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Using thespectacularnew high redshiftsupernova observationsfrom theHST/G O O D S program

and previoussupernova,CM B and galaxy clusteringdata,wem akethem ostaccuratem easurem ents

to date of the dark energy density �X as a function of cosm ic tim e,constraining it in a rather

m odel-independent way,assum ing a at universe. W e �nd that Einstein’s vanilla scenario where

�X (z) is constant rem ains consistent with these new tight constraints,and that a Big Crunch or

Big Rip is m ore than 50 gigayears away for a broader class ofm odels allowing such cataclysm ic

events. W e discuss popular pitfalls and hidden priors: param etrizing the equation-of-state w X (z)

assum espositivedark energy density and no Big Crunch,and thepopularparam etrization w X (z)=

w 0 + w
0

0z hasnom inally strong constraintsfrom CM B m erely becausew
0

0 > 0 im pliesan unphysical

exponentialblow-up �X / e
3w

0

0
z
.

The nature ofdark energy hasem erged asone ofthe
deepestm ysteriesin physics. W hen strong evidence for
itsexistence �rstappeared from supernova observations
in 1998 [1,2],the m ost pressing question was whether
itwasrealoran observationalartifact. Since then,the
supernova evidence hasboth withstood the testoftim e
and strengthened [3, 4, 5], and two other lines of ev-
idence have independently led to the sam e conclusion:
m easurem entsofcosm ologicalclustering with thecosm ic
m icrowavebackground (CM B)and large-scalestructure
(LSS) (e.g.,[6,7]) and observation ofCM B/LSS corre-
lationsdue to the late integrated Sachs-W olfe e�ect[8].
Now that its current density has been accurately m ea-
sured (W M AP+ SDSS gives�X (0)= (4:8� 1:2)� 10� 27

kg/m 3 [7],correspondingto(9:3� 2:3)� 10� 124 in Planck
unitsand 
� � 0:7),thenextpressingquestion isclearly
whetheritsdensity �X staysconstantovertim e(likeEin-
stein’scosm ologicalconstant)orvaries. The latteris is
predicted by m ostm odelsattem pting toexplain dark en-
ergy eitherasa dynam icsubstance,\quintessence" (e.g.,
[9]),or via som e form ofm odi�ed gravitationaltheory,
perhaps related to extra dim ensions or string physics
(e.g., [10])). See [11]for reviews with m ore com plete
listsofreferences.

Therecentdiscoveryof16TypeIasupernovae(SNeIa)
[5]with theHubbleSpaceTelescopeduring theG O O DS
ACS Treasury survey bearsdirectly on thisquestion.By
discovering6 outofthe7 highest-redshiftSNeIa known,
allat z > 1:25,this search team [5]was able to pin-
pointforthe�rsttim ethe transition epoch from m atter
dom ination to dark energy dom ination when the cosm ic
expansion began to accelerate. It is therefore tim ely to
revisitthisquestion ofifand how the dark energy den-
sity varies with tim e. This is the goalof the present
paper.G iven ourprofound lack ofunderstandingofdark
energy and theprofusion oftheoreticalm odelsin there-
centliterature,wefocuson m easuringthefunction �X (z)
in asm odel-independenta fashion aspossible,em phasiz-
ing whatwe do and do notknow given variousassum p-
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FIG . 1: 1� constraints on the density of m atter and dark en-

ergy from SN Ia (R iess sam ple,  ux-averaged with � z = 0:05),

CM B and LSS data,allin units ofthe current dark energy den-

sity. From inside out,the four nested dark energy constraints are

form odelsm aking increasingly strong assum ptions,corresponding,

respectively,to the 4-param eterspline,the 3-param eterspline,the

2-param eter (f1 ;w i) case and the 1-param eter constant w case

(hatched). The U niverse startsaccelerating when the totaldensity

slope dln�=dln(1 + z) > � 2,which roughly corresponds to when

dark energy beginsto dom inate,i.e.,to wherethe m atterand dark

energy bands cross.In the distant future,the U niverse recollapses

if the dark energy density �X goes negative and ends in a \Big

R ip" ifitkeeps growing (dln�X =dln(1 + z)< 0).

