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C onstraining 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 ofthe X-ray lum inosity ofgalaxy clusters with independent m easurem ents

ofthe baryonic m atter density and the latest m easurem ents ofthe Hubble param eter as given by

the HST key project. By assum ing a spatially 
atscenario driven by a \quintessence" com ponent

with an equation ofstate px = !�x we place the following lim its on the cosm ologicalparam eters

! and 
 m : (i) � 1 � ! � � 0:55 and 
 m = 0:32
+ 0:027

�0:014 (1�) ifthe equation ofstate ofthe dark

energy is restricted to the interval� 1 � ! < 0 (usual quintessence) and (ii) ! = � 1:29
+ 0:686

�0:792

and 
 m = 0:31
+ 0:037

�0:034 (1�) if! violates the nullenergy condition and assum e values < � 1 (ex-

tended quintessence or\phantom " energy).These resultsare in good agreem entwith independent

studies based on supernovae observations,large-scale structure and the anisotropies ofthe cosm ic

background radiation.

PACS num bers:98.80-k;98.80.Es;98.65.Cw

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent observations ofType Ia supernovae (SNe Ia)

have provided directevidence thatthe universe m ay be

accelerating [1]. These results, when com bined with

m easurem ents of cosm ic m icrowave background radia-

tion (CM B) anisotropies and dynam ical estim ates of

the quantity ofm atter in the Universe,suggest a spa-

tially 
at universe com posed of nearly � 1=3 of m at-

ter (baryonic + dark) and � 2=3 ofan exotic com po-

nentendowed with largenegativepressure,the so-called

\quintessence". Nowadays,ithasbeen prom ptly recog-

nized thatthequestion related to thenatureofthisdark

energyisoneofthem ostchallengingproblem sofm odern

astrophysics,cosm ology and particlephysics.

Theabsenceofanaturalguidancefrom particlephysics

theory about the nature of this dark com ponent gave

origin to an intense debate and m any theoreticalspec-

ulations. In particular,a cosm ologicalconstant (�) {

them ostnaturalcandidate{ isthesim plestbutnotthe

uniquepossibility;� isa tim eindependentand spatially

uniform dark com ponent,which is described by a per-

fect 
uid with pv = � �v. Som e other candidates ap-

pearing in the literature are:a decaying vacuum energy

density, or a tim e varying �-term [2], a tim e varying

relicscalar�eld com ponent(SFC)which isslowly rolling

down its potencial[3],the so-called \X-m atter",an ex-

tra com ponent sim ply characterized by an equation of

statepx = !�x (XCDM )[4,5],the Chaplygin gaswhose

equation ofstate is given by p = � A=� where A is a
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positive constant[6],m odelsbased on the fram ework of

brane-induced gravity[7],am ongothers[8].ForSFC and

XCDM scenarios,the ! param eterm ay be a function of

theredshift(see,forexam ple,[9])orstill,ashasbeen re-

cently discussed,itm ay violatethenullenergy condition

and assum evalues< � 1 [10].

In order to im prove our understanding ofthe actual

nature ofthe dark energy,an im portanttask nowadays

in cosm ology isto �nd new m ethodsortoreviveold ones

thatcould directly orindirectly quantify the am ountof

dark energy presentin theUniverse,aswellasdeterm ine

its equation ofstate. In this concern,the possibility of

constraining cosm ologicalparam eters from X-ray lum i-

nosity ofgalaxy clusters constitutes an im portant and

interestingtool.Thism ethod wasoriginally proposed by

Sasaki[11]and Pen [12]with basison m easurem entsof

the m ean baryonic m ass fraction in clusters as a func-

tion ofredshift. A recent application ofa new version

ofthis test was perform ed by Allen etal. [13,14](see

also [15]) who analyzed the X-ray observationsin som e

relaxed lensing clustersobserved with Chandra spanning

the redshift range 0:1 < z < 0:5. By inferring the cor-

responding gas m ass fraction they placed observational

lim itson thetotalm atterdensity param eter,
m ,aswell

ason the density param eter,
� ,associated to the vac-

uum energy density.

