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We study two transition periods in cosmology: radiation-to-matter and matter-to-dark energy.

In each case, we define a new parameter χ given by the ratios of the two energy densities involved

in the transition. Our study of the second epoch is motivated by the need to understand cosmic

acceleration. Assuming a dynamic dark energy is the driving force for cosmic acceleration, we for-

mulate a new equation of state for the dark energy given in terms of the ratio χ and the deceleration

parameter, q. We have analysed the resultant system of equations, where we vary different param-

eters and examine the effect on the universe’s evolution. For cosmic acceleration to occur, the EoS

of the dynamic dark energy must lie in the interval ωDDE < −2/3 at matter-dynamic dark energy

equality( equivalently ωDDE < −0.47 today)

I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic acceleration, which is now fully confirmed [1–

3], is both confounding and vexing. Cosmological studies

were heading towards settling on the ΛCDM as the best-

fit model for the universe. What appeared to remain was

the precise determination of cosmological parameters; h,

Ωm, Ωb, ΩΛ, Ωr, Ων , ∆
2
R(k∗), n, r and τ [4] which are

the Hubble parameter, total matter density, baryon den-

sity, the cosmological constant, radiation density, neu-

trino density perturbation amplitude, density perturba-

tion spectral index, tensor ration and the ionisation op-

tical depth respectively. Efforts to establish these pa-

rameters using different measurements and observational

data have sometimes given conflicting results or results

that challenge the underlying model [5–7]. Cosmic ac-

celeration and the Hubble tension are two examples. It

is unclear what exact value the Hubble constant ( the

current value of the Hubble parameter) takes given that

different measurement methods generate different values

[8]. Despite these, the analysis of the universe domi-

nated by radiation earlier on in its history and then mat-

ter has given us a good understanding of certain periods

in the evolution history of the universe. We, for exam-

ple, now know that the universe transited from radiation-

dominated when the coupling of baryons and photons did
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not allow the former to cluster owing to radiation pres-

sure. This meant that perturbations in cold dark mat-

ter grew at a slow logarithmic rate. The result was that

structure growth was impeded during the epoch of radia-

tion domination [9]. The transition to matter domination

saw a cessation of the suppression of the growth of small-

scale perturbation. This occurs at the matter-radiation

equality. The smaller mode of perturbation that entered

the horizon early in the radiation domination experienced

greater suppression in its growth. For this reason, the

power spectrum is a decreasing function of κ on small

scales. The turnover forms at a scale corresponding to

the horizon size at matter–radiation equality. We know

that a greater abundance of matter changes the point

at which matter–radiation equality occurs, meaning that

the turnover feature is sensitive to matter density and

other parameters. It is this reason which makes it a vi-

able tool for probing cosmology. [10][11]. The premise of

this paper is the possibility of a recent turnover involving

a transition between matter domination and dark energy

domination. Since the accelerated expansion was discov-

ered, investigations into dark energy as a potential driver

for cosmic expansion have seen a surge as seen in [12–18]

and references therein, to mention but a few.

In light of what we know about the matter-radiation

transition and its potential in cosmological probes, there

is much to be gained by probing the transition to dark

energy domination. We see this as invaluable in resolv-

ing some conundrums in cosmology. We begin with the
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primary equations that form the basis of the rest of the

paper.

II. FRIEDMANN EQUATIONS

The hot big-bang cosmological model ([19, 20]) is the

preferred model of the universe. This is a mathemati-

cal description based on the isotropic and homogeneous

Friedmann−Lemaître−Robertson−Walker (FLRW)

solution of Einstein’s equation, where the expansion of

the Universe is manifested in the cosmic scale factor

a(t)[21]. The expansion of the universe is itself governed

by the Friedmann equations which take the form:

ȧ2

a2
=

8πG

3
ρTot −

k

a2
+

Λ

3
, (1)

ä

a
= −4πG

3
(ρTot + 3pTot) +

Λ

3
, (2)

where G is the gravitation constant, k is the curvature,

ρTot the energy density, pTot the isotropic pressure. We

have set the speed of light, c, to 1. Now since the Hubble

parameter H = ȧ/a, equation (1) can be appropriately

normalised to read

1 =
8πG

3H2
ρTot −

k

a2H2
+

Λ

3H2
. (3)

This provides a simple yet effective way to discuss the

energy-density composition of the universe. The density

parameter, Ω, [22] is the ratio of the actual (or observed)

density ρ to the critical density ρc of the FRLW universe.

