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W e analyze the observationalconstraintson the m odelwhere a pseudo-Nam bu-G oldstone boson

(pNG B)playstheroleofdark energy.Theconstraintsarederived by usingthelatestG old setof182

type Ia supernovae and the CM B shiftparam eter.W e allow forboth the initialvalue ofthe scalar

�eld and the presentvalue ofthe energy density in the pNG B to vary.W e �nd that{ com pared to

previousanalyses{ theallowed portion ofparam eterspacehasshrunk around theregion wherethe

pNG B doesnotevolve signi�cantly.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since the type Ia supernova observations of[1,2,3],

an intense activity hasbeen devoted to the search ofan

explanation oftheaccelerated expansion oftheUniverse.

Ifgravity is described by Einstein’s G eneralRelativity

and thee�ectsofinhom ogeneitiescan beneglected,then

acceleration m ust be due to a dark energy com ponent

thatrepresentsroughly 70% ofthem attercontentofthe

Universe. Current data tellthat the equation ofstate

param eterw = p=� ofdark energy hasto obey w <

� �

0:7 [4].

The sim plest explanation ofcosm ic acceleration is a

cosm ologicalconstant,the energy ofvacuum ,with m ag-

nitude

� ’ (2� 10�3 eV)4 (1)

and equation ofstate param eterw = � 1. Thissolution

isattractive in m any respects,both foritssim plicity (a

singleparam eterisneeded to describeit)and foritsex-

cellentagreem entwith data.Itishoweverhard to justify

from a theoreticalstandpoint. Q uantum 
uctuationsof

m atter,indeed,givecontributionsto thevacuum energy,

and very precisecancellationsareneeded to keep thisen-

ergy atsm allvalues.Unfortunately theStandard M odel

doesnotdisplay any ofthesecancellationsatleastup to

thescalesthathavebeen probed in colliderexperim ents,

about60 ordersofm agnitudebeyond the valueof(1).

Forthisreason,soon afterthereleaseof[1,2,3],people

havestarted to look foralternativescenarios,and a wide

interestin quintessencem odelshasem erged [5](fora re-

centreview,see[6]).Thephilosophybehind quintessence

is the following. First,it is assum ed that som e m echa-

nism isable to �x the energy ofthe ground state ofthe
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Universe to zero1. Then the existence ofa new degree

offreedom (quintessence) is postulated: quintessence is

supposed notto have yetrelaxed to itsvacuum ,so that

itsenergy density isresponsible forcosm ic acceleration.

Q uintessencehasw 6= � 1asadistinctiveprediction,and

isusually described by som e scalardegree offreedom �

endowed with som epotentialV (�).V (�)hasto bevery


at,ifwewantw to be su�ciently negative.

Itispossibleto writedown a virtually in�nitenum ber

ofquintessence potentials V (�). However,only for few

ofthem the
atnessofthepotentialisnotspoiled by ra-

diative corrections and the exchange ofquanta of� do

notgiveriseto an (unobserved)�fth force[7].Thosefew

potentials are m ore m otivated from a theoreticalpoint

ofview than the others. This is especially true for the

pseudo-Nam bu-G oldstoneboson (pNG B)potentialof[8]

thathasallthe good qualitiesofradiativestability that

anybody who believes in quantum m echanics m ight re-

quire.

In the presentpaper we analyze the param eterspace

of pNG B quintessence [8]in the light of the m ost re-

cent observations,in particular those from supernovae.

O urapproach isorthogonalto the \m odelindependent"

approach recently taken on the subjectby m any investi-

gators(see forinstance [9]),and isadm ittedly based on

a theoreticalprejudice in favorofradiatively stable po-

tentials. To our knowledge,the m ost recent com plete

analyses of this m odel date back to about �ve years

ago [10,11,12]. G iven the recent developm ents ofthe

observationalsituation,we believe that it is im portant

1 Itisoften stated that�nding am echanism that�xesto cosm olog-

icalconstant to zero should be easier than �nding a m echanism

that �xes itto som e very sm allnonvanishing value. Let us note

here thatthisisnotwhatusually occursin Q uantum Field The-

ory:ifitispossible to �nd a sym m etry that�xessom e quantity

to zero,itistypically straightforward to break such a sym m etry

so that this quantity can be kept sm allin a controlled way.
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to perform an analysisofthe m odelin which the latest

data aretaken into account.