In the present paper, by following the m ethodology

presented in [14],we discussquantitatively how the ob-

servationsofX-ray gas m ass fraction ofgalaxy clusters

constrains the cosm ic equation of state describing the

dark energy com ponent. In order to detect the pos-

sibility of bias in the param eter determ ination due to

the im position ! � � 1 we have studied two di�erent

cases:the usualquintessence (� 1 � ! < 0)and the ex-

tended quintessence(alsonam ed \phantom "energy[10]),

in which the ! param eter m ay assum e values < � 1.
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mailto:limajas@dfte.ufrn.br
mailto:jvital@dfte.ufrn.br
mailto:alcaniz@astro.washington.edu


2

In the form er case, a good agreem ent between theory

and observations is possible if0:3 � 
m � 0:35 (68%

c.l.) and ! � � 0:55. These results are in line with re-

centanalyzesfrom distantSNe Ia [16],SNe + CM B [9],

gravitationallensing statistics [17]and the existence of

old high redshift objects (O HRO ’s) [18]. For extended

quintessence we obtain � 2:1 � ! � � 0:6 (68% c.l.)

with them atterdensityparam eterrangingin theinterval

0:27� 
m � 0:34 (68% c.l.).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we

present the basic �eld equations and the distance for-

m ulasrelevantforouranalysis.The corresponding con-

straints on the cosm ologicalparam eters ! and 
m are

investigated in Section III.W e �nish the paperby sum -

m arizing the m ain resultsin the conclusion Section.

II. B A SIC EQ U A T IO N S

For a spatially 
at,hom ogeneous,and isotropic cos-

m ologies driven by nonrelativistic m atter and a sep-

arately conserved exotic 
uid with equation of state,

px = !�x,the Friedm an’sequation isgiven by:

(
_R

R
)2 = H

2
o

�


m (
R o

R
)3 + (1� 
m )(

R o

R
)3(1+ !)

�

; (1)

wherean overdotdenotesderivativewith respectto tim e

and H o = 100hK m :s�1 :M pc�1 isthepresentvalueofthe

Hubble param eter.

In orderto derivetheconstraintsfrom X-ray gasm ass

fraction in the nextSection we shalluse the conceptof

angulardiam eterdistance,D A (z). Such a quantity can

be easily obtained in the following way: consider that

photonsare em itted by a source with coordinate r = r1

at tim e t1 and are received at tim e to by an observer

located atcoordinate r = 0. The em itted radiation will

follow nullgeodesicssothatthecom ovingdistanceofthe

sourceisde�ned by (c= 1)

r1 =

Z to

t1

dt

R(t)
=

Z R o

R (t)

dR

_R(t)R(t)
: (2)

By considering theaboveequations,itisstraightforward

to show thatthecom oving distancer1(z)can bewritten

as

r1(z)=
1

H oR o

Z 1

1

1+ z

dx

x
p

m x

�1 + (1� 
m )x
�(1+ 3!)

;

(3)

wherethesubscriptodenotespresentday quantitiesand

x =
R (t)

R o

= (1+ z)�1 isa convenientintegration variable.

Theangulardiam eterdistanceto a lightsourceatr= r1

and t = t1 which is observed at r = 0 and t = to is

de�ned astheratio ofthesourcediam eterto itsangular

diam eter,i.e.,

D A =
‘

�
= R(t1)r1 = (1+ z)�1 R or(z); (4)
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FIG .1:Them odelfunction f
m od
gas (Eq.8)asa function ofthe

redshiftforselected valuesof! and �xed valuesof
 m = 0:3,


 bh
2
= 0:0205 and h = 0:72.

which provides,when com bined with Eq.(3),

D
D E
A =

H �1
o

(1+ z)

Z 1

1

1+ z

dx

x
p

m x

�1 + (1� 
m )x
�(1+ 3!)

:

(5)

For the standard cold dark m atter m odel(SCDM ) we

set! = 0 in Eq. (3)and the angulardiam eterdistance

reducesto

D
SC D M
A =

2H �1
o

(1+ z)3=2

h

(1+ z)1=2 � 1

i

: (6)

III. C O N ST R A IN T S FR O M X -R A Y G A S M A SS

FR A C T IO N

In ouranalysisweconsidertheChandradataanalysed

in recent papers by Allen etal.[13,14]and Schm idt et

al.[19]. The speci�c data setconsistsofsix clustersdis-

tributed overa wide range ofredshifts (0:1 < z < 0:5).

