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Promptly after high-resolution experiments harbinger the field of precision cosmology low- and high-
redshift observations abruptly gave rise to a tension in the measurement of the present-day expansion
rate of the Universe (H0) and the clustering of matter (S8). The statistically significant discrepancies
between the locally measured values of H0 and S8 and the ones inferred from observations of the
cosmic microwave background assuming the canonical Λ cold dark matter (CDM) cosmological
model have become a new cornerstone of theoretical physics. ΛsCDM is one of the many beyond
Standard Model setups that have been proposed to simultaneously resolve the cosmological tensions.
This setup relies on an empirical conjecture, which postulates that Λ switched sign (from negative to
positive) at a critical redshift zc ∼ 2. We reexamine a stringy model that can describe the transition
in the vacuum energy hypothesized in ΛsCDM. The model makes use of the Casimir forces driven
by fields inhabiting the incredible bulk of the dark dimension scenario. Unlike the ΛsCDM setup the
model deviates from ΛCDM in the early universe due to the existence of relativistic neutrino-like
species. Using the Boltzmann solver CLASS in combination with MontePython we confront predictions
of the stringy model to experimental data (from the Planck mission, Pantheon+ supernova type Ia,
BAO, and KiDS-1000). We show that the string-inspired model provides a satisfactory fit to the
data and can resolve the cosmological tensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Just about a century after the expansion of the Uni-
verse was established [1], the Hubble constant, which
measures its rate (H0 ≡ 100h km/s/Mpc), continues to
encounter challenging shortcomings. Inferring H0 from
the measured spectra of temperature and polarization
anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
requires a cosmological model to describe the evolution
of the baryon-photon fluid at early times (i.e., before the
last-scattering surface) as well as the evolution of the Uni-
verse at later times (i.e., after the last-scattering surface).
Λ cold dark matter (CDM) is the simplest model that
can provide a good phenomenological fit to current cos-
mological data [2], and therefore it is generally adopted
as benchmark to determine H0. Likewise, ΛCDM is as-
sumed in the CMB determination of the growth of cosmic
structure (parameterized by S8 ≡ σ8

√
Ωm/0.3, where σ8

describes the matter fluctuations at scales of 8 Mpc/h
and Ωm is the present day value of the non-relativistic
matter density).

The h = 0.674 ± 0.005 and S8 = 0.834 ± 0.016 in-
ferred from Planck’s CMB data assuming ΛCDM [3] are
in ∼ 5σ tension with h = 0.73 ± 0.01 from the SH0ES
distance ladder measurement (using Cepheid-calibrated

type-Ia supernovae) [4, 5] and in ∼ 3σ tension with
S8 = 0.766+0.020

−0.014 from the cosmic shear data of the Kilo-
Degree Survey [6], respectively. As a matter of fact, it has
been suggested that the H0 tension is actually a tension
on the type Ia supernovae absolute magnitudeMB [7, 8],
because the SH0ES H0 measurement comes directly from
MB estimates. Counting them all, these statistically sig-
nificant discrepancies have become a new cornerstone of
theoretical physics, and many beyond Standard Model
(SM) physics models are rising to the challenge [9–12].
Of particular interest herein, ΛsCDM is one of the

models that have been proposed to simultaneously re-
solve the H0, S8, and MB tensions [13–16]. This model
relies on an empirical conjecture which postulates that
Λ switched sign (from negative to positive) at critical
redshift zc ∼ 2;

Λ → Λs ≡ Λ0 sgn[zc − z], (1)

where Λ0 > 0 and sgn[x] = −1, 0, 1 for x < 0, x = 0 and
x > 0, respectively. Apart from resolving the three ma-
jor cosmological tensions, ΛsCDM achieves quite a good
fit to Lyman-α data provided zc ≲ 2.3 [13], and it is in
agreement with the otherwise puzzling JWST observa-
tions [17, 18].

Despite the remarkable success of ΛsCDM to accom-
modate current experimental data, the model is theoret-
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ically unsatisfactory because it postulates that the Uni-
verse experienced a rapid transition from an anti-de Sit-
ter (AdS) vacuum to a de Sitter (dS) vacuum, and this
hods out against the AdS swampland distance conjecture,
which posits that at zero temperature AdS and dS vacua
are an infinite distance appart in metric space [19]. In
this work, we reexamine a stringy model developed else-
where [20], which can justify the AdS → dS transition
hypothesized in ΛsCDM. Bearing this in mind, through-
out we will refer to the model as ΛsCDM+.

