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A B ST R A C T

TheGeneralized Chaplygin Gas(GCG)with theequation ofstatep= � A

��
was

recently proposed as a candidate for dark energy in the Universe. In this pa-
perwe confrontthe GCG with SNIa data using avaliable sam ples. Speci�cally
we have tested the GCG cosm ology in three di�erentclassesofm odelswith (1)

m = 0:3,
C h = 0:7;(2)
m = 0:05,
C h = 0:95 and (3)
m = 0,
C h = 1,
as wellas a m odelwithout prior assum ptions on 
m . The best �tted m odels
areobtained by m inim alizing the�2 function.W esupplem entouranalysiswith
con�denceintervalsin the(A 0;�)planeby m arginalizing theprobability density
functionsoverrem aining param etersassum ing uniform priors.W ehavealso de-
rived one-dim ensionalprobability distribution functions for
C h obtained from
jointm arginalization over� and A 0.Them axim um valueofsuch PDF provides
them ostprobablevalueof
C h within thefullclassofGCG m odels.Thegeneral
conclusion is that SNIa data give support to the Chaplygin gas (with � = 1).
Howevernoticeable preference ofA 0 valuesclose to 1 m eansthatthe � depen-
dencebecom esinsigni�cant.Itisreected on onedim ensionalPDFsfor� which
turned outto beatm eaning thatthepowerofpresentsupernovaedata to dis-
crim inatebetween variousGCG m odels(di�ering by �)isweak.Extending our
analysisby relaxing thepriorassum ption oftheatnessoftheUniverseleadsto
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the result thateven though the best �tted values of
 k are form ally non-zero,
stillthey are close to the atcase. Ourresultsshow clearly thatin GCG cos-
m ology distant(i.e.z> 1)supernovaeshould bebrighterthan in �CDM m odel.
Therefore one can expectthatfuture supernova experim ents(e.g.,SNAP)hav-
ing accessto higherredshiftswilleventually resolve the issue whetherthe dark
energy contentoftheUniversecould bedescribed asatheChaplygin gas.M ore-
over,itwould bepossibletodi�erentiatebetween m odelswith variousvalueof�
param eterand/ordiscrim inated between GCG,Cardassian and �CDM m odels.
Thisdiscrim inativepoweroftheforthcom ing m ission hasbeen dem onstrated on
sim ulated SNAP data.

Subjectheadings:cosm ology:theory | distancescale| supernovae:Generalized
Chaplygin Gas

1. Introduction

For a couple of years two independent observationalprogram s | the high redshift
supernovaesurveys(Perlm utteretal.1999)andCM BR sm allscaleanisotropym easurem ents
(de Bernardis et al. 2000,Benoit et al. 2003,Hinshaw et al. 2003)have brought a new
picture ofthe Universe in the large. W hile interpreted ithin the FRW m odels results of
these program ssuggest thatourUniverse isat(asinferred from the location ofacoustic
peaksin CM BR powerspectrum )and presently acceleratesitsexpansion (asinferred from
theSNIaHubblediagram ).Com bined with theindependentknowledgeabouttheam ountof
baryonsand CDM estim ated to be
m = 0:3 (Turner2002)itfollowsthatabout
X = 0:7
fraction of criticaldensity �cr = 3c2H 2

0

8�G should be contained in a m ysterious com ponent
called \dark energy". The m ostobviouscandidate forthissm ooth com ponentperm eating
the Universe is the cosm ologicalconstant � representing the energy ofthe vacuum . W ell
known �ne tuning problem s led m any people to seek beyond the � fram ework,and the
conceptofthe quintessence had been conceived. Usually the quintessence isdescribed in a
phenom enologicalm anner,asa scalar�eld with an appropriatepotential(Ratra & Peebles
1988,Caldwell,Dave & Steinhardt 1995,Friem an,Stebbins & W aga 1995). It turns out,
however,thatquintessenceprogram also su�ersfrom itsown �netuning problem s(Kolda &
Lyth 1999).

In 1904 Russian physicist Chaplygin introduced the exotic equation ofstate p = � A

�

to discribe an adiabatic aerodynam ic process(Chaplygin 2004). The attractivenessofthis
equation ofstatein thecontextdark energy m odelscom esm ainly from thefactthatitgives
theuni�cation ofboth dark energy (postulated in cosm ology to explain currentaceleration
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ofthe Universe) and clustered dark m atter which is postulated in astrophysics to explain
the at rotation curves ofspiralgalaxies. It is interesting that the Chaplygin gas can be
derived from thequintessenceLagrangian forthescalar�eld � with som epotentialand also
from the Born-Infeld form ofthe Lagrangian (Kam enshchik,M oschella & Pasquier 2001).
TheChaplygin equation ofstatehassom einteresting connectionswith string theory and it
adm itstheinterpretation in thefram ework ofbranecosm ologies(Jackiw 2000).

