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Interacting dark matter-dark energy (IDMDE) models can be taken to account as one of the
present challenges that may affect the cosmic structures. The main idea of such models is that the
mass of dark matter particles can be specified by their interactions with a scalar field whose energy
density is characterized by dark energy. In this work, we propose to study the integrated SachsWolfe (ISW) effect in IDMDE models. To this end, we initially introduce a theoretical framework
for IDMDE models. Moreover, we briefly discuss the stability conditions of IDMDE models and by
specifying a simple functional form for the energy density transfer rate, we calculate the perturbation
equations. In the following, we calculate the amplitude of the matter power spectrum for the IDMDE
model and compare it with the corresponding result obtained from the ΛCDM model. Furthermore,
we calculate the amplitude of the ISW auto-power spectrum as a function of multipole order l for
the IDMDE model. The results indicate that the amplitude of the ISW auto-power spectrum in the
IDMDE model for different phantom dark energy equations of state behaves similar to the one for
the ΛCDM model, whereas, for the quintessence dark energy equations of state, the amplitude of
the ISW-auto power spectrum for the IDMDE model should be higher than the one for the ΛCDM
model. Also, it turns out that the corresponding results by different values of the coupling parameter
demonstrate that ξ is inversely proportional to the amplitude of the ISW-auto power spectrum in
the IDMDE model. Finally, by employing four different surveys, we calculate the amplitude of the
ISW-cross power spectrum as a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE model. The results
exhibit that the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum for the IDMDE model for all values
of ωx is higher than the one obtained for the ΛCDM model, while deviations are still less than 0.1
order of magnitude. Also, it turns out that the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum in the
IDMDE model changes inversely with the value of coupling parameter ξ.
Keywords: Interacting Dark Sector; Integrated Sachs-Wolfe Effect; Power Spectrum; Cross-Correlation.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The standard model of cosmology, the Lambda cold
dark matter (ΛCDM) model, gained big success in explaining wide observations in large-scale physics. This
success is due to the great efforts to set up cosmological
surveys like the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [1–
4], type Ia supernovae [5, 6] , galaxy surveys [7, 8], and
weak lensing [9, 10]. All these surveys have confirmed
the ΛCDM [11], which shows the entire matter budget of
the Universe consists primarily of cold dark matter and
dark energy in the present-time Universe.
Recently, some serious tensions in observational data
have opened some new windows to think about the nature of dark energy and dark matter beyond the ΛCDM
model. The most impressive examples of so-called tensions between the ΛCDM predictions can be deduced
from the latest analysis of the Planck collaboration
[4] and independent observational of the distance ladder measurements. These measurements employ close
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cepheids as anchors for measuring the Hubble parameter
H0 that measures the expansion rate of the Universe.
Hubble space telescope (HST) has measured this tension through local distance ladder measurements, and the
supernova H0 for the equation of state (SH0ES) collaboration reports H0 = 74.03 ± 1.42 km s−1 Mpc−1 [12],
which is at a 4.4σ difference to the value measured by
the Planck satellite, i.e., H0 = 67.4 ± 0.5 km s−1 Mpc−1
[4]. Another tension is the value of σ8 , which represents
the amount of late-time matter clustering. To this end,
some surveys such as the kilo degree survey (KiDS) [13]
and the dark energy survey (DES) [10, 14, 15] have been
utilized, resulting in tensions in σ8 measurements of the
order of 2 ∼ 3 σ.
Many different studies have been performed to solve
these tensions [16], including models that question the
nature of dark matter or dark energy, which can be studied in mass-temperature relation [17] and scaling relation
[18] in the galaxy clusters. Moreover, various cosmological aspects have been discussed, while considering other
dark matter candidates [19–23]. A model that has been
studied extensively is the interaction between dark matter and dark energy (henceforth IDMDE), see e.g., [24]
for a recent review.
Another interesting approach to constrain dark energy
models is to investigate the integrated Sachs-Wolfe (ISW)
effect in the observational data in such a way that the
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cross-correlation between the ISW signal and the galaxy
distribution can be specified. The ISW effect is an additional effect associated with the time-dependence gravitational potential as photons pass through the observable
Universe. It should be noted that gravitational potentials
are constant in time during the matter-dominated era.
Hence, emitted photons from the last scattering surface
do not change during the matter-dominated era. Except
at very large scales, the amplitude of the ISW fluctuations tends to be smaller than that of fluctuations originating at the epoch of the last scattering. However,
the CMB fluctuations were created much more recently.
Therefore, they are expected to be partially correlated
with tracers of the large-scale matter distribution, such
as distant galaxies. In this way, the ISW effect results in
a new direction in observational cosmology to constrain
cosmological models with time-varying potentials.
Since the ISW affects the redshift of the measurement
as an integrated effect on large redshift ranges (from the
last scattering surface to now) can be more sensitive to
variations in dark energy properties. In this regard, calculation of the ISW effect can be a convenient criterion
for studying dark energy [25] and can probe some modifications of the ΛCDM model such as interacting dark
sector models and modified gravity [26–29].
In this work, we calculate the ISW effect within the
framework of an IDMDE model. In this respect, the
outline of this work is structured as below. In Sec. II,
we describe the theoretical framework of IDMDE models. In this regard, by considering a perturbed metric for
the inhomogeneous Universe, we determine density and
velocity perturbation equations. Then in Sec. III, we
briefly discuss the stability conditions of IDMDE models
and rewrite the perturbation equations by determining
a simple functional form for the energy density transfer
rate. Furthermore, in Sec. V, we calculate the ISW effect
within the context of IDMDE models and compare our
results with that of the ΛCDM model. Finally, we scrutinize the results and summarize the findings in Sec. V.

