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M easurem entsofthedistancestoSNeIahaveproduced strongevidencethattheexpansion ofthe

Universe isaccelerating,im plying theexistence ofa nearly uniform com ponentofdark energy with

negative pressure. W e show thatconstraintsto thism ysterious com ponentbased upon large-scale

structure nicely com plem ent the SN Ia data,and that together they require 
 X 2 (0:6;0:7) and

w X < � 0:6 (95% cl),forthefavored  atUniverse.O thercosm ologicaldata supportthisconclusion.

The sim plestexplanation,a cosm ologicalconstant,isconsistentwith this,while som e ofthe other

possibilitiesare not.

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

Two groups [1,2]have presented strong evidence that the expansion ofthe Universe is speeding up,rather than

slowing down. It com es in the form ofdistance m easurem ents to som e �fty supernovae oftype Ia (SNe Ia),with

redshifts between 0 and 1. The results are fully consistent with the existence ofa cosm ologicalconstant (vacuum

energy)whosecontribution totheenergydensityisaround70% ofthecriticaldensity(
� � 0:7).O therm easurem ents

indicate thatm atteralone contributes
M = 0:4� 0:1 [3]. Taken together,m atterand vacuum energy accountfor

an am ount close to the criticaldensity,consistent with m easurem ents ofthe anisotropy ofthe cosm ic m icrowave

background (CM B)[4].

In spite ofthe apparentsuccessofthe cosm ologicalconstantexplanation,otherpossibilitieshave been suggested

forthe\dark energy." Thisisin partbecauseofthecheckered history ofthecosm ologicalconstant:Itwasadvocated

by Einstein to constructa staticuniverseand discarded afterthediscovery oftheexpansion;itwasrevived by Hoyle

and Bondiand G old to solvean agecrisis,laterresolved by a sm allerHubbleconstant,and itwasputforth to explain

theabundanceofquasarsatz � 2,now known to bedueto galacticevolution.Further,allattem ptsto com putethe

value ofthe cosm ologicalconstant,which in m odern term scorrespondsto the energy associated with the quantum

vacuum ,havebeen wildly unsuccessful[5].Finally,the presenceofa cosm ologicalconstantm akesthe presentepoch

special: atearliertim es m atter(orradiation)dom inated the energy density and atlater tim es vacuum energy will

dom inate(the \why now?" problem ).

The key features of an alternative form for the dark energy are: bulk pressure that is signi�cantly negative,

w < � 1=3,where w � p=�,and the inability to clum p e�ectively.The �rstproperty isneeded to ensure accelerated

expansion and to avoid interfering with a long m atter-dom inated era during which structure form s; the second

property is needed so that the dark energy escapes detection in gravitationally bound system s such as clusters of

galaxies. Candidatesforthe dark energy include [6]: a frustrated network oftopologicaldefects (such asstringsor

walls),here w = �
n

3
(n isthe dim ension ofthe defect)[7]and an evolving scalar�eld,where � = 1

2

_�2 + V (�)and

p = 1

2

_�2 � V (�)(referred to by som easquintessence)[8,9].

The SN Ia data alone do notyetdiscrim inate wellagainstthese di�erentpossibilities[1,10]. Asshown in Fig.1,

the m axim um likelihood region in the 
M {w plane runs roughly diagonally: less negative pressure is perm itted if

thefraction ofcriticaldensity contributed by dark energy islarger.Following earlierwork [6],thisled usto consider

othercosm ologicalconstraints: large-scale structure,anisotropy ofthe CM B,the age ofthe Universe,gravitational

lensing,and m easurem entsoftheHubbleconstantand ofthem atterdensity.Asweshallshow,som eoftheadditional

constraints,especially large-scalestructure,com plem entthe SN Ia constraint,and serveto sharpen thelim itsto 
M

and w;othersprim arily illustrate the consistency ofthese m easurem entswith the SN Ia result. In the end,we �nd


X 2 (0:6;0:7)and w < � 0:6 (95% cl).
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II.M ET H O D

O urunderlying cosm ologicalparadigm isa at,cold dark m atterm odelwith a dark-energy com ponent,though as

wewilldiscusslaterourresultsarem oregeneral.W erestrictourselvesto atm odelsboth becausethey arepreferred

by the CM B anisotropy data and a atUniverse isstrongly favored by ination. W e restrictourselvesto cold dark

m atterm odelsbecause ofthe successofthe cold dark m atterparadigm and the lack ofa viablealternative.Forour

space ofm odelswe constructm arginalized likelihood functionsbased upon SNe Ia,large-scale structure,and other

cosm ologicalm easurem ents,asdescribed below.