The layout of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we
first review the basic setting of ΛsCDM+ and after that
we discuss phenomenological implications of the model.
In Sec. III we carry out a numerical analysis to confront
ΛCDM+ with current astrophysical and cosmological ob-
servations. The paper wraps up in Sec. IV with conclu-
sions and some discussion.

II. SWAMPLANDISH COSMOLOGY

A. The Dark Dimension

Low-energy effective field theories (EFTs) are the driv-
ing gear in the description of low-energy particle physics,
cosmology, and gravitational phenomena. It is common
ground that the SM and General Relativity should both
be understood as leading terms in an EFT expansion.
Fundamental principles of string theory or black hole
physics can enforce consistency requirements on the space
of consistent low-energy EFTs. Indeed, this is the goal
of the Swampland program in the quest to understand
which are the “good” low-energy EFTs that can couple
to gravity consistently (e.g. the landscape of superstring
theory vacua) and distinguish them from the “bad” ones
that cannot [21]. In theory space, the frontier discerning
the good theories from those downgraded to the swamp-
land is drawn by a family of conjectures classifying the
properties that an EFT should call for/avoid to enable a
consistent completion into quantum gravity [22–25].

For example, the distance conjecture states that infi-
nite distance limits ∆ϕ→ ∞ in the moduli space of mass-
less scalar fields are accompanied by an infinite tower of
exponentially light states m ∼ e−α∆ϕ, where distance
and masses are measured in Planck units [26]. Connected
to the distance conjecture is the AdS distance conjecture,
which correlates the dark energy density to the mass scale
m characterizing the infinite tower of states, m ∼ |Λ|α,
as the negative AdS vacuum energy Λ → 0, where α is an
O(1) positive constant [19]. In addition, under the hy-
pothesis that this scaling behavior holds in dS (or quasi
dS) space, an unbounded number of massless modes also
pop up in the limit Λ → 0.

The AdS distance conjecture in dS space provides a
pathway, dubbed the dark dimension scenario [27], to
clear up the origin of the cosmological hierarchy Λ/M4

p ∼
10−120, because it connects the size of the compact space

R⊥ to the dark energy scale Λ−1/4 via

R⊥ ∼ λ Λ−1/4 , (2)

where Mp is the reduced Planck mass and the pro-
portionality factor is estimated to be within the range
10−1 < λ < 10−4.1 Actually, (2) derives from con-
straints by theory and experiment. On the theoretical
side, since the Kaluza-Klein (KK) tower contains massive
spin-2 bosons, the Higuchi bound [30] places an absolute
upper limit to the exponent of Λα, whereas explicit string
calculations of the vacuum energy (see e.g. [31–34]) set
a lower bound on α. Altogether, these constraints yield
1/4 ≤ α ≤ 1/2. On the experimental side, constraints
on deviations from Newton’s gravitational inverse-square
law [35] and neutron star heating [36] give rise to the con-
clusion encapsulated in (2): The cosmological hierarchy
problem can be addressed if there exists one extra dimen-
sion of radius R⊥ in the micron range, and the lower
bound for α = 1/4 is basically saturated [27]. Within this
picture, the SM must be localized on a D-brane trans-
verse to the dark dimension [37]. A theoretical amend-
ment on the connection between the cosmological and
KK mass scales confirms α = 1/4 [38].

A point worth noting at this juncture is that the KK
tower of the dark dimension opens up at the mass scale
mKK ∼ 1/R⊥ in the eV range. As a consequence, in
the dark dimension scenario the five-dimensional (5D)
Planck scale (or species scale where gravity becomes
strong [39–42]) is found to be

M∗ ∼ m
1/3
KK M2/3

p ∼ 109 GeV . (3)

Alternatively, it was recently speculated that the dark
dimension can be understood as a line interval with end-
of-the-world 9-branes attached at each end. Of course
this is equivalent to a semicircular dimension endowed
with S1/Z2 symmetry [43].

