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M easurem ents of the distances to SN e Ta have produced strong evidence that the expansion ofthe
Universe is accelerating, In plying the existence of a nearly uniform com ponent of dark energy w ith
negative pressure. W e show that constraints to this m ysterious com ponent based upon large-scale
structure nicely com plem ent the SN Ia data, and that together they require x 2 (0:6;0:7) and
wx < 0:6 (95% cl), Prthe favored atUniverse. O ther cosm ological data support this conclision.
T he sin plest explanation, a cosn ological constant, is consistent w ith this, while som e of the other
possibilities are not.

I. NTRODUCTION

Two groups E};g] have presented strong evidence that the expansion of the Universe is speeding up, rather than
slow ing down. It comes in the form of distance m easurem ents to some fiy supemovae of type Ia (SNe Ia), wih
redshifts between 0 and 1. The results are fully consistent w ith the existence of a coam ological constant (vacuum
energy) w hose contribution to the energy density isaround 70% ofthe criticaldensiy ( 0:7). O therm easurem ents
indicate that m atter alone contrbbutes y = 04 0:1 B]. Taken together, m atter and vacuum energy account for
an am ount close to the critical density, consistent w ith m easurem ents of the anisotropy of the coan ic m icrow ave
background CM B) H].

In spite of the apparent success of the coan ological constant explanation, other possibilities have been suggested
for the \dark energy." This is in part because of the checkered history of the coam ological constant: It was advocated
by E Instein to construct a static universe and discarded after the discovery of the expansion; it was revived by Hoyle
and Bondiand G old to solve an age crisis, later resolved by a am aller H ubble constant, and it was put forth to explain
the abundance of quasarsat z 2, now known to be due to galactic evolution. Further, all attem pts to com pute the
valie of the cosn ological constant, which in m odem term s corresponds to the energy associated w ith the quantum
vacuum , have been w ildly unsucoessfiil E]. F inally, the presence of a coan ological constant m akes the present epoch
special: at earlier tim es m atter (or radiation) dom inated the energy density and at later tim es vacuum energy will
dom inate (the \why now ?" problem ).

The key features of an altemative form ffor the dark energy are: bulk pressure that is signi cantly negative,
w < 1=3,wherew p= , and the inability to clump e ectively. The rst property is needed to ensure accelerated
expansion and to avoid interfering with a long m atterdom inated era during which structure fom s; the second
property is needed so that the dark energy escapes detection In gravitationally bound system s such as clusters of
galaxies. Candidates for the dark energy include t_é]: a frustrated network of topological defects (such as strings or
walls), herew = % (n is the dim ension of the defect) H] and an evolving scalar eld, where = %—2 + V () and
p= l 2 V() (refrred to by som e as quintessence) H,Q

The SN Ia data alone do not yet discrim inate well against these di erent possibilities []1,:10 A s shown In Fig. :]:
the m axim um lkelhood region in the y {w plane runs roughly diagonally: less negatJye pressure is pem ited if
the fraction of critical density contrdbuted by dark energy is larger. Follow Ing earlier w ork ﬁ], this led us to consider
other cosn ological constraints: large-scale structure, anisotropy of the CM B, the age of the Universe, gravitational
lensing, and m easurem ents ofthe H ubble constant and ofthem atter density. A swe shallshow , som e ofthe addiional
constraints, especially lJarge-scale structure, com plem ent the SN Ia constraint, and serve to sharpen the lin itsto y
and w ; others prim arily illistrate the consistency of these m easurem ents w ith the SN Ia resul. In the end, we nd

x 2 06;07)andw < 0:6 95% cl).
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II.METHOD

O ur underlying coam ologicalparadigm isa at, cold dark m atterm odelw ith a dark-energy com ponent, though as
we w ill discuss later our results arem ore general. W e restrict ourselvesto atm odelsboth because they are preferred
by the CM B anisotropy data and a at Universe is strongly favored by In ation. W e restrict ourselves to cold dark
m atter m odels because of the success of the cold dark m atter paradigm and the lack of a viable altemative. For our
space of m odels we construct m arginalized likelhood functions based upon SNe Ia, largescale structure, and other
cogan ologicalm easurem ents, as described below .

O ur m odel param eter space nclides the usual cosm ological parameters ( v , ph?, and h) and the am plitude
and spectral index of the spectrum of G aussian curvature uctuations ( g and n). For the dark-energy com ponent,
we choose to ocus on the dynam ical scalar- eld m odels, because the frustrated defect m odels are at best m arginally
consistent w ith the SN Ia data alone rE.',:_L-Q']

In the dynam ical scalar- eld m odels the equation of state w p= varies wih tine. However for m ost of our
purposes, only one additional free param eter needs to be speci ed, an \e ective" equation of state. W e choose e
to be that value w which, if the Universe had w constant, would reproduce the conform al age today. W e choose
this de nition because the CM B anisotropy spectrum and the COBE nom alization of the m atter pow er spectrum
rem ain constant (to wihin 5{10% ) for di erer}t scalar eld m odels w ith the sam e e @l‘-] For the m odels under
consideration W, s closely approxin ated by [14]