O ur m odelparam eter space includes the usualcosm ologicalparam eters (
M ,
B h
2,and h) and the am plitude

and spectralindex ofthe spectrum ofG aussian curvature uctuations(�8 and n). Forthe dark-energy com ponent,

wechooseto focuson the dynam icalscalar-�eld m odels,becausethe frustrated defectm odelsareatbestm arginally

consistentwith the SN Ia data alone[1,10].

In the dynam icalscalar-�eld m odels the equation ofstate w � p=� varies with tim e. However for m ost ofour

purposes,only one additionalfree param eterneedsto be speci�ed,an \e�ective" equation ofstate. W e choose bw e�

to be that value w which,ifthe Universe had w constant,would reproduce the conform alage today. W e choose

this de�nition because the CM B anisotropy spectrum and the CO BE norm alization ofthe m atter powerspectrum

rem ain constant(to within 5{10% )for di�erent scalar�eld m odels with the sam e bw e� [11]. For the m odels under

consideration bwe� isclosely approxim ated by [12]

we� �

Z

da 
�(a)w(a)=

Z

da 
�(a): (1)

and,since itissim plerto com pute,we have used we� throughout. O bviously,ourresultsalso apply to constantw

m odels(e.g.,frustrated defects),by taking w = we�.

W hile we� neatly param eterizesthe scalar-�eld m odelsfrom the standpointoflarge-scalestructure and the CM B

anisotropy,itdoes not do as wellwhen it com es to the SN Ia data. Recallthat we� as de�ned in Eq.(1) receives

a contribution from a wide range ofredshifts. The SN Ia data however are sensitive m ostly to z � 1=2. Since w

becom eslessnegative with tim e in the m odelswe are considering,the SN Ia data \see" a lessnegative w than the

CM B by a m odeldependentam ount.W e shallreturn to thispointlater.

W enorm alizeourm odelsto theCO BE 4-yeardata [13]using them ethod ofRef.[14].Beyond theCO BE m easure-

m ents,the sm all-scale anisotropy ofthe m icrowavebackground tellsusthatthe Universe isclose to being spatially

at(position ofthe �rstacoustic peak)and that
M is less than one and/orthe baryon density is high (heightof

the �rstacousticpeak).W e havenotincluded a detailed �tto the currentdata (see e.g.Ref.[4]),butratherim pose

atness. The additionalfacts that m ight be gleaned from present CM B m easurem ents,
M < 1 and high baryon

density,arein factm uch m orestrongly im posed by the large-scalestructuredata and the Burles{ Tytlerdeuterium

m easurem ent.

W e require that the power-spectrum shape �t the redshift-survey data as com piled by Ref.[15](excluding the

4 sm allest scale points which are m ost sensitive to the e�ects ofbias and nonlinear e�ects). O n sm aller scales we

requirethatallofourm odelsreproducetheobserved abundanceofrich clustersofgalaxies.Thisisaccom plished by

requiring �8 = (0:55� 0:1)
� 0:5
M

,where �8 is the rm sm assuctuation in spheresof8h� 1 M pc com puted in linear

theory [16].Thebaryon density is�xed atthecentralvalueindicated by theBurles{Tytlerdeuterium m easurem ents,


B h
2 = 0:019� 0:001[17].W eassum ethatclustersarea fairsam pleofthem atterin theUniverseso thatthecluster

baryon fraction fB = (0:07� 0:007)h� 3=2 reectstheuniversalratio ofbaryonsto m atter(
B =
M ).W em arginalize

overthespectralindex and Hubbleconstant,assum ing G aussian priorswith n = 0:95� 0:05,which encom passesm ost

inationary m odels,and h = 0:65� 0:05,which isconsistentwith currentm easurem ents.

