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A bstract

T he in plications of seven popularm odels of quintessence based on
supergravity orM /string theory for the transition from a decelerating
to an accelerating universe are explored.

A 1l seven potentials can m in icthe CDM modelat low redshifts
0 z 5. However, for a natural range of Initial values of the
quintessence eld, the SUGRA and Polonyipotentials predict a tran—
sition redshift zz 05 for (= 0:70, In agreem ent w ith the obser-
vational value z¢ 046 and In m id con ict with the CDM value
ze = 0:67.

Tablks are given for the quintessence potentials for the recent av—
erage W o of the equation of state param eter, and forwy and w1, In the
low =z approxination w  wg+ wiz.

It is argued that for the exporber_ltial potential e * to produce a
viable present-day cosm ology, 2.

A robust, scaled num ericalm ethod is presented for sin ulating the
cogm ological evolution of the scalar eld.

1 Introduction

In the standard CDM oosn ologicalm odel, the universe m akes a transition
from deceleration to acoeleration at a redshift zo = 067 or = 0:70.


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407604v1

T his prediction is to be contrasted w ith the cbservational value z. = 046
013 from the distanceredshift diagram for type Ia supemovae (SNe Ia) [L1.
W ith further cbservations, the SNe Ia data may converge to the CDM
valie. However the value z 046 could be a signal of the e ects of a
quintessence scalar eld, extra spatial din ensions, and/or m odi cations to
general relativity.

Forthe spatially hom ogeneous quintessence scalar eld ,de netheequa—
tion of state parameterw = w (z) = P = , where the scalar eld pressure
P and energy density  are given by

P=

NI

2 v =12'_2+V(): 1)

The SN e Ia cbservations [li]bound the recent (z  1:75) averagewy, < 0:76
(95% CL) assum Ing wy 1, and measure z. = 046 0:13. A tematively,
theSNe Iadataplacebounds 1< wy< 0572 95% CL)andw,; = 06 035,
where w (z) Wo+ wiz ©rz ° 1. This investigation will explore seven
popular m odels of quintessence (see Tablk 1), and com pare and contrast
their predictions for z., Wg, wg, and w; . These m odels are basically the ones
analyzed in Ref. P] in tem s of dark energy and the fate of the universe (see

=

also Refs. [3,4)).
We will assume a at Fredm ann-R obertson-W aker universe. In the
CDM mode], the totalenergy density = , + .+ = ., where .

is the critical density fora at universe and ,, ., and are the energy
densities n (honrelativistic) m atter, radiation, and the coan ological con-
stant respectively. In the quintessence/cold dark matter QCDM ) m odel,

= L+ 4+ = .. Ratios of energy densities to the critical density
willbedenoted by o = nw=c¢ = = o = = ., and = =,
while ratios of present energy densities to the present critical density w illbe
denoted by 0, 0, orand o 0

In the CDM model,

1: @)

From WMAP + SDSS B], o= 0.71"992. Forthel Ilwerboundon o,
z. = 057,which is just at theupper1l bound forthem easured z.. Thusthe

CDM modelvalue for z: lies at the boundary of the pint 68% con dence
interval of the SNe Ia data. W e are here Interested, however, in whether



dim ensionlss V name
e’ D exponential
cosh ( 2’13 cosh (stable de Sitter)
2 osh( 27) cosh (unstable de Sitter)
1+ cos(") axion
ocos(”) axion (unstable de Sitter)
14 4 2 4 2 r p—
1+ 5= »=+ i 2 polnyi
e e=r SUGRA

Tabl 1: Q uintessence potentials ingpired by supergravity orM /string theory.
= =M P .

quintessence m odels satisfying the observationalbounds on Wy and wo m ay
be In better agreem ent w ith the m easured central value for z. and consistent
wih the 1l lmitson w;. O fthe ssven m odels n Tabl ﬂ}, allbut two are
very close to the CDM modelvalues orzy and w; = 0 (n fact, zz 067
for = 0.70),whilkethe SUGRA and Polonyipotentialsdi er qualitatively
from the others In their predictions for z. and w;, and in a certain natural
param eter range agree closely w ith the observed central values.

A llseven potentialscan m in icthe CDM modelat Iow redshifts0 =z
5 to wellw ithin the cbservational error bounds. If the SN e Ia data converge
to the CDM value Pr z, then further restrictions can be placed on the
possble Initial values for and on param eters in the potentials. For the
SUGRA and Polonyipotentials tom in ic a coam ological constant at present,
the initialvalues for mustbe netuned; thesem odels can naturally predict
z. 05 for = 0:70.