Theclustersstudied areallregular,relativelyrelaxedsys-

tem s for which independent con�rm ation ofthe m atter

density param eterresultsisavailable from gravitational

lensing studies. As discussed in Ref. [14],the system -

atic uncertaintiesare . 10% (i.e.typically sm allerthan

the statisticaluncertainties). The X-ray gas m ass frac-

tion (fgas)valuesweredeterm ined fora canonicalradius

r2500, which is de�ned as the radius within which the

m ean m ass density is 2500 tim es the criticaldensity of
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FIG .2:Con�denceregionsin the
 m � ! plane by assum ing

theSCD M m odelasthedefaultcosm ology.Theregionsin the

graph correspond to 68% ,95% and 99% likelihood contours

for
atquintessence scenarios.

theUniverseattheredshiftofthecluster.Twodata sets

weregenerated from thesedata.O nein which theSCDM

m odelwith H o = 50K m :s�1 :M pc�1 isused asthedefault

cosm ologyand theotheronein which thedefaultcosm ol-

ogy isthe�CDM scenario with H o = 70K m :s�1 :M pc�1 ,


m = 0:3and 
� = 0:7.In whatfollowsweconstrain the

basiccosm ologicalparam etersusing the SCDM scenario

asthe defaultcosm ology.

By assum ingthatthebaryonicm assfraction in galaxy

clusters provides a fair sam ple of the distribution of

baryonsatlargescale,them attercontentoftheuniverse

can be expressed as[20,21]:


m =

b

fgas(1+ 0:19h3=2)
; (7)

where 
b standsforthe baryonic m assdensity param e-

ter.Sincefgas / D
3=2

A
[11],them odelfunction isde�ned

by

f
m od
gas (zi)=


b
�
1+ 0:19h3=2

�

m

�

2h
D SC D M
A (zi)

D D E
A

(zi)

�1:5

; (8)

where the term (2h)3=2 represents the change in

the Hubble param eter between the default cos-

m ology and quintessence scenarios while the ratio

D SC D M
A (zi)=D

D E
A (zi) accounts for deviations in the ge-

om etry ofthe universefrom the SCDM m odel.Figure1

showsthe behavioroffm od
gas asa function ofthe redshift

forsom eselected valuesof! having thevaluesof
b and
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FIG .3: The sam e as in Fig. 2 by assum ing the G aussian

priorsh = 0:72� 0:08 and 
 bh
2
= 0:0205� 0:0018.

h �xed. The value of
 m is �xed at 0:3 as suggested

by dynam icalestim ateson scalesup to about2h�1 M pc

[22]. For the sake of com parison, the current favored

cosm ologicalm odel,nam ely,a 
atscenario with 70% of

the criticalenergy density dom inated by a cosm ological

constant(�CDM )isalso shown.

In orderto determ inethecosm ologicalparam eters
m

and ! weusea �2 m inim ization fortherangeof
m and

! spanning the interval[0,1]in stepsof0.02

�
2 =

6X

i= 1

�
fm od
gas (zi)� fgas;i

�2

�2
fgas;i

(9)

where �fgas;i are the sym m etric root-m ean-squareerrors

for the SCDM data. The 68:3% and 95:4% con�dence

levelsarede�ned by theconventionaltwo-param eters�2

levels2.30 and 6.17,respectively.

In Fig. 2,by �xing the values of
 b (0.0205) and h

(0.72), we show contours of constant likelihood (95%

and 68% ) in the 
m -! plane. Note that the allowed

range for both 
m and ! is reasonably large,showing

the im possibility of placing restrictive lim its on these

quintessence scenarios from the considered X-ray gas

m ass fraction data. The best-�t m odelfor these data

occurs for 
m = 0:33 and ! = � 1:0 with �2 = 1:98.