Recently thesocalled Chaplygin gas(Kam enshchik,M oschella& Pasquier2001,Fabris,
Gon�calves& deSouza2002,Szyd lowski& Czaja2004)| ahypotheticalcom ponentwith the
equation ofstatep= � A

�
| wasproposed asa challengetotheabovem entioned candidates

fordark energy.This,also purely phenom enological,entity hasinteresting connectionswith
string theory (Ogawa 2000). Currently itsgeneralizations adm itting the equation ofstate
p = � A

��
where 0 � � � 1 have been proposed (Bento,Bertolam i& Sen 2002,Carturan &

Finelli2002a).

In thispaperwe confrontthe Generalized Chaplygin Gaswith the SNIa data.Atthis
pointourchoice ofGeneralized Chaplygin Gascosm ologiesdeserves a sortofjusti�cation.
Therearetwoapproachesin theliterature.Firstoneisphenom enological,nam ely havingno
preferred theory ofdark energy responsibleforacceleration oftheUniverseonecharacterizes
itas a cosm ic uid with an equation ofstate pX = w�X where w � �1 (see e.g. (Chiba
1998,Turner& W hite1997)and an im m ense literaturethatappeared thereafter).Because,
asalreadym entioned above,astrain ofideasaboutdarkenergyisassociated withanevolving
scalartherearegoodreasonstoexpectthatcosm icequation ofstatecould betim edependent
i.e. w = w(t) = w(z) (e.g. W eller & Albrecht 2001,M aor et al. 2001 and m any others
thereafter).Thisapproach seem sattractivefrom theperspectiveofanalyzing observational
data such likesupernovae surveysand indeed thisapproach wastaken while�rstanalyzing
thedata(Perlm utteretal.1999,Knopetal.2003orRiessetal.2004).Howevereven though
such analysisplacesconstrainson any potentialtheory thatm ightexplain the dark energy
phenom enon,ultim ately onealwaysendsup attestingaspeci�ctheory.Alongthislinethere
appeared attem ptsto reconstructthescalarpotential,ifthescalar�eld wasresponsiblefor
dark energy (e.g. Alam etal. 2003 and referencestherein). Ourapproach goesalong this
philosophy butinstead isdevoted to theGeneralized Chaplygin Gaswhich isbeing recently
considered ascandidateto uni�ed dark m atter-energy com ponent(i.e.responsible forboth
clustering and accelerated expansion (M akler,deOliveira & W aga 2003).

The cosm ologicalm odelswith the Generalized Chaplygin Gashave also m any special
featureswhich m akethem atractive.In standard cosm ologicalm odelonecan clearly distin-
guish the epochs ofradiation dom ination followed by (ordinary) m atterdom ination (with
decelerated expansion). Asm entioned above supernova data suggestthatthe epoch ofde-
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celerated expansion ended and switched to accelerated epoch | dom inated by dark energy.
The Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odelsdescribe sm oothly the transition from the deceler-
ated to accelerated epochs.They representthesim plestdeform ation ofconcordance�CDM
(Gorinietal.2004).And m oreover,they proposeanew uni�ed m acroscopic(phenom enolog-
ical)description ofboth dark energy and dark m atter.Thisplacesthem in a distinguished
position from thepointofview ofOccam ’srazorprinciple.Itshould bealso noted thatthe
Genaralized Chaplygin Gasm odelallowed usto explain presently observed acceleration of
theUniversewithoutthecosm ologicalconstantand/orm odi�cation ofEinstein’sequations.

Ifone takesseriously given dark energy scenario (necessary to explain cosm ic acceler-
ation) one should also consider the behaviour ofperturbations in such a universe. In the
fram ework ofquintessence m odels with the barotropic equation ofstate (i.e. p = w� and
w = const)one facesthe problem ofinstabilitiesin shortscales. Thisappearsbecause the
speed ofsound squared (equalheretow)isnegative(and constant).Calculation ofthesound
speed in Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odel(seebelow)revealitsnon-barotropicnature.The
perturbationsin GCG m odelsarestablein shortscaleseven in an accelerating phase(Car-
turan & Finelli2002a).M oreover,they behavelikedustperturbationswhen Chaplygin Gas
isin dustregim e.

Another m otivation for studying Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odels goes from theo-
reticalphysics | speci�cally from attem pts to describe the dark energy in term s ofthe
Lagrangian for a tachyonic �eld (Garousi2000,Sen 2002). Ofcourse it would be nice to
haveadescription ofdark energy in term softhenon quintessenceLagrangian asitdescribes
the nature ofdark energy while the cosm ologicalconstant is only phenom elogicaland ef-
fective description. One should also note thatthe Generalized Chaplygin Gasequation of
state arisesin m odern physicsin the contextofbrane m odels(Bordem ann & Hoppe 1993,
Kam enshchik,M oschella & Pasquier2001,Randall& Sundrum 1999)wheretheGeneralized
Chaplygin Gasm anifestsitselfasan e�ectofim m ersion ofourUniversein m ultidim ensional
bulk space.