In the next section we brie
y describe the properties

ofthe m odelofpNG B quintessence.Then in section III

wepresenttheobservationalconstraintsfrom supernovae

and from the CM B shift param eter. In section IV we

discussourresultsbeforeconcluding in section V.

II. T H E P N G B P O T EN T IA L

The useofpNBG shasbeen �rstproposed in orderto

realizeatechnically naturalm odelofin
ation in [13]and

hasbeen subsequently considered fordark energy in [8].

Them odelischaracterized by apseudoscalar�eld � with

a potentialthatcan be wellapproxim ated by

V (�)= �
4 [cos(�=f)+ 1]; (2)

where we have neglected the contributions by higher

harm onics (this is supposed to be a good approxim a-

tion aslong asf is su�ciently sm allerthan the Planck

m ass[14]).Thepotentialisgenerated by thebreakingof

a shiftsym m etry � ! �+ constant,and forthisreason it

isradiatively stable.

The cosm ologicalevolution ofthism odelisin general

determ ined by four param eters: the quantities � and f

and the initialconditions �in and _�in. Due to the high

expansion rateoftheEarly Universe,weassum e _�in = 0.

O ne m ore free param eter is elim inated ifwe insist that


� (the currentratio ofthe am ountofdark energy over

criticalenergy)isequalto 0:7. Asa consequence,ifwe

assum e 
� = 0:7,the m odelis described by only two

param etersthatcan betaken tobef and �in.A detailed

analysisofthedynam icsofthepNG B zero m odecan be

found in [11]. Due to periodicity of the potential�in

takesvaluesbetween 0 and 2�f. In addition,ifwe take

into accounttheindication from String Theory [14]that

f cannotbelargerthan M P ’ 2:4� 1018 G eV,then the

param eterspaceofthepotentialturnsouttobecom pact.

This im plies that,at least in principle,allofit can be

excluded by observation,and that pNG B quintessence

in itssim plestversion can be ruled out. Forthisreason

we �nd thism odeleven m ore attractive (although there

are waysto evade the constraintf < M P [15]),and we

believethisisan additionalm otivation forstudying itin

detail.Also,forthisreason we willrestrictourstudy to

the region f < M P .

III. O B SERVA T IO N A L C O N ST R A IN T S

W econsiderthequintessence�eld � with potential(2)

in a 
at Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker Universe. The

equationsofm otion aregiven by

H
2 =

1

3M 2

P

(
1

2
_�2 + V (�)+ �m );

�� + 3H _� +
dV

d�
= 0 ; (3)

whereH = _a=a istheHubbleconstant,�m istheenergy

density ofnonrelativistic m atter and, since we willbe

dealing only with the dynam icsofthe late Universe,we

neglectcontributionsby radiation.W e solvetheseequa-

tionsnum erically to �nd theevolution ofthescalefactor

asa function oftim e.

A . T ype Ia supernovae

First,we investigate constraintsfrom the observation

oftype Ia supernova from the data set [16],which is a

com pilation ofold data [3]by HZS team ,�rstyearSu-

perNovaLegacySurvey data[17]and recentobservations

of21 new supernovae [4]. For ouranalysiswe willcon-

sideronly the 182 \high con�dence" G old SN data with

z > 0:0233.Although m ostofthe SNe havez < 1,there

are 16 SNe with z > 1. Thisisthe m ostup to date su-

pernovadatasetavailablein theliterature.Thisdataset

hasbeen recently used in [18,19]to study the observa-

tionalconstraints on di�erent param etrizations ofdark

energy.