We know that the relation between the actual density

and the critical density determines the universe’s overall

geometry, i.e. when the two are equal, the universe is

Euclidean (flat). Critical density in earlier models, which

did not include a cosmological constant term, was used

to delineate open and closed models.

III. INTERACTIONS AND THE EVOLUTION

OF TOTAL ENERGY DENSITY

In this section we examine the evolution of the total

energy density of an FLRW universe made up of the

following: radiation (ρr), baryonic and ordinary mat-

ter (ρm), dark matter (ρDM ). We also use the nota-

tion ρM (= ρDM + ρm); the aggregation of dark matter

and baryonic matter. dynamic dark energy is denoted by

ρDDE and non-dynamic dark energy by ρNDE , this dis-

tinction is important as what is collectively referred to

as dark energy may be composed of distinctive subparts.

The dynamic dark energy is taken to interact with dark

matter. The formulation is such that it is easy to switch

off interaction if desired. The question to ask is what

kinds of interactions take place and are these significant

enough to affect how these densities evolve? Between ra-

diation and matter, the interaction term may involve ion-

isation. Radioactive particles or electromagnetic waves

that are sufficiently energetic collide with atoms thereby

knocking off electrons. For partially ionised matter, the

growth pattern of radiation, ionised matter, and neutral

matter will differ from that of just radiation and matter.

But is this sufficient to affect the evolution of ρTot?

In this study, we let the dark-sector constituents mimic

a perfect fluid obeying a barotropic equation on state.

The interactions considered are not viscous or dissipative

and therefore do not need the extended thermodynamics

theory [24–28]. A case of dissipative flow will be exam-

ined elsewhere [29]. The energy-momentum tensor in the

present case takes the form

T νµ
Tot = (ρTot + pTot)uνuµ + pTot, gνµ (4)

which obey the conservation law, ∇νT νµ
Tot = 0. individ-

ual energy densities making up ρTot obey their evolution

equations but may couple to others via interaction. We

will include hypothetical interaction terms between pairs

of equations. These are judiciously chosen in line with

epochs and the transition periods between epochs. In

particular, the evolutionary history indicates periods of

transition from radiation domination to matter domina-

tion. We might consider the interaction between radia-

tion and matter and use Qrm to denote it. Likewise, we

use QME to denote the interaction between dark matter

and dark energy. Our analysis will ignore any potential

interaction between dark matter and baryons [30]. The

individual density evolution equations take the form:

ρ̇r = −3H(1 + ωr)ρr +Qrm (5)

ρ̇m = −3H(1 + ωm)ρm −Qrm (6)

ρ̇DM = −3H(1 + ωDM )ρDM +QME (7)

ρ̇DDE = −3H(1 + ωDDE)ρDDE −QME . (8)

ρ̇NDE = 0. (9)

We are only interested in the transition dynamics and

will proceed to review the relevant epochs. First, we

must clarify what we mean by a matter type dominating

the dynamics of a given epoch.
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IV. DOMINANT MATTER TYPE

Although domination requires one density to be higher

than the rest, we choose the upper limit of this and de-

mand that it is higher than all the remaining combined

[31]. For the context of this analysis, a matter type is

dominant if its energy density is 50% of ρTot or higher.

In principle, this definition ensures that the dominant

matter type drives the universe’s expansion rate in the

said epoch.