Generalized Chaplygin gasm odelshavebeen intensively studied in theliteratureand in
particularthey havebeen tested againstsupernovaedata(M akler,deOliveira& W aga2003,
Avelino etal. 2003,Collistete etal. 2003),lensing statistics (Dev,Alcaniz & Jain 2003),
CM BR m easurem ents (Bento,Bertolam i& Sen 2003a,20003b,Carturan & Finelli2003b,
Am endolaetal.2003),age-redshiftrelation (Alcaniz,Jain & Dev2003),x-raylum inositiesof
galaxyclusters(Cunha,Lim a& Alcaniz2003)orfrom thelargescalestructureconsiderations
(Bean & Dor�e2003,M ultam aki,M anera & Gaztanaga2003,Bilicetal.2003).Perspectives
to distinguish between Generalized Chaplygin Gas,brane-world scenariosand quintessence
in forthcom ing gravity wave experim entshasbeen discussed in (Biesiada 2003). Although
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the results are in generalm utually consistent there was no strong convergence to unique
valuesofA 0,� param eterscharacterizing Chaplygin gasequation ofstate.

M akler,de Oliveira & W aga (2003)have considered the FRW m odel�lled com pletely
with Generalized Chaplygin Gasand concluded thatwholeclassofsuch m odelsisconsistent
with current SNIa data although the value of� = 0:4 is favoured. This result has been
con�rm ed by ouranalysis(class(3)m odels).However,when the existing knowledge about
baryonic m attercontent ofthe Universe was incorporated into the study our results were
di�erentfrom M akler,de Oliveira & W aga (2003)who found that� = 0:15 waspreferred
(assum ing 
m = 0:04 which isvery closeto ourassum ption forclass(2)m odels).

Asnoticed by Bean & Dor�e(2003)Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odelshavean inherent
degeneracy with cosm ologicalconstantm odelsasfarasbackground evolution isconcerned,
and therefore they have a good �t with SNIa data. These degeneracies disappear at the
levelofevolution ofperturbationsand henceconfrontation with CM BR spectrum would be
decisive.Using availabledata on theposition ofCM BR peaksm easured by BOOM ERANG
(de Bernardisetal. 2000)and Archeops(Benoitetal. 2003,Hinshaw etal. 2003,Bento,
Bertolam i& Sen (2002)obtained thefollowing constraints:0:81� A 0 � 0:85and 0:2� � �

0:6 at68% CL in the m odelrepresentative ofourclass(2)(i.e. with 
m = 0:05 assum ed).
Anotherestim ation ofthe param eter� wasdone by Am endola etal. (2003)with W M AP
Data.Theobtained the0� � < 0:2 at95% con�dence level.

Using the angularsize statisticsforextragalactic sources com bined with SNIa data it
was found in (Alcaniz & Lim a 2003) that in the the 
m = 0:3 and 
C h = 0:7 scenario
best �tted values ofm odelparam eters are A 0 = 0:83 and � = 1:respectively. Recent
paper by Bertolam iet al. (2004) in which Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odels have been
analyzed against Tonry et al. (2003) supernovae data relaxing the prior assum ption on
atnesssuggests,surprisingly astheauthorsadm it,thepreferenceof� > 1.



{ 6 {

Table1. ResultsofstatisticalanalysisofGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel(with
m arginalization overM )perform ed on analyzed sam plesofSNIA (A,C,K6,K3,TBI,
TBII,Silver,Gold)asa m inim um �2 best-�t(denoted BF)and with them axim um

likelihood m ethod (denoted L).Firsttwo rowsforeach sam plereferto no prioron 
m .
Thesam eanalysiswasrepeated with �xed priors
 m = 0:0,
m = 0:05 and 
m = 0:3.

sam ple 
 m 
 C h A 0 � M �2 m ethod

A 0.00 1.00 0.77 1.00 -3.39 95.4 BF
0.17 0.83 0.83 0.00 -3.36 | L
0.00 1.00 0.77 1.00 -3.39 95.4 BF
0.00 1.00 0.73 1.00 -3.38 | L
0.05 0.95 0.80 1.00 -3.39 95.4 BF
0.05 0.95 0.76 1.00 -3.38 | L
0.30 0.70 0.96 1.00 -3.39 95.8 BF
0.30 0.70 0.96 0.00 -3.38 | L

C 0.00 1.00 0.80 1.00 -3.44 52.9 BF
0.15 0.85 0.86 0.00 -3.41 | L
0.00 1.00 0.80 1.00 -3.44 52.9 BF
0.00 1.00 0.76 0.49 -3.43 | L
0.05 0.95 0.83 1.00 -3.44 53.0 BF
0.05 0.95 0.79 0.11 -3.43 | L
0.30 0.70 0.99 1.00 -3.42 53.3 BF
0.30 0.70 0.99 0.00 -3.39 | L

K 6 0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 -3.52 55.3 BF
0.10 0.90 0.88 0.00 -3.51 | L
0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 -3.52 55.3 BF
0.00 1.00 0.78 0.71 -3.52 | L
0.05 0.95 0.84 1.00 -3.52 55.4 BF
0.05 0.95 0.81 0.06 -3.52 | L
0.30 0.70 1.00 1.00 -3.51 55.9 BF
0.30 0.70 1.00 0.00 -3.49 | L

