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A bstract

Theim plicationsofseven popularm odelsofquintessencebased on

supergravity orM /string theory forthetransition from a decelerating

to an accelerating universe areexplored.

Allseven potentialscan m im ic the �CDM m odelatlow redshifts

0 � z � 5. However, for a naturalrange of initialvalues of the

quintessence�eld,theSUG RA and Pol�onyipotentialspredicta tran-

sition redshiftzt � 0:5 for
�0 = 0:70,in agreem entwith the obser-

vationalvalue zt � 0:46 and in m ild con
ict with the �CDM value

zt= 0:67.

Tablesare given forthe quintessence potentialsforthe recentav-

eragew 0 oftheequation ofstateparam eter,and forw0 and w1 in the

low-z approxim ation w � w0 + w1z.

It is argued that for the exponentialpotentiale�’ to produce a

viable present-day cosm ology,� �
p
2.

A robust,scaled num ericalm ethod ispresented forsim ulating the

cosm ologicalevolution ofthescalar�eld.

1 Introduction

In thestandard �CDM cosm ologicalm odel,theuniversem akesa transition
from deceleration to acceleration at a redshift zt = 0:67 for 
�0 = 0:70.

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


Thisprediction isto becontrasted with theobservationalvaluezt = 0:46�
0:13 from thedistance-redshiftdiagram fortypeIa supernovae (SNeIa)[1].
W ith further observations, the SNe Ia data m ay converge to the �CDM
value. However the value zt � 0:46 could be a signalofthe e�ects ofa
quintessence scalar �eld,extra spatialdim ensions,and/orm odi�cations to
generalrelativity.

Forthespatiallyhom ogeneousquintessencescalar�eld �,de�netheequa-
tion ofstate param eterw = w(z)= P�=��,where the scalar�eld pressure
P� and energy density �� aregiven by

P� =
1

2
_�2 � V (�); �� =

1

2
_�2 + V (�): (1)

TheSNeIa observations[1]bound therecent(z� 1:75)averagew 0 < �0:76
(95% CL)assum ing w 0 � �1,and m easure zt = 0:46� 0:13.Alternatively,
theSNeIadataplacebounds�1< w0 < �0:72(95% CL)and w1 = 0:6� 0:5,
where w(z) � w0 + w1z for z <

� 1. This investigation willexplore seven
popular m odels ofquintessence (see Table 1), and com pare and contrast
theirpredictionsforzt,w 0,w0,and w1.Thesem odelsarebasically theones
analyzed in Ref.[2]in term sofdark energy and thefateoftheuniverse(see
also Refs.[3,4]).

W e will assum e a 
at Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker universe. In the
�CDM m odel,the totalenergy density � = �m + �r + �� = �c,where �c
isthe criticaldensity fora 
atuniverse and �m ,�r,and �� are the energy
densities in (nonrelativistic) m atter,radiation, and the cosm ologicalcon-
stant respectively. In the quintessence/cold dark m atter (QCDM ) m odel,
� = �m + �r + �� = �c. Ratios ofenergy densities to the criticaldensity
willbe denoted by 
m = �m =�c,
r = �r=�c,
� = ��=�c,and 
� = ��=�c,
whileratiosofpresentenergy densitiesto thepresentcriticaldensity willbe
denoted by 
m 0,
r0,
�0,and 
�0 � 
�0.

In the�CDM m odel,

zt =
�
2
�0


m 0

�1=3

� 1: (2)

From W M AP + SDSS [5],
�0 = 0.71+ 0:03� 0:05.Forthe1� lowerbound on 
�0,
zt = 0.57,which isjustattheupper1� bound forthem easured zt.Thusthe
�CDM m odelvalue forzt liesatthe boundary ofthe joint68% con�dence
intervalofthe SNe Ia data. W e are here interested,however,in whether
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dim ensionless V nam e

e�’ exponential
cosh(

p
2’) cosh (stabledeSitter)

2� cosh(
p
2’) cosh (unstabledeSitter)

