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Constraining the dark energy w ith galaxy clusters X -ray data
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The equation of state characterizing the dark energy com ponent is constrained by com bining
Chandra observations of the X -ray lum inosity of galaxy clisters w ith independent m easurem ents
of the baryonic m atter density and the latest m easurem ents of the H ubble param eter as given by
the HST key progct. By assum ing a spatially at scenario driven by a \quintessence" com ponent
wih an equation of state px = ! x we place the follow ng lin its on the cosn ological param eters
l'and n: @ 1 ! 055 and = 0327092 (1 ) if the equation of state of the dark
energy is restricted to the interval 1 ! < 0 (usual quintessence) and (i) ! = 1297255
and o = 031°2%7 (@ ) if ! vicltes the null energy condition and assum e valies < 1 (ex—
tended quintessence or \phantom " energy). T hese resuls are in good agreem ent w ith independent
studies based on supemovae ocbservations, large-scale structure and the anisotropies of the coam ic

background radiation.

PACS numbers: 98.80%; 98.80Es; 98.65Cw

I. NTRODUCTION

Recent ocbservations of Type Ia supemovae (SNe Ia)
have provided direct evidence that the universe m ay be
accelerating E.']. These results, when combined with
m easurem ents of cogan ic m icrow ave background radia-
tion (CM B) anisotropies and dynam ical estin ates of
the quantity of m atter in the Universe, suggest a spa—
tially at universe com posed of nearly 1=3 of mat—
ter (paryonic + dark) and 2=3 of an exotic com po—
nent endowed w ith large negative pressure, the so-called
\quintessence". N ow adays, it has been prom ptly recog—
nized that the question related to the nature of this dark
energy isone ofthem ost challenging problem sofm odem
astrophysics, coam ology and particle physics.

T he absence ofa naturalguidance from particle physics
theory about the nature of this dark com ponent gave
origin to an intense debate and m any theoretical spec—
ulations. In particular, a coam ological constant () {
the m ost natural candidate { is the sim plest but not the
unigue possibility; is a tin e Independent and spatially
uniform dark com ponent, which is described by a per-
fect ud wih p, = v+ Som e other candidates ap—
pearing in the literature are: a decaying vacuum energy
density, or a time varying -tem @-_:l, a tim e varying
relic scalar eld com ponent (SFC) which is slow ly rolling
down its potencial B], the socalled \X -m atter", an ex-
tra com ponent sin ply characterized by an equation of
statepx = ! x KCDM) E,[_‘ﬂ], the Chaplygin gas whose
equation of state is given by p = A= where A isa
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positive constant i_é], m odels based on the fram ew ork of
brane-induced graviyy f_?:], am ong others [g]. ForSFC and
XCDM scenardios, the ! param eterm ay be a function of
the redshift (see, orexam ple, [g]) or still, ashasbeen re—
cently discussed, £ m ay violate the null energy condition
and assum e values< 1 f_l-(_]']

In order to in prove our understanding of the actual
nature of the dark energy, an In portant task nowadays
In cosn ology isto nd new m ethods orto revive old ones
that could directly or indirectly quantify the am ount of
dark energy present in the Universe, aswellas determ ine
its equation of state. In this concem, the possibility of
constraining coan ological param eters from X —ray lum i-
nosiy of galaxy clusters constitutes an im portant and
Interesting tool. T hism ethod w as originally proposed by
Sasaki I_l-]_:] and Pen [_Iz_i] w ith basis on m easurem ents of
the m ean baryonic m ass fraction in clusters as a func—
tion of redshift. A recent application of a new version
of this test was perform ed by A llen et al. {13, 14] (sce
also [_1-5]) who analyzed the X -ray observations in som e
relaxed lensing clusters observed w ith C handra spanning
the redshift range 0:1 < z < 0:5. By inferring the cor-
regoonding gas m ass fraction they placed observational
lim itson the totalm atter density param eter, , ,aswell
as on the density param eter, , associated to the vac—
uum energy density.

In the present paper, by follow ng the m ethodology
presented in [14], we discuss quantitatively how the ob—
servations of X -ray gas m ass fraction of galaxy clisters
constrains the cosm ic equation of state descrbing the
dark energy com ponent. In order to detect the pos—
sbility of bias in the param eter determm nation due to
the in position ! 1 we have studied two di erent
cases: the usual quintessence ( 1 ! < 0) and the ex—
tended quintessence (@lso nam ed \phantom " energy ﬁlO]),
In which the ! parameter may assum e values < 1.
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In the formm er case, a good agreem ent between theory
and observations is possbl if 03 n 035 (68%
cl) and ! 0:55. These results are in line w ith re-
cent analyzes from distant SNe Ia [_1§'], SNe+ CMB ig'],
graviational lensing statistics t_l-j] and the existence of
old high redshift cbfcts (OHRO ’s) f_l@l] For extended
quintessence we obtain 2:1 ! 06 (68% c.d)
w ith them atter density param eter ranging in the interval
027 n 0334 (68% cl).