K 3 0.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 -3.48 60.4 BF
0.11 0.89 0.88 0.00 -3.45 | L
0.00 1.00 0.85 1.00 -3.48 60.4 BF
0.00 1.00 0.80 0.30 -3.47 | L
0.05 0.95 0.87 1.00 -3.47 60.4 BF
0.05 0.95 0.84 0.00 -3.47 | L
0.30 0.70 1.00 1.00 -3.44 61.4 BF
0.30 0.70 1.00 0.00 -3.42 | L

TBI 0.00 1.00 0.79 1.00 15.895 273.9 BF
0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 15.905 | L
0.00 1.00 0.79 1.00 15.895 273.8 BF
0.00 1.00 0.75 1.00 15.905 | L
0.05 0.95 0.82 1.00 15.895 274.0 BF
0.05 0.95 0.78 1.00 15.915 | L
0.30 0.70 0.97 1.00 15.915 275.8 BF
0.30 0.70 0.96 0.00 15.915 | L

TBII 0.00 1.00 0.78 1.00 15.915 186.5 BF
0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 15.925 | L
0.00 1.00 0.78 1.00 15.915 186.5 BF
0.00 1.00 0.75 1.00 15.915 | L
0.05 0.95 0.81 1.00 15.915 186.6 BF
0.05 0.95 0.78 1.00 15.925 | L
0.30 0.70 0.97 1.00 15.925 188.4 BF
0.30 0.70 0.96 0.00 15.935 | L

Silver 0.00 1.00 0.82 1.00 15.945 229.4 BF
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2. C osm ologicalm odel

Einstein equations for the Friedm an-Robertson-W alker m odel with hydrodynam ical
energy-m om entum tensorT�� = (� + p)u�u� � pg�� read:

�
_a

a

� 2

=
8�G�

3
�

k

a2(t)
(1)

�a(t)

a
= �

4�G

3
(� + 3p) (2)

Let us assum e that m atter content ofthe Universe consists ofpressure-less gas with en-
ergy density �m representing baryonic plus cold dark m atter (CDM ) and the Generalized
Chaplygin Gaswith theequation ofstate

pC h = �
A

�C h
�

(3)

representing thedark energy responsible fortheacceleration oftheUniverse.Ifonefurther
m akesan assum ption thatthesetwo com ponentsdo notinteract,then theenergy conserva-
tion equation

_� + 3H (p+ �)= 0 (4)

whereH = _a=aistheHubblefunction,canbeintegratedseparatelyform atterandChaplygin
gasleading to wellknown result�m = �m ;0a

� 3 and (see also Bento,Bertolam i& Sen 2002
orCarturan & Finelli2002)

�C h =

�

A +
B

a3(1+ �)

� 1

1+ �

(5)

The physicalinterpretation of,so far arbitrary,constants A and B is the following.
Adopting usualconvention thatcurrent value ofthe scale factora0 isequalto 1,one can
see that �C h;0 = (A + B )

1

1+ � represents the current energy density ofthe Chaplygin gas.
Calculating theadiabaticspeed ofsound squared fortheChaplygin gas

c
2
s =

@pC h

@�C h
=

�A

�1+ �
=

�A

A + B

a3(1+ � )

itiseasytocon�rm thatthecurrentvalueofc2s isequaltoc
2
s;0 =

�A

A + B .HencetheconstantsA
and B can beexpressed ascom binationsofquantitieshaving wellde�ned physicalm eaning.

Ourfurthertask willbe to confrontthe Chaplygin gasm odelwith SNIa data and for
thispurposewehaveto calculatethelum inosity distancein ourm odel

dL(z)= (1+ z)
c

H 0

1
p
j
kj

F

�

H 0

p
j
kj

Z
z

0

dz0

H (z0)

�

(6)
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Table1| Continued

sam ple 
 m 
 C h A 0 � M �2 m ethod

0.00 1.00 0.84 1.00 15.945 | L
0.00 1.00 0.82 1.00 15.945 229.4 BF
0.00 1.00 0.79 1.00 15.955 | L
0.05 0.95 0.85 1.00 15.945 229.6 BF
0.05 0.95 0.81 1.00 15.955 | L
0.30 0.70 0.99 1.00 15.965 232.3 BF
0.30 0.70 0.99 0.00 15.965 | L

G old 0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 15.945 173.7 BF
0.00 1.00 0.83 1.00 15.955 | L
0.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 15.945 173.7 BF
0.00 1.00 0.77 1.00 15.955 | L
0.05 0.95 0.84 1.00 15.945 173.8 BF
0.05 0.95 0.80 1.00 15.955 | L
0.30 0.70 0.99 1.00 15.965 175.6 BF
0.30 0.70 0.99 0.00 15.965 | L

Table 2:Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelparam eter values obtained from the m arginal
probability density functionscalculated on Perlm utter,Knop,Tonry/Barrisand Riesssam -
pleswith 
m priorrelaxed.