Adding to the story, the dark dimension scenario has
the potential to explain the smallness of neutrino masses.
This proposal envisions the right-handed neutrinos as 5D
bulk states with Yukawa couplings to the left-handed
lepton and Higgs doublets that are localized states on
the SM brane [44–46]. The neutrino masses are then
suppressed due to the wave function of the bulk states.
To be more specific, this is accomplished by introducing
three 5D Dirac fermions Ψα, which are singlets under
the SM gauge symmetries and interact in our brane with
the three active left-handed neutrinos in a way that con-
serves lepton number. The S1/Z2 symmetry in the 5th
dimension coordinate x5 contains x5 to −x5, which acts
as chirality (γ5) on spinors. Then, in the Weyl basis each
Dirac field can be decomposed into two two-component
spinors Ψα ≡ (ψαL, ψαR)

T .

1 Auger data of highest energy cosmic rays favor λ ∼ 10−3 [28, 29].
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The generation of neutrino masses originates in 5D
bulk-brane interactions of the form

L ⊃ hij Li H̃ ψjR(x5 = 0) , (4)

where H̃ = −iσ2H∗, Li denotes the lepton doublets (lo-
calized on the SM brane), ψjR stands for the three bulk
(right-handed) R-neutrinos evaluated at the position of
the SM brane, x5 = 0 in the fifth-dimension, and hij
are coupling constants. This gives a coupling with the
L-neutrinos of the form ⟨H⟩ νLi

ψjR(x5 = 0), where
⟨H⟩ = 175 GeV is the Higgs vacuum expectation value.
Expanding ψjR into modes canonically normalized leads
for each of them to a Yukawa 3×3 matrix suppressed by
the square root of the volume of the bulk

√
πR⊥Ms, i.e.,

Yij =
hij√

πR⊥Ms

∼ hij
Ms

Mp
, (5)

where Ms ≲ M∗ is the string scale, and where in the
second rendition we have dropped factors of π’s and of
the string coupling.

Now, neutrino oscillation data can be well-fitted in
terms of two nonzero differences ∆m2

ij = m2
i − m2

j

between the squares of the masses of the three mass
eigenstates; namely, ∆m2

21 = (7.53 ± 0.18) × 10−5 eV2

and ∆m2
32 = (2.453 ± 0.033) × 10−3 eV2 or ∆m2

32 =
−(2.536± 0.034)× 10−3 eV2 [2]. It is easily seen that to
obtain the correct order of magnitude of neutrino masses
the coupling hij should be of order 10−4 to 10−5 for
109 ≲ Ms/GeV ≲ 1010 [47]. In the presence of bulk
masses [48, 49], the mixing of the first KK modes to ac-
tive neutrinos can be suppressed [50, 51].

The latest chapter in the story contemplates dark mat-
ter candidates. The dark dimension provides a colosseum
for dark matter contenders. In particular, it was ob-
served in [52–54] that the universal coupling of the SM
fields to the massive spin-2 KK excitations of the gravi-
ton in the dark dimension provides a dark matter can-
didate. The “dark-to-dark” decays driving the dynamics
of the KK modes provide a specific realization of dynam-
ical dark matter framework [55]. Complementary to the
dark gravitons, it was discussed in [56–58] that primor-
dial black holes with Schwarzschild radius smaller than a
micron could also be good dark matter candidates, pos-
sibly even with an interesting close relation to the dark
gravitons [59]. Finally, the dark dimension can also ac-
commodate fuzzy dark matter [60].

All in all, the dark dimension facilitates a structured
scenario to describe the cosmological evolution of the
dark sector. We now turn to discuss how this scenario
could also help to resolve the current discordances in the
cosmological parameters.

B. ΛsCDM+

Inspired by the discussion in the previous section, we
consider 5D Einstein-de Sitter gravity compactified on a

circle S1 endowed with S1/Z2 symmetry, and we assume
that the SM is localized on a D-brane transverse to the
compact 5th dimension, whereas gravity spills into the
dark dimension. The effective 4D potential of the modu-
lus controlling the radius (or radion field) R is found to
be

V (R) =
2π Λ5 r

2

R
+

( r
R

)2

T4 + VC(R) , (6)

where Λ5 is the 5D cosmological constant, r ≡ ⟨R⟩ is
the vacuum expectation value of the radion, T4 is the
total 3-brane tension of the model, and VC stands for
the quantum corrections to the vacuum energy due to
Casimir forces [61]. These corrections are expected to
become important in the deep infrared region, because
the Casimir contribution to the potential falls off expo-
nentially at large R compared to the particle wavelength.
Indeed, as R decreases different particle thresholds open
up,

