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This is a pedagogical review of the recent observational data obtained from
type Ia supemova surveys that support the accelerating expansion of the
universe. T he m ethods for the analysis of the data are reviewed and the the-
oretical in plications obtained from their analysis are discussed.

1 Introduction

Recent distanceredshift surveys [, 2, 3, [4, [5, [6] of cosm ologically distant
Type Ia supemovae (Snla) have indicated that the universe has recently (at
redshift z /¥ 0:5) entered a phase of accelerating expansion. T his expansion
has been attributed to a dark energy [1] com ponent w ith negative pressure
which can induce repulsive graviy and thus cause accelerated expansion. T he
evidence for dark energy has been indirectly veri ed by Coan ic M icrow ave
Background (CM B) [B] and large scale structure [3] observations.

The sinplest and m ost obvious candidate for this dark energy is the
cosm ological constant [[0] with equation of statew = B = 1. The ex—
trem ely ne tuned value of the coam ological constant required to induce the
observed accelerated expansion has led to a variety of altemative m odels
where the dark energy com ponent varies wih time. M any of these m od—
els m ake use of a hom ogeneous, tim e dependent m Inin ally coupled scalar

ed (quintessence[lT],[12]) whose dynam ics is determ ined by a specially de—
signed potentialV ( ) inducing the appropriate tin e dependence of the eld
equation of state w (z) = %)) . G ven the observed w (z), the quintessence
potential can In principle be determ ined. O ther physically m otivated m od—
els predicting late accelerated expansion include m odi ed gravity [13,[14, [15],
Chaplygin gas[ld], C ardassian cosm ology [[7], theories w ith com pacti ed ex—
tra din ensions(1§, [19], branew orld m odelsP20] etc. Such cosm ologicalm odels
predict speci ¢ form s of the Hubble param eter H (z) as a function of redshift
z. T he observational determ ination of the recent expansion history H (z) is
therefore in portant for the identi cation ofthe viable coan ologicalm odels.
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The most direct and reliable m ethod to observationally determ ine the
recent expansion history ofthe universeH (z) is to m easure the redshift z and
the apparent um inosity of cosn ologicaldistant indicators (standard candles)
whose absolute lum inosity is known. The lum inosity distance vs. redshift is
thus obtained which in tum leads to the Hubble expansion history H (z).

The goal of this review is to present the m ethods used to construct the
recent expansion history H (z) from Snla data and discuss the m ost recent
observational resuls and their theoretical i plications. In the next section I
review the m ethod used to detemm ine H (z) from cosm ologicaldistance indi-
cators and discuss Snla as the m ost suitable coan ological standard candles.
In section 3 I show them ost recent observationalresuls forH (z) and discuss
their possible interpretations other than accelerating expansion. In section 4
I discuss som e of the m ain theoretical in plications of the observed H (z) w ith
em phasis on the various param etrizations of dark energy (the sin plest being
the coam ologicalconstant) . The best t param etrizations are shown and their
comm on features are pointed out. T he physical origin of m odels predicting
thebest tfom ofH (z) isdiscussed In section 5 where T distinguish between
m inin ally coupled scalar elds (quintessence) and m odi ed graviy theordes.
An equation ofstate ofdark energywih w < 1 isobtained by a speci ctype
of dark energy called phantom energy 21]. T his type of dark energy is faced
w ith theoretical challenges related to the stability of the theories that predict
it. Since however the Snla data are consistent w ith phantom energy it is in—
teresting to Investigate the in plications of such an energy. T hese in plications
are reviewed In section 6 w ith em phasis to the Big R o future shgularity in -
plied by such m odels as the potentialdeath ofthe universe.F nally, in section
7 I review the future observational and theoretical prospects related to the
Investigation of the physical origin of dark energy and sum m arize the m ain
conclusions of this review .

2 Expansion H istory from the Lum inosity D istances of
Snla

Consider a lum inous coan ologicalob Ect em itting at totalpower L (absolute
Ium inosity) In radiation within a particular wavelength band. C onsider also
an observer (seeFig.1l) at a distance d;, from the lum inous ob ct. In a static
cosn ological setup, the pow er radiated by the um inous ob fct is distributed
in the spherical surface w ith radius d;, and therefore the intensity 1 (@pparent
lum inosity) detected by the observer is

L
1= — @)

4 4

T he quantity
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Fig.1l. The lum Inosiy distance obtaned from the apparent and absolite lum nosi-
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isknown asthe lum inosity distance to the lum inous ob fct and in a static uni-
verse i coincidesw ith the actualdistance. In an expanding universe how ever,
the energy of the radiation detected by the observer has been reduced not
only because of the distrdbution of photons on the spherical surface but also
because the energy of the photons has been redshifted while their detection
rate is reduced com pared to their em ission rate due to the cosn ological ex—
pansion [22]. Both of these expansion e ects give a reduction of the detected
energy by a factor aa((tt‘))) = (1+ z) where a () is the scale factor of the universe
at coam ic tin e t and t; is the present tim e. Usually a is nom alized so that
a(p) = 1.Thusthe detected apparent lum inosity in an expanding background

m ay be w ritten as

L
1=
4 afy)’x(z)? L+ z)? )

where x (z) is the com oving distance to the lum inus ob ct em iting wih
redshift z. T his in plies that in an expanding universe the um inosity distance
d;, (z) is related to the com oving distance x (z) by the relation

dp (2) = x(@) 1+ 2) @)
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U sing eq. @) and the fact that light geodesics in a  at expanding background
obey
cdt= a(z)dxz) )

it is straightforward to elin nate x (z) and express the expansion rate of the
universe H (z) %(z) at a redshift z (scale factora = lJrlz)J'1'1‘Uelmsof‘d'1e
observable um inosity distance as

H (z) = c[d G @)

— 6
dz 1+ z ©

T his isan in portant relation that connects the theoretically predictable H ub—
ble expansion history H (z) w ith the observable lum inosity distance dp, (z) In
the context of a spatially at universe. T herefore, if the absolute lum inosiy
of coamn ologically distant ob fcts is known and their apparent um inosity is
m easured as a finction of redshift, eq. [J) can be used to calculate their u—
m nosity distance dy, (z) asa function of redshift. T he expansion history H (z)
can then be deduced by di erentiation w ith respect to the redshift using eq.
[) . R eversely, if a theoretically predicted H (z) is given, the corresponding
predicted d;, (z) is obtained from [@) by integrating H (z) as
Z

Z dzf
dy 2)=c @1+ 2) , ) (7)
T hispredicted d;, (z) can be com pared w ith the observed d;, (z) to test the con—
sistency of the theoretical m odel w ith observations. In practice astronom ers
do not refer to the ratio of absolute over apparent um inosity. Instead they
use the di erence between apparent m agnitudem and absolutem agnitude M
which is connected to the above ratio by the relation

L
m M = 2:510g10(z) (8)

A particularly useful diagram which illustrates the expansion history of
the Universe is the Hubbk diagram . The x-axis of a Hubbl diagram (see
Fig. 2) shows the redshift z of coan ological lum inous ob cts whilke the y—
axis show s the physical distance r to these obfcts. In the context of a
coam ological setup the redshift z is connected to the scale factor a (t) at the
tin e of em ission ofradiation by 1+ z = aa((tt")) where ty isthe present tine.On
the other hand, the distance to the lum inous ob Ect is related to the tine in
the past tyast when the radiation em ission wasm ade. T herefore, the Hubble
diagram contains inform ation about the tim e dependence of the scale factor
af(t). T he slope of this diagram at a given redshift denotes the inverse of the
expansion rate £ (z) H (z)
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Fig.2.TheHubblkdiagram . In an accelerating universe um inous ob Ects at a given
redshift appear to be dimm er.

