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A bstract

W eproposea sim plephenom enologicalparam eterization ofquint-

essence with a tim e-varying equation ofstate. In particular,it ac-

counts forthe possibility ofearly dark energy. The quintessence po-

tentialcan be reconstructed in term softhe presentfraction in dark

energy,the present equation ofstate and the am ount ofearly dark

energy.

Distinguishing quintessence -a tim e varying dark energy com ponent -

from a cosm ologicalconstantisa m ajorquestofpresentobservationalcos-

m ology. The �rst particle physics m odels [1,2]are based on a scalar�eld

rolling down a potential.Typically,a cosm icattractorsolution [1,2]renders

theevolution ofthescalar�eld independentoftheinitialconditions(aftera

certain transition tim ein early cosm ology).Fora given scalarpotentialthe

quintessence cosm ology isaspredictive asa cosm ologicalconstantscenario.

However,therearenum erousm odelswith di�erentpotentials.Forcosm olog-

icaltestsoftheirgeneralfeaturesone would like a sim ple param eterization

ofthe cosm ologicaldynam ics,say the Hubble param eter as a function of

redshift,H (z),thatcan laterbe translated into statem entsaboutthe form

ofthequintessence potential.

A �rstobviously im portantparam eteristhepresentfraction in hom oge-

neousdark energy [1]

(0)

h
= 
h(z = 0).Forobservationsatlow z the next

im portantparam eteristhe�rstderivative of
 h(z)orthepresentequation

ofstatew0 = wh(z= 0)[3].Thesetwo quantitiesaredirectly related,cf.eq.

(3) below. Continuing an expansion in z is not very m eaningful,however,

ifone wants to cover the physics athigh z,like lastscattering. Forexam -

ple,the CM B-anisotropiesare very sensitive to the fraction ofdark energy

atlastscattering [4]

(ls)

h
= 
h(z = 1100)and structure form ation depends

crucially on theweighted m ean of
h during structureform ation �

(sf)

h
[5,6].
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These two im portantparam eters are notreasonably described by a Taylor

expansion of
h(z)orwh(z)around z = 0.

The long term goaliscertainly to gatherasm uch inform ation aspossi-

ble aboutthe whole function 
h(z)[7]. One possible strategy leaves
h(z)

essentially unconstrained and sim ply triesto �nd a function which im proves

substantially the�tto theavailabledataascom pared toacosm ologicalcon-

stant.A com plem entary strategy describes
h(z)[4,6]orwh(z)[8,9,10,11]

in term sofa few param eters. In particular,the param eterization ofwh by

Ferm i-Diracfunctions[10]can coverm anyinterestingproposed quintesssence

m odels.W esuggesthereaconcentration on
h andontheabsolutem inim um

ofparam eters:we propose to testa three param eterfam ily ofquintessence

m odels characterized (for a at universe) by 
 M = 1 � 

(0)

h
;w0 and a

new bending param eter b or, equivalently, the fraction of early dark en-

ergy,
e.Thecriteria fortheparam eterization arechosen such thatatleast

for a certain param eter range the m odelis consistent with a scalar �eld

rolling down a potential. (This is notthe case,forexam ple,foran ansatz

w(z) = w0 + w 0z except for w 0 = 0.) It also should cover the interesting

case ofearly quintessence. The two param eters 1+ w0 and b m easure the

deviation from thecaseofacosm ologicalconstant.Atleastin principlethey

can bedeterm ined from every cosm ologicalobservation separately sinceour

param eterization covers the whole available redshift range. If,at the end,

valuesof1+ w0 and bdi�erentfrom zero arepreferred and theirbestvalues

di�erbetween observationscovering di�erentredshiftranges,itwillstillbe

tim eto enlargeourparam eterization.

T hree param eters

Observations have m ostdirect access to the redshift dependence ofthe

Hubble param eter,H (z). The dark energy quantity that is m ost directly

related toH (z)isthefraction in dark energy asafunction ofredshift,
h(z).