Such lim its becom e slightly m ore restrictive if we as-

sum esom ea prioriknowledgeofthevalueoftheproduct


bh
2 = 0:0205� 0:0018[23]and ofthevalueoftheHub-

ble param eter h = 0:72� 0:08 [24]. To illustrate these

new results,in Fig.3 we show the con�dence regionsin

the 
m -! plane by assum ing such priors. In this case,
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FIG . 4: Constraints on the 
 m � ! plane for extended

quintessence. The regions in the graph correspond to 68% ,

95% and 99% con�dencelim its.Asin Fig.3,G aussian priors

on the valuesof
 bh
2
and h were assum ed.

the best-�t m odeloccurs for 
 m = 0:32,! = � 1 and

�2m in = 1:95 with the 1-� lim itson ! and 
m given,re-

spectively,by

! � � 0:555;

and


m = 0:320
+ 0:027
�0:014 :

For the sake ofcom pleteness,we also veri�ed that by

�xing ! = � 1 and extending the analysis for arbitrary

geom etriesthe resultsof[14]arefully recovered.

So farwehaveassum ed thatthedark energy equation

ofstate is constrained to be ! � � 1. However,as has

been observed recently a dark com ponentwith ! < � 1

appears to provide a better �t to SNe Ia observations

than do �CDM scenarios (! = � 1) [10]. In fact, al-

though having som eunusualproperties,this\phantom "

behavior is predicted by severalscenariosas,for exam -

ple,kinetically driven m odels [25]and som e versionsof

braneworld cosm ologies[26](seealso [27]and references

therein).In thisconcern,anaturalquestion atthispoint

is: how does this extension ofthe param eter space to

! < � 1 m odify the previous results? To answer this

question in Fig.4 weshow the 68% and 95% con�dence

regionsin the\extended" 
m � ! planeby assum ing the

sam ea prioriknowledgeofthe product
bh
2 and ofthe

value of the Hubble param eter as done earlier. From

thisanalysis,we�nd 
 m = 0:312+ 0:037
�0:034 ,! = � 1:29+ 0:686

�0:792

TABLE I:Lim itsto 
 m and !

M ethod Reference 
 m !

CM B + SNe Ia:..... [4] ’ 0:3 ’ � 0:6

[9] � < � 0:6

SNe Ia.................... [16] � < � 0:55

SNe Ia + G L.......... [36] 0:24 < � 0:7

G L.......................... [17] � � 0:55

SNe Ia + LSS......... [37] � < � 0:6

Various................... [29] 0:2� 0:5 < � 0:6

O HRO ’s.................. [18] 0.3 � � 0:27

CM B....................... [38] 0.3 < � 0:5

[32] � < � 0:96

��.......................... [33] 0.2-0.4 � � 0:5

�(z)......................... [30] 0.2 ’ � 1:0

CM B + SNe + LSS. [34] 0.3 < � 0:85

CM B + SNe + LSS. [28] � < � 0:71

CM B + SNe + LSS.a [28] � > � 2:68

SNe Ia
a

................... [28] 0.45 � 1:9

SNe + X-ray Clusters
a

.. [35] ’ 0:29 � 0:95

X-ray Clusters....... ThisPaper ’ 0:32 � � 0:5

X-ray Clusters
a

....... ThisPaper ’ 0:31 � 1:29

aextended quintessence

and �2m in = 1:77 both results at 1-� level. By assum -

ing no a priori knowledge on 
bh
2 and h we obtain

! = � 1:28+ 0:682
�0:809 while the value of
m rem ainsapproxi-

m ately thesam e.Theselim itsshould be com pared with

theonesobtained by Hannestad & M �ortsell[28]by com -

bining CM B + Large Scale Structure (LSS) + SNe Ia

data.At95.4% c.l.they found � 2:68< ! < � 0:78.

Atthispointwecom pareourresultswith otherrecent

determ inationsof! derived from independentm ethods.

For exam ple,for the usualquintessence (i.e.,! � � 1),

G arnavich et al. [16]used the SNe Ia data from the

High-z Supernova Search Team to �nd ! < � 0:55 (95%

c.l.) for
atm odelswhateverthevalueof
 m whereasfor

arbitrary geom etry they obtained ! < � 0:6 (95% c.l.).