1+ cos(’) axion
cos(’) axion (unstabledeSitter)
�
�

1+ ’
p
2

�
’
p
2
+ �

��
2

� 3
�

’
p
2
+ �

�
2
�

e’
2=2 Pol�onyi

e’
2=2=’4 SUGRA

Table1:Quintessencepotentialsinspired bysupergravityorM /stringtheory.
’ = �=M P .

quintessence m odelssatisfying the observationalboundson w 0 and w0 m ay
bein betteragreem entwith them easured centralvalueforzt and consistent
with the 1� lim itson w1. Ofthe seven m odelsin Table 1,allbuttwo are
very close to the �CDM m odelvaluesforzt and w1 = 0 (in fact,zt � 0:67
for
�0 = 0.70),whiletheSUGRA and Pol�onyipotentialsdi�erqualitatively
from the othersin theirpredictionsforzt and w1,and in a certain natural
param eterrangeagreeclosely with theobserved centralvalues.

Allseven potentialscan m im icthe�CDM m odelatlow redshifts0� z�

5 to wellwithin theobservationalerrorbounds.IftheSNeIa data converge
to the �CDM value for zt,then further restrictions can be placed on the
possible initialvalues for � and on param eters in the potentials. For the
SUGRA and Pol�onyipotentialstom im icacosm ologicalconstantatpresent,
theinitialvaluesfor� m ustbe�netuned;thesem odelscan naturally predict
zt� 0:5 for
�0 = 0:70.

Ref.[6]gavew0 equalto�0:8to �0:9and w1 � 0.3{0.45fortheSUGRA
potentiale’

2=2=’� for2 � � � 16| in agreem entwith ourresultsfor� = 4
fora rangeofinitialvalues0< ’i= �i=M P

<
� 1.

Curvesfor
� and w(z)forthecosh,SUGRA (’i= 1 and � = 11 only),
and Pol�onyi(’i = �1 only) potentials were given in Ref.[2];where they
overlap,ourresultsagree with theirs. The m ain focushere,however,ison
thetransition redshift,which wasnotaddressed in Ref.[2].

M ention should also bem adeofRef.[7],which investigated theim plica-
tion ofa 5D braneworld m odi�cation ofgeneralrelativity [8]fortherecent
acceleration oftheuniverse and found zt� 0:5.
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2 C osm ologicalEquations

Thehom ogeneousscalar�eld obeystheKlein-Gordon equation

�� + 3H _� = �
dV

d�
� �V�: (3)

TheHubbleparam eterH isrelated to thescalefactora and theenergy den-
sitiesin m atter,radiation,and thequintessence�eld through theFriedm ann
equation

H
2 =

�
_a

a

�2

=
�

3M 2

P

=
1

3M 2

P

�
1

2
_�2 + V (�)+ �m + �r

�

(4)

wherethe(reduced)Planck m assM P = 2:4� 1018 GeV.
W e willuse the logarithm ic tim e variable � = ln(a=a0) = � ln(1+ z).

Note that for de Sitter space � = H�t,where H 2

�
= ��=(3M 2

P ),and that
H �tis a usefultim e variable for the era of�-m atter dom ination (see e.g.
Ref.[9]). Also note thatfor0 � z � zB B N = 1010,�23:03 � � � 0,where
BBN denotestheera ofbig-bang nucleosynthesis.(BBN occursovera range
ofz� 109{1010;wewilltakezB B N � 1010.)

Fornum ericalsim ulations,thecosm ologicalequationsshould beputinto
dim ensionlessform .Eqs.(3)and (4)can becastin the form ofa system of
two �rst-orderequationsin � plusa scaled version ofH :

H ’
0=  (5)

H ( 0+ 3 )= �3V ’ (6)

H
2

=
1

6
 
2 + V + �m + �r (7)

where H = H =H 0,’ = �=M P ,V = V=�c0,�m = �m =�c0,�r = �r=�c0,and a
prim edenotesdi�erentiation with respectto �:’0= d’=d�,etc.