Fora particularcosm ologicalm odelwith param eterss

the predicted distance m oduliaregiven by

�0(z;s)= m � M = 5 log
10

�
dL (s)

M pc

�

+ 25; (4)

wherem andM aretheapparentandabsolutem agnitude

ofdistantsupernovae.dL isthelum inositydistancegiven

by

dL (z)= (1+ z)

Z
z

0

dz
0

H (z
0

)
(5)

and depends only on the expansion history ofthe Uni-

versefrom redshiftz to today.Assum ingthatallthedis-

tance m oduliare independentand norm ally distributed

the likelihood function can be calculated from the chi-

squarestatisticsL / exp(� �2=2),where

�
2(�in;_�in;f;�;H 0)=

182X

i= 1

(�obs
0i

� �th
0i
)2

�2
0i

: (6)
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Here�obs
0i

and �0i arethem easured valueofthedistance

m odulusand thecorresponding uncertainty forthei� th

supernova. �obs
0i

and �0i,as wellas the redshift zi are

found from the data set[16]. �th
0
iscalculated by using

eq.(5),where H (z) is obtained by num erically solving

the background evolution equation (3). W e m arginalize

the likelihood overthe nuisanceparam eterH 0 [2].

As we have noted earlier,the m odelhas four param -

eters: f;�;�in and _�in. W e assum e _�in = 0 and allow

thesystem to evolveuntil
� = 0:7 today.Thisleavesus

with twoparam etersand wechoosethem tobef and �in.

W eplottheresulting con�dencecontourin �gure 1.The

upperleftportion ofthe plotcorrespondsto the partof

param eterspace where 
� doesnotreach the value 0:7.

In thispartofthe param eterspace,the scalar�eld rolls

quickly to the m inim um and oscillatesaround it,behav-

ing like m atter.

FIG .1: The shaded areas at the bottom right ofthe �gure

denote the 1� and 2� con�dence levelregions for 
 � = 0:7.

The upper left part of the plot corresponds to param eters

forwhich 
 � neverreaches0:7.The white dashed line corre-

spondsto thevalueoftheparam etersforwhich w 0 = � 0:965.

Thedarkareasatthebottom rightpartoftheplotgive

the 68.3% (1�)and the 95.4% (2�)con�dence levelre-

gions.The3� contourrunsbetween the2� contourand

theboundary oftheforbidden region (wedo notshow it

in the plotforclarity).Aswego closerto the boundary

oftheforbidden region,thevalueof�2 increasessharply.

Even ifthe 95.4% con�dence levelarea seem s to cover

alm ostallofthe allowed region,thisisactually notthe

case.Indeed,there isa partofthe param eterspace,be-

low theboundary oftheforbidden region,where
� goes

across0:7 severaltim es,asan e�ectoftheoscillationsof

�.Thism eansthatpointswith thesam evaluesof�in,f

and 
� can correspond to di�erenthistories,depending

on thenum beroftim es
� hasgoneacrossthevalue0:7.

W ehavecom puted the valueof�2 in the casewhere
�

hascrossed 
� = 0:7 m orethan onceand wehavefound

thatthispartoftheparam eterspaceisexcluded atm ore

than the 3� level.

O nce 
� = 0:7 is�xed,the constraintson the param -

eters�in and f can be converted into constraintson the

plane (f;�). W e plot the 1;2;and 3� contoursin �g-

ure2.

FIG .2:1;2,and 3� constraintson theplane(f;�)for
 � =

0:7. The lower part ofthe plot corresponds to values ofthe

param etersforwhich 
 � cannotreach the value 0:7.

The thick white dashed line in the bottom rightpart

of�gure 1 correspondsthe partofparam eterspacethat

gives w0 = � 0:965 (where w0 is the current value of

the equation of state param eter). According to [20],

w < � 0:965 is the m ost optim istic constraint (at the

95.4% level)thatwe m ightobtain from future observa-

tions,should they convergeto theregim ewheredark en-

ergyshowsnoevolution.Thereforethedashed linein �g-

ure1 givesthem oststringent2� constraintthatwecan

expectto puton the param etersofpNG B quintessence.

W e have also considered the case where the value of


� isallowed to vary.In thiscasewehave�xed f = M P

while keeping �in variable. In the left panelof�gure 3

we show the 1;2;and 3� contoursrelated to supernova

observationson the (
�;�in) plane. The shaded upper

rightpartoftheplotisexcluded sincethecorresponding

value of
� cannotbe reached. The contoursare essen-

tially verticaland centered around 
� ’ 0:67.However,

atlargervaluesof
�,som ehow largervaluesof�in (cor-
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responding to som e evolution in the quintessence �eld)

are allowed. The best �t is at 
 � = 0:67,�in = 0 (so

that the pNG B sits at the top ofits potentialand be-

haves as a cosm ologicalconstant) with �2 = 159:6 for

180 degreesoffreedom 2. Forsm allervaluesoff (�gure

notshown),thecontourshavethesam eshape,although

they shrink along the �in direction.

