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W e analyze the observational constraints on the m odelw here a pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson
(N G B ) plays the role ofdark energy. T he constraints are derived by using the latest G old set 0£182
type Ia supemovae and the CM B shift param eter. W e allow for both the initial value of the scalar
eld and the present value of the energy density in the pNGB to vary. W e nd that { com pared to
previous analyses { the allowed portion of param eter space has shrunk around the region where the

PN G B does not evolve signi cantly.

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the type Ia supemova observations of [I, 12, 3],
an Intense activity has been devoted to the search ofan
explanation ofthe accelerated expansion ofthe Universe.
If graviy is descrbed by E instein’s G eneral R elativity
and the e ects of inhom ogeneities can be neglected, then
acceleration must be due to a dark energy com ponent
that represents roughly 70% ofthe m atter content ofthe
Universe. Current data tell that the equation of state
param eterw = p= ofdark energy has to ocbey w <
0:7 M1.

The sim plest explanation of coan ic acceleration is a
coam ological constant, the energy of vacuum , w ith m ag—
niude

T @ 10 *ev)! @)

and equation of state param eterw = 1. This solution
is attractive In m any respects, both for its sin plicty (@
single param eter is needed to describe i) and for is ex—
cellent agreem ent w ith data. It ishoweverhard to jastify
from a theoretical standpoint. Q uantum uctuations of
m atter, indeed, give contributions to the vacuum energy,
and very precise cancellations are needed to keep thisen—
ergy at an allvalues. Unfortunately the Standard M odel
does not display any of these cancellations at least up to
the scales that have been probed in collider experin ents,
about 60 orders of m agnitude beyond the value of ().
Forthis reason, soon afterthe release of [1,12,/3], pecple
have started to look for altemative scenarios, and a w ide
Interest in quintessence m odels has em erged [G] (for a re—
cent review , see [€]) . T he philosophy behind quintessence
is the follow ing. First, it is assum ed that som e m echa—
nisn isable to x the energy of the ground state of the
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Universe to zero'.
of freedom (quintessence) is postulated: quintessence is
supposed not to have yet relaxed to its vacuum , so that
its energy density is responsible for coam ic acceleration.
Quintessencehasw € 1 asa distinctive prediction, and
is usually described by som e scalar degree of freedom

endow ed w ith som e potentialV ( ).V ( ) hasto bevery

at, f wewant w to be su ciently negative.

Then the existence of a new degree

Tt ispossble to w rite down a virtually in nite num ber
of quintessence potentials V ( ). However, only for few
ofthem the atnessofthe potential is not spoiled by ra—
diative corrections and the exchange of quanta of do
not give rise to an (unobserved) fth force [1]. T hose few
potentials are m ore m otivated from a theoretical point
of view than the others. This is especially true for the
pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson (EN G B ) potential of [8]
that has all the good qualities of radiative stability that
anybody who believes in quantum m echanics m ight re—
quire.

In the present paper we analyze the param eter space
of pNGB quintessence [] in the light of the m ost re—
cent observations, in particular those from supemovae.
O ur approach is orthogonalto the \m odel independent"
approach recently taken on the sub fct by m any investi-
gators (see for nstance [9]), and is adm ittedly based on
a theoretical prejudice n favor of radiatively stable po—
tentials. To our know ledge, the m ost recent com plete
analyses of this m odel date back to about ve years
ago [L0,I11,112]. G iven the recent developm ents of the
observational situation, we believe that i is in portant

1 It isoften stated that nding am echanism that xesto cosm olog—
ical constant to zero should be easier than nding a m echanism
that xes it to som e very sm allnonvanishing value. Let us note
here that this is not w hat usually occurs in Q uantum F ield T he—
ory: if it ispossible to nd a symm etry that =xes som e quantity
to zero, it is typically straightforward to break such a sym m etry
so that this quantity can be kept am all in a controlled way.


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612457v2
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612457

to perform an analysis of the m odel In which the latest
data are taken into acocount.

In the next section we brie y describe the properties
ofthem odel of pPNG B quintessence. Then in section ITT
w e present the ocbservationalconstraints from supemovae
and from the CM B shift param eter. In section IV we
discuss our results before concluding in section V.

II. THE PNGB POTENTIAL

The use of pPNBG shasbeen st proposed in order to
realize a technically naturalm odelofin ation in [L3]and
has been subsequently considered for dark energy in [B].
Them odelis characterized by a pseudoscalar eld wih
a potential that can be well approxin ated by

V()= *fos(=f)+1]; @)

where we have neglected the contributions by higher
ham onics (this is supposed to be a good approxin a—
tion as long as £ is su ciently am aller than the P lanck
m ass [L4]). T he potential is generated by the breaking of
a shift ssmmetry !  + constant, and for this reason it
is radiatively stable.