In an accelerating universe the expansion rate H (z) was sm aller in the past
(high redshift) and therefore the slope H ! ofthe Hubble diagram is Jargerat
high redshift. Thus, at given redshift, lum inous ob fcts appear to be fiirther
away ([dinm er) com pared to an em pty universe expanding with a constant
rate (seeFig. 2).

T he lum inous ob cts used In the construction ofthe Hubble diagram are
ob fcts whose absolute um inosity is known and therefore their distance can
be evalnated from their apparent um nosity along the lines discussed above.
Such ob gcts are known as distance indicators or standard candles. A list of
com m on distance indicators used in astrophysics and coan ology is shown in
Tabl 1 along w ith the range of distances w here these ob fcts are visbl and
the corresponding accuracy in the determm ination oftheir absoluite m agniude.
As shown In Tabl 1 the best choice distance indicators for cosm ology are
Snla not only because they are extram ely um inous (@t their peak they are as
lum inous as a bright galaxy) but also because their absolute m agnitude can
be determ ined at a high accuracy.

T ype Ia supemovae em erge in binary star system s where one of the com —
panion starshas am assbelow the Chandrasekhar Iim it 1:4M  and therefore
ends up (after hydrogen and heliim buming) as white dwarf supported by
degeneracy pressure. O nce the other com panion reaches its red giant phase
the white dwarfbegins gravitational striping of the outer envelop of the red
giant thus accreting m atter from the com panion star. O nce the white dwarf
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Table 1. Extragalactic distance indicators (from Ref. 23])

Technique R ange of distance Accuracy (1 )
C epheids < ILMC to25Mpc 0.15mag
SN Ia 4Mpcto> 2Gpc 0O02mag
Expand.Phot.M eth./SnIILM C to 200 M pc 04 mag
P lanetary N ebulae LM C to 20 M pc 0lmag
Surf. B rightness F luct 1Mpctol0OOMpc O0Jlmag
Tully F isher 1Mpctol0O0OMpc O03mag

B rightest C luster G al. 50 Mpctol Gpc 03 mag
GlIb.ClisterLum .Fun. 1 Mpctol0O0Mpc 04mag
Sunyaev-Zeldovich 100Mpcto> 1GpcO04mag
G ravitational Lensing 5Gpc 04 mag

reaches a m ass equal to the C handrasekhar lim i, the degeneracy pressure is
unable to support the gravitational pressure, the w hite dwarf shrinks and in—
creases is tem perature igniting carbon fiission . T his leads to violent explosion
which isdetected by a light curve which rapidly increases lum nosity in a tin e
scale of less than a m onth, reachesa m axin um and disappears In a tin escale
of 1-2 months (see Fig. 3). Type Ia are the preferred distance indicators for
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Fig. 3. Typical Snla light-curve.

coan ology for several reasons:
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1. They are exceedingly um inous. At their peak lum nnosity they reach an
absolite m agnitude of M /19 which corresponds to about 10°M

2. They have a relatively an all dispersion ofpeak absolute m agniude.

. Their explosion m echanian is fairly uniform and well understood.

4. There is no coam ic evolution of their explosion m echanisn according to
know n physics.

5. There are several Iocal Snla to be used for testing Snla physics and for
calbrating the absolite m agnitude of distant Snla.

w

On the other hand, the main problem for usihg Snla as standard candles
is that they are not easy to detect and it is inpossible to predict a Snla
explosion. In fact the expected number of Snla exploding per galaxy is 12
perm illenium . It is therefore in portant to develop a search strategy in order
to e clently search for Snla at an early stage oftheir light curve. T hem ethod

used (W ih m inor variations) to discover and follow up photom etrically and
spectroscopically Snla consists of the follow ing steps (1,12, 13, 14]]:

1. Observe a num ber ofw ide elds of apparently em pty sky out ofthe plane
ofourG alaxy. Tens of thousands of galaxies are cbserved in a few patches
of sky.

2. Com eback threeweeks Iater (next new m oon) to observe the sam e galaxies
over again.

3. Subtract In ages to identify on average 12-14 Snla.

4. Schedule in advance ollow up photom etry and spectroscopy on these Snla
as they brighten to peak and fade away.

G ven the relatively short tim e di erence (three weeks) between rst and sec—
ond observation, m ost Snla do not have tin e to reach peak brightness so al-
m ost allthe discoveries are pre-m axin um . T his strategy tums a rare, random
event Into som ething that can be studied In a system atic way. T his strategy
is illustrated n Figs4 and 5 (from Ref. 24]). T he outcom e of this cbservation
strategy is a set of Snla light curves in various bands of the spectrum (see
Fig. 6). These light curves are very sim ilar to each other and their peak ap—
parent um inosity could be used to construct the Hubbl diagram assum ing a
com m on absolute lum nosity.

Before this is done however a few corrections m ust be m ade to take into
account the m inor intrinsic absolute um nosity di erences (due to com posi-
tion di erences) am ong Snla as well as the radiation extinction due to the
Intergalactic m edium . U sing sam ples of closeby Snla it has been em pirically
observed that them inor di erences of Snla absolute lum inosity are connected
wih di erences in the shape of their light curves. Broad slowly declining
light curves (stretch factor s > 1) correspond to brighter Snla while narrower
rapidly declining light curves (stretch factor s < 1) correspond to intrinsically
fainter Snla. T his stretch factor dependence of the Snla absolute lum nosiy
has been veri ed using closeby Snla [26] It was shown that contraction of
broad light curvesw hile reducing peak lum inosity and stretching narrow light
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Fig. 4. Search strategy to discover of supemovae in a scheduled, system atic proce—
dure 24]
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Fig. 5. Supemova 1998ba, an exam pl of a supemova discovery using the search
strategy describbed in the text Involving subtraction of im ages.
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Fig. 6. A set of Iight curves from SN 200lel in various bands of the spectrum .

curves w hile increasing peak lum inosity m akes these light curves coincide (see
Fig. 7). In addition to the stretch factor correction an additional correction
m ust be m ade in order to com pare the light curves ofhigh redshift Snla w ith
those of lower redshift. In particular all light curves m ust be transformm ed to
the sam e reference fram e and in particular the rest fram e of the Snla. For
exam ple a low redshift light curve of the blue B band of the spectrum should
be com pared w ith the appropriate red R band light curve of a high redshift
Snla. T he transfom ation also includes correction for the coan ic tin e dilation
(events at redshift z Jast 1 + z tim es longer than eventsat z / 0).T hese cor-
rections consist the K -correction and is used In addition to the stretch factor
correction discussed above. T he K -correction transform ation is illistrated in
Fig8.

