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A bstract

W e propose a sin ple phenom enological param eterization of quint-
essence with a tin evarying equation of state. In particular, it ac-
counts for the possibility of early dark energy. T he quintessence po-
tential can be reconstructed in tem s of the present fraction in dark
energy, the present equation of state and the am ount of early dark

energy.

D istihguishing quintessence — a tin e varying dark energy com ponent —
from a cosn ological constant is a m a pr quest of present cbservational cos—
mology. The rst particle physics m odels [Ii, 2] are based on a scalar eld
rolling down a potential. Typically, a cosm ic attractor solution [Ii, 2] renders
the evolution ofthe scalar eld Independent of the iniial conditions (aftera
certain transition tim e in early coan ology). For a given scalar potential the
quintessence coan ology is as predictive as a cosm ological constant scenario.
H ow ever, there are num erousm odels w ith di erent potentials. For coan olog—
ical tests of their general features one would lke a sin ple param eterization
of the coan ological dynam ics, say the Hubble param eter as a function of
redshift, H (z), that can Jater be translated into statem ents about the fom
of the quintessence potential.

A  rst obviously in portant param eter is the present fraction in hom oge-
neous dark energy E:] QO) = (= 0). For dbservations at low z the next
In portant param eter is the rst derivative of 4, (z) or the present equation
ofstatew, = wy, (z= 0) Bl. These two quantities are directly related, cf. eg.

3) below . Continuing an expansion in z is not very m eaningfiil, however,
if one wants to cover the physics at high z, lke last scattering. For exam —
rl, the CM B -anisotropies are very sensitive to the fraction of dark energy

at last scattering EI] fs) = j (z= 1100) and structure fom ation depends

crucially on the weighted m ean of 1, during structure om ation °° §, 41
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These two In portant param eters are not reasonably describbed by a Taylor
expansion of , (z) orwy (z) around z = 0.

The Jong tem goal is certainly to gather as much inform ation as possi-
ble about the whol function 4, (z) fi]. O ne possblk strategy kaves 1 (z)
essentially unconstrained and sin ply trdes to nd a function which in proves
substantially the tto the available data as com pared to a coan ological con—
stant. A com plem entary strategy describes 4, (z) 8,4lorwy, (z) 8,'9,70,11]
In tem s of a few param eters. In particular, the param eterization of wy, by
Femm iD irac fiinctions fI(] can coverm any interesting proposed quintesssence
m odels. W e suggest here a concentration on 1, and on the absolutem inin um
of param eters: we propose to test a three param eter fam ily of quintessence
m odels characterized (for a at universe) by y = 1 QO) ;Wwo and a
new bending param eter b or, equivalently, the fraction of early dark en—
ergy, . The crteria for the param eterization are chosen such that at least
for a certain param eter range the m odel is consistent wih a scalar eld
rolling down a potential. (T his is not the case, for exam ple, for an ansatz
W (z) = wo+t wh exoept orw®= 0. It also should cover the interesting
case of early quintessence. The two param eters 1 + wy and b m easure the
deviation from the case ofa coan ological constant. At Jeast in principle they
can be determm ined from every cosm ological observation ssparately since our
param eterization covers the whole available redshift range. If, at the end,
valiesof 1+ wy and b di erent from zero are preferred and their best values
di er between observations covering di erent redshift ranges, it w ill still be
tin e to enlarge our param eterization.

T hree param eters

O bsarvations have m ost direct access to the redshift dependence of the
Hubbl param eter, H (z). The dark energy quantity that is m ost directly
related to H (z) isthe fraction In dark energy as a function of redshift, 4 (z).
W eain here at a usefiill param eterization of 1 (z) In tem s ofthree (or four)
param eters. Two param etersare chosen as vy = 1 }(10) and wgy. In order
to proceed further we use a sin ple relation between 4 (z) and wy, (z) which
is valid if the energy density not contained in dark energy can be acoounted

for by pressureless m atter [11]
d n
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T his suggests to param eterize the function
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which obeys (in absence of radiation)
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W e propose
3woy
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where Ry isdirectly related to y by
1
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M

The new \bending parameter" b = 1=y, = 1=l + z,) characterizes the
redshift where an approxin ately constant equation of state tums over to a
di erent behavior. N onzero b signals the breakdown of the linear expansion
for R (y). W ithin the simple param eterization 4) a positive b is directly
related to the presence of early dark energy

exp Ro + 3wy=b)

.= [ :
n ) 1+ exp Ry + 3wo=D)

©®)

W hereas for supemovae (@nd other cbservations at low z) b is perhaps the
m ost naturalparam eterw e actually suggest to quote thetriplet ( v jWo; &)-
Theparam eter . hasa sin pl physics interpretation . Forpractical purposes
w ithin the three param eter param eterization . equals }(115) and ff) and
enters therefore very directly the CM B anisotropies or structure form ation.
Inserting eq. {§) b is then detem ined as