sam ple 
m 
C h A 0 �

A 0:17+ 0:08
� 0:17 0:83+ 0:17

� 0:08 0:83+ 0:14
� 0:09 �0:0+ 0:67

C 0:15+ 0:08
� 0:15 0:85+ 0:15

� 0:08 0:86+ 0:13
� 0:10 0:0+ 0:66

K6 0:10+ 0:11
� 0:10 0:90+ 0:10

� 0:11 0:88+ 0:12
� 0:08 �0:0+ 0:66

K3 0:11+ 0:07
� 0:11 0:89+ 0:11

� 0:07 0:88+ 0:11
� 0:05 0:0+ 0:66

TBI 0:00+ 0:21 1:00� 0:21 0:81+ 0:12
� 0:07 1:0� 0:60

TBII 0:00+ 0:21 1:00� 0:21 0:81+ 0:12
� 0:07 1:0� 0:62

Silver 0:00+ 0:18 1:00� 0:18 0:84+ 0:09
� 0:06 1:0� 0:59

Gold 0:00+ 0:20 1:00� 0:20 0:83+ 0:11
� 0:07 1:0� 0:64
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Table 3:Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelparam eter values obtained from the m arginal
probability density functionscalculated on Perlm utter,Knop,Tonry/Barrisand Riesssam -
ples.Theanalysiswasdonewith �xed 
 m = 0:0,
m = 0:05 and 
m = 0:3.

sam ple 
m 
C h A 0 �

A 0:00 1:00 0:73+ 0:08
� 0:10 1:0� 0:63

0:05 0:95 0:76+ 0:08
� 0:09 1:0� 0:66

0:30 0:70 0:96+ 0:04
� 0:09 0:0+ 0:65

C 0:00 1:00 0:76+ 0:08
� 0:10 0:49+ 0:36

� 0:35

0:05 0:95 0:79+ 0:08
� 0:11 0:41+ 0:27

� 0:41

0:30 0:70 0:99+ 0:01
� 0:11 0:0+ 0:64

K6 0:00 1:00 0:78+ 0:07
� 0:09 0:71+ 0:29

� 0:40

0:05 0:95 0:81+ 0:08
� 0:09 0:06+ 0:61

� 0:06

0:30 0:70 1:00� 0:10 0:0+ 0:64

K3 0:00 1:00 0:80+ 0:06
� 0:06 0:30+ 0:39

� 0:30

0:05 0:95 0:84+ 0:05
� 0:07 0:0+ 0:67

0:30 0:70 1:00� 0:06 0:0+ 0:63

TBI 0:00 1:00 0:75+ 0:04
� 0:05 1:0� 0:54

0:05 0:95 0:78+ 0:04
� 0:06 1:0� 0:55

0:30 0:70 0:96+ 0:04
� 0:04 0:0+ 0:67

TBII 0:00 1:00 0:75+ 0:04
� 0:06 1:0� 0:54

0:05 0:95 0:78+ 0:04
� 0:06 1:0� 0:54

0:30 0:70 0:96+ 0:04
� 0:04 0:0+ 0:67

Silver 0:00 1:00 0:79+ 0:03
� 0:05 1:0� 0:52

0:05 0:95 0:81+ 0:04
� 0:04 1:0� 0:54

0:30 0:70 0:99+ 0:01
� 0:03 0:0+ 0:64

Gold 0:00 1:00 0:77+ 0:04
� 0:05 1:0� 0:58

0:05 0:95 0:80+ 0:04
� 0:05 1:0� 0:59

0:30 0:70 0:99+ 0:01
� 0:04 0:0+ 0:64
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Table 4:ResultsofstatisticalanalysisofGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelswith atprior
relaxed and with m arginalization overM perform ed on Knop Sam plesK3 asa m inim um �2

best-�t(denoted BF)and with them axim um likelihood m ethod (denoted L).Firsttwo rows
referto no prioron 
m . The sam e analysiswasrepeated with �xed 
 m = 0:0,
m = 0:05
and 
m = 0:3.

sam ple 
k 
m 
C h A 0 � M �2 m ethod

K3 -0.19 0.00 1.19 0.82 1.00 -3.48 60.3 BF
-0.60 0.00 1.26 0.89 0.00 -3.46 | L
-0.25 0.00 1.25 0.82 1.00 -3.49 60.3 BF
0.10 0.00 0.90 0.76 0.00 -3.46 | L
-0.28 0.05 1.23 0.84 1.00 -3.49 60.3 BF
0.05 0.05 0.90 0.78 0.00 -3.47 | L
-0.48 0.30 1.18 0.93 0.97 -3.49 60.3 BF
-0.35 0.30 1.05 0.88 0.00 -3.47 | L

Gold -0.12 0.00 1.12 0.80 0.99 15.945 173.4 BF
-0.32 0.00 1.06 0.82 0.00 15.945 | L
-0.13 0.00 1.13 0.81 1.00 15.935 173.4 BF
-0.19 0.00 1.19 0.76 0.85 15.945 | L
-0.17 0.05 1.12 0.83 1.00 15.935 173.4 BF
-0.20 0.05 1.15 0.78 0.54 15.945 | L
-0.31 0.30 1.01 0.94 1.00 15.955 173.6 BF
-0.30 0.30 1.00 0.91 0.00 15.945 | L

Table 5:ResultsofstatisticalanalysisofGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelswith atprior
relaxed and with m arginalization overM perform ed on Knop Sam plesK3.M odelparam eter
valuesare obtained from the m arginalprobability density functions. Firstrow referto no
prioron 
m .Thesam eanalysiswasrepeated with �xed 
 m = 0:0,
m = 0:05and 
m = 0:3.

sam ple 
k 
m 
C h A 0 �

K3 �0:60+ 0:38
� 0:38 0:00+ 0:29 1:26+ 0:25

� 0:39 0:89+ 0:11
� 0:07 0:0+ 0:64

0:10+ 0:37
� 0:60 0:00 0:90+ 0:59

� 0:37 0:76+ 0:10
� 0:07 0:0+ 0:66

0:05+ 0:31
� 0:58 0:05 0:90+ 0:58

� 0:31 0:78+ 0:10
� 0:06 0:0+ 0:66

�0:35+ 0:17
� 0:40 0:30 1:05+ 0:41

� 0:17 0:88+ 0:09
� 0:05 0:0+ 0:63

Gold �0:32+ 0:25
� 0:25 0:00+ 0:28 1:06+ 0:24

� 0:22 0:82+ 0:13
� 0:05 0:0+ 0:64

�0:19+ 0:29
� 0:28 0:00 1:19+ 0:28

� 0:29 0:76+ 0:03
� 0:05 0:85+ 0:15

� 0:52

�0:20+ 0:28
� 0:29 0:05 1:15+ 0:29

� 0:28 0:78+ 0:05
� 0:06 0:54+ 0:36

� 0:32

�0:30+ 0:21
� 0:23 0:30 1:00+ 0:23

� 0:21 0:91+ 0:04
� 0:05 0:00+ 0:60
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Fig. 1.| Residuals(in m ag)between the Einstein-de Sitterm odel(zero line),the �CDM
m odel(upper curve) and the best-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelwith 
 m =
0:3;
C h = 0:7 (m iddlecurve),sam pleK3.
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Fig. 2.| Levelsofconstant�2 on the plane (A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel
with 
m = 0:3;
C h = 0:7,sam ple K3,m arginalized over M . The �gure shows preferred
valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig.3.| Con�dence levelson theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith

m = 0:3;
C h = 0:7,sam ple K3,m arginalized over M . The �gure shows the ellipses of
preferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig. 4.| Residuals (in m ag) between the Einstein-de Sitter m odel(zero line), the at
�CDM m odel(upper curve) and the best-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelwith

m = 0:05;
C h = 0:95 (m iddlecurve),sam pleK3.
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Fig. 5.| Levelsofconstant�2 on the plane (A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel
with 
m = 0:05;
C h = 0:95,sam ple K3,m arginalized overM .The �gure showspreferred
valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig.6.| Con�dence levelson theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith

m = 0:05;
C h = 0:95,sam ple K3,m arginalized overM . The �gure showsthe ellipsesof
preferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig. 7.| Residuals (in m ag) between the Einstein-de Sitter m odel(zero line), the at
�CDM m odel(upper curve) and the best-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelwith

m = 0;
C h = 1 (m iddlecurve),sam pleK3.
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Fig. 8.| Levelsofconstant�2 on the plane (A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel
with 
m = 0;
C h = 1,sam pleK3,m arginalized overM .The�gureshowspreferred values
ofA 0 and �.
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Fig.9.| Con�dence levelson theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith

m = 0;
C h = 1,sam pleK3,m arginalized overM .The�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred
valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig.10.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)for
C h obtained from sam pleK3
by m arginalization overrem aining param etersofthem odel.W eobtain thelim it
C h > 0:70
atthecon�dence level95:4% .
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where
k = � k

H 2
0

and

F (x)= sinh(x) for k < 0 (7)

F (x)= x for k = 0 (8)

F (x)= sin(x) for k > 0 (9)

TheFriedm an equation (1)can berearranged to theform giving explicitly theHubble
function H (z)= _a=a

H (z)2 = H
2
0

h


m (1+ z)3 + 
C h

�
A 0 + (1� A 0)(1+ z)3(1+ �)

� 1

1+ � + 
k(1+ z)2
i

(10)

where the quantities 
i,i= m ;Ch;k represent fractions ofcriticaldensity currently con-
tained in energy densities ofrespective com ponents and 
m + 
C h + 
k = 1. For the
transparency offurtherform ulaewehavealso denoted A 0 = A=(A + B ).

Finally thelum inosity distancereads:

dL(z)= (1+ z)
c

H 0

1
p
j
kj

F

0

@
p
j
kj

Z
z

0

dz0

q


m (1+ z)3 + 
C h (A 0 + (1� A 0)(1+ z)3(1+ �))
1

1+ � + 
k(1+ z)2

1

A

(11)

The form ula (11) is the m ost generalone in the fram ework ofFriedm an-Robertson-
W alkercosm ology with Generalized Chaplygin Gas.Pleasenote,thatthism odelproposea
uni�ed m acroscopic(phenom enological)description ofboth dark energy and dark m atter.