3 O bservationalR esults

The st proect In which Snla were used to detem ine the cosm ological
constant energy was the resesarch from Perlmutter et al. In 1997 26]. The
pro¥ct was known as the Supemova Cosnology Progct (SCP). Applying
the above described m ethods they discovered seven distant Snla at redshift
035 < z < 0:65.W hen discovered, the supemovae were followed for a year
by di erent telescopes on earth to obtain good photom etry data in di er—
ent bands, In order to m easure good m agnitudes. The Hubbl diagram they
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Fig. 7. LeftT he range of lightcurve for low -redshift supemovae discovered by the
Calan/Tololo Supemova Survey. At these redshifts, the relative distances can be
determm ined (from redshift), so their relative brightnesses are known. R ight: The
sam e lightcurves after calbrating the supemova brightness using the stretch of the
tin escale of the lightcurve as an indicator of brightness (and the color at peak as
an indicator of dust absorption)

constructed was consistent w ith standard Friedm an cosn ology w tthout dark
energy or coan ological constant.

A year after their rst publication, Perln utter et al. published in N ature
[M] an update on their initial resuls. T hey had included them easurem entsofa
very high-redshiffed z = 0.83 Supemova Ia. T his dram atically changed their
conlusions. The standard decelerating Friedm an cosm ology was rulled out
at about 99% con dence level. T he new Iy discovered Supemova indicated a
universe w ith accelerating expansion dom inated by dark energy. T hese results
were con m ed independently by another pioneer group H igh-z Supemova
Search Team (H SST)) searching for Snla and m easuring the expansion history
H (z) Riessetal.in 1998 P]).They had discovered 16 SnTaat 016 < z < 0:62
and their H (z) also indicated accelerating expansion ruling out for a at
universe. T heir data also pem itted them to de niely rule out decelerating
Friedm an coam ology at about 99% con dence level.

Th 2003 Tonry et al. [3] reported the resuls of their cbservations of eight
new ly discovered Snla. These Snla were found in the region 03 < z < 12.
Togetherw ith previously acquired Snla data they had a data set ofm ore than
100 Snla. This dataset con m ed the previous ndings of accelerated expan—
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sion and gave the st hints of decelerated expansion at redshifts z 7 0%
when m atter is expected to begin dom inating over dark energy. T his transi-
tion from decelerating to acoelerating expansion wascon m ed and pinpointed
accurately by R desset al. in 2004 5] who included in the analysis 16 new high—
redshift Snla obtained with HST and reanalyzed all the available data In a
uniform and robustm anner constructing a robust and reliable dataset consist—
ing of 157 points known as the G old dataset. T hese Snla included 6 ofthe 7
highest redshift SnTa known with z > 125.W ih these new observations, they
could clearly ddentify the transition from a decelerating tow ards an accelerat—
Inguniversetobeatz= 046 0:13.%kwasalsopossbl torul outthee ect
of dust on the dinm ing of distant SnIa, since the accelerating/decelerating
transition m akes the e ect ofdinm ing inverse.T he H ubble diagram obtained
from the G old dataset is shown In Fig. 9 where the corrected apparent m ag—
nitude m (z) of the 157 Snla is plotted versus the redshift z. T he apparent
m agniudem (z) is related to the corresponding lum nosity distance di, ofthe
Snla by

dy, (z)
m (z) =M + 5logigl:
Mp

1+ 25 (10)
C
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Fig.9.Theapparentm agnitudem (z) vsredshift as obtained from the G old dataset.
It isnot easy to distinguish between accelerating and decelerating expansion in such
a diagram .

where M is the absolute m agnitude which is assum ed to be constant for
standard candles lke Snla after the corrections discussed In section 2 are
In plem ented.

A potential problem of plots like the one of Fig. 9 is that it is not easy
to tell in m ediately if the data favor an accelerating or decelerating universe.
Thiswould be easy to tell in the Hubbl diagram ofF ig. 2 where the distance
is plotted vs redshift and is superposed w ith the distanceredshift relation
ar PY (z) of an em pty universe with H (z) constant. An even more e cient

plot for such a purpose would be the plot of the ratio defﬁ,iéyz’(z) (or its logig)

which can Inm ediately distinguish accelerating from decelerating expansion
by com paring w ith the deSLpiéj’(z) = 1 line. Such a plt is shown in Fig. 10 [3]
using both the raw G o]dL sam ple data and the sam e data binned In redshift
bins.

T he lines of zero acceleration, constant acceleration and constant decel-
eration are also shown for com parison. C learly the best t is obtained by an
expansion which is accelerating at recent times (z ‘0 $5) and decelerating at
earliertines (z ~ 0:5) when m atter is expected to dom inate.

T he Interpretation ofthe data assum ing that the cbserved din m ing at high
redshift is due to larger distance m ay not be the only possible interpretation.
T hem ost naturalaltemative interpretationshow everhave been shown to lead
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Fig.10.The reduced Hubbl diagram used to distinguish between accelerating and
decelerating expansion [5].

to inconsistencies and none of them has been favored as a viable altemative
at present. T hese altemative Interpretations include the follow Ing:

Intergalactic D ust:0 rdinary astrophysicaldust doesnot obscure equally
at allw avelengths, but scattersblue light preferentially, leading to the well-
known phenom enon of \reddening". Spectral m easurem ents [B] reveal a
negligble am ount of reddening, in plying that any hypothetical dust m ust
be a novel \grey" variety inducing no spectral distortions [27].

G rey D ust:G rey dust ishighly constrained by observations: rst, it pre—
dicts further ncrease of dinm Ing at higher redshifts z " 05 which is not
observed; and second, intergalactic dust would absorb ultraviolet/optical
radiation and re-em i i at far infrared wavelengths, leading to stringent
constraints from ocbservations ofthe coan ological far-nfrared background.
T hus, while the possibility of obscuration hasnot been entirely elin inated,
it requires a novel kind of dust which is already highly constrained (and
m ay be convincingly ruled out by further ocbservations).

Evolution of SnTa: T he supemova search team s have found consistency
In the spectral and photom etric properties of Snla over a variety of red—
shifts and environm ents [B] (eg. in elliptical vs. spiral galaxies). T hus
despite the relevant tests there is curently no evidence that the ocbserved
dinm Ing can be attributed to evolution of Snla.
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A ccording to the best of our current understanding, the supemova resuls
indicating an accelerating universe seem lkely to be trustworthy. Needless
to say, however, the possbility of a neglected system atic e ect can not be
de nitively exclided. Future experim ents, discussed in section 7 will both
help us in prove our understanding of the physics of supemovae and allow a
determm nation of the distance/redshift relation to su cient precision to dis-
tinguish between the e ects of an accelerating universe and those of possble
astrophysical phenom ena.