T he cosm ologicalevolution of thism odel is In general
determ ined by four param eters: the quantities and f
and the initial conditions i and —, . Due to the high
expansion rate ofthe Early Universe, weassume —, = 0.
O ne m ore free param eter is elim nated if we insist that

(the current ratio of the am ount of dark energy over
critical energy) is equalto 0:{7. As a consequence, ifwe
assum e = 0:7, the m odel is described by only two
param etersthat can be taken tobe f and i, . A detailed
analysis of the dynam ics of the pNG B zero m ode can be
found In [L1]. Due to periodicity of the potential i
takes values between 0 and 2 f. In addition, if we take
Into account the indication from String T heory [14] that
10'® Gev, then the
param eter space ofthe potentialtums out to be com pact.
This in plies that, at least In principle, all of it can be
excluded by observation, and that pNGB quintessence
In its sim plest version can be ruled out. For this reason
we nd thism odeleven m ore attractive (@lthough there
are ways to evade the constraint £ < Mp [L3]), and we
believe this is an additionalm otivation for studying it in
detail. A Iso, Por this reason we w ill restrict our study to
theregion f < Mp .

f cannotbe largerthan M ’ 24

III. OBSERVATIONAL CONSTRAINTS

W e consider the quintessence eld w ith potential [2)
In a at Friedm ann-Robertson-W aker Universe. The
equations of m otion are given by

H?= L (}_2

+V )+
T ()

2 m) i

av
+3H —+ —=0; 3)
where H = a=a isthe Hubbl constant, , isthe energy
density of nonrelativistic m atter and, since we will be
dealing only with the dynam ics of the late Universe, we
neglect contributions by radiation. W e solve these equa—
tions num erically to nd the evolution ofthe scale factor
as a function oftin e.

A . Type Ia supernovae

F irst, we Investigate constraints from the observation
of type Ia supemova from the data set [L€], which is a
com pilation of old data [3]by HZS team , rst year Su—
pelN ova Legacy Survey data [L7] and recent observations
of 21 new supemovae [4]. For our analysis we w ill con—
sider only the 182 \high con dence" G old SN data w ith
z > 0:0233. A lthough m ost of the SN e have z < 1, there
are 16 SNewih z > 1. This is the m ost up to date su—
pemova data set available in the literature. Thisdata set
has been recently used in [18,/19] to study the observa—
tional constraints on di erent param etrizations of dark
energy.

For a particular cosn ologicalm odelw ith param eters s
the predicted distance m oduli are given by

L (s)

0(@Z;s8)=m M = 5 log;, + 25; 4)

wherem andM aretheapparent and absolutem agniude
ofdistant supemovae. d;, isthe um inosity distance given
by
Z, .o
dz

= (1
dp )= 1+ z) @) ©)

and depends only on the expansion history of the Uni-
verse from redshift z to today. A ssum ing that allthe dis-
tance m oduli are independent and nom ally distributed
the likelhood fiunction can be calculated from the chi-

square statistics L / exp( 2=2), where

ng (obs th)2
(mimif; Ho)= —2—U ¢ ()

i=1



obs

Here 7 0i are them easured value of the distance
m odulus and the corresponding uncertainty forthe i th
supemova. 8% and i, as well as the redshift z; are
fund from the data set @]. 45 caloulated by using
eq. [@), where H (z) is obtained by num erically solving
the background evolution equation [3). W e m arginalize
the likelihood over the nuisance param eter H ¢ [2].

and

A s we have noted earlier, the m odel has four param -
eters: f; ; n and —4,. We assume —, = 0 and allow
the system to evolveuntil = 0:7 today. T his leavesus
w ith tw o param etersand we choosethem tobef and 4.
W e plot the resulting con dence contourin gure[dl. The
upper kft portion of the plot corresponds to the part of
param eter space w here does not reach the value 0:7.
In this part of the param eter space, the scalar eld rolls
quickly to them Inin um and oscillates around i, behav—
Ing lke m atter.
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FIG.1l: The shaded areas at the bottom right of the gure
denote the 1
The upper kft part of the plot corresponds to param eters
for which never reaches 0:7. T he white dashed line corre-
sponds to the value of the param eters forwhich wo =  0:965.

and 2 con dence lkvel regions for = 077.