3Wo
e : %
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(N evertheless, for the tting to the data b is preferred since eq. @) also

covers the case of negative b. Supemovae observe m oderate valuesofy / 1

and the param eter bmay be related to , (z = 1) which is perhaps m ost

directly probed.) For a coan ological constant one haswy = 1; c= Oor
Wo = 1; b= 0 whereas a constant equation of state cbtains forb= 0. If
one perform s a Taylor expansion ofwy, (z) ]

Wh@)= wo+ wlz+ ::: 8)



one nds the relation
w'=  2wb: ©)

N eglecting radiation, the function R (y) has a sin ple Interpretation in
tem s of the averaged equation of state
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This yields a very convenient formula for the redshift dependence of the
Hubble param eter according to

= v )@+ )3 @ 1+ z)3: (11)

T herefore the lum nosity distance and related cosn ological quantities are
easily expressed In tem s of our param eterization ofR . W ith () one nds
Wo
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O uransatz can also be interpreted as a direct param eterization ofthe redshift
dependence of the Hubbl param eter.

W e note that our param eterization ensures autom atically that 4, (z) re—
mains between 0 and 1 for arbitrary values of R (y). & implies a negative
equation of state (forwg < 0)

Wo

Tt ogp a3

wy (y) =

Therefore R (y) and 4 (z) are m onotonic functions. For quintessence due to
the evolution of a scalar eld one has

T \Y
T+V

Wy = (14)
w ith kinetic and potentialenergy T andV . Forpositive T andV the equation
of state is bounded to the Interval 1 W 1l: ForT > 0; V < 0 one
nds wy,j> 1, wih sign depending on the sign of T + V.) Onem ay argue
that the orm {13) is not general enough and, in particular, not suitable for
the description of a possble change of sign ofwy, . In fact, for typicalm odels
w ith early dark energy one expectswy, > 0 In the radiation dom hated epoch.
W e rem ark, however, that egs. (1), {3) receive corrections f11,] once radiation



becom es in portant. For > 0one nds forthe radiation dom nated epoch
wy = 1=3.) Our param eterization can therefore ram ain reasonabl as long
as p (z) is a m onotonic function 4 which is the case for m ost quintessence
m odels.

R econstructing the scalar potential

T he scalarpotentialand kinetic term can be reconstructed {L1] from R (y).
A sa consequence, our three param eters describe a fam ily of com plete m odels
for which not only the background evolution but also the uctuations ofthe
coamn on  eld can be determ ined. One rst constructsV (y) according to

1w 3M ? 5
vV = = 1 H
> h > ( Wh) n
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(with reduced Planck massM ? = M /=8 ; . = 3M °H?). For the relation
between the scalar eld ' and y we also use the scalar kinetic energy

3M 2 5
T = > (1+ Wh) hH
1 k2 e * ., k¥, @ °?
= JK0)yi=— — ¥=—H" — (L6)
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O ne possibility em ploys a standard kinetic tetm  (k = 1) and Integrates the
relation

L& P 31+ ) @7)

— = W

M Qy nlon
In order to obtain ’ (v), and, wih {1:5), V (" ). Perhaps more direct and
more ekgant isa rescaling / = ' () such that the potentialV ( ) takes a
standard form . The inform ation about the speci ¢ quintessence m odel is
then contained in the \kinetial" k ( ) [12]. In this case (y) can be directly
extracted from eq. (5). Subsequently, eq. (14) can be solved for k. In
particular, if the potential is m onotonic in the scalar eld one m ay use the
\standard exponential form "

v=m"* — 18
exp M 8)

2Actually, in m any m odels the potential is essentially exponential at early tim es. In
this case a calculable change i_]:] in 1 (z) occurs at the transition from the radiation to
the m atter dom inated era. Beyond . this jum p does not Involve a new free param eter
and could easily be ncorporated into our param eterization. Since we concentrate here on
the m atter dom inated epoch we have kft out this issue in this note.



For this choice one extracts from egs. (12) (14) of ref. {I1]

K= Bl+wn) o2 304w, ovn_ 1 19)
@y 1w,
and from egs. (13) @8)
A T 20)
M oM 2 W) om

In conclision, we can associate to a given param eterset ( vy ;W) a quintessence
m odelw ith a speci ¢ kinetical k ( ), or after rescaling to a standard kinetic
term , a potentialVv (" ).

A faw comm ents illustrate this relation.

(i) For , > 0 apositive T requires wy, 1.

(i) Foraregionwih 1 > 0andwy > 1 thepotentialV m ust be negative
(cf. eq. {13)). The param eterization @) does not cover this case.