A furtherscaling m ay beperform ed resulting in a setofequationswhich
isnum erically m orerobust,especially beforethetim eofBBN:

~H ’0= ~ (8)

~H (~ 0+ ~ )= �3~V’ (9)

~H 2 =
1

6
~ 2 + ~V + ~�m + ~�r (10)
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where ~H = e2�H =H 0, ~ = e2� , ~V = e4�V=�c0,~�m = e4��m =�c0,and ~�r =
e4��r=�c0.

Figure 1 illustrates (for the exponentialpotentiale
p
2’) that while ~H

variesoveronly two ordersofm agnitude between BBN and the present,H
variesovereighteen ordersofm agnitude. A sim ilarscaling e�ectoccursfor
~ vs. .

W e de�ne the recent average ofthe equation ofstate param eter w by
rewriting theconservation ofenergy equation

_� + 3H (� + P)= 0 (11)

whereP isthepressure,as

0= �
0+ 3(� + P)=

X

j

�
0
j + 3

X

j

(1+ wj)�j (12)

wherej = m ,r,�.Thesolution is

�j = �j0exp
�

�3
Z �

0

(1+ wj)d�
�

: (13)

Notethatwm = 0and wr = 1=3areconstantexceptnearparticle-antiparticle
thresholds.Therecentaverageofw� � w isde�ned as

w 0 =
1

�

Z �

0

wd�: (14)

W ewilltaketheupperlim itofintegration � to correspond to z = 1:75.
Strictly speaking,

�m = �m 0e
� 3�

fm (�); �r = �r0e
� 4�

fr(�) (15)

where fm (�) and fr(�) (with fm (0) = 1 = fr(0)) account for the change
in the e�ective num berN (T)ofm asslessdegreesoffreedom as� decreases
and the tem perature T ofthe gasofrelativistic particles increases. Below
T = 1 M eV atzB B N ,N = 3.36 isconstant,so we can safely setfm (�)= 1
since �m � (1+ z)3 quickly becom es negligible com pared to �r � (1+ z)4

forz > zm � r = 3233 atthe equality ofm atter and radiation densities. In
com puting the evolution ofthe quintessence �eld,we willstartwith initial
conditionsatzB B N ,so we can also setfr(�)= 1 forourpurposes. Thusin
Eqs.(7)and (10),

�m + �r = 
m 0e
� 3� + 
r0e

� 4� (16)
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~�m + ~�r = 
m 0e
� + 
r0: (17)

(Ref.[10]suggeststhe phenom enologicalform fr(�)= e� �=15 forz going as
farback as1030.)

The transition redshiftzt isde�ned through the acceleration Friedm ann
equation

�a

a
= �

1

6M 2

P

(� + 3P) (18)

which m ay bewritten in theform

� q=
1

H 2

�a

a
=
H 0

H
= �

1

2
(
m + 2
r + (1+ 3w)
�) (19)

where�qistheacceleration param eter.TheFriedm ann equation (4),conser-
vation ofenergy equation (11),and theacceleration equation (18)arerelated
by the Bianchiidentities,so thatonly two are independent. Eq.(11)gives
the evolution (15)of�m and �r,and the Klein-Gordon equation (3)forthe
weakly coupled scalar�eld.W hen acosm ologicalm odelinvolvesacollapsing
stage where H reversessign,Eq.(18)should be used instead ofEq.(4).In
com putationalform ,theacceleration equation becom es

H H
0
= �

1

2
�m � �r �

1

3
 
2 + V (20)

or
~H ~H 0� 2~H 2 = �

1

2
~�m � ~�r �

1

3
~ 2 + ~V : (21)

3 Sim ulations

Forthecom putationsbelow,wewilluseEqs.(8){(10)with initialconditions
speci�ed atzB B N by’iand _’i/  i= 0.ThepotentialV = A�(dim ensionless
potential),where the dim ensionless potentials are given in Table 1. The
constantA isadjusted by abisection search m ethod sothat
�0 = 
�0.This
involvestheusualsingle�netuning.