tionsabouthow �X (z)isparam etrized,aboutdata sets
used and aboutm odeling thereof. W e willsee that the
new data are powerfulenough to m ake previous m ea-
surem entsof�X (z)(e.g.,[12,13,14])tighterand m ore
robustand alsotoextend them back�rm lyintotheepoch
ofcosm icdeceleration.
A nalysis Technique: W e wish to m easure the di-

m ensionlessdark energy function,X (z)� �X (z)=�X (0),

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403292v2
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thedark energy density in unitsofitspresentvalue.W e
do this asdescribed in [13],�tting to SN Ia,CM B and
LSS inform ation,obtaining the results shown in Figure
1.
Them easureddistance-redshiftrelationsofSNeIapro-

vide the foundation for probing the dark energy func-
tion X (z). In a at Universe,the dim ensionless lum i-
nosity distance dL (z)H 0=c= (1+ z)�(z),where �(z)=
Rz

0
dz0=E (z0)isthedim ensionlesscom oving distanceand

E (z)�
�


m (1+ z)3 + (1� 
m )X (z)
�1=2

(1)

isthecosm icexpansion raterelativeto itspresentvalue.
W e use the \gold" setof157 SNe Ia published by Riess
etal.in [5]and analyzeitusing ux-averaging statistics
[13,16]to reduce bias due to weak gravitationallens-
ing by intervening m atter. W e assum e spatialatness
asm otivated by ination and discussthe im portance of
thisand otherassum ptionsbelow.W euseCM B and LSS
data to help break the degeneracy between the dark en-
ergy function X (z)and 
m . Forthe CM B,we use only
the m easurem entofthe CM B shiftparam eter[18],R �


1=2
m �(zC M B )= 1:716� 0:062 from CM B (W M AP,CBI,

ACBAR) [6,17],where zC M B = 1089. The only large-
scale structure inform ation we use is the linear growth
rate f(z2df)= 0:51� 0:11 m easured by the 2dF galaxy
redshiftsurvey(2dFG RS)[3,19],wherez2df = 0:15isthe
e�ectiveredshiftofthissurvey and f � (dlnD =dlna)is
determ ined by solving theequation forthelineargrowth
rateD ,D 00(�)+ 2E (z)D 0(�)� 3

2

m (1+ z)3D = 0,where

prim es denote d=d(H 0t). Note that the CM B and LSS
m easurem ents we use (R and f) do notdepend on the
Hubble param eter H 0,and are quite insensitive to as-
sum ptionsm ade aboutX (z). The SN Ia m easurem ents
used are also independent ofH 0,since we m arginalize
them overthe intrinsicSN Ia lum inosity calibration.
W erun a M onteCarlo M arkov Chain (M CM C)based

on theM CM C engineof[20]to obtain afew m illion sam -
plesof
m and X (z). The dark energy bandsin Figure
1 correspond to the central68% ofthe X -valuesateach
z and them atterband doesthesam efor�m (z)=�X (0)=
(1+ z)3
m =(1� 
m ).
R esults: Figure 1 shows our m ain results, the

constraints on the dark energy function X (z) =
�X (z)=�X (0)forfourdi�erentparam etrizations,and il-
lustratesthattheassum ptionsonem akesaboutthecurve
X (z)have an im portante�ecton the results.The m ost
com m on way of m easuring dark energy properties in
the literature has been to param etrize the dark energy
function X by m erely one or two free param eters,con-
straining these by �tting to observed data. Table 1 in-
cludes the historically m ost popular param etrizations,
expressed asfunctionsofthe dim ensionlesscosm ic scale
factor a � (1 + z)� 1. Param etrization A sim ply as-
sum esthatX (a)isapowerlaw,with thesingleequation-
of-state param eter w determ ining its logarithm ic slope.
From the identity @ln�X =@lna = � 3(1 + wx), it fol-
lowsthatparam etrization B correspondsto the popular

param etrization wx(z)= w0 + w 0

0z [26],which hasbeen
widely used in the literature. It has the drawback of
being rather unphysicalfor w 0

0 > 0,with the dark en-
ergy density �X (z)blowing up ase3w

0

0
z athigh redshift.