4 D ark Energy and N egative P ressure

O ur current know ledge ofthe expansion history ofthe universe can be sum m a—
rized as follow s: T he universe origihated at an iniial state that was very close
to a density shgularity known as the Big Bang. Soon after that it entered
a phase of superlum inal accelerating expansion known as In ation. D uring
In ation causally connected regions of the universe exited out of the horizon,
the universe approached spatial atness and the prin ordial uctuations that
gave rise to structure were generated. At the end of in ation the universe
was Iniially dom inated by radiation and later by m atter whose attractive
gravitational properties induced a decelerating expansion.
The Snla data discussed In section 3 (along with other less direct cos—
m ological observations [8,19]) strongly suggest that the universe has recently
entered a phase ofaccelerating expansion at a redshift z / 0:5.T his accelerat-
Ing expansion can not be supported by the attractive gravitational properties
of regular m atter. The obvious question to address is therefore W hat are
the properties of the additional com ponent required to support this acceler-
ation?’. To address this question we m ust consider the dynam ical equation
that determ ines the evolution of the scale factor a (t). This equation is the
Friedm an equation which is obtained by combining G eneral Relativiy w ih
the coan ologicalprinciple ofhom ogeneity and isotropy ofthe universe. Tt m ay
be w ritten as
a 4cG6¢% 3. 46
o 3 (it 3pi) = 3

i

[n + (x + 3px)] 11)

where ; and p; are the densities and pressures of the contents of the universe
assum ed to behave as ideal uids.The only directly detected uids in the uni-
verse arem atter (  ;pn = 0) and the subdom inant radiation ( ,;pr = =3).
Both of these uids are unabl to cancel the m Inus sign on the rhs of the
Friedm an equation and can therefore only lead to decelerating expansion.A c—
celerating expansion in the context of general relativity can only be obtained
by assum ing the existence ofan additionalcom ponent ( x ;px = W x ) temm ed
‘dark energy’ which could potentially change the m inus sign of eq. [[l) and
thus lead to accelerating expansion. A ssum ing a positive energy density for
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dark energy (required to achieve atness) i becom es clear that negative pres—
sure is required for accelerating expansion. In fact, w riting the Friedm an eq.
[[) in term s of the dark energy equation of state param eterw as
a 4 G
—= — [+ x @+ 3w)] 12)
a 3
it becom esclarthataw < % is required for accelerating expansion in plying
repulsive gravitational properties for dark energy.
T he redshift dependence of the dark energy can be easily connected to
the equation of state parameter w by combining the energy conservation
d( g a’)= ped@>®) with the equation of statepy = w x as

a 3(1+w) — (l+ Z)3(1+w) (13)

T his redshift dependence is related to the observable expansion history H (z)
through the Friedm an equation
2 86

= — lon (‘?)ﬂ x @I=HZ[ on A+ 2°+ x @] 14

w here the density param eter — for m atter is constrained by large
scale structure observations to a valie (porior) on ' 0:3.Usihg this prior,

x (z)

H z)?% =

mw| [\

the dark energy density parameter y (z) — and the corresponding
equation of state param eter w m ay be constrained from the cbserved H (z).

In addition to x (z), the lum nosity distance-redshift relation dy, (z) ob—
tained from Snla observations can constrain other cosn ological param eters.
The only param eter however obtained directly from dy, (z) sihg eq. [@)) is
the Hubble param eter H (z). O ther coan ological param eters can be obtained
from H (z) as ollow s:

T he age of the universe § is obtained as:

23
H = - 15)
0 1+ z)H (z)
T he present Hubbl param eter Hy = H (z= 0).
T he deceleration param eter q(z) 22

QZ

dInH

q@)= 1+ z) 1 1e)

and tspresent valueqy gz = 0).

T he density param eters for m atter and dark energy are related to H (z)
through the Friedm an equation [[4).

T he equation of state param eter w (z) obtained asl2§,129]

2q dinH 1
w (z) = Px @) = 30+ 27, 17)
x @) 1 &2 a4+ z2)3

H

obtained using the Friedm an equations [[2) and [I4).
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The m ost interesting param eter from the theoretical point of view (@part
from H (z) iself) is the dark energy equation of state param eter w (z). T his
param eter probes directly the gravitational properties of dark energy which
are predicted by theoreticalm odels. T he dow nside of it is that it requirestwo
di erentiations of the cbservable d;, (z) to be obtained and is therefore very
sensitive to observational errors.

The sinplest orm of dark energy corresoonds to a tim e iIndependent en—
ergy density cbtained when w = 1 (see eq. [[3)). This is the well known
coam ological constant which was rst introduced by Einstein in 1917 two
years after the publication ofthe G eneralRelativity (GR) equation

G =T 18)

where = 8 G=¢.At the tine the ’standard’ cosm ological m odel was a
static universe because the observed stars of the M iky W ay were found to
have negligible velocities. T he goalofE instein was to apply GR in cosn ology
and obtain a static universe usingm atter only. It becam e clearthat the attrac—
tive gravitational properties of m atter m ade i in possble to obtain a static
coan ology from [[8).A repulsive com ponent was required and at the tin e of
m a pr revolutions in the form s ofphysical law s i seem ed m ore naturalto ob—
tain i by m odifying the graviationallaw than by adding new form sofenergy
density. T he sin plest generalization of eq. [[8) involves the introduction ofa
term proportionalto themetricg .The GR equation becom es

G g = T 19)

where isthe cosn ologicalconstant. T he repulsive nature ofthe coan ological
constant becom es clear by the m etric of a point m ass (Schw arschild-de Sitter
m etric) which, n the New tonian lin i leads to a gravitationalpotential

GM r?
V= — — (20)
r 6

which in addition to the usual attractive graviational tetm has a repulsive
term proportionalto the coam ologicalconstant . T his repulsive gravitational
force can lead to a static (ut unstabl) universe In a cosm ological setup
and in the presence of a matter uid. A few years after the introduction
of the coam ological constant by E instein cam e Hubbl’s discovery that the
universe is expanding and it becam e clear that the coan ological constant was
an unnecessary com plication of GR . It was then that E instein (according to
G am ow ’s autobiography) called the introduction ofthe coam ologicalconstant
"the biggest blunder ofm y life’. In a letter to Lem aitre in 1947 E instein w rote:
'Since I introduced this term I had always had a bad conscience. I am unabke
to kelieve that such an ugly thing is actually realized in nature’. A s discussed
below , there is better reason than ever before to believe that the coam ological
constant m ay be non-zero, and E instein m ay not have blundered after all.
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If the cosn ological constant ism oved to the right hand side ofeq. [[3) it
m ay be Incorporated in the energy m om entum tensor as an ideal uid with

= g5 andw = 1.In the context of eld theory such an energy m om en—
tum tensor is obtained by a scalar eld wih potentialV ( ) at its vacuum
state (o & @ = 0and T = V (g9)g .Even though the cosm ologi-

cal constant m ay be physically m otivated in the context of eld theory and
consistent w ith coam ological ocbservation there are two in portant problem s
associated w ith it:

W hy is it so incredibly sm all? O bservationally, the cosn ological constant
density is 120 orders ofm agniude am aller than the energy density associ-
ated w ith the P Janck scale —the obviouscut o .Furthem ore, the standard
m odel of cosn ology posits that very early on the universe experienced a
period of in ation:A briefperiod of very rapid acceleration, during which
the Hubbl constant was about 52 orders of m agniude larger than the
value observed today. How could the coamn ological constant have been so
large then, and so smallnow ? This is som etin es called the cosm ological
constant problkm .

The ‘wincidence probkm ’: W hy is the energy density of m atter nearly
equalto the dark energy density today?

