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W e discuss an Instability In a Jarge class of m odels where dark energy is coupled to m atter. In
these m odels the m ass of the scalar eld ismuch larger than the expansion rate of the universe. W e
nd m odels In which this instability is absent, and show that these m odels generically predict an
apparent equation of state for dark energy sm aller than -1, ie., superacceleration. T hese m odels

have no acausal behavior or ghosts.

MOTIVATION

O bservations of distant T ype Ia supemovae [L, 2] and
the cosm ic m icrow ave background [B] together strongly
prefer an accelerated expansion ofthe universe in the re—
cent past. In the standard cosm ological m odel this is
accom m odated by introducing \dark energy", a com po—
nent which has a signi cantly negative pressure causing
the expansion of the universe to accelerate.

In the standard coan ological m odel, dark energy is
com pletely decoupled from the rest of the m atter In the
universe except for its gravitationale ects. It is nterest—
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 nontrivial signatures In cosm ology and
structure form ation.

O ne sim ple classof such m odels isam odelin which the
vacuum energy density depends on the m atter density.
W e shall consider a class of these m odels In which the
dark energy responds to changes in them atter density on
a tim e scale shorter than the expansion tim e scale. For
exam ple, one can considerm odels w ith scalar eld dark
energy coupled tom atter €g., £{10]), n which them ass
ofthe scalar eld ismuch larger than the expansion rate
(for exam ple, the M aVaN scenario [11]).

A swe show below , thesem odels generically su er from
an instability which we labelA ZK -instability. The AZK —
Instability waspointed out in the context ofm assvarying
neutrinos M avaN) [L2]. A sinilare ect was identi ed
In the context of uni ed dark energy m odels [L3]. This
Instability can also occur in m odels of dark energy cou—
pld to matter, such as the M avaN scenario [L1], the
Cham eleon dark energy scenario [14] and the Cardas—
sian expansion scenario [15]. Not allm odels in the above
scenarios are necessarily unstable (for exam ple, [16{18]).
This w illbecom e clear when we discuss the Instability.

In this paper, we w ill construct a large class ofm odels
In which this instability is avoided. W e nd that these
m odels generically predict an apparent equation of state
(oressure over energy density) wpg which is less than -1
(such a phase is labeled superacceleration [19]). That
is, a m odel of interacting dark energy can be incorrectly
Interpreted as a theory w ith superacceleration if the in—

teractions are not taken into account.

For exam ple, the coupling of dark energy to m atter
could be such that the total m atter densiy decreases
more slowly than 1=a® where a is the scale factor of
the universe). W hen we interpret observations in such
a universe wih a canonical m atter density temm (that
decreases w ith expansion as 1=a®) and dark energy, we
would Infer an equation of state for dark energy m ore
negative than i truly is R0, 21]. There is no physical
reason w hy this inferred equation of state cannot be be-
ow 1.

This is particularly interesting because current data
seam to favor a dark energy density which is alm ost con—
stant or even increasing w ith tine R2{31]. and exciing
results can be expected in the future [32{35]. SN Ia ocb—
servations currently favor a phase of superacceleration.
Future SN Ia and CM B observationshave the potentialto
detect superaccelkration [L9]. N o other com bination has
been shown to robustly detect the signature of super-
acceleration, although combining SN Ia and baryon os—
cillation [B0] or weak lensing data set seem prom ising.
N ote that a m easurem ent of just the average equation of
state 6] isnot su cient for this purpose B7]. Thiswas
m ade explict recently B8] using a sin pl single scalar

eld m odel

Scalar eldm odelsw ith canonicalkinetic term salways
produce wpg > 1. E ective m odels with the opposite
sign kinetic tetrm R2, 39] mply wpg < 1 but are un-
stable K0] unless m ore than one scalar eld #1{45] or
quantum e ects 46] are considered. M odels w ith higher
derivative term s or scalartensor theories can give rise to
an apparent wpg < 1 B7], but are constrained [48{50].
Interpreting an altemative gravity theory in the context
of 4d GR can also lad to superaccekration [B1l{56].
Som e Cardassian m odels m ay have wpg < 1 B7{59]
w hile still satisfying the dom inant energy condiion. An—
other possble way to get superaccelration with no in-
stabilities is to appeal to photon-axion m xing (conver—
sion of photons to axions) in a universe dom inated by a
coam ological constant (or quintessence) [60].

In our m odels, the superacceleration arises due to in—
teractions of dark energy and m atter. O urm odels there—
fore provide superaccelration w ith none of the atten—
dant problm s that plague m ost of the above m odels.
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Furthem ore, the Interactions are generic; we do not need

to netune couplings In order to avoid theoretical pit—
falls or observational constraints. W e therefore believe

that considering Interactions of dark energy is the best

way to generate m odels of superacceleration.