V. RADIATION-MATTER TRANSITION

The transition from radiation domination to matter

domination is characterised by the radiation and matter

constituting the greater proportion of the cumulative en-

ergy density, and as previously mentioned, we interpret

this as the dominant density which accounts for at least

half of the total energy density. We will define a new

parameter to study the transition period. To this end,

we note that subtracting equation (1)from equation (2),

setting 8πG = 1 and κ = 0, and expressing the resul-

tant equation in terms of the Hubble parameter using

the system of equations (5) yields

Ḣ = −1

2
[(1 + wr)ρr + (1 + wm)ρm)

+(1 + wDM )ρDM ) + (1 + wDDE)ρDDE ]. (10)

H has the dimension of time. A transition epoch involves

the preceding and the succeeding dominant energy den-

sities. For example, the radiation-to-matter transition

has radiation as preceding and matter as succeeding. We

can rewrite equation (10) by factoring out the preceding

energy density such that

Ḣ = −1

2
ρr

[
(1 + wr) + (1 + wm)

ρm
ρr

)

+(1 + wDM )
ρDM

ρr
) + (1 + wDDE)

ρDDE

ρr

]
.(11)

The ratios of energy densities of the subdominant species

are taken as small in comparison to ρM/ρr and hence can

be set to zero. In principle, the subdominant densities

do not vanish but have a negligible contribution to the

Hubble parameter (11) hence,

Ḣ ≈ −1

2
ρr[(1 + wr) + (1 + wm)

ρm
ρr

)]. (12)

It is the last term in equation (12) that gives a hint of

how to define a new parameter.

V.1. A density ratio parameter

We define a new parameter given by the ratio:

χrm =
ρm
ρr
. (13)

Although 0 < χrm <∞, we are only interested in the dy-

namics around matter-radiation equality, which in terms

of the new parameter is around χrm = 1. We, for ex-

ample, know that the horizon size sets the position of

the peak of the matter power spectrum at the epoch of

matter-radiation equality [32]. The position of the first

peak is consistent with a flat universe.

A variant of equation (12) is given in the dark matter

- dark energy transition epoch section. For now, taking

the time derivative of χrm and using equations (5 and 6)

yields

χ̇rm = −Θ(wm − wr)χrm − Qrm

ρr
(1 + χrm), (14)

where wm = 0 and wr = 1/3.

We shortly show that equation (14) is coupled to other

equations but before we get to that let us first discuss

the interaction term in this equation (14). The mate-

rial whose densities are considered here may experience

different interactions but not including those that may

change the nature of interacting material (e.g. chem-

ical). The effect of the interaction may be quantified

by detailing the proportion of materials undergoing in-

teraction. For this reason, the interaction term Qrm

may be expressed as a proportion of the ratio χrm. i.e.

Qrm = ψ(t)χrm, where the highest interaction occurs at

equality ( χrm = 1) for that is when the largest percent-

age of the two fluids may experience interaction. Even

though the system we consider is nonlinear and not time-

invariant, the product ψ(t)χrm mimics a transfer func-

tion. Equation (14) takes the simple form:

χ̇rm = −Θ(wm − wr)χrm − ψχrm

ρr
(1 + χrm). (15)

This is one of the main equations in the radiation-matter

transition epoch. The other relevant equations are the

evolution equation for radiation given by equation (6)

and equation (12). If we let X = χrm and Z = 1/ρr and

apply wr = 1/3, wm = 0, we can express the system in

the following compact form.

Ẋ = HX − ψXZ(1 +X) (16)

Ż = 4HZ − ψXZ2 (17)

Ḣ = − 1

Z
(
X

2
+

2

3
). (18)
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This gives a generic system of equations that allows us

to study the transition from radiation to matter dom-

ination. In fact, in standard particle cosmology [33],

one comes across a similar ratio correlation of the form

1 + ρν/ργwhere ρν is the density of neutrinos and ργ is

photons density.

We emphasise that the assumptions and ansatz used

in obtaining the numerical solution to this system are

arbitrary and chosen for illustration purposes. We need

ϕ to be a cosmic time-dependent function with a maxi-

mum value at teq or when χrm = 1. We use the ansatz

ψ(t) = e−t2 where teq = 0 is at matter-radiation equal-

ity. The following initial conditions are used in obtain-

ing numerical solutions presented in Figures (1) and (2):

Xrm = 0.4, Z = 2 and H = 0.67.