D espite the above problem s and given that the coan ologicalconstant isthe
sin plest dark energy m odel, it is in portant to Investigate the degree to which
it is consistent w ith the Snla data.Iw illnow describe them ain steps involved
in this analysis. A ccording to the Friedm an equation the predicted Hubbl
expansion In a at universe and In the presence ofm atter and a cosm ological
constant is

2
,_ & _86G a0 ,3 g2 3
H(Z)—g— 3 Om(;)+§_H0[Om(1+Z)+ ] (21)
w here = and

om T =1 (22)

This is the LCDM ( +Cold Dark M atter) which is currently the m inim al
standard m odel of coan ology. T he predicted H (z) has a single free param eter
which wewish to constrain by tting to the Snla lum nosity distanceredshift
data.

O bservations m easure the apparent lum inosity vs redshift 1(z) or equiv—
alently the apparent m agnitude vs redshift m (z) which are related to the
Jum nosity distance by

L dy (Z)obs

25logip (—)=m (z) M  25= 5logig (———) 23)
1(z) M pc

From the theory point ofview the predicted observable is the Hubble param —

eter [2Il) which is related to the theoretically predicted lum inosity distance
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dy, (z) by eq. [@). In this case d;, (z) depends on the single param eter o, and
takes the form
& @ on) a+ >Z C oz 24)
z; =c Z _—
- om o B @% on)

Constraints on the param eter , are obtained by the m axinum lkelhood
m ethod [30] which involves the m inin ization ofthe 2 ( om ) de ned as

2 4
2( on ) = dr (2)ops LZ(ZI Om )th]2 ©5)

=1 i

where N is the num ber of the observed Snla lum nosity distances and ; are
the corresponding 1  errorswhich include errorsdue to ux uncertainties, in—
temaldispersion of Snla absolute m agnitude and peculiar velociy dispersion.
If atness is not in posed as a prior through eq. &) then dp (z)w depends

on two param eters ( o and ) and the relation between d;, (z; om ; )th
and H (z; on s ) takes the form
Z
cl+ z) P
dL (Z)th = p:sm[ Om + 1 dz ] (26)
om T 1 0 H (z)

Th this case them inin ization ofeq. [28) leadsto constraintson both ¢, and

. This is the only direct and precise ocbservational probe that can place
constraints directly on . M ost other observational probes based on large
scale structure observations place constraints on o, which are indirectly
related to In the context ofa atness prior.

A s discussed In section 2 the acceleration of the universe has been con-

m ed using the above m aximum lkelhood m ethod since 1998 [, I2]. Even

the early datasets of 1998 [1I, 2] were able to rule out the at m atter dom i
nated universe (SCDM : o = 1, = 0) at 99% con dence kevel. T he latest
datasets are the Gold dataset N = 157 in the redshift range 0 < z < 1:75)
discussed in section 2 and the st year SNLS (Supemova Legacy Survey)
dataset which consists of 71 datapoints In the range 0 < z < 1 plus 44 pre—
viously published clossby Snla. The 68% and 95% 2 contours in the ( on
and ) param eter space obtained using the m aximum lkelhood m ethod
are shown In Fig. 1l for the SNLS dataset, a truncated version of the Gold
dataset TG) wih 0< z< 1 and the FullGold FG) dataset. T he follow ing
com m ents can be m ade on these plots:

T he two versions of the G old dataset favor a closed universe instead of a
atuniverse ( 1§ = 216 059, EF = 144 0:44).This trend is not
realized by the SNLS dataset which gives SN t% = 107 0:52.

T he point corresponding to SCDM  ( ¢n ; )= (1;0) isruled out by all
datasets at a con dence levelm ore than 10
Ifwe use a prior constraint of atness o, + = 1 thus restricting on

the corresponding dotted line ofFig. 1 and using the param etrization
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Fig. 11. The 68% and 95% 2 contours in the ( om and ) param eter space
obtained using the SNLS, TG and FG datasets (from Ref. 31]).

H@?=Hf on @+ 2%+ @ on)] @7)

we ndmininizing ?( on ) ofeq 23

SNLS = 026 0:04 8)
o =030 005 29)
e =031 004 (30)

These values of ¢, are consistent w ith corresponding constraints from
the CM B [8] and large scale structure observations|d].

Even though LCDM is the sin plest dark energy m odel and is currently con—
sistent w ith all cosn ological cbservations (especially w ith the SNLS dataset)
the question that m ay still be address is the ollow Ing: TIs it possbl to get
better ts (owering 2 further) with di erent H (z) param etrizations and if
yes w hat are the comm on features of there better ts?’ T he strategy towards
addressing this question Involves the follow ing steps:

Consider a physicalm odel and extract the predicted recent expansion his-
tory H (z;ai;az;iyan ) asa function ofthem odelparam etersa; jas; :i5an
A Tematively a m odel independent param etrization forH (z;ai;az;yan)

(orequivalently w (z;a;;az; a3, )) may be constructed aim ing at the best
possbl t to the data with a an all num ber of param eters (usually 3 or
Jess).

Use eq. [@) to obtain the theoretically predicted lum inosiy distance
dy, (z;ai;az;yan ) asa function of z.

U se the observed lum inosity distances d (z;)ops to construct 2 along
the lines of eq. P3) and m inim ize it with respect to the param eters
aij;az;uyan .
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From the resulting best t param eter values a;ay;:yan (@nd their er-
ror bars) construct thebest tH (z;aij;az;:uyan), dy (z;ais;az;iyay) and
w (z;aij;az; uyan). The quality of t ism easured by the depth ofthe m in—
mmum of ?d 2, (@rjaz;iuvan).

M ost usefiil param etrizations reduce to LCDM ofeq. ) for speci ¢ param —
etervaliesgivinga 2.,, rthese param eter values. Let
Zepwm s @jazinian)  fepw (31)
Thevalieof Z.,, isusually negative shce ? isusually further reduced
due to the larger num ber of param eters com pared to LCDM . For a given
num ber ofparam etersthe valueof 2., givesam easure ofthe probability
ofhaving LCDM physically realized In the context of a given param etrization
[32]. T he an aller this probability is, the m ore 'superior’ this param etrization
is com pared to LCDM .For exam ple for a tw o param eter param etrization and
j Z.pm J> 23 the parameters of LCDM aremore than 1 away from the
best t param eter values of the given param etrization. T his statistical test
hasbeen quanti ed in Ref. [32] and applied to severalH (z) param etrizations.
A san exam pl ket us consider the tw o param eter polynom ialparam etriza—
tion allow ing for dark energy evolution

H@? =Hf om A+ 2°+ a0+ 2)%+aQ+2)+ @ a a om )] 32)

in the context of the Full G old dataset. Applying the above described 2
m Inin ization leads to the best t parameter values a; = 167 1:03 and
a, = 4:16 253.The coresponding j 2., , Jjis fund to be 2:9 which
In plies that the LCDM param eters values (@; = a; = 0) are in the range of
1 2 away from the best tvalues.