VC(R) =
∑
i

πr2

32π7R6
(NF −NB) Θ(Ri −R) , (7)

where mi = R−1
i are the masses of the 5D fields, Θ is a

step function, and NF −NB stands for the difference be-
tween the number of light fermionic and bosonic degrees
of freedom. At the classical level, i.e. considering only
the first two terms in (6), it is straightforward to see that
the potential develops a maximum at

Rmax = −T4/(πΛ5) , (8)

requiring a negative tension T4. Note that if the fermionic
degrees of freedom overwhelm the bosonic contribution,
they would give rise to possible minima, as long as Ri <
Rmax.

AdS
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FIG. 1: The potential V (R) for (Λ5)
1/5 = 22.6 meV and

|T4|1/4 = 24.2 meV considering NF − NB = 6 (AdS) and
NF −NB = 7 (dS).

We now have to define the 5D mass spectrum. Count-
ing the six 5D Weyl fields we find that neutrinos con-
tribute with NF = 12. On the other hand, the 5D gravi-
ton contributes with 5 bosonic degrees of freedom. In ad-
dition, we assume that the 5D spectrum contains a real
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scalar field φ. We further assume that φ has a poten-
tial with two local minima, with very small difference in
vacuum energy and bigger curvature (mass) of the lower
one. Around z ∼ 2 the false vacuum “tunnels” to its true
vacuum state. After the quantum tunneling φ becomes
more massive and its contribution to the Casimir energy
becomes exponentially suppressed. Altogether, this im-
plies that for z ≳ 2, the number of bosonic degrees of
freedom is NB = 6, but for z ≲ 2, it reduces to NB = 5.
In Fig. 1 we show an illustrative example of the phase
transition of AdS → dS vacua generated by the dark sec-
tor described above.

Worthy of mention, the 5D vacuum transition creates
a δV contribution to Λ5, where δV = Vmin − Vlocalmin

corresponding to the vacuum energies of the upper (lo-
calmin) and the lower (min) minima. We take δV ≪ Λ5

so that it does not perturb the analysis producing the
curves shown if Fig. 1.

Now, the AdS → dS transition shown in Fig. 1 slightly
deviates from the model analyzed in [16], because the
fields characterizing the deep infrared region of the dark
sector contribute to the effective number of relativistic
neutrino-like species Neff [62]. Using conservation of en-
tropy, fully thermalized relics with g∗ degrees of freedom
contribute

∆Neff = g∗

(
43

4gs

)4/3 {
4/7 for bosons
1/2 for fermions

, (9)

where gs denotes the effective degrees of freedom for the
entropy of the other thermalized relativistic species that
are present when they decouple [63]. The 5D graviton
has 5 helicities, but the spin-1 helicities do not have
zero modes, because we assume the compactification has
S1/Z2 symmetry and so the ±1 helicities are projected
out. The spin-0 is the radion and the spin-2 helicities
form the massless (zero mode) graviton. This means
that for the 5D graviton, g∗ = 3. The scalar field φ
contributes with g∗ = 1. The (bulk) left-handed neutri-
nos are odd, but the right-handed neutrinos are even and
so each counts as a Weyl neutrino, for a total g∗ = 2× 3.
Assuming that the dark sector decouples from the SM
sector before the electroweak phase transition we have
gs = 106.75. This gives ∆Neff = 0.25. It is of interest
to investigate whether these extra-relativistic degrees of
freedom can spoil the ΛsCDM predictions for H0 and S8.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We adopt the CLASS+MontePython code [64–66] to ex-
plore the full parameter space of the ΛsCDM+ model and
compare its predictions to ΛCDM and ΛsCDM. We de-
rive constraints on the cosmological parameters of these
three models from data-sets and likelihoods given below
using the Metropolis-Hastings mode, while ensuring a
Gelman-Rubin convergence criterion of R − 1 < 10−2

in all the runs [67]. The baseline seven free parame-
ters of the ΛsCDM and ΛsCDM+ models are given by

P = {ωb, ωcdm, θs, τreio, ns, As, zc}, where the first six
are the common ones with ΛCDM: (i) the baryon den-
sity ωb ≡ Ωbh

2, (ii) the CDM density ωcdm ≡ Ωch
2,

(iii) the angular size of the sound horizon at recom-
bination θs, (iv) the Thomson scattering optical depth
due to reionization τreio, (v) the scalar spectral index
ns, and (vi) the power spectrum amplitude of adiabatic
scalar perturbations As. For ΛCDM and ΛsCDM, we
take Neff = 3.044 [68], whereas for ΛsCDM+, we take
Neff = 3.294.
To constrain the free parameters of the models we

make use of a series of astrophysical and cosmological
probes:

• Planck 2018 CMB data: The CMB temperature
and polarization angular power spectra from the
Planck 2018 legacy release [3, 69].