II.

INTERACTING DARK MATTER-DARK
ENERGY MODELS

Astrophysical and cosmological experiments such as
the measurement of temperature anisotropies from the
CMB [2], large-scale structure evaluations [30–33], the integrated Sachs-Wolfe effect [34–37], luminosity distances
estimation via supernovae type Ia [38–42], and weak lensing predictions [43] demonstrate that the late-time Universe is passing an accelerated expansion phase. In this
regard, the standard model of cosmology suggests an unknown relativistic matter component with negative pressure, referred to as dark energy, to explain the accelerated
expansion phase in the late-time Universe. It is believed
that dark energy is currently about 75% of the total density of the Universe and the remaining 25% is specified
by the density of nonrelativistic matter component (i.e.,

dark matter and baryon) and very small amounts of relativistic particles (i.e., neutrinos and photons). Thus, the
dynamics of the accelerated expansion phase may be referred to as a theoretical paradigm called the cosmological constant. However, providing a cosmological constant
to justify the accelerated expansion phase in the late-time
Universe, despite all advantages, would not be perfect. In
other words, the discrepancy between observed values of
cosmological constant and theoretical predictions of zeropoint energy leads to an issue known as the cosmological
constant problem [44]. Additionally, observational experiments suggest that in the present-time Universe the
ratio of the dark energy density to the matter one is of
the order of unity, which requires special conditions to
be satisfied in the early Universe. The question that may
arise is why now ρDM /ρDE ∼ O(1)?, which is known as
the coincidence problem [45].
In order to address these problems, one can consider
an interaction between the components of the dark sectors (i.e., matter and energy) in such a way that the ratio
ρDM /ρDE includes an evolution from a constant and unstable value in the early Universe to a lower constant and
stable value in the late-time Universe and well explain the
accelerated expansion era [46, 47]. In this regard, dark
matter and dark energy densities do not evolve independently. On the other hand, one assumes that photon and
baryon can not be coupled to dark energy. Hence, they
do not contribute to interactions. Also, radiation can be
neglected, as the focus is on the formation of structures
in the late-time Universe [48].
Let us start with the Bianchi identity, ∇ν Gµν = 0,
which implies the energy-momentum conservation within
the framework of the standard model of cosmolgy. While
it leads to an interacting term in the continuity equations
of dark energy and dark matter fluids in interacting models. In such a scenario, dark sector energy-momentum
tensors cannot be conserved:
∇µ TAµν = QνA ,

(1)

where Qν is the four vector energy-momentum transfer
rate, and subscript “A” is allowed to be “x” (for dark
energy) and “c” (for dark matter). It is essential to remind that the energy-momentum tensor of the total dark
sector is conserved, namely
X
X
∇µ TAµν =
QνA = 0,
(2)
A

Qνc

A

−Qνx .

which implies
=
In order to investigate the impact of interacting models at large scales, one can assume a spatially flat and
expanding Universe governed by a perfect fluid. In
light of such considerations, the evolution of the energymomentum density is determined by taking ν = 0.
Therefore, one can have the following energy balance
equations for dark matter and dark energy
ρ0c + 3Hρc = −a2 Q0 = −aQ,

(3)

3
ρ0x + 3H(1 + ωx )ρx = a2 Q0 = aQ,

(4)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to the conformal time τ , a(τ ) is the scale factor, Q ≡ Q0 /a is
a coupling parameter called the energy density transfer
rate, H = a0 /a is the conformal Hubble parameter and
ωx = px /ρx is the dimensionless parameter of the equation of state related to dark energy. In the framework
of IDMDE models one can assume a flat Universe with
the Friedman-Lemaı̂tre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric and pressureless dark matter, i.e., ωc = pc /ρc = 0.
Note that Eqs. (3) and (4) can also be reformed as follows:
ρ0c + 3H(1 + ωcef f ) = 0,

(5)

ρ0x + 3H(1 + ωxef f ) = 0.

(6)

In these relations, ωcef f and ωxef f are effective parameters
of dark matter and dark energy equations of state that
can be obtained as follows:
ωcef f =

aQ
,
3Hρc

ωxef f = ωx −

aQ
.
3Hρx

(7)

(8)

As mentioned earlier, Q is the energy density transfer
rate, which implies for Q > 0 the direction of energy
transfer is from dark matter to dark energy, and vice
versa. In addition, the energy density transfer rate leads
to the modification in the redshift evolution of dark sector components. For instance, if Q > 0, the redshift evolution of dark matter will be faster. Thus, there could
have been more dark matter at higher redshifts compared
to noninteracting models [49]. Actually, different forms
have been proposed for the energy density transfer rate
[50–54]. Throughout this work, we focus on Q ∝ Hρx .
On the other hand, special attention should be paid to
the fact that in order to provide suitable conditions for
the structure formation, interacting models must be protected from instabilities that may impose to models. To
this end, the stability of interacting models needs to be
addressed that will be discussed in more detail in Sec. III.