T he sam e analysis can be repeated forvariousdi erent param etrizations in
an e ort to dentify the comm on features ofthe best t param etrizations.For
exam ple two other dynam ical dark energy param etrizations used comm only
In the literature are de ned In tem s ofw (z) as

P aram etrization A :

WEZ)=wo+t wy 2z (33)
H2@)=HZ[ on A+ 2)°+ (34)
+ om )@+ z)3EHwo wilgdwazy

P aram etrization B :

(335)

H?@)=H{[ on 0+ 2)°+
+ (l om )(l+ Z)3(1+w0+w1)e3w1 =01+ z) 1]] (36)
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Fig.12.Thebest tfom sofw (z) cbtained from a variety of param etrizations [32]
n the context of the FullG old dataset. N otice that they all cross the Inew = 1
also known as the Phantom D ivide Line PDL).

w here the corresponding form s of H (z) are derived using eq. [[). T he best

t form sofw (z) obtained from a variety of these and other param etrizations
[32] iIn the context ofthe FullG old dataset are shown In Fig.12.Even though
these best t form s appear very di erent at redshifts z > 05 mainly due
to the two derivatives involred In obtaining w (z) from d; (z)), In the range
0 < z < 035 they appear to have an interesting com m on feature: they all cross
the Inew = 1 also known asthePhantom D ivide Line PDL).A sdiscussed
In the next section this feature is di cult to reproduce in m ost theoretical
m odels based on m Inin ally coupled scalar elds and therefore if it persisted
in other Independent datasets it could be a very usefultool in discrim inating
am ong theoreticalm odels. Unfortunately if the sam e analysis ism ade in the
context of the m ore recent SNLS dataset i seem s that this comm on feature
doesnot persist. n Fig.13 thebest tw (z) @bng wih thel error region)
is shown in the context ofthree di erent datasets (in analogy w ith F ig.11) for
the there di erent param etrizations @, B and polynom ialofeq. (32) (called
C In Fig.13)).Even though the crossing ofthe PD L is realized at best t for
both the FG and TG datasets i is not realized at best t when the SNLS is
used. Thus we m ust wait until fiurther Snla datasets are released before the
issue is settled. In Fig. 14 T show the 1 and 2 2 contours corresponding
to param etrizations A and B wih a priorof o, = 024 con m ing the fact
that the SNLS dataset provides best t param eter values that are alm ost
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Fig. 13. Thebest tw (z) @ong wih the 1l error (shaded region)) is shown in
the context of three di erent datasets (In analogy with Fig. 11) for there di erent
param etrizations @, B and C) [31l].

dentical to those corresponding to LCDM Wy = 1, w; = 0) degpoie the
dynam icaldegrees of freedom Incorporated in the param etrizationsA and B .
Tt should be pointed out however that despite the di erences In the best t
param etrizations, the three datasets (SNLS, TG and FG ) are consistent w ith
each other at the 95% con dence range (see eg. Fig. 14) and they are all
consistent with at LCDM wih o, 7 03.

5 TheoreticalM odels for D ark Energy

Even though LCDM is the sin plest m odel consistent w ith current cosm o-—
logical data it is plagued w ith theoretical ne tuning problem s discussed in
the previous section (the ‘coincidence’ and the 'cosm ological constant’ prob—
lem s). In additions dynam ical dark energy param etrizations ofH (z) provide
In certain cases signi cantly better tsto the Snla data. T herefore the Inves—
tigation ofphysically m otivated m odels that predict a dynam icalevolution of
dark energy is an interesting and challenging problem .
The role of dark energy can be played by any physical eld wih posi-
tive energy and negative pressure which violates the strong energy condition
+3p> 0w > 1i).Quintessencescalar elds[33]w ith sm allpositive kinetic
tem ( 1< w < 1) violate the strong energy condition but not the dom i
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Fig.14. Thel and 2 2 contours corresponding to param etrizations A and B
wih apriorof on = 024.N otice that the SNLS dataset providesbest tparam eter
valuesthat are aln ost identicalto those correspondingto LCDM (Wwo = 1,w 1 = 0).

nant energy condiion + p > 0. Their energy densiy scales down w ih the
cosn ic expansion and so does the coan ic acceleration rate.Phantom elds(34]
w ith negative kineticterm W < 1) violate the strong energy condition, the
dom inant energy condition and m aybe physically unstable. H ow ever, they
are also consistent w ith current cosm ological data and according to recent
studies33, 129, 132] they m aybe favored over their quintessence counterparts.
H om ogeneous quintessence or phantom scalar elds are described by La-

grangians of the fom

L= 12 V() 37)
=

w here the upper (lower) sign corresponds to a quintessence (phantom ) eld
in equation [EA) and in what llows. The corresponding equation of state
param eter is

(38)

For quintessence (phantom ) modelswih V ( ) > 0 (V ( ) < 0) the param eter
w remainsin therange 1< w < l.Foran arbirary sign ofV ( ) the above
restriction does not apply but it is still m possbl for w to cross the PDL
w = 1 in a continousm anner. T he reason is that forw = 1 a zero kinetic
tem -2 is required and the continoustransition from w < ltow > 1 (or
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vice versa) would require a change of sign ofthe kinetic term . T he sign ofthis
temm howeveris xed in both quintessence and phantom m odels.T hisdi culy
In crosshg the PDL w = 1 could play an In portant role in identifying the
correct m odel for dark energy In view ofthe fact that data favorw ' 1 and
furthem ore param etrizations ofw (z) where the PD L is crossed appear to be
favored over the cosn ologicalconstantw = 1 according to the G old datasst
as discussed in the previous section.

It is therefore interesting to consider the available quintessence and phan—
tom scalar eld m odelsand com pare the consistency w ith data ofthe predicted
form sofw (z) am ong them selves and w ith arbitrary param etrizationsofw (z)
that crossthe PD L. T histask hasbeen recently undertaken by severalauthors
in the context of testing the predictions of phantom and quintessence scalar

eld m odels|[35,134].

Asan exam ple wem ay consider a particular class of scalar eld potentials
of the form

V()=s 39)
where T have followed Ref. [37] and sest = 0 atV = 0.As discussed In
section 2 (see also Ref. [37]) the eld may be assum ed to be frozen (—= 0)

at early tin es due to the large coan ic friction H (t). It has been argued [38]
that such a potential is favored by anthropic principle considerationsbecause
galaxy fom ation is possble only In regionswhereV ( ) is in a narrow range
around V = 0 and in such a range any potential is well approxin ated by a
linear function. In addition such a potential can provide a potential solution
to the coan ic coincidence problem 39].

T he coam ologicalevolution In the context of such a m odel [40] is obtained
by solving the coupled Friedm an-R obertson-W alker RW ) and the scalar

eld equation

1 2 OmHg
= Z+s —20 40
3M1§( ) —o 40)

oo

a
+ 3—— s=0 41)
a
whereM , = (8 G) '™ istheP lanck mass and I have assum ed a potentialof
the form
V()= s 42)

w here the upper (lower) sign corresoonds to quintessence (phantom ) m odels.
The solution of the system [E0)-[dl) ©rboth positive and negative values of
the single param eter of the m odel s, is a straightforward num erical problem

40] which leads to the predicted form s of H (z;s) and w (z;s). These form s
may then be t to the Snla datasets for the determm ination of the best t
value of the param eter s. This task has been undertaken In Ref. [40] using
the Full Gold dataset. The best t value of s was found to be practically
indistinguishable from zero which corresponds to the coam ological constant
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for both the quintessence and the phantom cases. The predicted form s of
w (z) for a phantom and a quintessence case and s / 2 is shown in Fi.
15. The valnie of  #.,, ispositive ;n both cases which inplies that the
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Fig. 15. The predicted fom s of w (z) for a phantom and a quintessence case and
s’ 2 provideworse tsto theGold dataset than LCDM and even worse com pared
to best t param etrizations that cross the PD L [40].

t is worse com pared to LCDM . The m ain reason for this is that both the
quintessence and phantom m inin ally coupled scalar eld m odels do not allow
for crossing of the PD L line for any param eter value as discussed above. In
contrast, the best tw (z) param etrizations A and B ofegs. 33)-3) which
allow for PD L crossing have a negative fc pu I the context of the G old
dataset as shown In Fig. 15 and therefore provide better ts than the eld
theory m odels. It should be stressed how ever that in the context ofthe SNLS
dataset, param etrizations that allow for crossing of the PDL do not seem to
have a sim ilar advantage as discussed In the previous section.