FIG .3: Constraints on the pNG B param eter space for f =

M P . Leftpanel: 1;2 and 3� con�dence levelcontoursfrom

supernovae only (dashed lines) and from the CM B shift pa-

ram eter(7)only (solid lines).Rightpanel:1;2 and 3� con-

toursfrom the jointanalysis.

B . C M B shift param eter

In addition to the SN data,weuseCosm icM icrowave

Background (CM B)data to constrain them odel.In par-

ticularwederiveconstraintsfrom theCM B shiftparam -

eterR ,thatm easurestheshiftin theangularsizeofthe

acoustic peaks ofCM B when param eters ofthe theory

arevaried.R isindependenton the presentvalueofthe

Hubble constant,and isgiven by

R =
p

m H 0

Z
zcm b

0

dz

H (z)
; (7)

where zcm b is the redshift ofrecom bination. By using

W M AP 3rdyeardatathevalueoftheshiftparam eterhas

been extracted asR = 1:70� 0:03forzcm b = 1089[21].In

2 Thebest-�t�2 fortheolderdataset[3]wasof�2 = 178:1 for155

degrees offreedom . The lower value of�2 for the current data

set can be largely attributed to m ore conservative assum ptions

on the dispersions�0i.

theleftpanelof�gure 3 weplottheresulting con�dence

contourarising from thisconstraint.NotethattheCM B

contoursfavora value of
� thatisslightly largerthan

thatfavored by the SN data.

O nce the SN and the CM B constraintsare com bined,

we obtain the plotshown on the rightpanelof�gure 3.

Sinceweareassum ing a 
atUniverse,im posing theshift

param eter constraint does not reduce signi�cantly the

area ofthe allowed region,and indeed theSN and CM B

constraintsare notorthogonal.However,the CM B con-

straint helps elim inate the part ofparam eter space at

large 
� and large �in that is available at the 2� and

3� levelifonly SN constraints are taken into account.

M oreover,once the CM B constraint is added,the best

�t point is not any m ore at �in = 0,but at the point

�in = 1:25M P ;
� = 0:71where�2 = 161:6.Thisshould

becom pared to �2 = 162:9 found at
� = 0:71 when the

constraint �in = 0 is im posed. Since �in 6= 0 im plies

that� isrolling,the com bination ofCM B and SN data

seem s to hint at som e evolution in dark energy. How-

ever,thishintshould betaken with a grain ofsalt,since

it em erges when we join two data sets that are not ex-

actly com patible,asshown by the increase of� 2 units

in �2 when weadd thesingleCM B pointto theSN data

set(asstated above,the best�tpointforSN data only

has�2 = 159:6).

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

The data presented above indicate that,ifwe use su-

pernova constraints only,the param etersthat yield the

best �t to data are those where the �eld � sits at the

top ofthe cosine potential,thusm im icking a cosm ologi-

calconstant.Ifweusealsotheconstraintfrom theCM B

shift param eter,a slowly rolling pNG B is slightly pre-

ferred to a constantone.

In order to see how the new data of[4]im prove the

constraints on the m odel, we can com pare our results

with those ofpreviousanalyses.In [10],W aga and Frie-

m an have studied the constraints from the 1998 super-

novadataofRiessetal.[1],togetherwith thestatisticsof

gravitationallylensed quasars.Com parison ofourresults

with thoseof[10]iscom plicated by di�erentassum ptions

on the param etrization ofthe m odel.Indeed,in [10]the

valueof�in is�xed to 1:5f,so that
 � isnota free pa-

ram eter,butisfunction off and �. Nevertheless,som e

com parison is possible: in the param eter space of[10]

there is stillroom at 2� for a sm allregion where the

scale factorofthe Universe iscurrently decelerating. In

ouranalysis(see �gure 4)this is notpossible any m ore



5

atthe 2� level,even ifitisstillallowed at3�.