Param etrization C avoids this [21],and corresponds to
wx = w1+ wa(1� a),butblowsup exponentiallyin thefu-
tureasa ! 1 forwa > 0.In contrast,ourparam etriza-
tion D rem ainswell-behaved atalltim es:both early on
and in thedistantfuture,thedark energy approachesei-
theraconstantequation ofstatewioraconstantdensity,
depending on the sign of(1+ wi).
O bviously,them orerestrictivetheassum ptionsabout

X are,thestrongerthenom inalconstraintswillbe,so it
iscrucialto beclearon whattheseassum ptionsare.For
instance,Table 1 showsthatparam etrizationsA,B and
C alltacitly assum e that X (z)� 0,i.e.,that the dark
energy density cannot be negative,hence ruling out by
�atthe possibility thatthe Universe can recollapse in a
Big Crunch.Note thateven arbitrary function w(z)has
thishidden assum ption builtin.
To introduce aslittle theoreticalbiasaspossible into

our m easurem ent, we use param etrizations E and F
from Table 1; these are fairly m odel-independent re-
constructionsofthe dark energy function X (z),assum -
ing m erely that X (z) is a su�ciently sm ooth function
thatitcan be m odeled with a cubic spline outto som e
redshift zm ax, and by a constant-w power law there-
after. W e choose zm ax to avoid sparse SN Ia data,and
param etrizeX byitsvaluesatN equispacedsplinepoints
atzm ax=N ,2zm ax=N ,...,zm ax.X (z)ism atched sm oothly
on to (1 + z)3(1+ w i) at z > zm ax. This speci�es X (z)
uniquely once we require X (z) and X 0(z) to be every-
where continuousand setX (0)= 1,X 0(0)= X (z1)=z1.
W ehavechoosezm ax = 1:4,asthereareonly two SNeIa
athigherredshifts. Since X (z)isonly very weakly con-
strained beyond z > zm ax,weim posea priorofwi � � 2
to avoid an unbounded param eterspace. Changing the
prior to wi � � 20 or changing the functionalform of
X (z)atz > zm ax (to an exponential,for exam ple)has
littleim pacton thereconstructed X (z).W ealso�nd our
resultsto beratherrobostto data details.Including the
\silver"sam plefrom [5]doesnotchangeourresultsqual-
itatively,and replacingtheCM B shiftparam eterweused
(R = 1:716� 0:062)by R = 1:710� 0:137 (from W M AP
data alone[6])broadensthe68% con�denceenvelopeby
lessthan 20% .
Figure 1 also shows the constraints on the dark en-

ergy function X (z)corresponding to param etrizationsA
and D from Table 1,im posing the priors wi � � 2 and
f1 � 0 for D.For com parison with the results of [5],
we also studied param etrization B,with a weak prior
w 0

0 � � 20to avoid an unbounded param eterspace.Note
thatM CM C tacitly assum esuniform prioron theparam -
eters,soiftheparam eterspaceisunbounded,theM CM C
willdrifto� in the unbounded direction and nevercon-
verge. Reparam etrizing changes this im plicit prior by
the Jacobian ofthe transform ation. Although we have
im posed m inim alpriors to avoid unbounded param eter
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Table 1:Param etrizations used forthe dark energy function X � �X (z)=�X (0) in term s ofthe cosm ic scale factor a = (1+ z)� 1.

Param etrization n Param eters D e� nition

A )Constant eq.ofstate w 1 w X = a� 3(1+ w )

B)A � ne w (z) 2 w 0,w
0

0
X = a� 3(1+ w 0 � w

0

0
)e3w

0

0
(a

� 1
� 1)

C)A � ne w (a) 2 w 1,w a X = a� 3(1+ w 1 + w a )e3w a (a� 1)

D )Forever regular 2 w i,f1 X = f1 + (1� f1 )a� 3(1+ w i)

E)3-param eter spline 3 w i,X (z1),X (z2) Cubic spline in z forz � z2,X = X (z2)