T his paper is organized as ollows. In Section IT we
present the basic eld equations and the distance for-
m ulas relevant for our analysis. T he corresponding con-—
straints on the cosn ological parameters ! and , are
Investigated in Section ITI.W e nish the paper by sum —
m arizing the m ain results in the conclusion Section.

II. BASIC EQUATIONS

For a spatially at, hom ogeneous, and isotropic cos-
m ologies driven by nonrelativistic m atter and a sep-
arately conserved exotic uid wih equation of state,
Px = ! x,the Friedm an’s equation is given by:

(%)2 =H} o (%)3 + @ ><%)3‘“ Yy
w here an overdot denotes derivative w ith respect to tim e
andH, = 100hKm 5! M pc ! isthe present value ofthe
Hubbl param eter.

In order to derive the constraints from X ray gasm ass
fraction in the next Section we shall use the concept of
angular diam eter distance, D 4 (z). Such a quantity can
be easily cbtained in the follow ing way: consider that
photons are em itted by a source w th coordmnate r = ny
at tine § and are received at tine t, by an observer
Jocated at coordinate r = 0. The em itted radiation w ill
follow nullgeodesics so that the com oving distance ofthe
source isde ned by (c= 1)

ooge 2R R
r = — = L )
v R® R RORO

By considering the above equations, it is straightforw ard
to show that the com oving distance 3 (z) can be w ritten
as

2 1 ! dx
r (z)= P 7
HoRo 1 x ax i+ @ n)x @3t
3)
w here the subscript o denotes present day quantities and
X = RR—(t) = (1+ z) ! isa convenient integration variable.

The arfqu]ar diam eter distance to a light sourceatr=
and t = ty which isobserved at r = 0 and t = t, is
de ned as the ratio of the source diam eter to its angular
diam eter, ie.,
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FIG .1: Them odel fiunction f;“agd (Eg. 8) as a function ofthe

redshift for selected values of ! and xed valuesof , = 03,

»h? = 0:0205 and h = 0:72.

w hich provides, when combined with Eg. 3),

Z
1 1
pDDE _ H, ~ dx .
P4z tx axl4 @ p)x @3

(5)

For the standard cold dark matter model (SCDM ) we

st ! = 0 In Eq. (3) and the angular diam eter distance
reduces to
h i
2n ¢!
DSCPM = 0 1+ z)7F 1 6
A L7 2)2 ( ) (©)

ITII. CONSTRAINTS FROM XRAY GASMASS
FRACTION

In our analysiswe consider the C handra data analysed
In recent papers by A llen et al.l;Lj, :_lﬁi] and Schm idt et
al[l9]. The speci c data set consists of six clusters dis-
tributed over a wide range of redshifts (0:1 < z < 035).
T he clusters studied are allregular, relatively relaxed sys—
tem s for which independent con m ation of the m atter
density param eter results is available from gravitational
knsing studies. As discussed in Ref. (4], the system -
atic uncertainties are . 10% (ie. typically an aller than
the statistical uncertainties). The X +ray gas m ass frac—
tion (fgas) values were determ ined for a canonical radius
Irs00, Which is de ned as the radius within which the
mean m ass densiy is 2500 tin es the critical density of
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FIG.2: Con dence regions in the o ! plane by assum ing
the SCDM m odelasthedefault cosn ology. T he regions in the
graph correspoond to 68% , 95% and 99% lkelhood contours
for at quintessence scenarios.

the Universe at the redshift ofthe cluster. Two data sets
w ere generated from these data. O ne in which the SCDM
modelwithH, = 50Km s ! Mpc ! isused asthedefaul
cogan ology and the other one in which the defaul cosn ol
ogy isthe CDM scenaribwith H o= 70Km s ! Mpc?!,

n = 03and = 0:7. In what follow swe constrain the
basic coan ological param eters using the SCDM scenario
as the defaultt cosm ology.