Ref. ['ﬁ] gavewg equalto 08to 09 andw; 03{045 forthe SUGRA
potentiale 2=' fr?2 16| in agreement w ith our results or = 4
ora range of nitialvalles0< 7 ;= =M, * 1.

Curves for and w (z) forthe cosh, SUGRA (";= land = 11 onlk),
and Polonyi ("; = 1 only) potentials were given in Ref. BJ; where they
overlap, our results agree w ith theirs. The m ain focus here, however, is on
the transition redshift, which was not addressed in Ref. R].

M ention should also bem ade of Ref. f}], which investigated the in plica-
tion of a 5D brane world m odi cation of general relativity B] for the recent
acceleration of the universe and found z.  05.



2 Coam ological Equations

T he hom ogeneous scalar eld obeys the K lein-G ordon equation

av
+3H —= — AV 3)
d
The Hubbl param eter H is related to the scale factor a and the energy den—
sities In m atter, radiation, and the quintessence eld through the Friedm ann
equation
2 1

M2 3M ¢

ZHV()+ ot . @)

I
I
NI

where the (reduced) Planck massMp = 24 10® Gev.

W e will use the logarithm ic tin e variable = h@=g) = h@d+ z).
Note that for de Sitter space = H t, where H? = =@M 2), and that
H t is a useful tine varablk for the era of -m atter dom ination (see eg.
Ref. @]). Alonotethat or0 z  zggy = 10°, 2303 0, where

BBN denotes the era ofbigbang nuckosynthesis. BBN occurs over a range
ofz 10°{10'%; wewilltake zggy  10'°.)

Fornum erical sin ulations, the coan ological equations should be put into
din ensionless form . Egs. @) and {4) can be cast in the form of a system of
two rstorderequationsin plusa scald version ofH :

H' = ©)
H(%°*3 )= 3v, 6)
_ 1 _
o2 VT 4+, @)
6
whereH_=H=H0,’ = :MPIVZV: 0r m = m= 0r r= = corand a

prin e denotes di erentiation with respect to : %= d’ =d , etc.
A further scaling m ay be perfom ed resulting in a set of equations w hich
is num erically m ore robust, especially before the tin e 0of BBN :

g %= ~ ®)
(P Y)= 37 )

1
H“2=%~2+V+~m+~r (10)



whereH = € H=H,, "= & ,V =¢&" V=, n =¢& .=4,and ~ =
e’ r= c0- -

Figure 1 ilustrates (for the exponential potential e ?') that whilke H’
varies over only two orders of m agnitude betiween BBN and the present, H
varies over eighteen orders ofm agnitude. A sin ilar scaling e ect occurs for

~vs. .
W e de ne the recent average of the equation of state param eter w by
rew riting the conservation of energy equation

_+t3H ( +P)=0 11)

where P is the pressure, as

X X
0= °+3( +pP)= S+3 0 @+ wy) g 12)

where = m,r, .The solution is
z
3= jexp 3 , 1+ wyd 13)
Notethatw, = 0andw, = 1=3 are constant exospt nearparticle-antiparticle
thresholds. T he recent average ofw w isde ned as

lZ

Wo= — wd : (14)
0
W e w ill take the upper lim it of ntegration to correspond to z= 1:75.

Strictly speaking,
n = no€ S fn ()i = et f() as)

where f, ( ) and £( ) wih £ 0O) = 1 = £,(0)) account for the change
In the e ective number N (T ) ofm asskess degrees of freedom as  decreases
and the tem perature T of the gas of relativistic particles increases. Below
T=1Mé&V at zzggy , N = 336 isconstant, sowecan safely set £, ( )= 1
since p 1+ z)® quickly becom es negligble com pared to 1+ z)*
forz > z, , = 3233 at the equality of m atter and radiation densities. In
com puting the evolution of the quintessence eld, we will start with initial
conditions at zgpy , SO We can also sst £, ( ) = 1 or our purgposes. Thus in
Egs. (1) and (0),

nt = mnoe  t+ g€ 10)



mt = no€e t o° @7

Ref. {I0] suggests the phenom enological form £, ( )
farback as 10%.)