FIG. 1. This plot shows how χrm and ψ grow with cosmic

time. We note that the scale is normalised so that teq = 0

FIG. 2. The plot shows the devlopment of ρr, ρm and the

sum ρm + ρr plotted against cosmic time. We have used a log

scale on both axes. The plots are normalised such that teq = 0

(equivalently χrm = 1).

V.2. Results and Analysis

We see that hypothetical interactions quantified here

by Qrm affect the dynamics of the universe particularly

near equality. In this study, we have deliberately lim-

ited the initial condition of the interaction term where

we use an exponential ansatz as a driving force of the

term. In this illustration, the EoS of the two competing

densities are known. The primary parameter, χrm, in-

creases with cosmic time as seen in figure (1). The two

densities grow as expected around χrm = 1. The inter-

action terms play the role of changing the time to equal-

ity. In terms of physics, this would impact structure for-

mation. We know that structures that are smaller than

the horizon experience stunted growth during radiation

domination. A delay in time to equality affects an even

greater percentage of such structures. As the universe

expands, the radiation density drops faster than matter

as indicated in Figure (2). This is due to the redshift-

ing of photon energy leading to an estimated crossover

or matter-radiation equality (χrm = 1) at about 50,000

years after the Big Bang. Beyond χrm = 1, fluctuations

in all dark matter potentially grow unimpeded and cre-

ate kernels into which the baryons can later fall. The

turnover in the matter power spectrum is induced by

the particle horizon at this epoch. This turnover can be

measured in large redshift surveys [32]. The procedure

and analysis in this section set the foundation for study-

ing the matter-dark energy transition where the dynamic

dark energy EoS is unknown.

VI. MATTER-DARK ENERGY TRANSITION

From equation (10), we factor out the dark matter

energy density and ignore density ratios that are neg-

ligible in comparison to ρDDE/ρM near dynamic matter-

dynamic dark energy equality. These considerations yield

Ḣ = −1

2
ρM [(1 + wM ) + (1 + wDDE)

ρDDE

ρM
)]. (19)

As in the previous section, we define a new parameter

XME =
ρDDE

ρM
(20)

The two dominant energy densities in this epoch are

ρDDE and ρM ( the combination of dark matter and mat-

ter).

VI.1. Deceleration parameter

In terms of the Hubble parameter, the deceleration pa-

rameter takes the form

−(q + 1) =
Ḣ

H2
, (21)
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with q > 0 signifying a decelerated expansion and q < 0

an accelerated expansion. Using equations (19) and (1)

we find,

−(1 + q) = −3

2

(
1

1 + χME

)[
1 + (1 + ωDDE)χME

]
,(22)

where we have neglected the ratio of all other density

ratios other than that of the dynamic dark energy to

combined matter. This is motivated by our intentions

to study dynamics in the transition epoch where the two

competing densities drive the universe’s expansion. It

will be noted, from equation (22) that

q =
3

2

[
1 + (1 + ωDDE)χME

(1 + χME)

]
− 1. (23)

We see from equations (23) that at equality, χME = 1,

that ωDDE < −2/3 implies accelerated expansion. On

the other hand, if the dynamic dark energy mimics the

cosmological constant ωDDE = −1, X = 0.5 is suffi-

cient to induce accelerated expansion. Investigations of

the Pade model [39] seem to favour a positive deceler-

ation parameter, inconsistency with observation results

elsewhere.

In the fiducial model (κ = 0,Ω0 = 1), observation data

seem to prefer a value consistent with ωDE = −0.94±0.1

[47]. Lastly, we can express the ωDDE as a function of

the density ratio X and the deceleration parameter q.

This might help in reconstructing the EoS of dynamic

dark energy if q can be obtained from observation at a

given density contrast. In particular,

ωDDE =
(2q − 1)(1 + χME)

3χME
, (24)

which is a formulation of EoS in terms of the deceleration

parameter. This adds to the assortment of EoS already

in literature such as Chevallier-Polarski-Linder [35, 36],

Barboza-Alcaniz [37] case and Low Correlation [38] and

their comparisons to observation data[39–46].