There are three othercosm ologicalconstraintsthatwe did notim pose:the age ofthe Universe,t0 = (14� 2)G yr

[18];direct m easurem ents ofthe m atter density,
M = 0:4 � 0:1,and the frequency ofm ultiply im aged quasars.

W hile im portant,these constraints serve to prove consistency,rather than to provide com plem entary inform ation.

Forexam ple,theSN Ia data togetherwith ourHubbleconstantconstraintlead to an alm ostidenticalageconstraint

[1,2]. The lensing constraint,recently studied in detailfordynam icalscalar-�eld m odels[19],excludesthe region of

large 
X and very negative w (at95% cl,below the line we� = � 0:55� 1:8
M ),which is disfavored by the SN Ia

data. The m atterdensity determ ined by directm easurem ents,
M = 0:4� 0:1,isconsistentwith thatim posed by

the LSS and Hubble constantconstraints.
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III.R ESU LT S

FIG .1. Contours oflikelihood,from 0:5� to 2�,in the 
 M {w e� plane. Left: The thin solid lines are the constraints from

LSS and the CM B.The heavy lines are the SN Ia constraints(using the Fit C supernovae ofRef.[1]) forconstantw m odels

(solid curves)and fora scalar-� eld m odelwith an exponentialpotential(broken curves;quadratic and quartic potentialshave

very sim ilar SN Ia constraints). Note that the SN Ia contours for dynam icalscalar-� eld m odels and constant w m odels are

slightly o� set(see text).Right:The likelihood contoursfrom allofourcosm ologicalconstraintsforconstantw m odels(solid)

and dynam icalscalar-� eld m odels(broken).

Ascan be seen in Fig.1,ourlarge-scale structure and CM B constraintsneatly com plem entthe SN Ia data. LSS

tightly constrains
M ,butislessrestrictivealong thewe� axis.Thisiseasy to understand:in orderto �tthepower

spectrum data,a CO BE-norm alized CDM m odelm ust have \shape param eter" � = 
 M h � 0:25 (with a slight

dependence on n). Togetherwith the constrainth = 0:65� 0:05 (and ourfB constraint)this leadsto 
M � 0:35.

Asdiscussed in Ref.[6],the�8 constraintcan discrim inateagainstwe�;however,allowing thespectralindex to di�er

signi�cantly from unity dim inishesitspowerto do so.

Note that the SN Ia likelihood contoursfor the dynam icalscalar-�eld m odeland the constant-w m odels are not

the sam e while the LSS contoursare identical.W ith the FitC supernovaeofRef.[1]and the dynam icalscalar-�eld

m odels considered here (quadratic,quartic and exponentialscalar potentials),the contoursare displaced by about

0.1 in we�: the 95% clupperlim itto we� forthe constantw m odelsis� 0:62,while forthe quartic,quadratic and

exponentialpotentialsforV (�)itis� 0:75,� 0:76 and � 0:73 respectively.The reason forthisshiftissim ple:the w

dependenceofLSS isalm ostcom pletely contained in thedistanceto thelast-scatteringsurfaceand we� isconstructed

to hold that constant. O n the other hand,the w dependence ofthe SN Ia results is m ore heavily weighted by the

recentvalueofw;said anotherway,thereisa di�erente�ectivew fortheSN Ia data.Thisfactcould ultim ately prove

to be very im portantin discrim inating between di�erentm odels.

Additionally there are a class ofdynam icalscalar-�eld m odels that have attracted m uch interest recently [9,20].

Forthese potentials(here we considerV (�)= c=�p and V (�)= c[e1=� � 1]),and a wide range ofinitialconditions

thescalar-�eld settlesinto a \tracking solution" thatdependsonly upon oneparam eter(herec)and theevolution of

the cosm icscalefactor,suggesting thatthey m ighthelp to addressthe \why now?" problem .

For our purposes,the m ost interesting fact is that each tracker potentialpicks out a curve in 
M � we� space.