Such resultsagree with the constraintsobtained from a

wide variety ofdi�erentphenom ena,using the \concor-

dance cosm ic" m ethod [29]. In this case,the com bined

m axim um likelihood analysissuggests! � � 0:6,which

rulesoutan unknown com ponentliketopologicaldefects

(dom ain wallsand string)forwhich ! = �
n

3
,being n the

dim ension ofthedefect.Recently,Lim a and Alcaniz[30]

investigated the angular size - redshift diagram (�(z))

in quintessence m odels by using the G urvits’published

data set [31]. Their analysis sugests � 1 � ! � � 0:5

whereas Corasanitiand Copeland [32]found,by using

SNe Ia data and m easurem ents of the position of the

acoustic peaksin the CM B spectrum ,� 1 � ! � � 0:93

at 2�. M ore recently,Jain et al. [33]used im age sep-

aration distribution function (��) oflensed quasars to

obtain � 0:8 � ! � � 0:4, for the observed range of


m � 0:2� 0:4 while Chae etal. [17]used gravitational

lens (G L) statistics based on the �nalCosm ic Lens All

Sky Survey (CLASS)data to �nd ! < � 0:55+ 0:18
�0:11 (68%
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c.l.).Bean and M elchiorri[34]obtained ! < � 0:85 from

CM B + SNeIa+ LSS data,which providesnosigni�cant

evidenceforquintessentialbehaviourdi�erentfrom that

ofa cosm ologicalconstant.A sim ilarconclusion wasalso

obtained by Schueckeretal.[35]from an analysisinvolv-

ing theREFLEX X-ray clusterand SNeIa data in which

thecondition ! � � 1 wasrelaxed.A m oreextensivelist

ofrecentdeterm inationsofthequintessenceparam eter!

ispresented in Table I.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

Thedeterm ination ofcosm ologicalparam etersisacen-

tralgoalofm odern cosm ology.W e live in a specialm o-

m ent where the em ergence ofa new \standard cosm ol-

ogy" driven by som e form ofdark energy seem s to be

inevitable. The uncom fortable situation forsom e com es

from thefactthattheem ergingm odelissom ewhatm ore

com plicated physically speaking, while for others it is

exciting becausealthough preservingsom easpectsofthe

basic scenario a new invisible actorwhich hasnotbeen

predicted by particlephysicsiscom ing into play.

Using thereasonableansatz ofconstantgasm assfrac-

tion atlarge scale,we placed new lim itson the 
m and

! param etersfora 
atdark energy m odel. The galaxy

clusterdataused correspondstoregular,relaxed system s

whosefgas(r)pro�lesareessentially
ataround r2500,the

m ass results were con�rm ed from gravitationallensing

studies and the residualsystem atic uncertainties in the

fgas values are sm all[14]. Naturally,the analysis pre-

sented here also reinforces the interest in searching for

X-ray data both for less relaxed clusters,and perhaps

m oreim portant,athigherredshifts.Hopefully,ourcon-

straints willbe m ore stringent when further Chandra,

XM M -Newton and m ore accurate gravitationallensing

data for clusters becom e available near future. In this

concern,we recallthatX-ray data from galaxy clusters

at high redshifts and the corresponding constraints for


m will play a key hole in the com ing years because

theirrelative abundance (and consequently the value of


m itself)m ay also independently bechecked trough the

Sunyaev-Zeldovich e�ect[39].

Aswe have seen,the X-ray data atpresentalso favor

eternalexpansion as the fate ofthe Universe in accor-

dance with SNe Ia data[1]. O ur estim ates of
m and

! are com patible with the results obtained from m any

independent m ethods (see Table I).W e em phasize that

a com bination ofthese X-ray data with di�erent m eth-

odsisvery welcom enotonly becauseofthe gain in pre-

cision but also because m ost of cosm ologicaltests are

endowed with a high degreeofdegeneracy and m ay con-

strain ratherwellonly speci�ccom binationsofcosm olog-

icalparam etersbutnoteach param eterindividually.The

basic resultscom bining di�erentm ethodswillappearin

a forthcom ing com m unication [40].

A cknow ledgm ents

This work was partially supported by the Con-

selho Nacional de Desenvolvim ento Cient���co e Tec-

nol�ogico (CNPq),Pronex/FINEP (No. 41.96.0908.00),

FAPESP (00/06695-0)andCNPq(62.0053/01-1-PADCT

III/M ilenio).