VI.2. Transition dynamics

We letX = χME and Z = 1/ρM . Differentiating equa-

tions (20) and using equations (7-9) yields the following

closed system of equations.

Ẋ = 3H(wM − wDDE)X − ZQME , (25)

Ż = 3H(1 + wDM )Z, (26)

Ḣ = − 1

2Z
[1 + wM +X(1 + wDDE)] , (27)

where term Qrm terms have been dropped from the sys-

tem for the reason given above. We can also employ the

ansatz QME = ψX. Setting the wDM = 0 = wM [48]

yields the reduced system

Ẋ = −3HωDDEX − ψXZ (28)

Ż = 3HZ (29)

Ḣ = − 1

2Z
[1 +X(1 + ωDDE)] , (30)

with ωDDE given by equation (24). This is the main

system of equations in this study.

VI.3. Results and analysis

In this section, we consider different values of q to un-

derstand the dynamics of the matter-to-dark energy tran-

sition. We have assumed that the acceleration is driven

by dynamic dark energy ρDDE rather than the cosmologi-

cal constant (parametrised here by ρNDE). The dynamic

dark energy considered is barotropic but with unknown

EoS. We have reexpressed the equation of state in terms

of the deceleration parameter and used this in finding the

numerical system of equations (28). The results are pre-

sented in two different formats. The first format looks at

the behaviour of χME , ρM , and ρDDE in the proximity

of χME = 1 for different values of ωDDE . The numerical

solution results are given in Figures (3, 4 and 5).

FIG. 3. The dynamic energy density grows for ωDDE = −0.7.

This has the potential to induce an accelerated expansion of

the universe near χME = 1

.

The second format looks at the same parameter and

properties but for different values of the deceleration pa-

rameter. The results are given in Figures (6,7,8 and 9).
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FIG. 4. For ωDDE = −1, the dynamic dark energy is indis-

tinguishable from Λ and the resultant behaviour is what is

expected if the cosmological constant drove the late time ex-

pansion.

FIG. 5. wDM = 0 and wDDE = 0.5. This delays the time to

equality.

FIG. 6. χME grows with cosmic time. χME = 1 is gven by

teq = 0. The almost linear relation allows us to potentially fix

χME in equation (24).

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

One of the main results of this paper is a new equation

of state for dynamic dark energy given in terms of den-

sity contrast between two succeeding dominant energy

densities. I.e.

ωDDE =
(2q − 1)(1 + χME)

3χME
, (31)

FIG. 7. The accelerated expansion case for q = −1. One can

reconstruct the ωDDE using equation (24) leading to EoS of

ωDDE = −2 that lies in the phantom [49] regime at χME = 1.

FIG. 8. This is the case of vanishing deceleration, q = 0.

The dynamic dark energy decays with expansion to mimic

baryonic matter. It is equivalent to ωDDE = −2/3.

FIG. 9. q = 0.5 is the sweet spot for no cross-over between

matter and dynamic dark energy i.e. the dynamic energy

remains subdominant.

where q is the deceleration parameter and χME is the ra-

tio of dynamic dark matter energy density to that of mat-

ter. The uncertainty in measure of the Hubble param-

eter implies uncertainty in obtaining the exact value of

q and consequently the ωDDE . Nevertheless, the numer-

ical solution of the coupled system of equations involv-

ing interacting energy densities indicates a preference for

ωDDE < −2/3 for the induction of an accelerated expan-
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FIG. 10. The case of q = 1, see the dynamic dark energy

decays exponentially fast without a cross-over.

sion at cross-over; χME = 1. The −1 < ωDDE < −2/3

corresponds to EoS in the quintessence regime[50].

A recent analysis of various dynamic dark energy EoS

against a collection of data sets [51], found that flat Λ-

CDM and WCDM models using the BIC criteria pro-

vide a greater agreement with the data sets used. This

does rule out dynamic dark energy as a possible expla-

nation for cosmic acceleration. It, nevertheless, places

stringent bounds on the EoS for suitable dynamic dark

energy models. The current debate on Hubble tension

motivates further investigations into EoS dynamic dark

energy.
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