A.

The Inhomogeneous Universe

Although on large scales, the Universe seems simple and can be considered as an isotropic and homogeneous Universe, it contains structures such as galaxies
and galaxy clusters on smaller scales. Therefore, to describe these structures, the presence of inhomogeneities
seems to be necessary on smaller scale.These structures
can be considered as a result of the collapse of density
fluctuations that have exceeded their threshold. During

the early stages of the evolutionary Universe, inhomogeneities in matter density can arise due to the gravitational instabilities. This leads to the formation of structures that can be observed in the present-time Universe.
Therefore, to justify the structure formation on small
scales, a perturbed metric can be considered as
ds2 = (ḡµν + δgµν )dxµ dxν ,

(9)

where ḡµν demonstrates the unperturbed background
metric and |δgµν |  1 reffers to small perturbations.
Given that vector perturbations decay very quickly and
tensor perturbations do not induce perturbations in the
perfect fluid, it makes sence to consider scalar perturbations for linear fluctuations. Hence, the perturbed
FLRW metric within a homogeneous and isotropic Universe takes the following form [24]

2
2
ds = a (τ ) − (1 + 2φ) dτ 2 + 2∂i Bdτ dxi +

i
j
[(1 − 2ψ)δij + 2∂i ∂j E] dx dx ,
(10)
where τ is the conformal time, φ, ψ, B and E are the
scalar metric perturbations, and dτ = dt/a.
Moreover, in the rest frame of fluid “A”, the sound
speed, csA , is equal to the propagation velocity of pressure fluctuations [55]:
c2sA =

δPA
δρA

.

(11)

rest frame

Also, the adiabatic sound speed can be defined as [55]
c2aA ≡

dPA
ω0
= ωA + 0 A .
dρA
ρA /ρA

(12)

If a barotropic equation of state is considered, then both
Eqs. (11) and (12) will be equal. Hence, in the presence
of a constant ω, the adiabatic sound speed will reduce to
c2a = ω. Besides, the sound speed would be imaginary if
we consider dark energy as an adiabatic fluid, i.e., c2sx =
c2ax = ωx < 0, which leads to instabilities in dark energy
[55]. This issue can be addressed by demanding c2sx > 0.
It should be mentioned that in this work we set c2sx = 1
in the calculations.
To calculate the matter power spectrum numerically
within the context of interacting models, a modified version of the Code for Anisotropies in the Microwave Background (CAMB) [56] must be employed. For this purpose, the code has been adopted to solve the IDMDE
Friedmann equation. Note that the CAMB code solves
the Friedmann equation of the ΛCDM model in its standard form. For the chosen energy density transfer rate as
Q ∝ Hρx , analytical solutions for both energy densities,
i.e., ρc and ρx , can be specified. The CAMB code requires
the energy densities as functions of the scale factor. To
do this, one has to solve two coupled Eqs. (3) and (4)
as functions of scale factor. Furthermore, compared to
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the ΛCDM model, Q modifies linear perturbations that
must be considered in the modified version of the CAMB
code.
By taking the perturbed part of Eq. (1) in terms of the
Fourier space, evolution equations of the dimensionless
density perturbation δA = δρA /ρA (the continuity equai
tion) and of the velocity perturbation equation θA ≡ ∂i vA
(the Euler equation) for derk sector components can be
calculated as follows:



h0
0
δx = − (1 + ωx ) θx +
− 3H c2sx − ωx
2


θx
θx
× δx + 3H (1 + ωx ) 2 − 3Hωx0 2
k
k


aQ
δQ
θ
x
2
+
(13)
−δx +
+ 3H(csx − ωx ) 2 ,
ρx
Q
k

c2sx
θx0 = −H 1 − 3c2sx θx +
k 2 δx
(1 + ωx )
"
 #
aQ θc − 1 + c2sx θx
,
+
ρx
1 + ωx

δc0





h0
aQ
δQ
= − θc +
+
,
δc −
2
ρc
Q
θc0 = −Hθc .

(14)

(15)

(16)

In these relations, k is the wavenumber of Fourier mode
and h(τ, ~k) is the synchronous field in the k-space [57].
As can be seen, the dark matter velocity perturbation
equation is the same as the uncoupled one, since there is
no momentum transfer in the dark matter frame. Thus,
one can consistently set θc = 0 in a synchronous gauge
[55].
In the next section, we will briefly discuss the stability
conditions within the framework of IDMDE models.
III.

STABILITY AND INSTABILITY

As mentioned earlier, the large-scale stability of IDMDE models is very important, because the Universe
would not yield structure formations without stable perturbations [50]. But it should be noted that IDMDE
models may initially suffer from non-adiabatic instabilities on large scales. These instabilities take place due
to the presence of the coupling terms in the propagation
of dark energy pressure waves [49, 58, 59]. It should be
noted that Eqs. (13)-(16) are obtained in the rest frame
of dark matter, while the sound speed of dark energy, c2sx ,
should be evaluated in the rest frame of dark energy. As
a result, one can specify the pressure perturbation in the
rest frame of sound speed as follow [60]:
δpx = c2sx δρx − (c2sx − c2ax )ρ0x

θx
.
k2

(17)