�
1+ z

1+ z2

�3(1+ w i)

forz � z2

F)4-param eter spline 4 w i,X (z1),X (z2),X (z3) Cubic spline in z forz � z3,X = X (z3)

�
1+ z

1+ z3

�3(1+ w i)

forz � z3

space where X (z) can be arbitrarily close to zero,but
wehavenotim posed priorsm otivated by any theoretical
m odel. For exam ple,scalar-�eld m odels typically have
X 0(a)� 0,since �eldsusually rolldown potentials,not
up. In addition,m any m odelsprohibitthe dark energy
density from being negative.However,wedo notwish to
assum esuch priors,since\dark energy"could beam ani-
festation ofsom ething com pletely di�erent,likem odi�ed
gravity [10].
As has been em phasized [22,23,24],SN Ia data are

sensitiveonly to thesm ooth,overallshapeofX (z).This
is because the error bars on sharp features on a scale
�z are proportionalto (�z)� 3=2 due to the derivative
involved in going from com oving distance r(z) to dark
energy function X [23]| reconstructing wX (z) is still
harder,therequirem entthatonee�ectively takethesec-
ond derivative ofnoisy data [14]giving the errorscaling
as(�z)� 5=2 [23]. Figure 1 showsthataswe allow m ore
sm all-scalefreedom by param etrizingX (z)by 1,2,3and
4 param eters,the allowed bands becom e thicker. How-
ever, the broader bands generally encom pass the nar-
rower ones,showing no hint in the data that the true
X (z)hasfunnyfeaturesoutsideofthe1-and 2-param eter
m odelfam ilies. Indeed,allbandsare seen to be consis-
tentwith the sim plestm odelofall: the zero-param eter
\vanilla" m odelX (z) = 1 corresponding to Einstein’s
cosm ologicalconstant.
In other words,faced with the fact that an analysis

using param etrization A im plies w � � 1 (we obtain
w = � 0:91+ 0:13

� 0:15
com bining SN Ia,CM B and LSS),read-

ers hoping for som ething m ore interesting than vanilla
m aycorrectlyarguethattheseconstraintsaredom inated
by accuratem easurem entsatlowerredshiftand m ay fail
to revealhints ofan upturn in X (z) at z �

> 1 because
param etrization A incorrectly assum esthat(loga;logX )
is a straight line. O ur m ore generalparam etrizations
close this loophole by allowing X (z)m uch greaterfree-
dom ,and the fact that none ofthem provide any hint
yet ofnon-vanilla dark energy behavior therefore sub-
stantially strengthensthe case fora sim ple cosm ological
constant,X (z)= 1.
W hatisthe ultim ate fate ofthe Universe? Ifforany

ofourm odels�X eventually goesnegative so thattotal
density drops to zero at som e tim e tturn,then the ex-
pansion reversesand a Big Crunch occursatt= 2tturn
| this applies only ifX is uniquely determ ined by the
cosm ic scale factor (equivalently z) as in Table 1,and
not for m any scalar�eld m odels [27]. The cosm ic tim e

t =
R

da=_a =
R

H � 1dlna,and ifthis asym ptotes to a
�nite value as a ! 1 ,then a cataclysm ic Big Rip [15]
occursatthistim e. Thisisequivalentto w(z)< � 1 at
z = � 1,so param etrizationsA,B and C rip ifw < � 1,
w0 � w 0

0 < � 1 and wa > 0,respectively.
Predictions for the future need to be taken with a

largegrain ofsalt,sincethey areobviously highly m odel-
dependent. For instance,param etrizationsA,B and C
cannotcrunch,whereasE and F cannotrip.Sim ply com -
bining allM CM C m odelsfrom allourparam etrizations,
we �nd that 95% ofthem last at least another 49 gi-
gayears,25% ending in a Big Crunch,8% ending in a
Big Rip and 67% quietly expanding forever.
C aveats and potential pitfalls: W hen interpret-

ing dark energy constraints such as those that we have
presented,two crucialcaveats m ust be borne in m ind:
potentialSN Ia system atic errorsand potentialfalse as-
sum ption about other physics. W e refer the reader to
[3,5]forthorough discussionsoftheform erand focuson
the latter.
TheSN Ia,CM B and LSS m easurem entswehaveused