W eaim hereatausefulparam eterization of
h(z)in term softhree(orfour)

param eters.Two param etersarechosen as
M = 1� 

(0)

h
and w0.In order

to proceed furtherwe use a sim ple relation between 
h(z)and wh(z)which

isvalid iftheenergy density notcontained in dark energy can beaccounted

forby pressurelessm atter[11]

d
h

dy
= 3
h(1� 
h)wh ; y = ln(1+ z)= � lna: (1)

Thissuggeststo param eterizethefunction

R(y)= ln

�

h(y)

1� 
h(y)

�

(2)
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which obeys(in absenceofradiation)

@R(y)

@y
= 3wh(y): (3)

W epropose

R(y)= R 0 +
3w0y

1+ by
(4)

whereR 0 isdirectly related to 
M by

R 0 = ln

�
1� 
M


M

�

: (5)

The new \bending param eter" b = 1=yb = 1=ln(1 + zb) characterizes the

redshiftwhere an approxim ately constantequation ofstate turnsoverto a

di�erentbehavior.Nonzero bsignalsthebreakdown ofthe linearexpansion

for R(y). W ithin the sim ple param eterization (4) a positive b is directly

related to thepresence ofearly dark energy


e = 
h(y ! 1 )=
exp(R 0 + 3w0=b)

1+ exp(R 0 + 3w0=b)
: (6)

W hereasforsupernovae (and otherobservationsatlow z)b isperhapsthe

m ostnaturalparam eterweactuallysuggesttoquotethetriplet(
M ;w0;
e).

Theparam eter
e hasasim plephysicsinterpretation.Forpracticalpurposes

within the three param eterparam eterization 
e equals 

(ls)

h
and �


(sf)

h
and

enterstherefore very directly the CM B anisotropiesorstructure form ation.

Inserting eq.(6)bisthen determ ined as

b= �
3w0

ln

�
1� 
 e


 e

�

+ ln

�
1� 
 M


 M

�: (7)

(Nevertheless, for the �tting to the data b is preferred since eq. (4) also

coversthe case ofnegative b.Supernovae observe m oderate valuesofy ’ 1

and the param eter b m ay be related to 
h(z = 1) which is perhaps m ost

directly probed.) Fora cosm ologicalconstantone hasw0 = � 1;
e = 0 or

w0 = � 1; b= 0 whereasa constantequation ofstate obtainsforb= 0. If

oneperform sa Taylorexpansion ofwh(z)[8]

wh(z)= w0 + w
0
z+ ::: (8)
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one�ndstherelation

w
0= � 2w0b: (9)

Neglecting radiation,the function R(y) has a sim ple interpretation in

term softheaveraged equation ofstate

�wh(y)=
1

y

yZ

0

dy
0
wh(y

0)=
R(y)� R0

3y
: (10)

This yields a very convenient form ula for the redshift dependence ofthe

Hubbleparam eteraccording to

H 2(z)

H 2
0

= (1� 
M )(1+ z)3+ 3�w h(z)+ 
M (1+ z)3: (11)

Therefore the lum inosity distance and related cosm ologicalquantities are

easily expressed in term sofourparam eterization ofR.W ith (4)one�nds

�wh(z)=
w0

1+ bln(1+ z)
: (12)

Ouransatzcan alsobeinterpreted asadirectparam eterization oftheredshift

dependence oftheHubbleparam eter.

W enotethatourparam eterization ensuresautom atically that
h(z)re-

m ains between 0 and 1 for arbitrary values ofR(y). It im plies a negative

equation ofstate(forw0 < 0)

wh(y)=
w0

(1+ by)2
: (13)

ThereforeR(y)and 
h(z)arem onotonicfunctions.Forquintessence dueto

theevolution ofa scalar�eld onehas

wh =
T � V

T + V
(14)

with kineticandpotentialenergyT andV .ForpositiveT andV theequation

ofstate is bounded to the interval� 1 � wh � 1:(ForT > 0; V < 0 one

�ndsjw hj> 1,with sign depending on the sign ofT + V .) One m ay argue

thattheform (13)isnotgeneralenough and,in particular,notsuitable for

thedescription ofa possiblechangeofsign ofwh.In fact,fortypicalm odels

with early darkenergy oneexpectswh > 0in theradiation dom inated epoch.

W erem ark,however,thateqs.(1),(3)receivecorrections[11]onceradiation

4



becom esim portant.(For
e > 0one�ndsfortheradiation dom inated epoch

wh = 1=3.) Ourparam eterization can therefore rem ain reasonable aslong

as
h(z)isa m onotonic function
2 which isthe case form ostquintessence

m odels.

R econstructing the scalar potential

Thescalarpotentialandkineticterm can bereconstructed [11]from R(y).