AZK-INSTABILITY

In this section wew illconsidera generalclassofm odels
In which the dark energy density is coupled to the non-
relativistic m atter density. For an exam pl of how this
could occur, suppose that non-relativistic m atter parti-
cles are coupled to a scalar eld. Thus the local density
of the m atter particles can In uence the vacuum expec—
tation value (vev) of the scalar eld. The change in the
potential of the scalar then a ects the dark energy, thus
coupling m atter and dark energy.

In this class ofm odels, the m atter elds w illbe taken
tohaveam atterdensity ny . T hey are coupled to a scalar

eld (dark energy) through Yukawa like couplings. W e
take the potential to be

Z
E = &xV(;ny); @)

Z
= &Px Vo()+mny + g()wl: @)
Wewillassume that m? = V®( o) + g%( o)ny, the

m asssquared ofthe scalar eld about itsvev o, is very
large so that the eld alwayssitsat them Inimum ofis
e ective potential. T his is the central assum ption of our
paper. Them assw ill certainly have to be larger than the
expansion rate of the universe to be consistent w ith this
assum ption. W e will also assum e that the m ass is lJarge
enough to satisfy the constraints In posed by experim ents
that probe the strength ofa fth force.

In the absence of the last temm , this is the potentialen—
ergy oftwo decoupled uids. The rsttem corresponds
to a coan olbgical constant tem  (since we have assum ed
that the eld isalwaysatthem ininum). The second
term is the energy density of a dark matter uid wih
density ny and particlem assm .

The last termm couplesthesetwo uids, and leadsto in—
teresting e ects. In particular g, the value of the scalar

eld at tsm inimum isnow found by solring the equation

Vi o)+ o o)ny = 0; 3)

where V and ¢° are derivatives of Vo and g w ith respect
to .Thus  isnow a function ofny .

W e can m ake the dependence of ( on ny explicit in
the follow ing way. C onsider am alldeviations in ny . The
vev of the scalar eld shifts to account for this change in
ny . Taking a further dertvative, we nd

Sy Llo=0: @
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This explicitly showshow ( variesasny varies.

In w riting Eq. 2, we neglected the kinetic term in com —
parison to the potential. This is necessary if the scalar

eld is to behave as dark energy and, as we now show,
consistent w ith our assum ption of a large m ass for the
scalar eld. Note that _= n @ (=@ny . W orking out
this expression, we nd that 2=V for = , isgien
by VE=Vm?)my=m ny)?. Lets ook at changes to
the scalar eld potential around = . Unlss there
are strong netunings and cancellations, we will have
VY <V andm?( ¥=2 < V, which together inply
that 2V ®=vm? < 1. Hence the natural expectation is
that _>=v  H?=m?. For large enough m , the kinetic
tem is negligble.

W enow show that there isan instability in this system .
W e start wih a con guration where the dark m atter is
evenly distributed, and the eld isat tsm Ininum g
everyw here. Now consider am a uctuations In them at—
terdensity ny which preserve d°x ny = 0, ie., the
totalnumber in voluim e . The integral is over som e re—
gion ,much an allerthan the Hubbl volum e, overw hich
the uctuationsare coherent. Such a uctuation leadsto
a change in the totalenergy. T he energy change propor—
tjonaéto rny vanishesbecause ofE q. 3 and the condition

that d®x ny = 0. The energy change to next order is
lZ @ @
E=- &x(n)? — m?’—+2d(o 6
Z
1 o )T
~ I @x(n 2 22
2 m

T herefore the leading correction to the energy isalways
negative, in plying that the con guration is unstable to
the growth ofthese uctuations. W e dub this the A ZK —
Instability. T his Instability was rst noted in the context
oftheM avVaN scenario [12].

W e have neglected graviy and the expansion of the
universe in the above analysis. W e neglected gravity be-
cause the relevant length scales are much an aller than
the Jeans length; the instability occurs on all scales and
hencethee ect ism ost severe on m icroscopic scales. T he
analysisabovewas thus fora region much an aller than
that where graviy would be Im portant. W e neglected
the expansion of the universe because the relevant tim e
scales are much an aller than the age of the universe. In
addition our setup started with a smooth distribution
of m atter. For this one must go to scales sm aller than
the freestream ing scale of dark m atter particles. For
exam ple, the com oving free-stream Ing scale of a typical
neutralino dark m atter particle is of the order of parsec.
W e do not study this system on larger cosn ologically
relevant scales. It is, however, unlkely that the system
w ill still able to drive the accelerated expansion of the
universe since the generic A ZK instability is intin ately
related to the adiabatic sound speed ofthe uid [12].

