapsed structures,the

lastterm in the potentialdom inates.Itwould m akethe

dark energy density in galaxies large,change structure

form ation and clustering properties ofdark m atter ha-

los. Therefore,these kinds ofm odels would be tightly

constrained. In order for these m odels to be viable,�

would have to be sm alland the m odelwould essentially

be the sam easthatwith two decoupled  uids.

Thus the requirem ent ofAZK -stability and observa-

tionalconstraints naturally lead us to consider m odels

wheren < 0.W enow look atobservationalconsequences

ofsuch a coupling.

A ZK -STA B ILIT Y A N D SU P ER -A C C ELER A T IO N

The coupling term above with n < 0 introduces a

veryinterestinge� ect:thism odelhassuper-acceleration.

Thatis,observationswillseem toshow aphasewith dark

energy equation ofstatelessthan -1.

To see this,we � rstnote thatthe observationalquan-

tity thatisim portantisthe pressure.W e will� tto the

observations a m odelwith m atter that scales with the

expansion as1=a3,and dark energy with som e equation

ofstatewD E.Notethataddingorrem ovingacom ponent

ofenergy density thatscalesas1=a3 doesnotchangethe

pressure ofthe  uid. Hence very generally Ptot = PD E.

Ptot isde� ned by theequation _V = � 3H (V + Ptot)from

which we� nd Ptot = � V0(�0)+ �g(�0)n
n

M
(n� 1).W eset

the equation ofstate wD E � Ptot=(V � m nM )and � nd,

wD E = � 1+
n�g(�0)n

n

M

V0(�0)+ �g(�)nn
M

: (12)

Now since n < 0,the second term is actually negative,

and wehavewD E < � 1 i.e.super-acceleration.

W e em phasize that this super-acceleration is notac-

com panied by any ofthe problem s norm ally associated

with theorieswith equation ofstate lessthan -1. There

isno acausalbehavior,and there are no ghosts. Thisis

becausethesuper-acceleration in ourm odelresultsfrom

an interaction which isignored in the� tting oftheory to

observations.Ifwe� tourobservationsusing a canonical

m atter density term and dark energy,then the interac-

tion hasthee� ectofm aking thethee� ectiveequation of

statefordark energy m orenegative.

SO U N D SP EED

Herewepresentan alternativederivation oftheinsta-

bility in term softhe sound speed ofthe com bined  uid.

A negativesound speed squared would signalinstability.
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O n length scalesm uch largerthan m � 1

�
,theevolution

ofthe system isadiabaticand hencethe sound speed is

c
2

a
=

_Ptot

_V
: (13)

The adiabatic sound speed in thistheory can then be

expressed as

c
2

a
=

nM @wD E=@nM + wD E (1+ wD E)

1+ wD E + m nM =(V � m nM )
: (14)

=
nM

M

"

@2V (�0;nM )

@n2
M

� m
2

�

�
@�0

@nM

� 2
#

; (15)

=
nM @wtot=@nM + wtot(1+ wtot)

1+ wtot

; (16)

wherewtot � Ptot=V istheequation ofstateofthe total

 uid.

Fora universe with an accelerating expansion wtot <

� 1=3.Forawideclassofm odelswith wtot < 0and either

thenM w
0

tot
term sub-dom inantornegative,wehavec2

a
<

0 and the system is unstable. This is just the AZK -

instability.

Letsnow look in m oredetailatEq.14.First,consider

the case where wD E > � 1: the denom inatoris positive

and ifthe w 0

D E
term is sub-dom inant or negative,then

AZK -instability sets in. It is clear that this instability

m ay notbe presentin m odelswith wD E < � 1. W e also

notethatthisinstability willlikely setin wellbeforethe

currentepoch becauseatearly tim esnM =(V � nM )� 1.

ForthiscasewherewD E(1+ wD E)> 0,thesign and m ag-

nitude ofthe nM w
0

D E
term is im portant. In particular,

the requirem entthat the nM w
0

D E
term is sub-dom inant

m ay notbe trivialto obtain [61].

W hiletheabovederivation showsushow theinstabil-

ity arises,it does not provide us with an intuitive un-

derstanding ofwhathappensto the m atter.In orderto

betterunderstand thatwe look atthe Boltzm ann equa-

tion forthe m attercoupled to a scalar� eld. The scalar

� eld givesthem atteram assterm thatcan vary spatially

and tem porally.Following AZK [12],we write down the

Boltzm ann equation for m atter neglecting gravity and

hence only valid on sm allscales.These are the scalesof

interestsincewehaveassum ed m � � H .W ewritedown

the� rstorderperturbationsto thisequation and expand

the perturbations in plane wave m odes. Denoting the

e� ective m assofthe m atterparticleby M (�)we � nd,

!�f(p;k) � (M )� 1p � k�f(p;k) (17)

+ 
� 1
�M (k)k � rpf(p)= 0: (18)

W e then � nd the perturbation to the m atter density

�nM (k)using the aboveequation.In the lim itthatm at-

terisnon-relativistic,theresultingequation hasasim ple

form .W e � nd thatthe variation in e� ective m assofthe

particleisgiven by �M (k)= (M =nM )c
2

s
�nM (k)wherewe

have de� ned cs = !=k,the sound speed ofm atter. The

aboveequation isvalid forperturbations�M on allscales

atwhich our assum ptionshold. As pointed outin [12],

there is no scale in the equation for c2
s
because we are

studying scales where it is correct to assum e that the

scalar� eld adjuststo changesin them atterdensity,and

gravity isunim portant.

W e now turn to the  uid description and write M =

V (�0;nM )=@nM .UsingEq.4ford�0=dnM ,onem aythen

obtain perturbationsin M as�M = (M =nM )c
2

a
�nM where

c2
a
isgiven by Eq.15.In thefram ework ofascalardegree

offreedom coupled to m atter,both descriptionsm ustbe

valid and hencewe� nd thatc2
s
= c2

a
.Theinstability m ay

thereforebe analyzed in term sofc2
a
.Allofouranalyses

in earliersectionsgo through ifwe work with c2
a
and we

conclude that m odels with super-acceleration provide a

genericway to avoid the AZK instability.

C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper, we have explored the possibility that

darkenergym ay interactwith m atter.Such ahypothesis

isnaturalifthe explanation fordark energy requiresex-

tra scalardegreesoffreedom .Unfortunately,aswehave

shown here,these m odelssu� erfrom a generic instabil-

ity when the m ass ofthe scalar � eld is very large. W e

haveveri� ed thatthisinstability isalsopresentin scalar-

tensor theories where the scalar plays the role ofdark

energy,and also in m odelswith m ultiple scalar� elds.

W ethen looked form odelswherethisinstability could

beavoided,and found a largeclassofsuch m odels.M ost

interestingly,wefound thatin thesem odels,theapparent

equation ofstateofthedark energy density isgenerically

sm allerthan -1.Thissuper-acceleration isa resultofthe

factthatwe� tobservationswith m odelsthathavenon-

interacting m atterand dark energy  uids.

There is a theoretical prejudice against m odels of

wD E < � 1 due to their apparent theoreticalproblem s.

The observationaldata certainly do notdisfavorwD E <

� 1. Indeed a large region of the param eter space al-

lowed by SNIa observations corresponds to a constant

wD E < � 1.Herewehaveshown thatstablem odelswith

wD E < � 1 m ay be constructed without encountering

ghosts or acausalbehavior. These m odels are no m ore

� ne-tuned than quintessence m odels. Thus theoretical

bias againstwD E < � 1 should be treated with circum -

spection,and notbegiven any weightwhen interpreting

observationaldata.
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