Asaconsequence,ourthreeparam etersdescribeafam ily ofcom pletem odels

forwhich notonly thebackground evolution butalso theuctuationsofthe

cosm on �eld can bedeterm ined.One�rstconstructsV (y)according to

V =
1� wh

2
�h =

3 �M 2

2
(1� wh)
hH

2 (15)

(with reduced Planck m ass �M 2 = M 2
p=8�; �cr = 3 �M 2H 2). Forthe relation

between thescalar�eld ’ and y wealso usethescalarkineticenergy

T =
3 �M 2

2
(1+ wh)
hH

2

=
1

2
k
2(’)_’2 =

k2

2

�
@’

@y

� 2

_y2 =
k2

2
H

2

�
@’

@y

� 2

: (16)

One possibility em ploysa standard kinetic term (k = 1)and integratesthe

relation

1

�M

@’

@y
=
p
3(1+ wh)
h (17)

in order to obtain ’(y),and,with (15),V (’). Perhaps m ore direct and

m ore elegant isa rescaling ’ = ’(�)such thatthe potentialV (�)takes a

standard form . The inform ation about the speci�c quintessence m odelis

then contained in the \kinetial" k(�)[12].In thiscase �(y)can be directly

extracted from eq. (15). Subsequently,eq. (16) can be solved for k. In

particular,ifthe potentialism onotonic in the scalar�eld one m ay use the

\standard exponentialform "

V = �M 4exp

�

�
�

�M

�

(18)

2Actually,in m any m odels the potentialis essentially exponentialat early tim es. In

this case a calculable change [1]in 
h(z)occurs at the transition from the radiation to

the m atterdom inated era. Beyond 
e this jum p doesnotinvolve a new free param eter

and could easily beincorporated into ourparam eterization.Sinceweconcentratehereon

the m atterdom inated epoch wehaveleftoutthisissuein thisnote.
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Forthischoiceoneextractsfrom eqs.(12)(14)ofref.[11]

k
� 1 = [3(1+ wh)
h]

� 1=2

�

3(1+ wh)�
@wh

@y

1

1� wh

�

(19)

and from eqs.(15)(18)

�

�M
= � ln

�
3H 2

2 �M 2
(1� wh)
h

�

: (20)

Inconclusion,wecanassociatetoagivenparam eterset(
M ;w0;b)aquintessence

m odelwith a speci�c kineticalk(�),orafterrescaling to a standard kinetic

term ,a potentialV (’).

A few com m entsillustratethisrelation.

(i) For
h > 0 a positiveT requireswh � � 1.

(ii) Fora region with 
h > 0 and wh > 1 thepotentialV m ustbenegative

(cf.eq.(15)).Theparam eterization (4)doesnotcoverthiscase.

(iii) The relation (19)holdsonly up to a sign. Fork� 1 = 0 the potential

V (’) has a stationary point,@V=@’ = 0. A change ofsign ofk� 1

according to eq. (19) signals that the scalar �eld m oves through an

extrem um ofthepotentialV (’)atthecorresponding valueofy.This

im pliesan interesting condition fora m onotonicV (’),nam ely 3

@wh

@y
6= 3(1� w

2

h): (21)

W ithin theansatz(4)k� 1 ispositiveforlargey ifb> 0.A m onotonic

potentialthereforerequiresfory = 0

@wh

@y jy= 0

< 3(1� w
2

0
) (22)

or(w0 < 0)

b< �
3(1� w2

0
)

2w0

: (23)

3Thiscondition followsalso directly from eq. (13). Itisequivalentto @lnV=@y 6= 0,

using @ln�h=@y = 3(1+ wh).
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Ourparam eterization coversa wideclassofdynam icalbehaviorsofdark

energy beyond the quintessence m odels based on a scalar �eld. W e recall

that w0 < 1 or b < 0 are not com patible with scalar quintessence m odels

(with T > 0).Forw0 closeto � 1,assuggested by observation,only a rather

narrow rangeofbiscom patiblewith am onotonicpotential.Asan im m ediate

consequence,quintessence m odelswith m onotonic potentialand leading to

w0 close to � 1 are very hard to distinguish from a cosm ologicalconstant

by observations at low z. Indeed,w(z) is bounded by the solution ofthe

di�erentialequation @w h=@y = 3(1� w2h)(cf.eq.(21)),nam ely

w
up

h
(y)= �

1� w0 � (1+ w0)e
6y

1� w0 + (1+ w0)e
6y
: (24)

Independentlyofourspeci�cparam eterizationam onotonicpotentialrequires

wh(z) � w
up

h
(z). For sm all(1 + w0) 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

extrem um ,in contradiction to wh > � 1.Com bining thebound (23)with eq.