By assum ing that the baryonicm ass fraction in galaxy
clusters provides a fair sample of the distrbution of
baryons at large scale, the m atter content of the universe
can be expressed as {_Z-C_i, 2-]_;]:

b .
fyas L+ 0:19h32)"

(7

m

where |, stands for the baryonic m ass density param e-
ter. Since f4u5 / D, ~ [11], them odel function isde ned
by

D SCDM (5 1:5
£100 (7)) = 2 2n —2 PN
gas (24 1+ 049hn32 DYE (z)) ®

where the term (2h)®? represents the change in
the Hubbl parameter between the default cos-
mology and quintessence scenarios whilk the ratio
D 5¢PM (z;)=D DF (z;) accounts for deviations in the ge-
om etry of the universe from the SCDM model. Figure 1
show s the behavior of £ °9¢ as a finction of the redshift
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FIG.3: The same as in Fig. 2 by assum ing the G aussian
priorsh = 072 0:08 and ,h? = 0:0205 0:0018.

h xed. The value of , is xed at 03 as suggested
by dynam icalestin ates on scales up to about 2h ' M pc
Qé]. For the sake of com parison, the current favored
cogn ologicalm odel, nam ely, a at scenario w ith 70% of
the critical energy density dom inated by a coan ological
constant ( CDM ) isalso shown.
In order to detemm Ine the coan ologicalparam eters

and ! weusea 2 m inin ization forthe rangeof , and
! spanning the interval [0,1] in steps of 0.02

6 m od 2
2 X fgas (1) fgas; i
- . ©
i=1 fgas; i

where ¢ . arethe symm etric root-m ean-square errors
for the SCDM data. The 683% and 954% con dence
levels are de ned by the conventionaltw o-param eters 2
J¥evels 2.30 and 6.17, respectively.

In Fig. 2, by xing the values of , (0.0205) and h
(0.72), we show contours of constant likelihood (95%
and 68% ) In the ,-! plane. Note that the allowed
range for both , and ! is reasonably large, show ing
the inpossibility of placing restrictive lim its on these
quintessence scenarios from the considered X -ray gas
m ass fraction data. The best- t m odel for these data
occurs or , = 033 and ! = 10 wih % = 1:98.
Such lim its becom e slightly m ore restrictive if we as—
sum e som e a priori know ledge ofthe value ofthe product

ph? = 00205 0:0018 3]and ofthe valie ofthe Hub-
ble parameter h = 072 0:08 R4]. To illistrate these
new resuls, in Fig. 3 we show the con dence regions in
the , —! plane by assum ing such priors. In this case,
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i1 103 ' 0%
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EQ] < 055
Bal 024 < 07
7] 0:55
21 . B < 0%
291 02 05 < 0%
3 £8] 03 027
Bal 03 < 05
SF - B2] < 0:96
.......................... B3] 02-04 05
(2 Bo] 02 * 190
CMB + SNe+ LSS. B4] 03 < 085
4 . CMB + SNe+ LSS. 28] < 071
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SNe I8 aueeeeerreereene 28] 045 19
SNe+ X-ray C lusters? B3] 7029 095
-5 L . L . X —ray C lusters....... This Paper 032 05
0.0 0.6 08 1.0 X -ray C lusters ° ....... ThisPaper ’ 031 129
2extended quintessence
FIG. 4: Constraints on the ! plane for extended

quintessence. The regions in the graph correspond to 68% ,
95% and 99% con dence lim its. A sin Fig. 3, G aussian priors
on the values of th and h were assum ed.

the best- t m odel occurs for , = 032, ! = 1 and

2. =195wih thel- lmison ! and , given, re-
spectively, by
! 0:555;
and
— 032070927

For the sake of com pleteness, we also veri ed that by
xing ! = 1 and extending the analysis for arbitrary
geom etries the results of [_1-4] are fully recovered.

So far we have assum ed that the dark energy equation
of state is constrained to be ! 1. However, as has
been observed recently a dark component with ! < 1
appears to provide a better t to SNe Ia observations
than do CDM scenars (! = 1) {0J. In fact, al
though having som e unusual properties, this \phantom "
behavior is predicted by several scenarios as, for exam —
ple, kinetically driven m odels [25] and som e versions of
brane world coan ologies {Zé] (see also IZ? and references
therein). In this concem, a naturalquestion at thispoint
is: how does this extension of the param eter space to
I < 1 m odify the previous results? To answer this
question In Fig. 4 we show the 68% and 95% con dence
regions In the \extended" ! plane by assum ing the
sam e a priori know ledge of the product h? and of the
valie of the Hubbl param eter as done earlier. From
this analysis,we nd , = 031272237, 1 = 129" 0%

and 2. =

min 1:77 both results at 1- Jevel. By assum —
ing no a priori knowldge on h? and h we dbtain
t = 128" 2% whik the value of , rem ains approxi
m ately the sam e. These Iin its should be com pared w ith
the ones dbtained by Hannestad & M ortsell R§]by com —
bining CM B + Large Scal Structure (LSS) + SNe Ia

data.At 954% cl they ound 268< ! < 0:8.