Typically the lowervaluesof
M go with the m ostnegative valuesofwe� and vice versa (see Fig.2)Thisfactputs

the tracker solutions in jeopardy,as shown in the sam e �gure. For the tracker m odels shown here (p = 2;4 and

exponential),the 95% clintervalsforthe SN Ia and LSS data barely overlap.The situation iseven worseforlarger

valuesofp.A sim ilarproblem wasnoted in Ref.[21].

Finally,wecom m enton therobustnessofourresults.W hilewehaverestricted ourselvestoatm odels,aspreferred

by the CM B data,ourconstraintsdo notdepend strongly on thisassum ption. Thisisbecause the LSS constraints

are insensitive to the atnessassum ption,and curvature,which correspondsto a we� = �
1

3
com ponent,isstrongly

disfavored by the SN Ia results. W e have not explicitly allowed for the possibility that ination-produced gravity

wavesaccountfor a signi�cant partofthe CM B anisotropy on large-angularscales (i.e.,T=S > 0:1),which would
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have the e�ect ofdecreasing the overallam plitude ofthe CO BE norm alized power spectrum . In fact,allowing for

gravity waveswould notchangeourresults,asthisdegreeoffreedom isim plicitly accounted forby a com bination of

n,the norm alization freedom in the powerspectrum and the uncertainty in the CO BE norm alization.

O urm odelspacedoesnotexplorem oreradicalpossibilities,forexam ple,thatneutrinoscontributesigni�cantly to

the m assdensity ora nonpower-law orisocurvature spectrum ofdensity perturbations[22]. Even allowing forthese

possibilities (or others) would not change our results signi�cantly ifone stilladopted the m ass density constraint,


M = 0:4� 0:1.Asdiscussed earlier,itisalm ostaspowerfulasthe CDM -based LSS constraint.

FIG .2. Upperpanel: The relationship between w e� and 
 M fora selection oftrackerpotentials. Lowerpanels: the CM B

and LSS likelihoods from Fig.1 as a function of
 M (dotted) and the SN Ia likelihood (solid { norm alized to unity at the

peak).Ascan be seen clearly,trackerm odelshave di� culty sim ultaneously accom m odating the SN Ia and LSS constraints.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

The evidence provided by SNe Ia that the Universe is accelerating ratherthan slowing solvesone m ystery { the

discrepancy between direct m easurem ents ofthe m atter density and m easurem ents ofthe spatialcurvature based

upon CM B anisotropy { and introducesanother{ the natureofthe dark energy thattogetherwith m atteraccounts

forthe criticaldensity.SNe Ia alonedo notyetstrongly constrain the natureofthe dark energy.

In thisLetterwehaveshown thatconsideration ofotherim portantcosm ologicaldataboth com plem entand reinforce

the SN Ia results. In particular,asillustrated in Fig.1,consideration oflarge-scale structure leadsto a constraint

thatnicely com plem entstheSN Ia constraintand strengthenstheconclusionsthatonecan draw.O thercosm ological

constraints { age ofthe Universe,frequency ofgravitationallensing and direct m easures ofthe m atter density {

provide inform ation that is consistentwith the SN Ia constraint(lensing and age)and the LSS constraint(m atter

density),and thereby reinforcestheselfconsistency ofthewholepictureofa atUniversewith cold dark m atterand

dark energy.

Finally,what have we learned about the properties ofthe dark-energy com ponent? The suite ofcosm ological

constraintsthatwehaveapplied indicatethat
X 2 (0:6;0:7)and we� < � 0:6 (95% cl),with them ostlikely valueof
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we� closeto � 1 (see Fig.1).The frustrated network oflightcosm ic string (we� = �
1

3
)isstrongly disfavored,and a

network offrustrated walls(we� = �
2

3
)isonly slightly m ore acceptable.Also in the disfavored category are tracker

m odelswith V (�)= c=�p and p = 2;4;6;8;� � �.Dynam icalscalar-�eld m odelscan be m ade acceptable provided we�

is tuned to be m ore negative than � 0:7. The current data de�nitely prefer the m ost econom ical,ifnot the m ost

perplexing,solution:Einstein’scosm ologicalconstant.
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