(13)yieldsa m oreseverebound within ourparam eterization

wh(y)<
w0

�

1�
3(1� w 2

0
)

2w 0

y

�2 � �
1

[1+ 3(1+ w0)y]
2

(25)

wherethelastexpression assum es1+ w0 � 1.In thiscase,i.e.forbobeying

theinequality (23),we�nd a m onotonick(�).

Extended param eterization

Com bining the inequality (23)with eq. (7)restricts
e to rathersm all

values if1+ w0 � 1. This is,ofcourse,a consequence ofour ansatz (4)

with only three independentparam eters.From theparticlephysicspointof

view thereisno contradiction between a sizeable
e (say a few percent)and

w0 close to � 1. One m ay therefore want to weaken the strict connection

between band 
e by an extended param eterization.Forexam ple,thism ay

berequired ifsupernovae�nd asm allbwhilestructureform ation ortheCM B

prefera nonvanishing 
e.A stillrelatively sim plepossibility isthechoice


h(y)=
(~
�(y)� 
e)

�

(1� 
M � 
e)
�� 1

+ 
e (26)

where

~
�(y)=
(1� 
M )exp

�
3w 0

�

y

1+ by

�


M + (1� 
M )exp

�
3w 0

�

y

1+ by

� (27)
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coincideswith 
h(y)and the ansatz (4)for� = 1. The relation between b

and 
e dependsnow on thenew param eter�

b= �
3w0

�

�

ln

�
1� 
e


e

�

+ ln

�
1� 
M


M

��� 1

: (28)

Fora Taylorexpansion w(z)= w0 + w 0z one�nds

w
0= � 2bw0 +

3(� � 1)

�


2

h � 
e(2
h � 1)


h � 
e
w
2

0
: (29)

Anotherpossible shortcom ing ofthe ansatz (4)(and also the extension

(26))isthe necessarily nonzero value of
e forb> 0. One m ay include the

possibility that
h doesnotapproach a constantforlarge y even forb6= 0

and usean alternativeextended param eterization

R(y)= R 0 +
3w0y+ 3by2

1+ by
(30)

with

wh(y)=
w0 + by(2+ by)

(1+ by)2
: (31)

In practice,onem ay express in term softhefraction in dark energy atlast

scattering,

(ls)

h
= 
h(z= 1100).Negative im pliesthat
h approacheszero

fory ! 1 ,whereasitform ally increasestowardsonefor > 0.Neglecting

radiation  denotes the \asym ptotic" value ofwh(z ! 1 ) = . (Forthis

particularpointweassum eb> 0 such thatR hasno polefory > 0.) Exten-

sionsoftheparam eterization like(26)or(30)m ay beneeded in thelong run

fora detailed com parison ofCM B,structureform ation and supernovae.For

observationscovering a rangey <
� 1 theparam eterization (4)ispresum ably

su�cient.

Otherparam eterizationsofa tim evarying equation ofstatewh(z)orthe

corresponding 
h(z) have been proposed in the literature [4,6,8,9,10,

11]. They often cover only a restricted range ofredshift but fail(or are

unspeci�ed)when applied tothefullredshiftrangeaccessibletoobservation,

say 0� z<� 1200.Forexam ple,theTaylorexpansion w(z)= w0+ w
0z leads

to w(z)> 1 forz > zcr = (1� w0)=w
0(w 0> 0).Thisonly isconsistentwith

a very restricted and notvery naturalclassofscalarm odels,nam ely those

wherethepotentialV (’)wasnegativein thepastforz> zcr and hasturned

positiverecently forz< zcr.(Fornegativew
0thepositivity ofkineticenergy
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(w(z) > 1) is violated in the past -even worse.) On the other hand,the

proposed param eterizationscovering thewholeredshiftrangelead usually to

am orecom plicated form ofH (z)ascom pared toeq.(11),involvem orethan

threeparam etersand often contain a certain degreeofarbitrariness.

It is obvious that every param eterization in term s ofa few param eters

willhaveitsstrength foraparticularproblem butalsoitsshortcom ingswhen

applied to thewholerelevantredshift-range.Nevertheless,concentrating on

a sim ple one would be bene�cialfora directcom parison ofdi�erentobser-

vationsatthepresentstage.
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