Furtherin thispaperwe willm ostly use itsversion restricted to atm odelk = 0 (the
exception willbewhen werelax atprior)since theevidence forthiscaseisvery strong in
the lightofcurrentCM BR data. Therefore while talking aboutm odeltesting we actually
m ean theestim ation of� and A 0 param etersforthebest�tted atFRW cosm ologicalm odel
�lled with Generalized Chaplygin Gas.

To proceeded with �tting theSNIa data weneed them agnitude-redshiftrelation

m (z;M ;
m ;
C h;A 0;�)= M + 5log10D L(z;
m ;
C h;A 0;�) (12)

where:
D L(z;
m ;
C h;A 0;�)= H 0dL(z;H 0;
m ;
C h;A 0;�)
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isthelum inosity distancewith H 0 factored outso thatm arginalization overtheintercept

M = M � 5log10H 0 + 25 (13)

leadsactually to jointm arginalization overH 0 and M (M being theabsolutem agnitudeof
SNIa).

Then wecan obtain thebest�tted m odelm inim alizing the�2 function

�
2 =

X

i

(m C h
i � m obs

i )2

�2i

wherethesum isovertheSNIasam pleand �idenotethe(full)statisticalerrorofm agnitude
determ ination. This is illustrated by �gures (Fig.1 -Fig.9) ofresiduals (with respect to
Einstein-de Sitter m odel) and �2 levels in the (A 0;�) plane. One ofthe advantages of
residualplotsisthatthe interceptofthem � z curve getscancelled.The assum ption that
theinterceptisthesam efordi�erentcosm ologicalm odelsislegitim atesinceM isactually
determ ined from the low-redshift part ofthe Hubble diagram which should be linear in
allrealistic cosm ologies. From the fullPerlm utter’s sam ple (see below) we have obtained
M = �3:39 which is in a very good agreem ent with the values reported in the literature
(Perlm utteretal.1999,Riessetal.1999).Forothersam plesseediscussion below.

Thebest-�tvaluesalonearenotrelevantifnotsupplem ented with thecon�dencelevels
for the param eters. Therefore, we perform ed the estim ation ofm odelparam eters using
them inim ization procedure,based on thelikelihood function.W eassum ed thatsupernovae
m easurem entscam ewithuncorrelatedGaussianerrorsandinthiscasethelikelihoodfunction
L could be determ ined from chi-square statistic L / exp(��2=2)(Perlm utteretal. 1999,
Riessetal.1999).

Thereforewesupplem entouranalysiswith con�dence intervalsin the(A 0;�)planeby
calculating them arginalprobability density functions

P(A 0;�)/

Z

exp(��2(
m ;
C h;A 0;�;M )=2)dM

with 
m ;
C h �xed (
 m = 0.0,0.05,0.3 )and

P(A 0;�)/

Z

exp(��2(
m ;
C h;A 0;�;M )=2)d
m

with M �xed (M = �3:39)respectively (proportionality sign m eansequalup to the nor-
m alization constant).In ordertocom pletethepicturewehavealso derived one-dim ensional
probability distribution functions for
C h obtained from joint m arginalization over � and
A 0. The m axim um value ofsuch PDF inform s us about the m ost probable value of
C h

(supported by supernovaedata)within thefullclassofGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odels.
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Fig.11.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)forA 0 obtained from sam pleK3
by m arginalization overrem aining param etersofthem odel.W eobtain thelim itA 0 > 0:74
atthecon�dence level95:4% .
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Fig.12.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)for� obtained from sam pleK3
by m arginalization overrem aining param etersofthe m odel. W e obtain the lim it� < 0:94
atthecon�dence level95:4% .
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Fig. 13.| Residuals (in m ag) between the Einstein-de Sitter m odel(zero line),the at
�CDM m odel(uppercurve)and thebest-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odel(without
any priorassum ptionson 
m )(m iddlecurve),sam pleK3.
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Fig.14.| Levelsofconstant�2 on theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel,
sam pleK3,m arginalized overM ,and 
m .The�gureshowspreferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig. 15.| Con�dence levels on the plane (A 0;�) for Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odel,
sam pleK3,m arginalized overM ,and 
m .The�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred values
ofA 0 and �.
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Ω
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Fig.16.| Levelsofconstant�2 on theplane(
m ;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel,
sam pleK3,m arginalized overM ,and A 0.The�gureshowspreferred valuesof
 m ;and �.
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Fig. 17.| Con�dence levels on the plane (
 m ;�) for Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odel,
sam ple K3,m arginalized overM ,and A 0.The�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred values
of
m ,and �.
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Fig.18.| Residuals(in m ag)between theEinstein-de Sitterm odel(zero line),at�CDM
m odel(twouppercurves:forSNIA with z < 1| curvelocated higherand forallsupernovae
Iabelongingtothesam ple| curvelocated lower)and thebest-�tted Generalized Chaplygin
Gasm odel(withoutany priorassum ptionson 
m )(m iddlecurve),GOLD sam ple.
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Fig.19.| Levelsofconstant�2 on theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel,
Gold sam ple,m arginalized overM ,and 
m .The�gureshowspreferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig.20.| Con�dencelevelson theplane(A 0;�)forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odel,Gold
sam ple,m arginalized overM ,and 
m . The �gure showsthe ellipsesofpreferred valuesof
A 0 and �.
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3. Fits to A 0 and � param eters