T he result above assum es that the scalar eld ismuch



heavier than the expansion rate of the universe. This

constraint is easy to satisfy and the largem assm akes the

m odelm ore robust to radiative corrections (or exam ple,

see [16]) . Secondly, the calculation isonly valid form odes

which have a wavelength much larger than 1=m ; for

shorter wavelengths, we cannot assum e that the scalar
eld relaxes to them Inim um quickly enough.

AVOIDING THE AZK-INSTABILITY

To avoid this Instability, we look at m ore general cou—
plings.

Consider now a m odelw here the totalenergy is
Z

&x Wo()+mny + g()ng1; )

and we choose > 0 w ithout loss of generality.
Again we assum e that the scalar eld tracksthem Ini-
mum ofthe potential and hence we have,

Voo( 0+ g o)y =

Vol 0)+ g o)ny) 0

+ " ( o)nny T = 0:09)

M

Follow ing our earlier calculation, we nd

z 2 N
A . h ( o)ni T
2 Ny m 2
+ nm  1glony (10)
T herefore, the instability is avoided if
0
rizznﬁLs)]z+n(n 1) g(o)> 0: 11)
m

W e note that the 1rst tem is always negative and
gets large with ny unless g°( o) decreases fast enough.
Looking at the second term we note that any value of
0<n 1 isunstable independent ofthe form ofg( ) ex—
cept forthe requirem ent that g( ¢) > 0 which is required
anyw ay for the potential to be bounded from below .

A robustway to avoid the nstability isto choosen < 0,
w hich m akes the second tem positive. T his is, of course,
not su clent to guarantee the inequalty n Eq.11. W e
need the m agniude of the second tem to be larger than
that ofthe 1rst. This is easy to arrange. W e again look
at changes to the potentialaswe vary about (. Ifthe
potentialisnot ne-tuned to give rise to cancellationsbe-
tween termm s in the Taylorexpansion, thenn oni <V
and alsom ? ( F=2< V. Putting these two expressions
together yields 2n? 2 (@%)?nZ"=m? < Vv grj; . Hence
we see that i is natural, if n < 0, for the inequality in
Eqg.1ll to be satis ed.

Tt is also possible to avoid the instability by choosing
n > 1. However, this region ofm odel space w illbe heav—
ily constrained by observations. In situations where the
m atter density gets large, ie., In collapsed structures, the
last tetrm In the potential dom inates. It would m ake the
dark energy density In galaxies large, change structure
formm ation and clistering properties of dark m atter ha-—
JIos. Therefore, these kinds of m odels would be tightly
constrained. In order for these m odels to be viable,
would have to be an alland the m odelwould essentially
be the sam e as that w ith two decoupled uids.

T hus the requirem ent of A ZK -stability and observa-—
tional constraints naturally lead us to consider m odels
wheren < 0. W enow look at ocbservationalconsequences
of such a coupling.

AZK-STABILITY AND SUPER-ACCELERATION

The coupling term above wih n < 0 introduces a
very Interestinge ect: thism odelhas superacceleration.
T hat is, cbservationsw illseem to show a phasew ith dark
energy equation of state less than -1.

To see this, we rst note that the ocbservational quan—
tity that is in portant is the pressure. W e will t to the
observations a m odel w ith m atter that scales wih the
expansion as 1=a*, and dark energy w ith som e equation
ofstatewp g . N ote that adding or rem oving a com ponent
of energy density that scales as 1=a® does not change the
pressure of the uid. Hence very generally Bt = Ppg .
Piot isde ned by the equationV-=  3H (V + Py:) from
whichwe ndBoc= W( o)t gl(ony @ 1).Weset
the equation of state wpg Poot=V mrny ) and nd,

n g( o)ny
Vo( o)+ g( )ny

12)

Wpr = 1

Now since n < 0, the second tem is actually negative,
and we have wp g < 1 ie. superaccelkration.

W e am phasize that this superacceleration is not ac—
com panied by any of the problem s nom ally associated
w ith theories w ith equation of state less than -1. There
is no acausalbehavior, and there are no ghosts. This is
because the superacceleration in ourm odel resuls from
an Interaction which is ignored in the tting oftheory to
observations. Ifwe t our observationsusing a canonical
m atter density term and dark energy, then the interac—
tion hasthee ect ofm aking thethee ective equation of
state for dark energy m ore negative.

SOUND SPEED

Here we present an altemative derivation of the insta—
bility in term s of the sound speed of the combined uid.
A negative sound speed squared would signal instability.