Sinceseveralobservationallinesincluding SNeIa,thecosm ic m icrowave
background (CM B),large scale structure (LSS) form ation,the integrated
Sachs-W olfee�ect,and gravitationallensing m easure0:66� 
 �0 � 0:74,we
willrestrictouranalysisto thisinterval,even though technically thebounds
are 1�. Ourm ain line ofdevelopm entwilltake 
�0 = 0:70;in passing,we
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willm akesom erem arksaboutwhatchangesif
�0 = 0.66.Them ain e�ect
ofchanging 
�0 to 0.66 (0.74)isto shiftthe acceleration curvestoward the
left(right).

W e willconsider an ultra-lightscalar�eld with m 2

� � H 2

�
;then � \sits

and waits"duringtheearly evolution oftheuniverse,and only startsm oving
when H 2 � m 2

�. In thisway itiseasy to satisfy the BBN (z � 109{1011),
CM B (z � 103{105),and LSS (z � 10{104)boundson 
�

<
� 0:1. An ultra-

lightscalar�eld alsore
ectstheobservationalevidencethattheuniversehas
only recently m ade the transition from deceleration to acceleration and has
only recently becom edom inated by dark energy.

Ultra-lightscalar�eldsexistneardeSitterspaceextrem a in 4D extended
gauged supergravity theories(with noncom pactinternalspaces),with quan-
tized m asssquared [11,12,3,13,14,15]

m
2 = nH

2

�
; H

2

�
=

��Q

3M 2

P

(22)

where �6 � n � 12 isan integer. In thiscontextH � isthe de Sitterspace
valueofH with e�ective cosm ologicalconstant��Q attheextrem um ofthe
quintessencepotentialV .Notethattoproducethecurrentaccelerationofthe
universe,typically ��Q � ��,butdoesnotequal�� unlessthe quintessence
�eld| unlike the ones below| is at a de Sitter extrem um at t0. In certain
cases,these theoriesare directly related to M /string theory. An additional
advantageofthesetheoriesisthattheclassicalvaluesm 2 = nH 2

�
and ��Q are

protected againstquantum corrections.Therelation m 2 = nH 2

�
wasderived

forsupergravity with scalar�elds;in thepresenceofotherm atter�elds,the
relation m ay bem odi�ed.

3.1 ExponentialPotential

Theexponentialpotentiale�’ [16,17,18,19]canbederived from M -theory[20]
orfrom N = 2,4D gauged supergravity [21].The resultsforV = Ae�’ are
independentoftheinitialvalue’i,which wearbitrarily setequalto 1.

For�2 > 3,thecosm ologicalequationshaveaglobalattractorwith 
� =
n=�2,where n = 3 for the m atter dom inated era (during which w = 0)
or n = 4 for the radiation dom inated era (during which w = 1=3). For
�2 < 3,the cosm ologicalequationshave a late tim e attractorwith 
� = 1
and w = �2=3 � 1. In the sim ulations presented here (see Figs.2{5 and
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� w 0 zt w0 w1

1=
p
3 �0:98 0.68 �0:95 �0:07

1 �0:93 0.71 �0:84 �0:19
p
2 �0:83 0.76 �0:68 �0:33

p
3 �0:70 0.76 �0:49 �0:40

2 �0:50 �0:27 �0:37

Table2:Param etersforthepotentiale�’.

Table2),thescalar�eld isstillevolving att0 toward theattractorsolution,
asadvocated in Refs.[22,23,2].

For� =
p
2 and �m = 0,�a ! 0 asym ptotically;if�m > 0,the universe

eventually entersa future epoch ofdeceleration. In eithercase,there isno
eventhorizon.For� <

p
2,theuniverse entersa period ofeternalaccelera-

tion with an eventhorizon.For� >
p
2,theuniverse eventually decelerates

and thereisno eventhorizon.
The �CDM cosm ology is approached for � � 1=

p
3. Signi�cant accel-

eration occursonly for� <
�

p
3. For� =

p
3,w0 ism uch too high;setting


�0 = 0:66 stillresults in w0 = �0:54. W e conclude that � �
p
2 in the

exponentialpotentialfora viablepresent-day cosm ology.