If there is an interaction between dark sector components
(i.e., in the presence of a nonzero Q), the dark energy
pressure perturbation in terms of the density perturbation can be deduced from Eqs. (4) and (17) as

 Hθx
δpx
= c2sx + 3 c2sx − c2ax 1 + ωxeff 2
δρx
k δx

Hθx
= c2sx + 3 c2sx − c2ax (1 + ωx ) (1 + d) 2 , (18)
k δx
where d represents the doom factor and is defined as:
d≡−

aQ
.
3Hρx (1 + ωx )

(19)

In Ref. [58], it has been stated that the stability or
instability of interacting models depends on the doom
factor in such a way that for d > 1, i.e., strong coupling regime, an exponential growth of the dark energy
perturbations leads to the large-scale instability. In the
mentioned reference the CAMB and Cosmological MonteCarlo (CosmoMC) codes have been employed with type
Ia supernova and CMB data. As a result, it has been
shown that the best fit case can be obtained when d < 0,
which is stable and consistent with observational data.
In other words, the negative doom factor can guarantee
the stability of IDMDE models.
In this work, we choose a specific functional form of
the energy density transfer rate as
Q = 3Hξ(1 + ωx )ρx ,

(20)

where ξ is the coupling parameter. According to Ref. [61],
the novelty of the selected form for the energy density
transfer rate is it includes the factor (1 + ωx ). This factor
can be simplified by the expression in the denominator
of Eq. (19) and only a simple constraint on the coupling
parameter remains. In other words, the model can alleviate large-scale perturbation instability if and only if the
coupling parameter adheres to ξ ≥ 0. Under these situations, once the energy density transfer rate is determined,
Eqs. (13)-(16) can be reformed as follows:



h0
0
δx = − (1 + ωx ) θx +
− 3H c2sx − ωx
2


θx
× δx + 3H (1 + ωx ) 2 + 3Hξ (1 + ωx )
k


0
θ + h /2
θx
2
+ 3H(csx − ωx ) 2 ,
×
(21)
3H
k

c2sx
θx0 = −H 1 − 3c2sx θx +
k 2 δx
(1 + ωx )

 
+3Hξ θc − 1 + c2sx θx ,


ρx
h0
δc0 = − θc +
+ 3Hξ (1 + ωx )
2
ρc
!
h0
θ+ 2
× δc − δx −
,
3H

(22)

(23)

5
ΛCDM
ωx =-1.0230
10

4

ωx =-1.5
ωx =-1.2

P(k) [h -3 Mpc3 ]

TABLE I: Mean values of the free cosmological parameters
for the ΛCDM and IDMDE models.
Parameter ΛCDM model
IDMDE model
+0.0001+0.0003
Ωb h2
0.02230 ± 0.00014 0.0223−0.0001−0.0003
+0.0014+0.0030
2
0.1188 ± 0.0010 0.1183−0.0014−0.0029
Ωc h
+0.0003+0.0006
100 θMC 1.04093 ± 0.00030 1.0406−0.0003−0.0006
+0.0161+0.0315
τ
0.066 ± 0.012
0.0663−0.0162−0.0319
+0.0036+0.0071
ns
0.9667 ± 0.0040 0.9760−0.0038−0.0070
+0.0311+0.0605
10
ln(10 As )
3.064 ± 0.023
3.0722−0.0288−0.0616
H0
67.74 ± 0.46
68.4646+0.8199+1.3348
−0.7380−1.3616
−1.000
−1.0230+0.0329+0.0527
ωx
−0.0257−0.0603
+0.0091+0.0507
ξ
0.0360−0.0360−0.0360

ωx =-0.8
ωx =-0.6

1000

100

10

10

-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

k[h Mpc-1 ]

θc0 = −Hθc .

(24)

ΛCDM
ξ=0.0360
10

4

ξ=1
ξ=0.8

3

Mpc ]

ξ=0.4
ξ=0.001

1000

P(k) [h

-3

Up to here, we have described the theoretical framework and stability conditions of IDMDE models. In the
following, we will calculate the ISW effect within the context of such models.

IV.

THE INTEGRATED SACHS-WOLFE
EFFECT

100

10

From the last scattering surface to us, CMB photons
move through the gravitational potential of the matter,
like the galaxy clusters. When photons move into a gravitational potential well, they become blueshifted. On the
other hand, they will be redshifted as they move out of
the gravitational potential. During about the 13.8 billion
years it takes the first free photons to reach us, they pass
through different gravitational potential wells. Therefore, the shifts we see will be accumulated along the observer’s line of sight, which can potentially reveal some
phenomenological aspects of the late-time Universe.
To derive the ISW power spectrum, one can start with
the matter power spectrum. To do this, we modify the
publicly available CAMB package [56], and employ mean
values of Table I. The second column of this table shows
the cosmological parameters of the ΛCDM model, derived from the CMB temperature fluctuations measured
by Planck with the addition of external data sets. Error
bars are given at 68% confidence level [3], and the third
column reveals the mean values of the free and derived
cosmological parameters with their errors at 68.3% and
95.4% confidence regions for the IDMDE model [61].
In Fig. 1, we have shown the matter power spectrum in
the present-time Universe, while considering the IDMDE
model, and have compared it with the corresponding result obtained from ΛCDM model. The top panel of this
figure is plotted for different values of the dimensionless
parameter of the dark energy equation of state. As can
be seen from this figure, the peak position of the matter power spectrum is shifted toward larger scales (i.e.,
toward smaller k) in ωx = −1.5 and increasing in the
matter power spectrum. Also, the peak of the matter