At thispoint we com pare our results w ith other recent
determm nations of ! derived from independent m ethods.
For exam ple, for the usual quintessence (ie., ! 1),
G amavich et al Il6 used the SNe Ia data from the

High-z Supemova Search Team to nd ! < 0:55 (95%
cl) for atm odelswhateverthe value of [, whereas for
arbitrary geom etry they obtained ! < 0% (95% c.l).

Such results agree w ith the constraints obtained from a
w ide variety of di erent phenom ena, using the \concor-
dance cosm ic" m ethod [_2§5] Tn this case, the combined
maxinum lkelhood analysis suggests ! 0:6, which
rules out an unknown com ponent like topo]ogjcaldeﬁcts
(dom ain wallsand string) forwhich ! = 3, beingn the
din ension ofthe defect. Recently, Lin a and A lcaniz [30
Investigated the angular size — redshift diagram ( (z))
In quintessence m odels by using the G urvits’ published
data set BI]. Their analysis sugests 1 ! 05
whereas C orasanii and C opeland {_3-2_5] found, by using
SNe Ia data and m easurem ents of the position of the
acoustic peaks in the CM B spectrum, 1 ! 0:93
at 2 . M ore recently, Jain et al l3_§] used In age sep—
aration distrbution fiinction ( ) of lensed quasars to
obtain 0:8 ! 04, or tl'le observed range of
m 02 04 whileChaeetal @]‘] used gravitational
lens (GL) statistics based on the nalCoanic LensA Il
Sky Survey (CLASS) datato nd ! < 055°°:7%° (68%



cl). Bean and M elchiorri [34] obtained ! < 085 from
CMB + SNeIa+ LSS data,which providesno signi cant
evidence for quintessentialbehaviour di erent from that
ofa coam ologicalconstant. A sim ilar conclusion was also
cbtained by Schueckeretal. [35] from an analysis nvolv—
ngthe REFLEX X -ray clusterand SN e Ia data in which
the condition ! 1 was relaxed. A m ore extensive list
of recent determ nations of the quintessence param eter !
ispresented in Table I.

Iv. CONCLUSION

T he determ ination of coan ologicalparam eters isa cen—
tralgoalofm odem coan ology. W e live in a goecialm o—
m ent where the em ergence of a new \standard cosn ol-
ogy" driven by som e form of dark energy seem s to be
nevitable. T he uncom fortable situation for som e com es
from the fact that the em erging m odel is som ew hat m ore
com plicated physically speaking, while for others it is
exciting because although preserving som e aspects ofthe
basic scenario a new Invisible actor which has not been
predicted by particle physics is com ing Into play.

U sing the reasonabl ansatz of constant gasm ass frac—
tion at large scale, we placed new lm itson the , and
! param eters for a at dark energy m odel. T he galaxy
cluster data used corresponds to reqular, relaxed system s
whose fgs5 (r) pro lesareessentially ataround rysq0, the
m ass results were con m ed from gravitational lensing
studies and the residual system atic uncertainties in the
fyas values are am all '_ﬂﬂ:] N aturally, the analysis pre—
sented here also reinforces the interest in searching for

X —ray data both for less relaxed clusters, and perhaps
m ore in portant, at higher redshifts. H opefuilly, our con—
straints w ill be m ore stringent when further Chandra,
XMM Newton and m ore accurate graviational lensing
data for clusters becom e available near future. In this
concem, we recall that X —ray data from galaxy clusters
at high redshifts and the corresponding constraints for

mn wil play a key hol in the com ing years because
their relative abundance (@nd consequently the value of

n iself) may also Jndependen‘dy be checked trough the
Sunyaev-Zeldovich e ect[33].

A swe have seen, the X -ray data at present also favor
etemal expansion as the fate of the Universe In accor-
dance wih SNe Ia data'g:]. Our estim ates of , and
! are com patble w ith the resuls obtained from m any
Independent m ethods (see Table I). W e em phasize that
a com bination of these X ray data w ith di erent m eth-
ods is very weloom e not only because of the gain In pre—
cision but also because m ost of coan ological tests are
endowed w ith a high degree of degeneracy and m ay con—
strain ratherwellonly speci ¢ com binations of cosm olog—
icalparam etersbut not each param eter ndividually. T he
basic results combining di erent m ethods w ill appear in
a forthcom ing com m unication [40]
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