T he transition redshift z. is de ned through the acceleration Friedm ann
equation

e Y frz going as

a
== ~( +3p) 18)
a P
which m ay be wrtten In the form
La_HT N ST S A S (19)
= ——=_= (., . W
4 HZ?a H 2

where qisthe acoeleration param eter. T he Friedm ann equation (), conser—
vation ofenergy equation (11), and the acceleration equation (1§) are related
by the B ianchi identities, so that only two are independent. Eq. (1) gives
the evolution @§) of , and ., and the K kein-G ordon equation {3) for the
weakly coupled scalar eld. W hen a coan ologicalm odel nvolves a collapsing
stage where H reverses sign, Eq. {18) should be used instead ofEq. @). In
com putational fomm , the acoeleration equation becom es

AR’ = - L1,y (20)

2 3

m r

or
0 2 1 1 ~2
HE® 20°= —s w74V (1)

3 Simulations

For the com putationsbelow , we w illuse Egs. §){ (L0) w ith initial conditions
speci edatzgpy by’iand’;/ ;= 0.ThepotentialV = A (din ensionless
potential), where the din ensionless potentials are given n Tablk ;. The
constant A isadjisted by a bisection search m ethod sothat ¢ = 0. This
Involves the usual sihgke ne tuning.

Sihce several ocbservational lnes including SN e Ia, the coam ic m icrow ave
badckground (CM B), large scale structure (LSS) fom ation, the integrated
SachsW olfe e ect, and gravitational lensing m easure 0:66 o 0:774,we
w ill restrict our analysis to this interval, even though technically the bounds
arel . Ourmain line of developm ent will take = 0:70; In passing, we



w illm ake som e ram arks about what changes if (= 0.66. Themain e ect
of changing ¢ to 0.66 (0.74) is to shift the acceleration curves toward the
¥ft (rght).

W e will consider an ultra-light scalar eld withm?  H?; then \sits
and wais" during the early evolution ofthe universe, and only startsm oving
when H? m?. In thisway i is easy to satisfy the BBN (z  10°{10'),
CMB (z 10°{10°),and LSS (z 10{10%) boundson  ~ 0d.An ulra-
light scalar eld also re ects the ocbservationalevidence that the universe has
only recently m ade the transition from deceleration to acceleration and has
only recently becom e dom nated by dark energy.

U fra-light scalar eldsexist near de Sitter space extrem a In 4D extended
gauged supergraviyy theories (w ith noncom pact intemal spaces), w ith quan—
tized m ass spuared {3, 12, 3, 13,13, 23]

2 2. w2_ 9

m—nH,H—3M§ 22)
where 6 n 12 isan integer. In this context H is the de Sitter space
value of H with e ective cosm ological constant o at the extremum ofthe
quintessence potentialV . N ote that to produce the current acoeleration ofthe
universe, typically o , but doesnot equal  unlss the quintessence
eld| unlke the ones below | is at a de Sitter extremum at t,. In certain
cases, these theordes are directly related to M /string theory. An additional
advantage of these theories isthat the classicalvaluesm = nH # and , are
protected against quantum corrections. The relation m 2 = nH ? was derived
for supergravity w ith scalar elds; in the presence of otherm atter elds, the

relation m ay bem odi ed.

3.1 Exponential Potential

The exponentialpotentiale ' [1§,17,18,19]can bederived from M -theory R0]
or from N = 2, 4D gauged supergravity P1]. The results orV = Ae ' are
Independent of the nitialvalue ’ ;, which we arbirarily set equalto 1.
For 2> 3,the coam ological equations have a global attractorw ith =
n= ?, where n = 3 for the m atter dom fnated era (during which w = 0)
orn = 4 for the radiation dom lnated era (during which w = 1=3). For
2 < 3, the coan ological equations have a late tin e attractor w ith =1
and w = ?=3 1. In the sinulations presented here (see Figs. 2{5 and



Wo Ze Wo W1
1= 3 098 0.8 095 0:07
Ej— 093 0.1 084 0419

o 2 083 0.76 0:68 033
3 0:70 0.76 049 0:40
2 0:50 027 0:37

Table 2: Param eters r the potentiale ' .

Tabk ), the scalar eld is still evolving at t, toward the attractor solution,
as advocated, in Refs. B2, 23, 41.

For = 2and , = 0,a! 0 asymptotically; if , > 0, the universe
eventually enters a ﬁ;ltuge_qooch of deceleration. In either case, there is no
event horizon. For < 2, the unjy%nie enters a period of etermal accelera—
tion with an event horizon. For > 2, the universe eventually decelerates
and there is no event horizon.