3.2 Stable de Sitter C osh Potential

The cosh(
p
2’)potentialexem pli�es N = 2 supergravity with a future de

Sitterspace[14,15],with m 2

� = 6H 2

�
.

’i w 0 zt w0 w1

0:1 �0:998 0.67 �0:997 0:001
0:5 �0:96 0.68 �0:94 0:005
1 �0:89 0.72 �0:81 �0:08
2 �0:84 0.75 �0:69 �0:30

Table3:Param etersforthepotentialcosh(
p
2’).

Results for the cosh potentialare presented in Figs.6{9 and Table 3.
Near t0,’ is evolving toward the m inim um ofthe potential. The �CDM
m odelisapproached as’i ! 0.For’i � 2,the cosh(

p
2’)resultsarevery

nearly thesam easfore
p
2’.
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3.3 U nstable de Sitter C osh Potential

The 2� cosh(
p
2’) potentialis derived from M -theory/N = 8 supergrav-

ity [24], with m 2

� = �6H 2

�
at the m axim um of the potential. Near the

unstabledeSitterm axim um (’i! 0),theuniverse can m im ic�CDM fora
very long tim e(on theorderoforgreaterthan t0)[2].

’i w 0 zt w0 w1

0:1 �0:996 0.67 �0:99 �0:04
0:2 �0:98 0.69 �0:93 �0:24
0:3 �0:92 0.77 �0:64 �1:8

Table4:Param etersforthepotential2� cosh(
p
2’).

ResultsfortheunstabledeSittercosh potentialarepresented in Figs.10{
13 and Table4.Thescalar�eld isjustbeginning to grow withoutbound at
t0. For’i � 0:33,
�0 neverreaches0.70;for’i � 0:35,
�0 neverreaches
0.66.

3.4 A xion Potential

Forthe axion potentials1+ cos(�’)and cos(�’)in thisand the nextsub-
section,we can restrict ourattention to 0 � �’i � �. W e willset � = 1;
sim ilarresultsareobtained for� =

p
2.

The axion potential1+ cos(’)isbased on N = 1 supergravity [25,26],
with m 2

� = 3H 2

�
.As’ ! �,theuniverse evolvesto M inkowskispace.

’i=� w0 zt w0 w1

0:1 �0:998 0.67 �0:995 �0:01
0:3 �0:98 0.68 �0:95 �0:10
0:5 �0:90 0.75 �0:74 �0:55
0:55 �0:83 0.82 �0:55 �1:1

Table5:Param etersforthepotential1+ cos(’).

Figures14{17and Table5 presenttheresultsfortheaxion potential.As
’i ! 0,a transient de Sitter universe is obtained thatm im ics the �CDM
m odelfor a long tim e. Near t0,’ is beginning to evolve toward �. For
’i=� � 0:59, 
�0 = 0:70 is never attained; for ’i=� > 0:61, 
�0 never
reaches0.66.
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3.5 U nstable de Sitter A xion Potential

The unstable de Sitter axion potentialcos(’)is based on M /string theory
reduced to an e�ective N = 1 supergravity theory [27],with m 2

� = �3H 2

�
at

them axim um ofV .

’i=� w0 zt w0 w1

0:05 �0:998 0.67 �0:99 �0:01
0:10 �0:99 0.68 �0:98 �0:06
0:15 �0:98 0.69 �0:93 �0:16
0:20 �0:94 0.72 �0:83 �0:47
0:25 �0:78 0.94 �0:16 �4:4

Table6:Param etersforthepotentialcos(’).

Resultsfortheunstableaxion potentialarepresented in Figs.18{21 and
Table6.AnunstabledeSitteruniversethatm im ics�CDM foralongtim e[2]
is obtained as ’i ! 0. Near t0,’ is beginning to evolve toward �. For
’i=� = 0:25,thereisa transition back to deceleration atzt = 0:12.