On length scalesmuch largerthan m 1, the evolution
of the system is adiabatic and hence the sound speed is

Prot |

ng
\va

13)

T he adiabatic sound speed in this theory can then be
expressed as

ny @wpg=@ny + wpg L+ Wpg) i

< = (14)
l+"wDE+mnM=(V mny ) n
2y ; 2
M @l’lM @nM
_ Du @Wiot=@ny + Wior (L+ Wiot) ; 16)

14+ Wiot

where w ot
uid.

For a universe w ith an accelerating expansion wioe <

1=3.Foraw ide classofm odelsw ith wior < 0 and either
theny w,, termm sub-dom inant ornegative, we have & <
0 and the system is unstabl. This is just the AZK -
Instability.

Letsnow look n moredetailat Eq. 14. F irst, consider
the case where wpg > 1: the denom inator is positive
and if the wg ¢ termm is sub-dom inant or negative, then
A ZK -instability sets in. It is clear that this nstability
m ay not be present in modelswih wpg < 1.Wealo
note that this Instability w ill likely set n wellbefore the
current gpoch because at early tinesny =V Ny ) 1.
Forthiscasewherewpg (1+ wpg) > 0, the sign and m ag—
nitde of the ny wJ, tem is inportant. In particular,
the requirem ent that the ny wJ, tem is sub-dom inant
m ay not be trivialto obtain [61].

W hile the above derivation show sus how the instabil-
iy arises, it does not provide us wih an ntuiive un-—
derstanding of w hat happens to the m atter. In order to
better understand that we look at the Bolzm ann equa-
tion for the m atter coupled to a scalar eld. The scalar

eld givesthem atteram asstem that can vary spatially
and tem porally. Follow Ing AZK [12], we w rite down the
Boltzm ann equation for m atter neglecting graviy and
hence only valid on an all scales. T hese are the scales of
Interest since we have assum ed m H .Wewritedown
the rst orderperturbations to this equation and expand
the perturbations in plane wave m odes. D enoting the
e ectivem assofthem atter partickby M ( ) we nd,

P+=V is the equation of state ofthe total

a7
18)

(M)'p
+ M k)k

! £ k) k fik)

gfpE)=0:

W e then nd the perturbation to the m atter density
rny (k) using the above equation. In the lin it that m at—
ter is non-relativistic, the resulting equation hasa sin ple
form . W e nd that the variation In e ective m ass of the
partice isgivenby M ()= M =ny )& ny k) wherewe

have de ned g = !=k, the sound soeed ofm atter. The
above equation isvalid forperturbations M on allscales
at which our assum ptions hold. A s pointed out n [12],
there is no scale in the equation for ¢ because we are
studying scales where it is correct to assum e that the
scalar eld adjusts to changes in the m atter density, and
graviy is unim portant.

W e now tum to the uid description and write M =
V ( o;niy )=@ny .UshgEqg.4 ord ¢=dny ,onem ay then
obtain perturbationsinM as M = M =ny )& ny where
¢ isgiven by Eq.15. In the fram ew ork ofa scalar degree
of freedom coupled to m atter, both descriptionsm ust be
valid and hencewe ndthat@ = . The instability m ay
therefore be analyzed in tem s ofcfi . Allofour analyses
in earlier sections go through ifwe work with & and we
conclude that m odels w ith super-accelkration provide a
generic way to avoid the A ZK instability.

CONCLUSION S

In this paper, we have explored the possbility that
dark energy m ay interact w ith m atter. Such a hypothesis
is natural if the explanation for dark energy requires ex—
tra scalar degrees of freedom . Unfortunately, as we have
shown here, these m odels su er from a generic instabilk
ity when the m ass of the scalar eld is very large. W e
haveveri ed that this instability isalso present in scalar-
tensor theories where the scalar plays the role of dark
energy, and also in m odels w th m ultiple scalar elds.

W e then looked form odels w here this instability could
be avoided, and found a large class of such m odels. M ost
Interestingly, we found that in thesem odels, the apparent
equation of state ofthe dark energy density is generically
an aller than -1. T his superacceleration isa result ofthe
fact that we t observationsw ith m odels that have non-
Interacting m atter and dark energy uids.

There is a theoretical prejidice against m odels of
wWpe < 1 due to their apparent theoretical problem s.
T he observational data certainly do not disfavorwpg <

1. Indeed a large region of the param eter space al-
lowed by SN Ia observations corresoonds to a constant
1. Here we have shown that stable m odels w ith
Wpg < 1 may be constructed w ithout encountering
ghosts or acausal behavior. These m odels are no m ore

netuned than quintessence m odels. Thus theoretical
bias against wpg < 1 should be treated w ith circum —
spection, and not be given any weight when interpreting
observationaldata.
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