[1]S.Perlm utteretal.,Nature, 391,51 (1998);S.Perlm ut-

teretal.,Astrophys.J.517,565 (1999);A.Riessetal.,

Astron.J.116,1009 (1998).

[2]M .O zer and O .Taha, Nucl.Phys.B 287, 776 (1987);

K .Freese,F.C.Adam s,J.A.Friem an and E.M ottola,

Nucl.Phys.B 287,797 (1987);J.C.Carvalho,J.A.S.

Lim a and I.W aga,Phys.Rev.D 46 2404 (1992);F.M .

O verduin and F.I.Cooperstock,Phys.Rev.D 58,043506

(1998); J.V.Cunha,J.A.S.Lim a and J.S.Alcaniz,

Phys.Rev.D 66,023520 (2002);J.S.Alcaniz and J.M .

F.M aia,Phys.Rev.D 67,043502 (2003).

[3]B.Ratra and P.J.E.Peebles, Phys.Rev.D 37, 3406

(1988); J. A.Friem an, C. T. Hill, A. Stebbins and I.

W aga,Phys.Rev.Lett.75,2077 (1995);R.R.Caldwell,

R.D ave and P.J.Steinhardt,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,1582

(1998);T.D .Saini,S.Raychaudhury,V.Sahniand A.

A.Starobinsky,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,1162 (2000);R.R.

Caldwell,Braz.J.Phys.30,215 (2000).

[4]M .S.Turner and M .W hite, Phys.Rev.D 56, R4439

(1997).

[5]T. Chiba, N.Sugiyam a and T.Nakam ura, M on. Not.

Roy.Astron.Soc.289,L5 (1997);J.S.Alcaniz and J.

A.S.Lim a,Astrophys.J.550,L133 (2001);J.K ujat,A.

M .Linn,R.J.Scherrerand D .H.W einberg,Astrophys.

J.572,1 (2002);D .Jain,A.D ev,N.Panchapakesan,S.

M ahajan,V.B.Bhatia,astro-ph/0105551.

[6]A.K am enshchik,U.M oschella and V.Pasquier,Phys.

Lett.B 511,265(2001);M .C.Bento,O Bertolam iand A.

A.Sen,Phys.Rev.D 66,043507 (2002);A.D ev,D .Jain

and J.S.Alcaniz,Phys.Rev.D 67,023515 (2003);M .C.

Bento,O .Bertolam iand A.A.Sen,astro-ph/0210468;J.

S.Alcaniz,D .Jain and A.D ev.,Phys.Rev.D 67,043514

(2003). astro-ph/0210476; D . Carturan and F. Finelli,

astro-ph/0211626;H.Sandvik,M .Tegm ark,M .Zaldar-

riaga and I.W aga,astro-ph/0212114;U.Alam ,V.Sahni,

T.D .Sainiand A.A.Starobinsky,astro-ph/0303009;R.

Colistete Jr,J.C.Fabris,S.V.B.G onalves and P.E.de

Souza,astro-ph/0303338

[7]G . D vali, G . G abadadze and M . Porrati, Phys. Lett.

B 485,208 (2000); C.D e�ayet,Phys.Lett.B 502,199

(2001); J. S. Alcaniz, Phys.Rev.D 65, 123514 (2002).

astro-ph/0202492; J. S. Alcaniz, D . Jain and A.D ev,

Phys.Rev.D 66,067301 (2002);D .Jain,A.D ev and J.

S.Alcaniz,Phys.Rev.D 66,083511 (2002)

[8]J.A.S.Lim a and J.S.Alcaniz,Astron.Astrophys.348,

1 (1999);J.S.Alcaniz and J.A.S.Lim a,Astron.As-

trophys.349,729 (1999);P.Chim ento,A.S.Jakubiand

N.A.Zuccala,Phys.Rev.D 63,103508 (2001);W .Zim -

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0105551
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210468
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210476
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0211626
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0212114
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0303009
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0303338
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0202492


6

dahl, D .J.Schwarz, A.B. Balakin and D iego Pav�on,

Phys.Rev.D 64,063501 (2001);M .P.Freaza,R.S.de

Souza and I.W aga,Phys.Rev.D 66,103502 (2002);K .