3.6 Pol�onyiPotential

The Pol�onyipotential
�
�

1+ ’
p
2

�
’
p
2
+ �

��
2

� 3
�

’
p
2
+ �

�
2
�

e’
2=2 is derived

from N = 1 supergravity [28](fora review,see Ref.[29]). The potentialis
invariantunderthetransform ation ’ ! �’,� ! ��.

Following Ref.[2],we willtake m 2

� � ��=M
2

P and set� = 2�
p
3,0.2,

and 0.4,forwhich the universe asym ptotically evolvesto M inkowskispace,
de Sitterspace,ora collapse respectively (see Fig.22). Figures23{26 and
Table7 have � = 2�

p
3.Forthisvalueof�,
�0 = 0:70 isnotreached for

’i � 0:09.
� beginsto violatethe LSS bound as’i goesbelow �2:5.The
�CDM m odelisapproxim ated for’ i� �0:5.Att0,’ isbeginning to evolve
toward the location ’ =

p
2(
p
3� 1)ofthe m inim um ofthe potential. For

�2:0 <
� ’i

<
� �1:5,zt � 0:5 and atleastw0 and w1 satisfy the observational

bounds.
Tables8 and 9 dem onstratethata transition redshiftzt� 0.4{0.5 isnot

an accidentdueto theparticularchoice� = 2�
p
3.
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’i w 0 zt w0 w1

0:05 �0:85 0.81 �0:54 �1:7
0 �0:89 0.76 �0:68 �0:96
�0:5 �0:96 0.69 �0:91 �0:13
�1:0 �0:92 0.70 �0:87 �0:07
�1:5 �0:74 0.57 �0:74 0:16
�1:6 �0:69 0.49 �0:73 0:21
�1:7 �0:64 0.43 �0:72 0:26
�1:8 �0:59 0.39 �0:71 0:30
�1:9 �0:56 0.36 �0:71 0:32
�2:0 �0:53 0.36 �0:72 0:32
�2:5 �0:53 0.42 �0:76 0:25

Table7:Param etersforthePol�onyipotentialwith � = 2�
p
3.

’i w 0 zt w0 w1

�1:5 �0:74 0.55 �0:77 0:21
�1:6 �0:69 0.49 �0:76 0:27
�1:7 �0:64 0.43 �0:75 0:32
�1:8 �0:60 0.40 �0:75 0:35
�1:9 �0:56 0.39 �0:76 0:36
�2:0 �0:54 0.38 �0:76 0:36

Table8:Param etersforthePol�onyipotentialwith � = 0:2.

’i w 0 zt w0 w1

�1:5 �0:73 0.58 �0:68 0:02
�1:6 �0:68 0.49 �0:66 0:07
�1:7 �0:63 0.40 �0:64 0:12
�1:8 �0:58 0.35 �0:63 0:15
�1:9 �0:54 0.32 �0:63 0:17
�2:0 �0:51 0.30 �0:63 0:18

Table9:Param etersforthePol�onyipotentialwith � = 0:4.
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3.7 SU G R A Potential

TheSUGRA potentiale’
2=2=’� isderived from N = 1 supergravity [30,31,

6,32]. The m inim um ofthe potentialoccurs at’ =
p
�,and m 2

� = 6H 2

�
.

W ewilltake� = 4,which hastheinteresting property thatthem inim um of
thepotentialVm in � M 8=M 4

P � �� forM � M w eak � 1 TeV [6].

’i w 0 zt w0 w1

10� 6 �0:68 0.50 �0:86 0:35
0:1 �0:68 0.50 �0:86 0:35
0:5 �0:67 0.50 �0:86 0:36
1 �0:74 0.53 �0:82 0:36
1:5 �0:94 0.68 �0:93 0:06
1:9 �0:998 0.67 �0:997 0:001
2:1 �0:998 0.67 �0:997 0:001
2:5 �0:96 0.68 �0:94 0:01
3 �0:85 0.69 �0:79 0:07
3:5 �0:65 0.39 �0:63 0:26
4 �0:44 0.14 �0:57 0:53

Table10:Param etersfortheSUGRA potential.