P_

The CDM cosnology is approached TBE 1= 3. Signi cant accelk
eration occursonly or = 3. For = 3, w, ismuch too hi ; setting
o= 066 still results in wy = 0:54. W e conclude that 2 In the

exponential potential for a viabl present-day cosm ology.

3.2 Stable de Sitter C osh P otential

P_
The cosh( 2’ ) potential exeampli es N = 2 supemgravity with a future de
Sitter space [14,15], withm? = 6H 2.

i Wo Ze Wo Wi

0l 0:998 0.7 0:997 02001
05 0:96 0.8 0:94 02005
1 089 0.72 081 0:08
2 084 0.75 0:69 0:30

P_
Tabl 3: Param eters for the potentialcosh ( 2 ).

Results for the cosh potential are presented in Figs. §{9 and Tabk 3.
Near ty, ' is evolving toward the m minum of the pgtgltjal The CDM
m odel is approached asp’_i !' 0.For’; 2,theoosh( 2') resulks are very
nearly the same as ore 2.



3.3 Unstable de Sitter C osh P otential

The 2 cosh (p 2') potential is derived from M -theory/N = 8 supergrav-—
iy B4], with m? = 6H? at the maxinum of the potential. Near the
unstabl de Sittermaxinum (' ;! 0),theuniverse canminic CDM fora
very long tin e (on the order of or greater than t,) R].

"1 Wo Ze Wo Wi

01 0:996 0.67 0:99 0:04
02 0:98 0,69 0:93 024
03 0:92  0.77 0:64 13

P_
Tabl 4: Param eters for the potential2 oosh( 2').

Resuls forthe unstable de Sitter cosh potentialare presented in F igs.10{
13 and Tablk'4. The scalar eld is jast beginning to grow w ithout bound at
th. For’; 033, ( never reaches 0.70; for’; 035, ( never reaches

34 A xion Potential

For the axion potentials 1 + cos( ' ) and cos( /) In this and the next sub—

sectjon,wecanresudctourattentj%l_too "y .Wewilsst = 1;
sin ilar resuls are obtained for = 2.
The axion potentiall + cos(’ ) isbased on N = 1 supergravity B35, 24],

withm?=3H2.As’ ! ,theuniverse evolves to M inkow ski space.

"= Wo Zt W o W1

01 0:998 0.7 0:995 0:01

03 0:98 0.68 0:95 010

05 0:90 0.75 0:74 0:55

055 083 082 055 11

Tabl 5: Param eters for the potentiall + cos(’ ).

Figuresd4{17 and Table § present the results for the axion potential. A s
;! 0, a transient de Sitter universe is ocbtained that m in ics the CDM
model for a long tine. Near ty, ’ is beghning to evolve toward . For
"= 0:59, o = 0770 is never attained; for ' ;= > 061, o hever
reaches 0.66.



3.5 Unstable de Sitter A xion P otential

The unstable de Sitter axion potential cos(’ ) is based on M /string theory
reduced to an e ective N = 1 supergravity theory R7], withm 2 = 3H 2
them axinum ofV .

"= Wy Z Wo Wi

005 0:998 0.7 0:99 0:01
0:10 0:99 0.8 0:98 0:06
015 0:98 0.9 0:93 0:16
020 0:94 0.72 083 047
025 078 0.94 0:16 44

Tablk 6: Param eters for the potential cos(’ ).

Resuls for the unstable axion potential are presented in F igs. 1§{21 and
Tablk'§. An unstablede Sitteruniverse thatm in ics CDM fora long tin e 2]
isobtained as’; ! 0. Nearty, ’ is beghning to evolve toward . For
= = 025, there is a transition back to deceleration at z. = 0:12.

3.6 PolonyiPotential

The Polonyi potential 1+ p—g p'—§+ ‘3 p’—§+ * &2 is derived
from N = 1 supergravity R8] (or a review, see Ref. R9]). The potential is
invariant under the transform ation ’ ! r, ! . p_
Follow ing Ref. B, we will take m ? M7 and st = 2 3,02,
and 04, or which the universe asym ptotically evolves to M inkow ski space,
de Sitter space, or a gollapse respectively (see F ig. 22). Figures 23{26 and
Tablk -7 have = 2 3.Forthisvalueof , (= 0:70 is not reached for
", 0:009. begins to violate the LSS bound as’ ; goesbelow 25. The
CDM m odel is approxin te%ﬁ)r N 05.Att, " isbeginning to evolve
toward the Iocation / = 2( 3 1) ofthem nimum ofthe potential. For
20°7;° 15,z 05 and at Jleast wy and w; satisfy the observational
bounds.
Tables'§ and 9 dem onstrate that a transition Egedsh:ﬂ: z. 0.4{05 isnot
an accident due to the particular choice = 2