In [11],a widerportion ofthe param eterspace isan-

alyzed (and a di�erentdata set[2]isused),thatshows

that a part ofparam eter space where � has perform ed

halfoscillation is allowed at the 2� level. As we have

stressed in the section III,the currentdata do notallow

forthispossibility any m ore.

In [12], a detailed study of the param eter space

of the m odel has been perform ed by taking into

account the constraints from CM B observations of

BO O M ERanG [22]and M AXIM A [23]. Constraints on

thisquintessence m odelwere derived from itse�ectson

integrated Sachs-W olfe e�ect as wellas from its e�ects

on the location ofthe �rst peak. In �gure 2 we show

the1;2;and 3� constraintsin the(f;�)planeobtained

by ouranalysis.Com parison with �gure5 of[12],shows

that the m ore recent data im prove by a factor ofthree

orso the constraintson �.

Letusalsonotethata quintessence�eld thatisclim b-

ingup thepotentialcouldm im icw < � 1[24,25]andpos-

sibly o�era better�tto data (see however[26]).In our

casethisispossible only if
� hasalready gonethrough

a m axim um .Aswehavem entioned above,thiscaseap-

pears to be not realized at the 3� con�dence levelfor

a cosine potential.Indeed,a m ore asym m etricpotential

(such asthatpictured in �gure1 of[25])isneeded to im -

parta su�ciently largevelocity to the�eld and im prove

the �tto data.

FIG .4:1;2;and 3� contoursin theplane(
 D E ;w 0)forthe

pNG B m odelwith f = M P (dashed,thicker lines) and for

dark energy with constantequation ofstate (solid lines).

Finally,itisinstructiveto discussthecurrentvalueof

the equation ofstate param eter w0 as obtained in the

pNG B m odeland to com pareitwith thevalueofw0 ob-

tained by assum ing that it is constant throughout the

evolution ofthe Universe.In �gure 4 we show the plots

ofthe1;2 and 3� con�dencelevelcontoursin theplane

(
�;w0) both for the case ofpNG B quintessence with

f = M P and fora m odelwith constantw0 (only super-

nova data areused to com putethecontoursin �gure 4).

In the case ofconstantw0 the contoursare quite tilted,

allowing fora valueofw0 signi�cantly di�erentfrom � 1

only if
D E getsvery close to unity. Indeed,ifdark en-

ergy hasa constantequation ofstateparam eterdi�erent

from � 1,then a largeram ountofdark energy isneeded

to get the sam e averaged value ofw. In the case ofa

pNG B,however,thevalueofw0 can besigni�cantly dif-

ferent from � 1 even ifw was close to � 1 in the past.

Asa consequence,one can obtain the required averaged

value ofw even without requiring that
� is extrem ely

closeto unity.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveanalyzed theportion ofparam eterspaceavail-

able forthe m odelofpNG B quintessence.O urwork ex-

tends the previous studies on the subject by allowing

both forvariationsin the initialvalue ofthe zero m ode

ofthe pNG B and for variations in the current value of


�.Using the m ostup-to-datesupernova data,wehave

shown that the param eter space of the pNBG poten-

tialissigni�cantly constrained around the region where

quintessence issitting on the top ofthe cosine potential

or slowly evolving along it. At the 95.4% level,previ-

ous analyses on the subject [10,11]were stillallowing

the current value ofw to be larger than � 1=3 or even

the possibility thatquintessence had already perform ed

a halfoscillation about its m inim um . Current data do

notallow thisany m ore.

W e have also observed that,when CM B and SN con-

straintsarejoined,an evolvingpNG B providesa slightly

better �t to data than a pNG B stuck at the top ofits

potential.

Letus�nallydiscussfutureperspectives.Alreadynow,

data tellthatf cannotbe sm allerthan abouta third of

Planck m ass(unlesswe �ne tune �in to be very close to

the top ofthe potential). As shown in �gure 1,future

data m ightconstrain f >

� M P =2,leading to som etension

with the requirem entf <

� M P from String Theory [14].

O ne m ightwonderifthiswillbe enough to considerthe

m odel\�nely tuned",and to start to consider alterna-

tive options[15]asm ore natural.Butone can also take

am oreoptim isticapproach:m aybefuturedatawillshow

thatcosm icacceleration issourced by an evolving,radia-

tively stablepseudo-Nam bu-G oldstoneboson.
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