• Transversal BAO: Measurements of 2D baryon
acoustic oscillations (BAO), θBAO(z), obtained in
a weakly model-dependent approach, and compiled
in Table I of [70].

• Pantheon+: The 1701 light curves of 1550 dis-
tinct supernovae type Ia, which are distributed in
the redshift interval 0.001 ≤ z ≤ 2.26 [71].

• Cosmic Shear: KiDS-1000 data [72, 73], includ-
ing the weak lensing two-point statistics data for
both the auto and cross-correlations across five to-
mographic redshift bins [74]. We follow the KiDS
team analysis and adopt the COSEBIs (Complete
Orthogonal Sets of E/B-Integrals) likelihood [75].

In Fig. 2 we show the one-dimensional posterior dis-
tributions and joint marginalized contours (at 68% and
95% CL) of the free parameters of the ΛCDM, ΛsCDM,
and ΛsCDM+ models. One can immediately appreciate
the qualitative similarities in the predictions of ΛsCDM
and ΛsCDM+. The best parameter to distinguish the
models seem to be ωcdm and ns has the potential to
discriminate between ΛsCDM and ΛsCDM+. There is
quite a good agreement between the ΛCDM+ predicted
value of the Hubble constant h ∼ 0.74 and the SH0ES
measurement h = 0.73 ± 0.01 [4, 5]. The situation is
even more interesting for S8: an estimate of structure
growth predicted by ΛsCDM+ follows from σ8 ≃ 0.835,
ωb ≃ 2.28× 10−2, ωcdm ≃ 0.121, yielding S8 ≃ 0.78. The
predicted S8 is within 1σ of KiDS-1000 measurement,
S8 = 0.766+0.020

−0.014 [6].
The one-dimensional posterior distribution of the sev-

enth parameter zc is shown in Fig. 3. We find that
ΛsCDM+ slightly shifts the transition to higher redshifts,
when compared with the value of zc = 1.72+0.09

−0.12 reported
in [16].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

ΛsCDM is a promising model for solving the H0 and
S8 cosmological tensions by demanding the cosmologi-
cal constant Λ to switch sign (from negative to positive)
at a critical redshift zc ∼ 2 [13–16]. We have reexam-
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FIG. 2: One-dimensional posterior distributions and joint marginalized contours (at 68% and 95% CL) of the free parameters
of the ΛCDM, ΛsCDM, and ΛsCDM+ models using data from Planck, transversal BAO, Pantheon+, and KiDS-1000.
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FIG. 3: One-dimensional distribution of the critical redshift
for the ΛsCDM and ΛsCDM+ models using data from Planck,
transversal BAO, Pantheon+, and KiDS-1000.

ined a string-inspired model which can describe the re-

quired transition in the vacuum energy making use of the
Casimir forces driven by fields inhabiting the incredible
bulk of the dark dimension scenario [20]. The model,
dubbed ΛsCDM+, deviates from ΛCDM in the early
universe due to the existence of relativistic neutrino-like
species. We used the Boltzmann solver CLASS in combi-
nation with MontePython to confront model prediction
to experimental data. We have shown that ΛsCDM+

provides a satisfactory fit to the data and can resolve the
cosmological tensions.