Thedark areasat thebottom right part oftheplot give
the 683% (1 ) and the 954% (@
gions. The3 oontour runsbetween the2 ocontourand
the boundary of the forbidden region (we do not show it
In the plot for clarity). A s we go closer to the boundary
ofthe orbidden region, the value of 2 increases sharply.
Even if the 954% con dence kvel area seem s to cover
aln ost all of the allowed region, this is actually not the
case. Indeed, there is a part of the param eter space, be—

) con dence level re—

low the boundary ofthe forbidden region, where goes
across 0:7 severaltin es, as an e ect of the oscillations of
. Thism eans that pointsw ith the sam e valuesof i,, f

and can correspond to di erent histories, depending

on the num ber oftin es has gone across the value 0:7.
W e have com puted the value of ? in the case where

has crossed
that this part of the param eter space is excluded atm ore

than the 3 Jlevel

= (0:7 m ore than once and we have found

Onece = 0:7 is xed, the constraints on the param —
eters i, and f can be converted into constraints on the
plane (£; ). Wepbtthe 1;2;and 3 ocontoursin g-
ure[Z.
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FIG.2:1;2,and 3 constraintson theplane (£; ) for =
0:7. The lower part of the plot corresponds to values of the

param eters for w hich cannot reach the value 0:7.

T he thick white dashed line in the bottom right part
of gure[l] corresponds the part of param eter space that
gives wg = 0:965 Where wy is the current value of
the equation of state param eter). A ccording to @],
0:965 is the m ost optim istic constraint (at the
954% level) that we m ight obtain from future observa—
tions, should they converge to the regin e w here dark en—

w <

ergy show sno evolution. T herefore the dashed Iinein g-
ure[ll gives the m ost stringent 2  constraint that we can
expect to put on the param eters of pN G B quintessence.

W e have also considered the case where the value of

isallowed to vary. In thiscasewehave xed £ = M p

while keeping i, varable. In the left panelof gure[3
we show the 1; 2; and 3 contours related to supemova
observations on the ( ; i) plane. The shaded upper
right part of the plot is excluded since the corresponding
value of cannot be reached. T he contours are essen—
tially verticaland centered around !
at argervaluesof , som ehow largervaliesof i, (cor—

0:67. However,



responding to som e evolution in the quintessence eld)

are allowed. The best t is at = 067, = 0 (0
that the pNGB sits at the top of its potential and be-
haves as a cosn ological constant) with 2 = 159:6 for

180 degrees of freedom 2. For am aller values of £ ( gure
not shown), the contours have the sam e shape, although
they shrink along the 4, direction.
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FIG . 3: Constraints on the pNGB param eter space for £ =

Mp . Left panel: 1; 2 and 3 con dence level contours from

supemovae only (dashed lines) and from the CM B shift pa—
ram eter [7) only (solid lines). R ight panel: 1; 2 and 3 con-—
tours from the jpint analysis.

B. CM B shift param eter

In addition to the SN data, we use C osm ic M icrow ave
Background (CM B) data to constrain them odel. In par-
ticular we derive constraints from the CM B shift param —
eter R , that m easures the shift iIn the angular size of the
acoustic peaks of CM B when param eters of the theory
are varied. R is Independent on the present value of the
Hubbl constant, and is given by

Z
p _H Zem b dZ
m 0 . H (Z)

R = i (7

where zo, , is the redshift of recombination. By usihg

W M AP 3rd yeardata the value ofthe shift param eterhas
been extracted asR = 170 003 orz., = 1089 R1]. In

2 Thebest- t 2 fortheolderdataset [Flwasof 2 = 178:1 for155
degrees of freedom . The lower value of 2 for the current data
set can be largely attributed to m ore conservative assum ptions
on the dispersions ;.

the left panelof gure[@we plot the resulting con dence
contour arising from this constraint. N ote that the CM B
contours favor a value of that is slightly larger than
that favored by the SN data.

Once the SN and the CM B constraints are com bined,
we obtain the plt shown on the right panelof qure[3.
Sihcewe areassum Ing a at Universe, in posing the shift
param eter constraint does not reduce signi cantly the
area of the allow ed region, and Indeed the SN and CM B
constraints are not orthogonal. H owever, the CM B con-—
straint helps elin inate the part of param eter space at
large and large i, that is availabl at the 2 and
3 lvel if only SN constraints are taken into account.
M oreover, once the CM B constraint is added, the best

t point is not any more at i, = 0, but at the point

n=125Mp; = 0Jlwhere %= 161:%.Thisshould
be compared to 2 = 162:9 found at = 0:{71 when the
constraint i, = 0 is Inposed. Since i, 6 0 Inplies
that is rolling, the combination ofCM B and SN data
seam s to hint at som e evolution in dark energy. How-—
ever, this hint should be taken w ith a grain of sal, sihce
it em erges when we pin two data sets that are not ex—
actly com patble, as shown by the increase of 2 units
in ? when we add the sihgle CM B point to the SN data
set (as stated above, the best t point for SN data only
has 2= 159:%).

IV. DISCUSSION

T he data presented above indicate that, if we use su—
pemova constraints only, the param eters that yield the
best t to data are those where the eld sis at the
top of the cosine potential, thusm in icking a cosn ologi-
caloonstant. Ifwe use also the constraint from theCM B
shift param eter, a slow ly rolling pNGB is slightly pre—
ferred to a constant one.