Freeseand M .Lewis,Phys.Lett.B 540,1 (2002);Z.Zhu

and M .Fujim oto,Astrophys.J.581,1 (2002).

[9]G . Efstathiou, M on. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 310, 842

(1999).

[10]R.R.Caldwell,Phys.Lett.B 545,23 (2002).

[11]S.Sasaki,PASJ,48,L119 (1996).

[12]U.Pen,New Astron.2,309 (1997).

[13]S.W .Allen,S.Ettori,A.C.Fabian,M NRAS,324,877

(2002)

[14]S.W .Allen,R.W .Schm idt,A.C.Fabian,M NRAS,334,

L11 (2002).

[15]S.Ettori,P.Tozziand P.Rosati,Astron.Astrophys.398,

879 (2003).

[16]P.M .G arnavich etal.,Astrophys.J.509,74 (1998).

[17]K .-H.Chae etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,151301 (2002).

[18]J.A.S.Lim a and J.S.Alcaniz,M on.Not.Roy.Astron.

Soc.317,893 (2000);J.S.Alcaniz,J.A.S.Lim a and

J.V.Cunha,M on.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc.(2003),in press.

See also astro-ph/0301226.

[19]R.W .Schm idt,S.W .Allen,A.C.Fabian,M NRAS,327,

1057 (2001).

[20]S.D .M .W hite,J.F.Navarro,A.E.Evrard,C.S.Frenk,

Nature,366,429 (1993).

[21]M .Fukugita,C.J.Hogan,P.J.E Peebles,Astrophys.J.,

503,518 (1998).

[22]R.G .Calberg et al.,Astrophys.J.462,32 (1996); A.

D ekel,D .Burstein and S.W hiteS.,In CriticalD ialogues

in Cosm ology,edited by N.Turok W orld Scienti�c,Sin-

gapore (1997).

[23]J.M .O ’M eara,D .Tytler,D .K irkm an,N.Suzuki,J.X.

Prochaska,D .Lubin,A.M .W olfe,Astrophys.J.,552,

718 (2001).

[24]W .Freedm an etal.,Astrophys.J.,553,47 (2001).

[25]T.Chiba,T.O kabe and M .Yam aguchi,Phys.Rev.D

62,023511 (2000).

[26]V.Sahniand Y.Shtanov,astro-ph/0202346.

[27]B.M cInnes,astro-ph/0210321; S.M .Carroll,M .Ho�-

m an and M .Trodden,astro-ph/0301273

[28]S.Hannestad and E.M �ortsell,Phys.Rev D 66,063508

(2002)

[29]L.W ang,R.R.caldwell,J.P.O striker& P.J.Steinhardt,

Astrophys.J.530,17 (2000).

[30]J.A.S.Lim a and J.S.Alcaniz,Astrophys.J.566,15

(2002).

[31]L.I.G urvits,K .I.K ellerm ann and S.Frey,A& A 342,

378 (1999).

[32]P.S.Corasanitiand E.J.Copeland,Phys.Rev.D 65,

043004 (2002).

[33]D .Jain,A.D ev,N.Panchapakesan,S.M ahajan,V.B.

Bhatia,astro-ph/0105551.

[34]R.Bean and A.M elchiorri,Phys.Rev.D 65,041302(R)

(2002).

[35]P.Schuecker,R.R.Caldwell,H.Bohringer,C.A.Collins

and LuigiG uzzo,astro-ph/0211480.

[36]I.W aga and A.P.M .R.M iceli,Phys.Rev 59,103507.

[37]S.Perlm utter,M .S.Turner and M .W hite,Phys.Rev.

Lett.83,670 (1999).

[38]A.Balbi,C.Baccigalupi,S.M atarrese,F.Perrota and

N.Vitorio,Astrophys.J.547,L89 (2001).

[39]J.E.Carlstrom ,G .P.Holderand E.D .Reese,Ann.Rev.

Astronom .Astrophys.,(2003).In press.

[40]J.V.Cunha,J.S.Alcaniz and J.A.S.Lim a,in prepa-

ration.

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0301226
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0202346
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210321
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0301273
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0105551
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0211480