We end by reviewing some key aspects of theH0 conun-
drum and after that we call attention to a pressing differ-
ence between the ΛsCDM and ΛsCDM+ models, which
could be of outmost importance in resolving the cosmo-
logical tensions. At the moment, there is a huge set of
astrophysical and cosmological observations that (on av-
erage) seem to show a discrepant trend, in which “early-
time” model dependent measurements prefer a low H0

(0.65 < h < 0.70), whereas “late-time” direct measure-
ments prefer a high H0 (h ∼ 0.73) [12]. To understand
the origin of this discrepancy it is worthwhile to look at
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the interplay between H0 and the comoving sound hori-
zon at the end of the baryonic-drag epoch rdrag, which
sets the transverse BAO scale. The rationale here is that
BAO data play an important role in defining the H0 ten-
sion and also in illuminating possible paths to resolve
it. Let us then focus on current experimental constraints
placed on the H0-rdrag plane. Firstly, requiring ΛCDM
to accommodate Planck data we obtain a constraint on
the sound horizon rdrag = 147.18 ± 0.29 Mpc and an-
other one on the Hubble constant h = 0.674± 0.005 [3].
Secondly, the allowed region of the H0-rs plane by BAO
distance measurements and uncalibrated supernovae is a
U-shaped hyperbolic area; see Fig. 1 in [76]. Actually,
the central values of the allowed region are at the locus
of a hyperbola, because these measurements fix the prod-
uct between the Hubble constant and the sound horizon.
Finally, the local H0 measurements by the SHOES team
are independent of rdrag and thus the allowed region rep-
resents a band which is parallel to the rdrag axis. Putting
all this together, we can conclude that to resolve the H0

tension the “new” cosmological model should be able to
bring the Planck constraints from ΛCDM to the region
where they can agree with both (i) the local SH0ES mea-
surements and (ii) the inverse distance ladder measure-
ments from BAO and Hubble flow supernovae. It is obvi-
ous that this requires lowering the sound horizon, because
if the product H0×rdrag is fixed, to increase H0 we must
decrease rdrag. The comoving linear size of the sound
horizon is given by

rdrag(z) =

∫ ∞

zdrag

cs(z
′)

H(z′)
dz′ , (10)

where

cs(z) =
c√

3{1 + 3ωb/[4ωγ(1 + z)]}
(11)

is the sound speed of the photon-baryon fluid and H(z) is
the Hubble parameter describing the expansion rate [77].

To leading order cs ∼ c/
√
3, and so the sound horizon is

given by the integral of the inverse of the expansion rate.
At face value, this implies that to solve the H0 tension
we need new physics before the end of the baryonic-drag
epoch, because this is the only way we can reduce the
sound horizon.

We can also look at the H0 tension from a perspective
which is independent of CMB data. To remain totally
independent from CMB measurements, we use data from
BAO and uncalibrated supernovae. We take BAO data
calibrated in the early universe (using the sound horizon
as a free parameter) to readjust the absolute value of the
expansion rate at late times, and then we use Hubble flow
supernovae to control the shape of the expansion history.
Combining information from these observations (while
remaining totally independent from the CMB data) we
can try reconstructing the late time expansion history of
the Universe. However, in doing so, one inexorably finds
that deviations from ΛCDM are very tightly constrained,

to no more than 5% for z < 0.6, which is well below
the level required to address the H0 tension using only
new physics at late times [78]. This exercise certainly
provides support to our previous finding; namely, that
we need new physics before the end of the baryonic-drag
epoch to resolve the H0 tension.2

In summary, the H0 tension is actually a calibrate
tension between the absolute magnitude of supernovae
(which controls the local H0 value) and the sound hori-
zon (which controls the absolute scale set by BAO data).
BAO and uncalibrated supernovae alone are very unfor-
giving, in the sense that they do not allow huge deviation
from ΛCDM at late time. All in all, we arrive at a “no
go theorem” which states that to resolve the H0 tension
we need new physics at early times.
Now, ΛsCDM can resolve the cosmological tensions,

but does not deviate from ΛCDM for z > zc. This
implies that ΛsCDM violates the H0 “no go theorem.”
Such a violation may be ascribed to the fact that
ΛsCDM has a hidden sudden singularity at zc [80].
Indeed, it is easily seen that the scale factor a is contin-
uos and non-zero at t = tc, but its first derivative ȧ is
discontinuous, and its second derivative ä diverges.3 It
is important to stress that there is an inherent difference
between the two models: in contrast to ΛsCDM, the
proposed ΛsCDM+ satisfies the H0 “no go theorem.” It
is not clear whether the ΛsCDM+ model described in
Sec. II carries with it a sudden singularity. To a first
approximation, we have implemented the model into
the CLASS Boltzmann solver using a signum function to
characterize the tunneling of φ. In the spirit of [82], an
investigation to smoothed-out this sharp transition is
obviously important to be done.
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