10

-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

-1

k[h Mpc ]

FIG. 1: The matter power spectrum as a function of comoving wavenumber k for the IDMDE and ΛCDM models.Top:
For different values of the dimensionless parameter of dark
energy equation of state ωx . Bottom: For different values of
the coupling parameter ξ. For the upper panel, the coupling
paramete is kept fixed as ξ = 0.0360, and for the lower panel,
the dimensionless parameter of dark energy equation of state
is set to be ωx = −1.0230.

power spectrum is shifted toward smaller scales (i.e., toward larger k) in ωx = −0.6 and decreasing in the matter power spectrum. In addition, in the bottom panel
of this figure, similar calculations are performed for different values of the coupling parameter ξ. As it turns
out, the coupling parameter ξ does not yield meaningful changes in the matter power spectrum of the IDMDE
model, and only a very slight deviation from the ΛCDM
model is distinguishable on small scales.
Moreover, it is known that the gravitational potential
is constant for a matter-dominated Universe and therefore does not yield ISW signal. Hence, just as we are looking for it to be, the ISW effect can serve as an indicator
of something different from ordinary pressureless matter.
Moreover, the late-time ISW effect is referred to the integrated differential gravitational redshift caused by the
evolution of gravitational potentials along the path traveled by photons. In this regard, on large angular scales,
the ISW effect produces a weak positive correlation for
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ℱ (a)

0.4

ΛCDM
ωx =-1.0230

0.2

ωx =-0.6
ωx =-0.8

da

dℱ (a)

all frequencies [62].
On the other hand, the ISW effect is the main secondary anisotropy at large angles (i.e., at low l) that
reflects the decay of the gravitational potential. A direct way to specify the late-time ISW effect is to crosscorrelate the large-angle CMB anisotropies with largescale structures at low redshifts such as angular galaxy
correlations. Therefore, the temperature anisotropy due
to the ISW effect is specified by taking an integration on
the time-varing quantity, (φ − ψ), along the line-of-sight
[29, 63], i.e.,

ωx =-1.2

0.0

ωx =-1.5

- 0.2

0.1

0.2

0.5

1

a

ISW

2
c2

1

∂φ
da
∂a

adec
Z χH

2
=− 3
c

a2 H(a)

0

∂φ
dχ,
∂a

(25)

where TCMB = 2.725 K is the CMB temperature, adec
is the time at which photons decouple, c is the velocity
of light in vacuum. Also, χ is the comoving distance
between the CMB and us that can be calculated as a
function of scale factor, namely
Z
χ(a) =
0

1

c da
a2 H(a)

.

(26)

0.4

ΛCDM
ξ=0.0360

0.2

ξ=0.001
ξ=0.4

da

=

ℱ (a)

∆T
TCMB

dℱ (a)

ΘISW =

Z

ξ=0.8

0.0

ξ=1

- 0.2

0.1

Moreover, if the perturbations are sufficiently within
the horizon, the Poisson’s equation would allow us to
relate the matter fluctuation field, δm , to the potential
at late times [64, 65]. Hence, one can have
φ(k, a) = −

3 2 2
δm (k, a)
a H (a) Ωm (a)
,
2
k2

(27)

where Ωm (a) is the dimensionless matter density parameter. In this regard, by using Eqs. (25) and (27), the
temperature anisotropy due to the ISW effect can take
the following form:
Z
3 χH 2
∂F(a) δm (k, a = 1)
ΘISW = 3
a H(a)
dχ. (28)
c 0
∂a
k2
In this relation, F(a) is defined as
F(a) ≡ a2 H 2 (a)Ωm (a)D+ (a),

(29)

where D+ (a) = δm (k, a)/δm (k, a = 1) is the linear growth
factor.
In Fig. 2, we have depicted the time evolution of the
ISW source term, F(a), and its derivative with respect
to the scale factor, dF(a)/da, as functions of scale factor.
It is clear from Eq. (29) that in the present-time Universe
(i.e., at a = 1), both models converge at F(a) = Ωm,0 .
It can be turned out form the top panel of this figure that for the case of phantom dark energy (i.e., for
ωx < −1), compared to the result obtained for the ΛCDM
model, lower values of F(a) can be achieved at higher redshifts within the framework of the IDMDE model. Also,

0.2

0.5

1

a

FIG. 2: The time evolution F(a) of the ISW source term and
its derivative dF(a)/da as functions of scale factor a, for the
IDMDE and ΛCDM models. Top: For different values of
the dark energy equation of state ωx . Bottom: For different
values of the coupling parameter ξ.

the quintessence dark energy (i.e., ωx > −1) in the IDMDE model leads to higher values of F(a) than that
obtained from the ΛCDM one. Additionally, dF/da in
the IDMDE model is similar to the corresponding result
obtained from the ΛCDM model at high redshifts , while
it deviates from the ΛCDM model at low redshifts. On
the other hand, the bottom panel of this figure demonstrates that at higher redshifts for all nonvanishing values of the coupling parameter, F(a) in the IDMDE model
takes lower values than the corresponding result obtained
from the ΛCDM model.
If the dark sectors are not coupled, matter density will
be proportional to ρm (a) ∝ a−3 . Hence, one can have
the following relation for the matter density
Ωm (a)
H2
= 3 20 .
Ωm,0
a H (a)