The di culty ;n crossing the PDL w = 1 described above could play
an im portant role in identifying the correct m odel for dark energy in view of
the fact that data favorw ’ 1 and furthem ore param etrizations of w (z)
where the PD L is crossed appear to be favored over the cosn ologicalconstant
w = 1 in the context of the G old dataset. Even for generalized k-essence
Lagrangiansf4ll,l42] ofa m Inin ally coupled scalar eld eg
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1 2
L=§f()— V() 43)
it hasbeen shown [43]to be in possble to obtain crossing ofthePDL .M ultiple
eld Lagrangians (com binations of phantom w ith quintessence elds|44, 145,
46,14°1]) have been shown to in principle achieve PD L crossing but such m odels
are com plicated and w ithout clear physical m otivation (out see 48] for an
Interesting physically m otivated m odel) .

T he obvious class of theories that could lead to a solution of the above
described problem is the non-m inim ally coupled scalar elds. Such theories
are realized In a universe w here graviy is described by a scalartensor theory
and their study is wellm otivated for two reasons:

1. A scalartensor theory of gravity is predicted by all findam ental quan—
tum theordes that involve extra dim ensions. Such are all known theories
that attem pt to unify graviy w ith the other interactions (eg supergravity
(SUGRA ), M -theory etc).

2. Scalar eldsem erging from scalar tensor theories (extended quintessence)
can predict an expansion rate H (z) that violates the inequality

dH (z)*=H¢)

n (L 2 44
O 3 om @+ 2) 44)

which isequivalent to crosshgthe PDL w = 1 (seeegRef. [49]).

In fact it has been shown in Ref. [49] that in contrast to m inin ally coupled
quintessence, scalar tensor theories can reproduce the m ain features of the
best t Hubbl expansion history obtained from the G old dataset. H owever,
the precise determ ination ofthe scalar tensor theory potentials requiresm ore
accurate Snla data and additional cosm ological observational input.

6 The Fate ofa Phantom D om inated Universe:B ig R ip

A sdiscussed in section 4 the G old dataset favorsa dynam icaldark energy w ith
present value of the equation of state param eter w In the phantom regime.
If this trend is veri ed by future datasets and if w rem ains in the phantom
regin e In the future then the fate of the universe acquires novel interesting
features. T he energy density ofphantom  elds Increasesw ith tin e and so does
the predicted expansion acceleration rate % T his m onotonically increasing
accekration rate of the expansion may be shown to lad to a novel kind
of sihgularity which occurs at a nite future tim e and is characterized by
divergences of the scale factor a, the Hubbl param eter H is derivative H-
and the scalar curvature. This singularity has been called Big Smash’ [50]
the rst tine it was discussed and Big R’ [5l] in a m ore recent study.
An inm ediate consequence of the very rapid expansion rate as the Big R
sihqgularity is approached is the dissociation of bound system s due to the
buildup of repulsive negative pressure in the interjor of these system s.
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T his dissociation of bound system s can be studied by considering the
spacetin e In the vicinity of a point mass M placed in an expanding back—
ground in order to study the e ects of the cosn ic expansion on bound sys—
tem s. Such a m etric should interpolate between a static Schw arzschild m etric
at an all distances from M and a tin e dependent Friedm ann spacetim e at
large distances. In the Newtonian 1lim it wWeak eld, low velociies) such an
Interpolating m etric takes the form [K2]:

2GM

y & aw? @+ ? 4+ sin? dr?)) 45)
a ()

ds? =

where isthe com oving radial coordinate. U sing
r= af (46)
the geodesics corresponding to the line elem ent [£H) take the orm

¢ 2o Earz-o @7)
Ir ar 12 r_ =
and

=1L 48)

where L, is the constant angular m om entum per unit m ass. T herefore the
radialequation ofm otion for a test particle in the N ew tonian lim it considered
is
B L> GM 19
r= ar+ 3 2 49)

The st temm on the rhs proportional to the cosn ic acceleration is a tine
dependent repulsive term which is ncreasing with tine orw < 1. This
is easy to see by considering the Friedm an equation [[J) com bined w ith the
dark energy evolition a 1Y) where the scale factor obtamned from
the Friedm an equation is
a) = 2l ) —— for t> (50)
[ w+ 0+ w)tst ] 2erw

and t, isthe transition tim e from decelerating to accelerating expansion . For
phantom energy W < 1) the scale factordivergesata nitetime
w

t=1+wtm>0 (1)

leading to the Big R ip singularity.C learly, the tin e dependent repulsive term
ofeq. [@9) diverges at the B ig R ip singularity.

A quantitative analysis [53] show sthat the geodesic equation [9) isequiv—
alent to a New tonian equation w ith a tin edependent e ective potential that
determ ines the dynam ics of the bound system which in dim esionless form is
3]
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TR Ry 52
Vegs = T + = 3 © (52)
where P
29+ 3w
© = L+ 3w 53)
3( w4+ 1+ w)t)

withw < 1land !y isde ned as

=

G
2= 2 ¢ (54)

L

At t= 1 the system is assum ed to be in circular orbit w ith radiis given by
them nmum 1, i, &) ofthe e ective potential of equation (&J). It is easy to
show that the m ininum of the e ective potential (&J) disappears at a tine
trip which obeys o p
16 3T 24+ 3wj
t tp= ; (55)
9 6 1+ wj

T he value of the bound system dissociation tin e t.;, m ay be veri ed by nu-
m erically solving the geodesic N ew tonian equation of a test particle w ith the
e ective potential (E2) . T he resulting evolution close to the predicted dissoci-
ation time t;3, isshown in Fig.16 forw = 12 and veri es the dissociation
tin e predicted by equation [B3). U sing the approprate values for the bound

Table 2. The di erence between dissociation tim es tri;, and thebig rip tine t for
three bound system s in years as predicted by equation [B3). T he dissociation tim es
trip fOr the three bound system s In units of &, are also shown in column 3. The
valuew = 12 was assum ed [53]].

Sy stem t trp Y| Gp=t
Solar System | 1:88 10° 6:00
M iky W ay 3:59 10 5:94
Coma Clster] 1:58 10%° 3:19

system massesM the dissociation tim es of cosn ologicalbound system sm ay
be obtained. These are shown in Tabl 2.

7 Future P rospectsC onclusion

T he question ofthe physicalorigin and dynam icalevolution properties ofdark
energy is the centralquestion currently in coan ology.Since them ost sensitive
and direct probes tow ards the answer of this question are distanceredshift
suxveysofSnla there hasbeen Intense activity during the recent years tow ards
designing and in plem enting such pro gcts using ground based and satellite
observatories. Large arrays of CCD s such asM O SA IC cam era at C erro Tolbblo
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Milky Way Gallaxy Orbits

Lend =trip

y/ro

Fig. 16. The num erically obtained evolution of a galactic size two body system at
tim es close to the predicted dissociation tim e trip 23].