Results forthe SUGRA potentialare presented in Figs.27{30 and Ta-
ble 10.Atpresent’ isevolving toward the location ofthe m inim um ofthe
potential. For’i nearthe m inim um ofV at’ = 2,the SUGRA potential
cosm ology approaches�CDM .For’ i� 4,w 0 and w0 arem uch too high.

The transition redshift zt � 0:5 for 0 < ’i
<
� 1. For 0 < ’i � 0:5,

asym ptotic values w 0 = �0:68,zt = 0:50,w0 = �0:86,and w1 = 0:35 are
obtained,which m akestheseSUGRA m odelvaluesrobust.Theseasym ptotic
valuesarein excellentagreem entwith theobserved centralvalues.(Thereis
also a very sm allinterval’i= 3:3{3:55 which yieldszt = 0.33{0.59.)

4 C onclusion

Allseven potentialscan closely m im icthe�CDM m odelatlow redshifts,but
only the SUGRA and Pol�onyipotentialscan realize a transition redshiftof
zt� 0:5 for
�0 = 0:70.Theother�vem odelspredictzt� 0:67.
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The SN Ia centralvalue zt � 0:5 can naturally be explained either by
the SUGRA potentialwith 0 < ’i

<
� 1 or by the Pol�onyipotentialwith

�2:0 <
� ’i

<
� �1:5. For just the solutions with zt � 0:5,(i) 
� becom es

signi�cant noticeably earlier than 
 � for �CDM and (ii) either w has a
m axim um nearz = 1 orw evolves rapidly between z = 5 and the present
(SUGRA 0< ’i� 0:5).TheSUGRA rangeofinitialvaluesdoesnotinvolve
�netuning,andhastheadvantageofalsoo�eringaexplanation (when � = 4)
oftheparam etricrelationship �� � M 8

w eak=M
4

P .
Thelow-z(0� z� 5)dataonzt,w 0,w0,andw1,althoughclearlycapable

ofruling outa cosm ologicalconstant,cannoteasily distinguish between the
stable and unstable deSittercasesforthecosh potentials,between the two
axion potentials,oram ong thethreedi�erentPol�onyipotentialcases.There
isno cleardistinguishing signallike the sign ofw1. However,knowledge of
w(z) for 0 � z � 5 does hold out the prospect| if
�0 is actually due to
quintessence| ofdeterm ining which quintessence potentialnaturem ay have
chosen.
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Figure1:Log10 of ~H (blue,bottom )vs.H (cyan,top)forthee
p
2’ potential.
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Figure 2: ’(�)forthe exponentialpotentiale�’. � = 1 (red),
p
2 (cyan),

and
p
3 (blue)from top to bottom .
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Figure 3: 
 forthe exponentialpotentiale
p
2’ (solid)vs.�CDM (dotted).

Thelightyellow rectanglesaretheboundson 
� from LSS,CM B,and BBN.
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Figure 4:w forthe exponentialpotentiale�’. � = 1 (red),
p
2 (cyan),andp

3 (blue)from bottom to top.
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Figure5:Acceleration param eter�qfortheexponentialpotentiale�’ (solid)
vs.�CDM (dotted).Thedark and lightyellow linesindicatethe1� and 2�
bounds,respectively,on zt.� = 1 (red),

p
2 (cyan),and

p
3 (blue)from top

to bottom attheleft.
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Figure 6: ’(�) for the potentialcosh(
p
2’). ’i = 0.1 (red),0.5 (cyan),1

(blue),and 2 (m agenta).
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Figure7:
 forthepotentialcosh(
p
2’),’i = 1 (solid)vs.�CDM (dotted).
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Figure8:w forthepotentialcosh(
p
2’).’i= 0.1(red),0.5(cyan),1(blue),

and 2 (m agenta)from bottom to top.
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Figure9:Acceleration param eter�q forthepotentialcosh(
p
2’)(solid)vs.