(30)

However, in the framework of IDMDE models the above
equation cannot be used. Therefore, one has to solve the
modified conservation equations for the IDMDE model
(i.e., Eq. (2)). Due to this consideration, the matter den-
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where f (z) = b(z)dN/dz is the redshift distribution function of the observed samples, b(z) is the galaxy bias that
relates the visible matter distribution to dark matter, and
dN/dz is the redshift distribution function of the survey
in the comoving distance. Moreover, by using of a CMB
map and a survey of galaxies, one can define the angular
auto-correlation and cross-correlation as
C TT ≡ ΘISW ΘISW ,
C Tg ≡ ΘISW δg .

(33)

Note that in the absence of massive neutrinos, the evolution of density fluctuations is separable in wavenumber
k and redshift z on linear scales. Hence, by employing
Eqs. (28), (32), and (33), angular auto-correlation and
cross-correlation can be obtained as follows:
TT
CISW
(l ) =

Rχ
0

H

WT2 (χ) H04
l + 1/2
P (k =
)dχ,
2
4
χ
k
χ

WT (χ)Wg (χ) H02
l + 1/2
P (k =
)dχ,
0
χ2
k2
χ
(34)
where P (k) is the present-time matter power spectrum,
Wl is the weight function, and k = (l + 1/2)/χ is obtained through the Limber approximation of the small
angle (i.e., large l ) [64, 66].
C

Tg

(l ) =

Rχ

H

A.

Redshift Distribution

The redshift distribution of galaxies in galaxy surveys
is crucial for cosmological analyses. In this regard, a

3.0
SDSS
DUNE
2.5

Euclid- Like
NVSS

2.0

dN/dz

sity for the IDMDE model can be represented as follows:


−1 + a3(ω(−1+ξ)+ξ)
ρc,0 + ρb,0 −
ρx,0
H2
Ωm (a)
ω(−1 + ξ) + ξ

.
= 20
Ωm
H (a)
ρc,0 + ρb,0 a3
(31)
It is known that on small scales, the ISW effect should
be small. Nevertheless, the most significant ISW effects
usually occur in large-scale potentials, where cosmic variance is most problematic. In other words, the ISW effect
is severely limited when it comes to providing information about dark energy due to cosmic variance at large
angular scales. Although it is not ideal, galaxies can be
the convenient option for tracer of large-scale structures
in the late-time Universe. An analysis of the correlation
between ISW temperature and galaxy density can reveal
potential wells and hills that may lead to anisotropies
[35]. In addition, in order to better understand galaxy
clusters, large-scale structure surveys should be employed
that calculate the abundance of galaxy clusters as a function of redshift. Correspondingly, the density of galaxies
can be calculated using the following integral
Z
H
δg =
f (z)δm (k, a)dχ,
(32)
c

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

z

FIG. 3: Photometric redshift distributions for the four catalogs used for the cross-correlation (dN/dz curves are normalised to unity).

spectroscopic and/or multi-band photometric calibration
survey of a small patch of sky typically yields this information [67]. As mentioned earlier, to compute the
cross-correlation between CMB and large-scale structure,
the redshift distribution function of the observed galaxies seems to be necessary. It is important to note that
each survey has a unique photometric redshift distribution and histogram function. In this work, four surveys
are considered:
(i) Dark Universe Explorer (DUNE) survey is designed
to detect both visible light and three near-infrared bands.
The main mission of this survey is to probe weak gravitational lensing candidates and the ISW effect. The redshift distribution function of this survey is defined as follow:

−1  2
  α∗ 
3
z
z
z∗
fDUNE (z) = beff
Γ( )
exp −
,
α∗ α∗
z∗
z∗
(35)
where beff , z∗ and α∗ are free parameters to be determined, and Γ(x) is the Gamma funcion.
(ii) The National Radio Astronomy Observatory
(NRAO) Very Large Array (VLA) Sky Survey (NVSS)
is a continuum survey that is covering about 82% of the
sky. The redshift distribution function of this survey has
the following form:


α∗ z
α∗α∗ +1 z α∗
exp −
.
(36)
fNVSS (z) = beff
Γ(α∗ ) z∗α∗ +1
z∗
(iii) The Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) is an
imaging and spectroscopic survey that collect galaxies,
quasars, and stars. The redshift distribution of the main
photometric SDSS galaxy sample (SDSS-MphG) is specified as fllow:
  α∗ 
α∗
zm
z
fSDSS (z) = beff
exp
−
. (37)
m+1
z
Γ( m+1
)
z
∗
∗
α∗
(iv) The Euclid-like mission will investigate the
distance-redshift relations of galaxies out to redshift z ∼

8
ΛCDM

TABLE II: Redshift distribution parameters for DUNE,
NVSS, SDSS and Euclid-like surveys.
beff
1.00
1.98
1.00
1.00

z∗
0.640
0.790
0.113
0.700

α∗
1.500
1.180
1.197
-

m
3.457
-

ωx =-0.6

((l (l+1)) ClTT )/(2 π)

Survey
DUNE
NVSS
SDSS
Euclid-like

ωx =-1.0230
1. × 10

-12

5. × 10

-13

B.