In order to see how the new data of 4] in prove the
constraints on the m odel, we can com pare our results
w ith those of previous analyses. In [L0], W aga and Frie-
m an have studied the constraints from the 1998 super-
nova data ofR iesset al. [I], togetherw ith the statisticsof
graviationally lensed quasars. C om parison ofour resuls
w ith those of [L0] is com plicated by di erent assum ptions
on the param etrization of the m odel. Indeed, in [LO] the
valuie of i, is xed to 15f, so that isnot a free pa—
ram eter, but is function of £ and
com parison is possible: in the param eter space of [L0]
there is still room at 2 for a an all region where the
scale factor of the Universe is currently decelerating. In
our analysis (see gure[d) this is not possbl any m ore

. N evertheless, som e



atthe 2 level, even if it is stillallowed at 3

In [L1], a wider portion of the param eter space is an—
alyzed (@nd a di erent data set 2] is used), that shows
that a part of param eter space where has perform ed
half oscillation is allowed at the 2 level. As we have
stressed in the section ITT, the current data do not allow
for this possibility any m ore.

In [L2], a detailed study of the param eter space
of the model has been performed by taking into
account the constraints from CM B observations of
BOOMERanG R2]and MAXIM A [R3]. Constraints on
this quintessence m odel were derived from is e ects on
Integrated SachsW olfe e ect as wellas from is e ects
on the location of the rst peak. T gure [J we show
the 1; 2;and 3 constraints In the (f; ) plane obtained
by our analysis. C om parison with gure 5 of [12], show s
that the m ore recent data in prove by a factor of three
or so the constraints on

Let us also note that a quintessence eld that is clim b—
hgup thepotentialcouldm in icw < 1 R4,125]and pos—
sbl o erabetter tto data (see however [2€]). In our
case this ispossble only if
amaxinum . Aswe have m entioned above, this case ap-
pears to be not realized at the 3 con dence level or
a cosine potential. Indeed, a m ore asym m etric potential
(such asthat pictured In  gure 1 of [25]) isneeded to in —
part a su ciently large velocity to the eld and In prove
the tto data.

has already gone through

-05

FIG.4:1;2;and 3 contoursin theplane ( pg ;wo) Porthe
PNGB modelwih £ = Mp (dashed, thicker lines) and for
dark energy w ith constant equation of state (solid lines).

F inally, it is instructive to discuss the current value of
the equation of state param eter wy as ocbtained in the
PNGB m odeland to com pare i w ith the value ofw, ob—
tained by assum ing that i is constant throughout the

evolution of the Universe. In gure[d we show the plots
ofthe 1;2 and 3 con dence kevel contours in the plane
( ;wo) both for the case of pPNGB quintessence w ith
f=Mp and foramodelwith constant wy (only super—
nova data are used to com pute the contours in gure[d).
In the case of constant wy the contours are quite tilted,
allow ng for a value ofwy signi cantly di erent from 1
only if pg gets very close to unity. Indeed, if dark en—
ergy has a constant equation of state param eter di erent
from 1, then a larger am ount of dark energy is needed
to get the sam e averaged value of w. In the case of a
PN G B, however, the value ofw( can be signi cantly dif-

ferent from 1 even ifw was close to 1 in the past.
A's a consequence, one can obtain the required averaged
valie of w even w thout requiring that is extrem ely

close to unity.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W ehave analyzed the portion ofparam eter space avail-
able forthem odelof pNG B quintessence. O ur work ex—
tends the previous studies on the sub gct by allow ing
both for varations In the iniial value of the zero m ode
of the pNGB and for variations in the current value of

. U sing the m ost up-to-date supemova data, we have
shown that the param eter space of the pPNBG poten—
tial is signi cantly constrained around the region where
quintessence is sitting on the top of the cosine potential
or slow Iy evolving along it. At the 954% Ilvel, previ-
ous analyses on the sub ®ct [L0, [11] were still allow ing
the current value of w to be larger than 1=3 or even
the possibility that quintessence had already perform ed
a half oscillation about itsm nimum . Current data do
not allow this any m ore.

W e have also observed that, when CM B and SN con—
straints are pined, an evolving pNG B provides a slightly
better t to data than a pNGB stuck at the top of its
potential.

Letus nally discuss future perspectives. A Iready now ,
data tell that £ cannot be sn aller than about a third of
Planck mass (unksswe netune i, to be very close to
the top of the potential). As shown in qure[l, future
datam ight constrain £ > M p =2, leading to som e tension
w ith the requirement £ < M p from String T heory [14].
O ne m ight wonder if this w illbe enough to consider the
model \ nely tuned", and to start to consider alrema-
tive options [L5] asm ore natural. But one can also take
am ore optin istic approach: m aybe fiture data w ill show
that coan ic acceleration is sourced by an evolving, radia—
tively stable pseudo-N am bu-G oldstone boson.
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