Z Z
We da @w @)= da @) : @)

and, since it is sim pler to com pute, we have used w, throughout. O bviously, our results also apply to constant w
m odels (eg., frustrated defects), by taking w = we

W hile w. neatly param eterizes the scalar- eld m odels from the standpoint of large-scale structure and the CM B
anisotropy, it does not do as wellwhen i com es to the SN Ia data. Recallthat we, asde ned n Eq. @:) receives
a contrbution from a wide range of redshifts. The SN Ia data however are sensitive m ostly to z 1=2. Sihce w
becom es less negative w ith tin e In the m odels we are considering, the SN Ia data \see" a less negative w than the
CM B by am odeldependent am ount. W e shall retum to this point later.

W e nom alize ourm odels to the COBE 4-yeardata [_1-§] using them ethod ofR ef. [_1-41 Beyond the COBE m easure—
m ents, the am allkscale anisotropy of the m icrow ave background tells us that the Universe is close to being spatially

at (position of the st acoustic peak) and that  is less than one and/or the baryon density is high (height of
the rst acoustic peak). W e have not Included a detailed t to the current data (see eg.Ref. [f!]), but rather im pose

atness. The additional facts that m ight be gleaned from present CM B measurements, y < 1 and high baryon
density, are in fact m uch m ore strongly in posed by the large-scale structure data and the Burles { T ytler deuterium
m easurem ent.

W e require that the powerspectrum shape t the redshift-survey data as com piled by Ref. f_l-Q'] (excluding the
4 gn allest scale points which are m ost sensitive to the e ects of bias and nonlinear e ects). On an aller scaleswe
require that all of ourm odels reproduce the observed abundance of rich clusters of galaxies. T his is accom plished by
requiring g = (055 01) MO:s, where g isthe msmass uctuation in spheres of 8h M pc com puted in linear
theory ﬁ_l-Q'] T he baryon density is xed at the centralvalie Indicated by the Burles{T ytler deuterium m easurem ents,

sh?= 0019 0001 [_1-]'] W e assum e that clusters are a fair sam ple of the m atter in the U niverse so that the cluster
baryon fraction f5 = (007 0:007)h 372 re ectsthe universalrati ofbaryonstomatter ( 5= y ). W e m arghalize
over the spectral index and Hubble constant, assum ing G aussian priorswith n = 0:95 0:05,which encom passesm ost
In ationary m odels, and h = 0:65 0:05, which is consistent w th current m easurem ents.

T here are three other coan ological constraints that we did not In pose: the age ofthe Universe, tp = (14 2)Gyr
f_l-gl]; direct m easuram ents of the matter density, y = 04 0:, and the frequency of muliply im aged quasars.
W hile in portant, these constraints serve to prove consistency, rather than to provide com plem entary inform ation.
For exam ple, the SN Ia data together w ith our H ubble constant constraint lead to an alm ost identical age constraint
i,2]. The knsing constraint, recently studied in detail for dynam ical scalar- eld m odels {19], excludes the region of
large x and very negative w (at 95% cl, below the Inew, = 055 18 y ), which is disfavored by the SN Ia
data. The m atter density determ ined by direct measurements, y = 04 0:, is consistent w ith that Im posed by
the LSS and Hubble constant constraints.
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FIG .1l. Contours of lkelhood, from 05 to2 ,in the u {we plane. Left: The thin solid Jjne'slare the constraints from
LSS and the CM B . The heavy lines are the SN Ia constraints (using the F i C supemovae of Ref. [li]) for constant w m odels
(solid curves) and for a scalar- eld m odelw ith an exponential potential (broken curves; quadratic and quartic potentials have
very sim ilar SN Ia constraints). Note that the SN Ia contours for dynam ical scalar- eld m odels and constant w m odels are
slightly o set (see text). R ight: T he lkelihood contours from all of our coan ological constraints for constant w m odels (solid)
and dynam ical scalar- eld m odels (boroken).

Ascan be seen in Fjg.-'}', our large-scale structure and CM B constraints neatly com plem ent the SN Ia data. LSS
tightly constrains y , but is less restrictive along the w, axis. This is easy to understand: in orderto t the power
soectrum data, a COBE nom alized CDM m odel must have \shape parameter = y h 025 wih a slight
dependence on n). Together w ith the constraint h = 065 005 (@nd our fz constraint) this lradsto y 035.
A sdiscussed in Ref. i_é], the g constraint can discrim inate against we ; how ever, allow Ing the spectral ndex to di er
signi cantly from unity dim inishes its power to do so.