The ISW Power Spectrum

In Fig. 4, we have shown the amplitude of the ISWISW
as a function of multipole
auto power spectrum CTT
order l = (10 − 100) for the IDMDE and ΛCDM models. The black lines show the theoretical prediction for
the ΛCDM model, while the red lines indicate the theoretical prediction for the IDMDE model with the best
fit values. As can be seen from the figure, the IDMDE
model behaves similar to the ΛCDM model for different phantom dark energy equations of state, whereas,
for the quintessence dark energy equations of state, the
amplitude of the ISW-auto power spectrum for the IDMDE model is higher than that obtained from the ΛCDM
model. Additionally, we have demonstrated the results
for different values of the coupling parameter ξ. The results indicate that the value of the coupling parameter
ξ is inversely proportional to the amplitude of the ISWauto power spectrum in the IDMDE model.
Moreover, in Fig. 5, we have depicted the amplitude
of the ISW-cross power spectrum as a function of multipole order l = (10 − 100) for the DUNE survey, while
considering the IDMDE model, and have compared it
with the corresponding result obtained from the ΛCDM
model. As can be seen from the figure, the amplitude
of the ISW-cross power spectrum for the IDMDE model

ωx =-1.2
ωx =-1.5

1. × 10

-13

5. × 10

-14

2. It is currently scheduled to launch in 2023. For
this survey, the redshift distribution takes the following
form [68, 69]
"   #
3/2
3 2
z
fEuclid−like (z) = beff
z
exp
−
. (38)
2z∗3
z∗

10

20

50

100

l

ΛCDM
ξ=0.0360

((l (l+1)) ClTT )/(2 π)

As can be seen from Eqs. (35)-(38), there are some free
parameters that should be specified. To this end, the
best-fit values of these parameters have been presented
in Table II.
In Fig. 3, we have also shown the photometric normalized redshift distribution for the mentioned surveys
as a function of redshift. Obviously, the NVSS survey
yields the widest redshift coverage, whereas the SDSS
survey leads to the narrowest redshift coverage. Also,
DUNE and Euclid-like surveys provide an intermediate
range of redshifts coverage. For more information such
as sky coverage, number of sources, and the analytical
approximation, see [64, 65, 68–73].

ωx =-0.8

1. × 10

-12

5. × 10

-13

ξ=0.001
ξ=0.4
ξ=0.8
ξ=1

1. × 10

-13

5. × 10

-14

10

20

50

100

l

FIG. 4: The amplitude of the ISW-auto power spectrum as
a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE and ΛCDM
models. Top: For different values of the dark energy equation
of state ωx . Bottom: For different values of the coupling
parameter ξ.

for all values of ωx is higher than that obtained from the
ΛCDM model. The results exhibit that for the case of
quintessence dark energy, e.g., for ωx = −0.6, the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum in the IDMDE
model can be in the maximum state. Also, it can be
inferred from the figure that the amplitude of the ISWcross power spectrum in the IDMDE model changes inversely with the value of coupling parameter ξ.
We have also shown the corresponding results of other
surveys, i.e., the NVSS, SDSS, and Euclid-like, in Figs. 6,
7, and 8. Similar to what is obtained for the DUNE
survey, the results demonstrate that the amplitude of
the ISW-cross power spectrum, while considering the IDMDE model, for all values of ωx is higher than the one
obtained from the ΛCDM model. In addition, for the
NVSS, SDSS, and Euclid-like surveys, the results confirm
the inverse proportion of the amplitude of the ISW-cross
power spectrum with the value of the coupling parameter ξ. As a consequence, the IDMDE model with larger
coupling parameters leads to smaller amplitudes than the
one obtained from the ΛCDM model.
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FIG. 5: The amplitude of the ISW cross power spectrum as
a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE and ΛCDM
models. The DUNE survey has been considered. Top: For
different values of the dark energy equation of state ωx . Bottom: For different values of the coupling parameter ξ.

V.

CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have calculated the ISW effect in the
framework of the IDMDE model, and have compared it
with the corresponding result obtained from the ΛCDM
model. The ISW effect is sensitive to the time evolution of the gravitational potentials sourced by large-scale
structures. Thus, such an effect seems to be significant
in the late-time Universe, which is driven via an accelerated expansion phase. The ISW signal is caused by a
stretching effect that results from an imbalance between
the structure growth and the cosmic expansion. The rise
and fall of large-scale gravitational potentials along the
paths of CMB photons in late-time Universe leaves tiny
secondary CMB temperature anisotropies on the primary
CMB temperature fluctuations. Therefore, CMB photons can be studied to determine the cosmic acceleration
and the structure growth rate. In other words, the ISW
effect can be used to probe the physics governing the latetime evolution of the Universe and distinguish between
possible mechanisms generating cosmic acceleration, including dark energy and modified gravity.
In this regard, we have initially introduced a theoreti-

-10

20

40

60

80
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l

FIG. 6: The amplitude of the ISW cross power spectrum as
a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE and ΛCDM
models. The NVSS survey has been considered. Top: For
different values of the dark energy equation of state ωx . Bottom: For different values of the coupling parameter ξ.