�CDM (dotted).’ i = 0.1 (red),0.5 (cyan),1 (blue),and 2 (m agenta)from
top to bottom attheleft.
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Figure10:’(�)forthepotential2� cosh(
p
2’).’i = 0.1 (red),0.2 (cyan),

and 0.3 (blue).
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Figure 11: 
 forthe potential2� cosh(
p
2’),’i = 0.2 (solid)vs.�CDM

(dotted).
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Figure 12: w forthe potential2� cosh(
p
2’). ’i = 0.1 (red),0.2 (cyan),

and 0.3 (blue)from bottom to top.
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Figure13:Acceleration param eter�qforthepotential2� cosh(
p
2’)(solid)

vs.�CDM (dotted). ’ i = 0.1 (red),0.2 (cyan),and 0.3 (blue)from top to
bottom attheleft.
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Figure 14: ’(�)forthe potential1+ cos(’). ’i=� = 0:1 (red),0:3 (cyan),
and 0:5 (blue).
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Figure 15: 
 for the potential1 + cos(’),’ i=� = 0:3 (solid) vs.�CDM
(dotted).
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Figure16:w forthepotential1+ cos(’).’i=� = 0:1 (red),0:3 (cyan),and
0:5 (blue)from bottom to top.
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Figure17:Acceleration param eter�qforthepotential1+ cos(’)(solid)vs.
�CDM (dotted). ’ i=� = 0:1 (red),0:3 (cyan),and 0:5 (blue)from top to
bottom attheleft.
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Figure18:’(�)forthepotentialcos(’).’i=� = 0:05 (red),0:1 (cyan),and
0:15 (blue).
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Figure19:
forthepotentialcos(’),’ i=� = 0.1(solid)vs.�CDM (dotted).
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Figure 20: w for the potentialcos(’). ’i=� = 0:05 (red),0:1 (cyan),and
0:15 (blue)from bottom to top.
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Figure 21: Acceleration param eter �q for the potentialcos(’) (solid) vs.
�CDM (dotted).’ i=� = 0:05 (red),0:1 (cyan),and 0:15 (blue)from top to
bottom attheleft.
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Figure22:Dim ensionlessPol�onyipotentialfor� = 2�
p
3 (cyan,Vm in = 0),

0.2 (red,Vm in > 0),and 0.4 (blue,Vm in < 0).
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Figure 23: ’(�) for the Pol�onyipotential. ’i = �0:5 (red),�1:5 (cyan),
�1:7 (blue),and �1:9 (m agenta).
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Figure24:
forthePol�onyipotential.’ i= �1:7(solid)vs.�CDM (dotted).
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Figure 25:w forthe Pol�onyipotential. ’i = �0:5 (red),�1:5 (cyan),�1:7
(blue),and �1:9 (m agenta)from bottom to top.
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Figure 26: Acceleration param eter �q for the Pol�onyipotential(solid) vs.
�CDM (dotted). ’ i = �0:5 (red), �1:5 (cyan), �1:7 (blue), and �1:9
(m agenta)from top to bottom attheleft.
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Figure 27: ’(�) for the SUGRA potential. ’i = 0:1 (red),1 (cyan),1.5
(blue),and 3 (m agenta).
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Figure28:
 fortheSUGRA potential.’ i= 0:1(solid)vs.�CDM (dotted).
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Figure29:w fortheSUGRA potential.’i= 0:1 (red,top),1 (cyan,second
from top),1.5 (blue,bottom ),and 3 (m agenta,third from top)attheright.
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Figure 30: Acceleration param eter�q forthe SUGRA potential(solid)vs.
�CDM (dotted).’ i= 0:1 (red),1 (cyan),1.5 (blue),and 3 (m agenta)from
bottom to top attheright.
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