Inter-Am erican O bsrevatory, the SUPR M E cam era at Subaru ortheM EGA —
CAM at the CanadafranceHawaiiTelescope (CFHT) are som e of the best
ground based tools for supemova searches. T hese devices work well in the
reddest bands (800-900nm ) w here the ultraviolet and visible light of redshifted
high-z SnIa is detected . Searches from the ground have the advantages of large
telescope apertures (Subaru for exam ple has 10 tin es the collecting area of
the Hubble Space Telescope H ST )) and large CCD arrays (the CFHT hasa
378-m ilion pixel cam era com pared to the Advanced Cam era for Surveys on
HST which has 16 m illion pixels).O n the other hand the advantage of space
satellite observatories lke the HST include avoiding the bright and variable
night-sky encountered in the near infrared, the potential for m uch sharper
In aging for point sources like supemovae to distinguish them from galaxies
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iIn which they reside and better control over the ocbserving conditions which
need not factor in weather and m oonlight.

The orighaltwo Snla search team s (the Supemova Cosn ology P roct
and the H igh-z Supemova Search Team ) have evolved to a num ber of ongoing
and proposed search pro fctsboth satellite and ground based. T hese pro gcts

Snla Projects

m-M (mag)

SN Factory
/ Carnegie SN Project

\
FETEE AT AT

L L L L N AL B
)
)
R
\

ESSENCE
CFHT Legacy Survey

A

Higher-z SN Search

3 (GOODS)
:E -5

Eé SNAP

g

| P B
1 ] 5 1

redshift
Fig.17.0 ngoing and proposed Snla search pro gctsw ith the corresponding redshift
ranges.

(see Fig. 17) Include the follow ng:

TheH igher—z Supernova Search Team (H ZT )b4lland theG O OD S Q3]
team of H ST : This has origihated from the H igh-z Supemova Search
Team and has A . Riess of Space Telescope Sci. Inst. as its team Ileader.
This team is in collaboration wih the GOOD S program (G reat O bser-
vatories O rigin D eep Survey) using the ACS of the HST to detect and
analyze high redshift (05 < z < 2) Snla. Successive GOOD S observa—
tions are spaced by 45 days providing 5 epochs of data on two elds: the
Hubbl Desp Field HDF) north and south. W hereas the GOOD S team
adds these in ages to build a superdesp eld, the HZT subtracts the ac—
cum ulated tem plate in age from each incom ing fram e. Thus the HZT has
already detected m ore than 42 supemovae in the above redshift range.

E quation ofState: SupE N ovae trace C osm icE xpansion (ESSEN CE )ha]:
T his has also originated from the H igh-z Supemova Search Team and has

C . Stubbs ofthe Univ. ofW ashington, C . Sm ith and N . Suntze ofCerro
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Tololo as tsteam leaders.Thisongoing program ain sto nd and m easure
200 Snla’s In the redshift range 0of0:15 < z < 0:7 where the transition from
decelerating to accelerating expansion occurs. Spectroscopic backup to the
program com es from the ground based G em ini, M agellan, VLT , K eck and
MM T Obsevatory.The ESSENCE profctisa veyearendeavor,w ith the
goal of tightly constraining the tin e average of the equation-ofstate pa—
rameterw = p= ofthe dark energy. To help m inin ize system atic errors,
all of their ground-based photom etry is obtained w ith the sam e telescope
and instrum ent. In 2003 the highestredshift subset ocf ESSENCE super—
novae w as selected for detailed study wih HST .

The Supenova Legacy Survey (SN LS)H/]: TheCFHT Legacy Sur-
vey ain s at detecting and m onitoring about 1000 supemovae in the red—
shift range 0 < z < 1 wih M egaprin e at the Canada-FranceH awaii
telescope between 2003 and 2008. H igh-z spectroscopy of Snla is being
carried on 8m class telescopes (G em ini, VLT, Keck). Team representa—
tives are: C . P ritchet Univ.V ictoria), P.Astier CNRS/IN2P 3), S.Basa
(CNRS/INSU) et.al. The SNLS has recently released the rst yeardataset
al.

N earby Supernova Factory (SN F)b8l]: The Nearby Supemova Fac—
tory (SNF') is an intemational collaboration based at Law rence B erkeley
N ational Laboratory. G reg A ldering of Berkeley Lab’s P hysics D ivision is
the principal nvestigator of the SNF . The goalofthe SNF is to discover
and carefully study 300 to 600 nearby T ype Ia supemovae in the redshift
range 0 < z< 03.

Carmmegie SN Projct (CSP)HRI]: The goal of the progct is the
com prehensive study of both Type Ia and IT Supemovae In the local
(z < 007) universe. This is a long-tem program w ith the goal of ob—
taining exceedingly-well calbrated optical/near-infrared light curves and
optical spectroscopy ofover 200 T ype Ia and T ype IT supemovae. T he C SP
takes advantage of the unique resources available at the Las Cam panas
Observatory (LCO).Theteam lader isR.Carberg Univ.of Toronto).
Supernova A cceleration P robe (SN A P )i60]:This isa proposed space
m ission originating from LBN L’s Supemova C osn ology P ro ct that would
Increase the discovery rate for Snla’s to about 2000 per year. T he satellite
called SNAP (Supemova / A cceleration P robe) would be a space based
telescope w ith a one square degree eld ofview with 1 billion pixels. The
progct schedule would take approxin ately four years to construct and
launch SNAP, and another three years ofm ission ocbservations. SNAP has
a 2m eter telescope w ith a large eld ofview : 600 tim es the sky area ofthe
Hubble Space Telescopes W ide Field Cam era. By repeatedly im aging 15
square degreesofthe sky, SNAP w illaccurately m easure the energy soectra
and brightness over tim e for over 2,000 T ype Ia supemovae, discovering
them jast after they explode.
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These profctsain at addressing in portant questions related to the physical
origin and dynam ical properties of dark energy. In particular these questions
can be structured as follow s:

C an the accelkrating expansion be attributed to a dark energy ideal uid
w ith negative pressure or is it necessary to im plem ent extensions of GR
to understand the origin of the accelerating expansion?

Isw evolving with redshift and crossing the PD L? If the crossing of the
PDL by w (z) iscon m ed then i is quite lkely that extensionsof GR w ill
be required to explain observations.

Is the coan ological constant consistent w ith data? If it rem ains consistent
w ith fiture m ore detailed data then the theoretical e orts should be fo-
cused on resolving the coincidence and the cosm ologicalconstant problem s
which m ay require anthropic principle argum ents.

Them ain points of this brief review m ay be sum m arized as follow s:

D ark energy w ith negative pressure can explain Snla cosn ological data
Indicating accelerating expansion of the universe.

T he existence of a cosn ological constant is consistent w ith Snla data but
other evolving form s of dark energy crossing the w = 1 linem ay provide
better tsto som e of the recent data G old dataset).

New observational profcts are underw ay and are expected to lad to sig—
ni cant progress in the understanding of the properties of dark energy.
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