N ote that the SN Ia lkelihood contours for the dynam ical scalar- eld m odel and the constant-w m odels are not
the sam e while the LSS contours are identical. W ith the F i C supemovae of Ref. i_]:] and the dynam ical scalar- eld
m odels considered here (quadratic, quartic and exponential scalar potentials), the contours are displaced by about
01 in we : the 95% clupper lin it to w, for the constant w models is 0:62, whilke for the quartic, quadratic and
exponential potentials forv ( ) £ is 0:75, 0576 and 0:73 respectively. The reason for this shift is sinple: the w
dependence 0ofLSS is aln ost com pletely contained In the distance to the last-scattering surface and w, s constructed
to hold that constant. O n the other hand, the w dependence of the SN Ia resuls is m ore heavily weighted by the
recent value ofw ; said anotherway, there isa di erent e ective w forthe SN Ia data. T his fact could ultim ately prove
to ke very im portant in discrim inating between di erent m odels.

A ddiionally there are a class of dynam ical scalar- eld m odels that have attracted m uch interest recently E_Q,E-C_i]
For these potentials here we considerV ( )= c= P andV () = ck'™ 1)), and a w ide range of initial conditions
the scalar- eld settles into a \tracking solution" that depends only upon one param eter (here c) and the evolution of
the cosm ic scale factor, suggesting that they m ight help to address the \why now ?" problem .

For our purposes, the m ost interesting fact is that each tracker potential picks out a curve n We Space.
Typically the ower values of y go w ih the m ost negative values ofw, and vice versa (see Fjg.-'_ﬁ) T his fact puts
the tracker solutions In Fopardy, as shown in the same gure. For the tracker m odels shown here (o = 2;4 and
exponential), the 95% cl intervals for the SN Ia and LSS data barely overlap. T he situation is even worse for larger
values of p. A sim ilar problem was noted in Ref. !_2-]_;]

F inally, we com m ent on the robustness ofour results. W hile we have restricted ourselvesto atm odels, aspreferred
by the CM B data, our constraints do not depend strongly on this assum ption. T his is because the LSS constraints
are nsensitive to the atness assum ption, and curvature, which correspondsto a we = % com ponent, is strongly
disfavored by the SN Ia results. W e have not explicitly allowed for the possibility that in ation-produced gravity
waves acoount for a signi cant part of the CM B anisotropy on large-angular scales (ie., T=S > 0:1), which would



have the e ect of decreasing the overall am plitude of the COBE nom alized power spectrum . In fact, allow ing for
graviy waves would not change our resuls, as this degree of freedom is Im plicitly accounted for by a com bination of
n, the nom alization freedom in the power spectrum and the uncertainty in the COBE nom alization.

O urm odel space does not explore m ore radical possibilities, for exam ple, that neutrinos contribute signi cantly to
the m ass density or a nonpow er-law or isocurvature spectrum of density perturbations [_iz_i] Even allow Ing for these
possbilities (or others) would not change our results signi cantly if one still adopted the m ass density constraint,

m = 04 0:d.Asdiscussed earlier, it is alm ost as powerfiilas the CDM -based LSS constraint.
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FIG .2. Upper panel: The relationship between w, and v HOra selection of tracker potentials. Lower panels: the CM B
1
and LSS lkelhhoods from Fjg.ﬁ as a function of y (dotted) and the SN Ia lkelhood (solid { nom alized to unity at the
peak). A s can be seen clearly, tracker m odels have di culty sin ultaneously accom m odating the SN Ia and LSS constraints.

IV.CONCLUSION S

T he evidence provided by SNe Ia that the Universe is accelerating rather than slow ing solves one m ystery { the
discrepancy between direct m easurem ents of the m atter density and m easurem ents of the spatial curvature based
upon CM B anisotropy { and introduces another { the nature of the dark energy that together w ith m atter accounts
for the critical density. SN e Ia alone do not yet strongly constrain the nature of the dark energy.

In this Letter w e have show n that consideration ofother In portant cosn ologicaldata both com plem ent and reinforce
the SN Ia results. In particular, as illustrated in Fjg.'-_;', consideration of lJarge-scale structure leads to a constraint
that nicely com plem ents the SN Ia constraint and strengthens the conclusions that one can draw . O ther coam ological
constraints { age of the Universe, frequency of gravitational lensing and direct m easures of the m atter density {
provide nform ation that is consistent w ith the SN Ia constraint (lensing and age) and the LSS constraint (m atter
density), and thereby reinforces the self consistency ofthe whole picture ofa at Universe w ith cold dark m atter and
dark energy.

Finally, what have we lamed about the properties of the dark-energy com ponent? The suite of coan ological
constraints that we have applied indicate that x 2 (06;0:7) andw, < 06 (95% cl), with them ost lkely value of



We Clseto 1 (see Fjg.-r}'). T he frustrated network of light cosm ic string We = %) is strongly disfavored, and a
netw ork of frustrated walls W = %) is only slightly m ore acceptable. A 1so In the disfavored category are tracker
modelswithV ( )= c= P and p= 2;4;6;8; . D ynam ical scalar- eld m odels can be m ade acceptable provided w
is tuned to be m ore negative than 0:{7. The current data de nitely prefer the m ost econom ical, if not the m ost

perplexing, solution: E nstein’s coam ological constant.
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