involveonly X (z),
m and 
tot.Becauseofdegeneracies
between thesethreequantities,theinferencesaboutX (z)
thereforedepend strongly on the assum ptionsaboutthe
two cosm ologicalparam eters
m and 
tot. Yetit isall
too com m on to constrain dark energy properties using
priorinform ation about
m and 
tot thatin turn hinges
on assum ptionsaboutthedarkenergy,usuallythevanilla
assum ption X (z)= 1,a pitfallem phasized by,e.g.,[24].
W ehaveassum ed atspace,
tot = 1,ashavevirtually

allrecentpublicationsm easuring dark energy properties
(usually using param etrizations A,B or C).It is well-
known thatthisassum ption iscrucial: introducing 
tot

as a free param eter to be m arginalized overhas such a
dram atic e�ect on lum inosity distances that essentially
no interesting constraintscan be placed on X (z)atthe
present tim e, not even assum ing the highly restrictive
param etrization A.W e willpresenta detailed investiga-
tion ofdark energy independentconstraintson 
tot from
CM B and LSS elsewhere.
W e now turn to the issue ofdark-energy independent

constraints on 
m . As em phasized by [24], assum p-
tions about 
m m ake a crucialdi�erence as well. As
an exam ple,Figure 2 shows the constaints on (w0;w

0

0)
forparam etrization B.Theleftpanelillustratesthatthe
constraintsfrom SN Iaalonearem uch weakerthan those
obtained by im posing a strong prior
m = 0:27� 0:04as
was done in Figure 10 of[5]. Although this prior co-
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FIG .2:H ow constraintson w 0 and w
0

0
depend on assum ptionsand

data used. D arker shaded regions are ruled out at 95% con� dence

by SN e Ia alone;lightershaded regionsare ruled out when adding

other inform ation as indicated. 68% contours are dotted. M odels

above the dotted line end in a Big R ip. The 157 SN e Ia (R iess

sam ple)have been  ux-averaged with � z = 0:05.

incides with the m easurem ent of
m from W M AP and
2dFG RS [6],itshould notbe used here since itassum es
X (z) = 1. The right panelofFigure 2 shows the ef-
fectofincluding CM B inform ation self-consistently (via
the R-param eter) in our constraints. W e see that w0-
values as low as � 3 rem ain allowed,as expected given
the above-m entioned weak 
m -constraints,and thatad-
ditionalinform ation (in thiscasefrom LSS)isneeded to
tighten thingsup.Thispanelalso illustratesthe hazard
ofpoordark energy param etrizations:theseem ingly im -
pressive upper lim it on w 0

0 tells us nothing whatsoever
aboutdark energy propertiesvia SN Ia,but m erely re-
ectsthattheunphysicalexponentialblowup X / e3w

0

0
z

would violatethe CM B constraint.
C onclusions: In conclusion, we have reported the

m ostaccurate m easurem entsto date ofthe dark energy
density�X asafunction oftim e,assum ingaatuniverse.
W ehavefound thatin spite oftheirconstraining power,
the spectacular new high-z supernova m easurem ents of
[5]provideno hintsofdeparturesfrom thevanilla m odel
corresponding to Einstein’scosm ologicalconstant. This
isgood newsin the sense ofsim plifying the restofcos-
m ology,butdim sthe prospectsthatnature willgive us
quantitative clues aboutthe true nature ofdark energy
by revealing non-vanilla behavior. The apparent con-
stancyof�X (z)alsom akesattem ptstoexplainawaydark
energy by blam ing system aticerrorsappearincreasingly
contrived,further strengthening the evidence that dark
energy isrealand hence a worthy subjectofstudy. Fu-
ture experim ents [25]can dram atically shrink the error
bars in Figure 1,and therefore hold great prom ise for
illum inating the natureofdark energy.
P ublic softw are: A Fortran code that uses

ux-averaging statistics to com pute the likeli-
hood of an arbitrary dark energy m odel (given
the SN Ia data from [5]) can be found at
http:==www:nhn:ou:edu=� wang=SN code=.
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