cal framework of IDMDE models. Additionally, we have
determined density and velocity perturbation equations,
while considering a perturbed metric for the inhomogeneous Universe. Moreover, we have discussed the stability condition of the IDMDE model. Due to the coupling
term in dark energy pressure perturbations, early time instabilities at large scales play a crucial role in the IDMDE
model. Hence, the non-adiabatic part of the pressure
perturbation might grow quickly at earlier times due to
the energy transfer of the IDMDE model, leading to the
rapid growth of curvature perturbation on large scales.
The results exhibit that by restricting the coupling parameter (ξ > 0), large-scale perturbation instabilities can
be mitigated for a given energy density transfer rate.
In Fig. 1, we have shown the amplitude of the matter
power spectrum for the IDMDE model, and have compared it with the one obtained from the ΛCDM model.
The results illustrate that the amplitude of the matter
power spectrum in the IDMDE model deviates slightly
from the one obtained from the ΛCDM model. In other
words, deviations from the ΛCDM model become larger
at lower values of k, though they are still much smaller
than a half order of magnitude.
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FIG. 7: The amplitude of the ISW cross power spectrum as
a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE and ΛCDM
models. The SDSS survey has been considered. Top: For
different values of the dark energy equation of state ωx . Bottom: For different values of the coupling parameter ξ.

FIG. 8: The amplitude of the ISW cross power spectrum as
a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE and ΛCDM
models. The Euclid-like survey has been considered. Top:
For different values of the dark energy equation of state ωx .
Bottom: For different values of the coupling parameter ξ.

Moreover, in Fig. 2, we have indicated the evolution of
the ISW source term, F(a), and its derivative with respect to the scale factor in the late-time Universe for the
IDMDE model, and have compared it with that of the
ΛCDM model. It is known that the ISW signals passing through the matter-dominated era would be negligible, since the gravitational potential is static during this
era. On the other hand, observational data indicate that
the Universe appears to be very close to the flat geometry. Thus, as illustrated in Fig. 2, the ISW effect can
only be explained by the transition to a dark energydominated era in the late-time Universe. Also, the results indicate that for the phantom dark energy (i.e., for
ωx < −1), the values of F(a) in IDMDE model is lower
than that of the ΛCDM model at at higher redshifts,
whereas the quintessence dark energy (i.e., ωx > −1) in
the IDMDE model leads to higher values of F(a) than
the one obtained from the ΛCDM model. In addition, the
derivative of the ISW source term in the IDMDE model
is similar to the corresponding result obtained from the
ΛCDM model at higher redshifts, while it deviates from
the ΛCDM model at lower redshifts. Additionally, in the
corresponding calculation according to coupling parame-

ter ξ, it has been confirmed that for all values of ξ, the
value of the ISW source term in the IDMDE model is
lower than the result obtained for the ΛCDM model.
In Fig. 3, we have shown the normalized redshift distributions of the DUNE, NVSS, SDSS, and Euclid-like
surveys as a function of redshift. This distributions span
a wide range of redshift up to z ∼ 4. The results indicate that the NVSS survey leads to the widest redshift
coverage, while the SDSS survey yields to the narrowest
redshift coverage. Furthermore, the DUNE and Euclidlike surveys provide an intermediate range of redshifts
coverage.
In the following, we have calculated the ISW power
spectrum within the context of the IDMDE model, and
have comapred it with the one obtained from the ΛCDM
model. It is known that the auto-correlation power spectrum and the cross-correlation power spectrum between
the CMB temperature and large-scale structures such as
galaxies and quasars can be represented in the ISW effect. In this regard, the auto-correlation contribution is
subdominant compared to the primordial contributions.
Therefore, it cannot be detected via observational data.
However, the cross-correlation effect is large enough in a
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way that it can be detected by multiple studies [74].
In Fig. 4, we have indicated the amplitude of the ISW
auto-power spectrum as a function of multipole order l
for the IDMDE model, and have comapred it with that
obtained from the ΛCDM model. The results show that
for different phantom dark energy equations of state, the
amplitude of the ISW auto-power spectrum in the IDMDE model behaves similar to the one for the ΛCDM
model, while, for the quintessence dark energy equations
of state, the amplitude of the ISW-auto power spectrum
for the IDMDE model is higher than that obtained from
the ΛCDM model. Also, the corresponding results by different values of the coupling parameter demonstrate that
ξ is inversely proportional to the amplitude of the ISWauto power spectrum in the framework of the IDMDE
model.
Finally, by employing four different surveys, i.e., the
DUNE, NVSS, SDSS, and Euclid-like surveys, we have
calculated the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum as a function of multipole order l for the IDMDE
model, and have compared them with the corresponding
result obtained from the ΛCDM model. We have also
shown the results of these surveys in Figs. 5, 6, 7, and 8.

The results indicate that the amplitude of the ISW-cross
power spectrum for the IDMDE model for all values of
ωx is higher than the one obtained for the ΛCDM model,
while deviations are still less than 0.1 order of magnitude.
Moreover, for the case of quintessence dark energy, the
amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum in the IDMDE model can be in the maximum state. Also, it turns
out that the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum
in the IDMDE model changes inversely with the value of
coupling parameter ξ. In addition, it is confirmed that
the amplitude of the ISW-cross power spectrum in the
IDMDE model for large values of the coupling parameter is lower than that obtained from the ΛCDM model.
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