10



i Wo Zt Wo Wi
005 085 081 054 1:7
0 089 0.76 0:68 0:96

05 096 0.69 0:91 0413

10 092 0.70 087 007

15 074 057 0774 0:d6

1:6 069 049 073 021

1:7 064 043 072 026

18 059 039 071 030

19 056 036 071 032

290 053 036 072 032

25 053 042 0576 025

Tabl 7: Param eters for the Polonyipotentialw ith

"1 Wo Zt Wo W1
15 074 055 077 021
1:6 069 049 076 027
1:7 04 043 075 032
18 060 040 075 035
1:9 056 039 076 036
20 054 038 076 036

Tabl 8: Param eters for the Polonyipotentialw ith

"1 Wo Zt Wo W1
15 0573 058 068 002
1:6 068 049 066 007
1:7 063 040 064 012
18 058 035 063 015
1:9 054 032 063 047
20 051 030 063 018

Tabl 9: Param eters for the Polonyipotentialw ith

11
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3.7 SUGRA Potential

The SUGRA potentiale 2=’ isderived from N = 1 _supergravity 30,31,

§, 32]. The m ninum of the potential occurs at / = ,and m? = 6H 2.
W ewilltake = 4,which hasthe Interesting property that them nimum of
the potental V5, M %M 2 orM  Muex 1TeV [l

"3 W o Z Wo W1

10 ° 068 050 086 035
0d 068 050 086 035
05 067 050 086 036
1 074 053 082 036
15 0:94 0.8 0:93 0206
19 0:998 0.67 0:997 02001
21 0:998 0.7 0:997 02001
25 096 0.68 094 0201

3 085 0.9 079 0207
35 065 039 0:63 026
4 044 0.14 057 053

Tabl 10: Param eters for the SUGRA potential.

Resuls for the SUGRA potential are presented in Figs. 27{3(0 and Ta-
bl (. At present / is evolving toward the location of them ininum of the
potential. For ’ ; near them ininum ofV at’ = 2, the SUGRA potential
coan ology approaches CDM .For’ ; 4,Wgo and wy aremuch too high.

The transition redshift z 05 Hr0< ’; < 1. For0O < ' 05,
asym ptotic valueswy = 068, zz. = 050, wg = 086, and w; = 035 are
obtained, which m akesthese SUG RA m odelvalies robust. T hese asym ptotic
values are In excellent agreem ent w ith the observed centralvalues. (T here is
also a very an all interval ’ ; = 33{3:55 which yieldsz. = 033{059))

4 Conclusion

A Nl seven potentials can closely m In icthe CDM m odelat low redshifts, but
only the SUGRA and Polonyipotentials can realize a transition redshift of
z. 05 for o= 0{70. The other vemodelspredict zz 067.

12



The SN Ia central value z 05 can naturally be explained either by
the SUGRA potentialwith 0 < ’; © 1 or by the Polnyi potential w ith
20 ° ', S 15. For jist the solutions with zz 05, () beocom es
signi cant noticeably earlier than for CDM and (@il either w has a
maxinum near z = 1 or w evolves rapidly between z = 5 and the present
(SUGRA 0< ’; 035).TheSUGRA range of niialvalies does not involve
netuning, and hasthe advantage ofalso o ering a explanation When = 4)
of the param etric relationship MB M S.

Thelow—=z (0 z 5)dataon z,wWq,wqo,andwq,although clearly capabl
of ruling out a coan ological constant, cannot easily distinguish between the
stable and unstable de Sitter cases for the cosh potentials, between the two
axion potentials, or am ong the three di erent Polonyipotential cases. T here
is no clear distinguishing signal like the sign ofw;. However, know ledge of
w (z) or 0 z 5 does hold out the prospect| if ( is actually due to
qujntessenoe| of determm ining which quintessence potential nature m ay have
chosen.
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Fi _2: " () for the exponential potentiale . = 1 (=d), 2 (cyan),
and 3 (lue) from top to bottom .
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Figure 3: for the exponential potentiale 2° (solid) vs. CDM (dotted).
T he light yellow rectangles are the bounds on from LSS,CM B,and BBN.
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z

r p_
jigure 4: w forthe exponential potentiale . = 1 (r=ed), 2 (cyan), and
3 blue) from bottom to top.

accel erating
0.4
0. 2\
T o
-0.2¢ .
decel erating
-0. 4

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
z
Figure 5: A coeleration param eter g for the exponentialpotentiale * (solid)
vs. CDM (dotted). The dark and light }éeﬂow lines mdj@te thel and?2

bounds, respectively, on z.. = 1 (r=d), 2 (cyan), and 3 blue) from top
to bottom at the lft.
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Figure 6: / ( ) or the potential cosh( 2’ ). ;= 01 (rd), 05 (cyan), 1
blue), and 2 (m agenta).