(i) The relation {19) holds only up to a sign. Fork ! = 0 the potential
V (") has a stationary point, @V=R’ = 0. A change of sign of k *
acoording to eq. (19) signals that the scalar eld m oves through an
extrem um of the potentialV (' ) at the corresponding value ofy. This
in plies an interesting condition for a m onotonic V (' ), nam ely 1

B g 30 W) @1)
Gy

W ithin the ansatz ) k ! ispositive for largey ifb> 0. A monotonic
potential therefore requires fory = 0

Y S 22)
@ijzo
or wo < 0)
p< & WS): @3)
2Wo

3T his condition Hllow s also directly from eq. {13). It is equivalent to @ hV=@y 6 O,
ushg@h L=Q@y= 30+ wy).



O ur param eterization covers a w ide class of dynam ical behaviors of dark
energy beyond the quintessence m odels based on a scalar eld. W e recall
that wg < 1 orb < 0 are not com patdbl with scalar quintessence m odels
With T > 0).Forwy closeto 1, as suggested by cbservation, only a rather
narrow range ofb is com patiblew ith a m onotonic potential. A san Inm ediate
consequence, quintessence m odels w ith m onotonic potential and lading to
wo close to 1 are very hard to distinguish from a cosm ological constant
by ocbservations at low z. Indeed, w (z) is bounded by the solution of the
di erential equation @w =Ry = 31 W) (cf. eg. @1)), namely

1 Wo (1+ Wo)e6y .
1 wo+ @+ wge® '

Wyt () = 24)
Independently ofour speci cparam eterization am onotonic potential requires
Wy (Z) w}fp (z). Foramnall (1 + wg) one needs su ciently large z before
W (z) can deviate substantially from 1. Actually, the bound {24) cannot
be saturated since this would require that the scalar eld is frozen at an
extremum , .n contradiction towy, > 1. Combining the bound (£3) w ith eg.
(13) yields a m ore severe bound w ithin our param eterization

Wo 1

wy ) <
§ T L+ 30+ woyl

2W0
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where the last expression assumes 1+ wy 1. In this case, ie. forbobeying
the nequality @3), we nd amonotonick( ).

E xtended param eterization

Combining the hequality €3) wih eq. (7) restricts . to rather small
values if 1 + wy 1. This is, of course, a consequence of our ansatz @)
w ith only three Independent param eters. From the partick physics point of
view there is no contradiction between a sizeable . (say a f&w percent) and
Wy close to 1. One may therefore want to weaken the strict connection
between band . by an extended param eterization. For exam ple, thism ay
be required if supemovae nd a sn allbwhile structure form ation ortheCM B
prefer a nonvanishing .. A still elatively sin ple possibility is the choice
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coincideswih 4 (y) and the ansatz @) for = 1. The relation between b
and . dependsnow on the new param eter
3w 1 1
b= S S 4m — M : 28)

e M

For a Taylr expansion w (z) = wy + w% one nds

3 1) ¢ @ 1
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Another possble shortoom ing of the ansatz {:4) (and also the extension
£24)) is the necessarily nonzero value of . forb> 0. Onemay include the
possibility that ; does not approach a constant for large y even forb 6 0
and use an altemative extended param eterization

3woy + 3b v

R(Y)=R0+W (30)

w ith

wotby@+t by).
@+ by)?

@31

wy (y) =

In practice, onem ay express In tem s ofthe fraction in dark energy at last
scattering, ;115) = 4 (z= 1100).Negative impliesthat ; approaches zero
fory ! 1 ,whereas it fom ally Increases towards one for > 0. Neglecting
radiation denotes the \asym ptotic" value ofw, (z ! 1 )= . (For this
particular pont we assum eb> 0 such that R hasno polk fory > 0.) Exten-—
sions of the param eterization lke £§) or (30) m ay be needed in the long run
for a detailed com parison ofCM B, structure fom ation and supemovae. For
observations covering a rangey < 1 the param eterization () is presum ably
su cient.

O ther param eterizations of a tin e varying equation of state wy, (z) or the
corresponding 4, (z) have been proposed in the literature #, 6, g, 9, 10,
11]. They often cover only a restricted range of redshift but fail (or are
unspeci ed) when applied to the full redshift range acoessible to observation,
say 0 z< 1200.Forexam ple, the Taylrexpansion w (z) = wo+ w% Jeads
tow@)> 1Porz>z,= 1 w)=w’ w"> 0). This only is consistent w ith
a very restricted and not very natural class of scalar m odels, nam ely those
where the potentialV (' ) wasnegative in the past orz > z., and hastumed
positive recently forz < z.. Fornegative w’ the positivity of kinetic energy



W (z) > 1) is violated in the past —even worse.) On the other hand, the
proposed param eterizations covering the whole redshift range lead usually to
am ore com plicated form ofH (z) as com pared to eq. 1), involve m ore than
three param eters and often contain a certain degree of arbitrariness.

Tt is obvious that every param eterization in termm s of a few param eters
w illhave its strength for a particularproblem but also its shortocom ingswhen
applied to the whole relevant redshift-range. N evertheless, concentrating on
a sim ple one would be bene cial for a direct com parison of di erent cbser-
vations at the present stage.
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