P—
Figure 7: forthepotentialcosh( 2’),’ ;= 1 (s0lid) vs. CDM (dotted).
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Figure 8: w forthepotentialcosh( 2’ ).’ ;= 01 (=d),05 (cyan),1 blue),
and 2 (m agenta) from bottom to top.
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Figure 9: A ccekeration param eter g for the potentialcosh ( 27 ) (solid) vs.
CDM (dotted).’ ;= 01 (=d), 05 (cyan), 1 plue), and 2 (m agenta) from
top to bottom at the kft.
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Figure 10: ' ( ) orthepotential2 ocosh( 2’).’;= 01 (r=d), 02 (cyan),
and 03 (lue).

P_
Figure 11: forthe potential2 oosh( 27),’;= 02 (solid) vs. CDM
(dotted) .
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Figure 12: w for the potential2 oosh( 2'). ;= 01 (r=d), 02 (cyan),
and 0.3 (plue) from bottom to top.
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Figure 13: A cceleration param eter g forthepotential2 cosh ( 27 ) (solid)

vs. CDM (dotted).’ ;= 01 (rd), 02 (cyan), and 03 (plue) from top to
bottom at the kft.
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Figure 14: ' ( ) forthe potentiall + cos(" ). ';= = 01 (r=d), 03 (cyan),
and 05 (plue).

Figure 15: for the potential 1 + cos(" ), " = = 03 (solid) vs. CDM
(dotted) .
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Figure 16: w forthe potentiall+ cos(’ ).’ ;= = 01 (=d), 03 (cyan), and
05 (lue) from bottom to top.
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Figure 17: A cceleration param eter g for the potentiall + cos(’ ) (solid) vs.
CDM (dotted). ’ = = 04 (=d), 03 (cyan), and 05 (plue) from top to
bottom at the ¥ft.

23



0.6}

0.5+

S 0.4

0.3;

O.Zf‘k

Figure 18: '’ ( ) for the potentialcos(’ ). ;= = 005 (=d), 01 (cyan), and
045 ©lue).
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Figure19: forthepotentialcos(’),’” = = 01 (s0lid) vs. CDM (dotted).
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Figure 20: w for the potential cos(’ ). ;= = 005 (=d), 01 (cyan), and
0415 (plue) from bottom to top.
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Figure 21: A cceleration param eter g for the potential cos(’ ) (solid) vs.
CDM (dotted).’ = = 005 (r=d), 01 (cyan), and 015 (plue) from top to
bottom at the lft.
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Figure 22: D in ensionless Polonyipotentialfor = 2 3 (cyan, Vu m = 0),
02 (red, Vi > 0),and 04 plue, Vi n < 0).
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Figure 23: ' ( ) for the Polonyipotential. '; = 05 (=d), 15 (cyan),
177 ble),and 19 (magenta).

Figure24: forthePolonyipotential.’ ;= 1{7 (solid)vs. CDM (dotted).
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Figure 25: w for the Polonyipotential. ;= 05 (d), 15 (cyan), 17
ble),and 19 (magenta) from bottom to top.
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Figure 26: A coeleration param eter ¢ for the Polonyi potential (solid) vs.
CDM (dotted). '3 = 05 (r=d), 15 (yan), 17 plue), and 19
(m agenta) from top to bottom at the kft.
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Figure 27: ' () for the SUGRA potential. '; = 01 (=d), 1 (cyan), 15
blie), and 3 m agenta).

Figure 28: forthe SUGRA potential. ’ ;= 01 (solid) vs. CDM (dotted).
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Figure 29: w forthe SUGRA potential. 7 ;= 01 (r=d, top), 1 (cyan, sscond
from top), 15 (blue, bottom ), and 3 (m agenta, third from top) at the right.
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Figure 30: A coeleration param eter g for the SUGRA potential (solid) vs.
CDM (dotted).’ ;= 01 (r=d), 1 (cyan), 15 (plue), and 3 (m agenta) from
bottom to top at the right.
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