3.1. Sam ples used

Supernovae surveys (published data) have already �ve years long history. Beginning
with �rstpublished sam plesotherdatasetshavebeen produced eitherby correctingoriginal
sam plesforsystem aticsorby supplem enting them with new supernovae(orboth).Itisnot
ourintention here to suggesta distinguished role to any one ofthese data sets. Therefore,
in ouranalysiswedecided to usea collection ofsam plesfrom allexisting supernovaedata.

Latest data was com piled by Riess etal. (2004). However,forcom parision and ilus-
tration we analyse three otherm ain sam plesofsupernovae.Such investigation seem sto be
usefulbecause it is pointed out in the literature that result ofthe analysis with di�erent
SNIa sam ple give often di�erentresults(see forexam ple God lowskiSzyd lowski& Krawiec
2003,Choudhury & Padm anabhan 2004).

Sam plesfrom theoriginalPerlm utteretal.(1999)datachosen fortheanalysiscom prise
the fullsam ple reported by Perlm utter (sam ple A) and a sub-sam ple after excluding two
outliersdi�ering them ostfrom theaveragelightcurve and two outliersclaim ed to belikely
reddened (sam ple C).Although the outliers often suggest statisticalinhom ogeneity ofthe
data(and som ehintssuggestingthenecessity ofrem ovingthem from sam pleA exist)thereis
alwaysa dangerthatrem ovalofoutliersisto som eextentsubjective.Thereforeweretained
thefullsam pleA in ouranalysis.ThePerlm utterdata weregathered som eyearsago,hence
oneshould also referto m orerecentsupernovaedata aswell.

Recently Knop etal.(2003)havereexam ined thePerm utter’sdatawith host-galaxy ex-
tinction correctly assessed.From thePerlm utter’ssam plethey choseonly thesesupernovae
which were spectroscopically safely identi�ed astype Ia and had reasonable colorm easure-
m ents. They also included eleven new high redshift supernovae and a wellknown sam ple
with low redshift supernovae. In Knop et al. (2003) a few subsam ples have been distin-
guished. W e considered two ofthem . The �rstisa subsetof58 supernovae with corrected
extinction (Knop subsam ple 6;hereafter K6) and the second is that of54 low extinction
supernovae(Knop subsam ple3;hereafterK3).Sam plesC and K3 aresim ilarly constructed
as containing only low extinction supernovae. The advantage ofthe Knop sam ple is that
Knop’sdiscussion ofextinction correction was very carefuland asa result his sam ple has
extinction correctly applied.

Another sam ple was recently presented by Tonry et al. (2003) who collected a large
num berofsupernovaedatapublished by di�erentauthorsand added eightnew high redshift
SN Ia. Thissam ple of230 SN Ia wasre-calibrated with a consistentzero point. W herever
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possible theextinction estim atesand distance �tting were recalculated.Unfortunately,one
wasnotabletodosoforthefullsam ple(fordetailsseeTable8in Tonry etal.(2003)).This
sam plewasfurtherim proved by Barrisetal.(2003)who added 23 high redshiftsupernovae
including 15 at z � 0:7 thus doubling the published record ofobjects at these redshifts.
Despite ofthe above m entioned problem s,the analysis ofour m odelusing this sam ple of
supernovae could be interesting. Hence forcom parison,we decided to repeatouranalysis
with theTonry/Barrissam ple.

W e decided to analyze two Tonry/Bariss subsam ples. First, we considered the full
Tonry/Barrissam pleof253 SNeIa (hereaftersam pleTBI).Thesam plecontains218SNeIa
with low extinction.BecauseTonry’ssam plehasa lotofoutliersespecially atlow redshifts,
wedecided toanalyzethesam plewherealllow redshift(z< 0:01)supernovaewereexcluded.
In thesam pleof193supernovaeallSN Iawith low redshiftand high extinction wererem oved
(hereaftersam pleTBII).

Tonry etal.(2003)and Barrisetal.(2003)presented thedataofredshiftsand lum inos-
ity distancesfortheirsupernovaesam ple.Therefore,Eqs.(12)and (13)should bem odi�ed
appropriately (W illiam setal.2003):

m � M = 5log10(D L)Tonry � 5log1065+ 25 (14)

and

M = �5log10H 0 + 25: (15)

FortheHubbleconstantH 0 = 65 km s� 1 M pc� 1 onegetsM = 15:935.

Recently Riess et al. (2004) signi�cantly im proved the form er Riess sam ple. They
discovered 16 new type Ia Supernovae. It should be noted that 6 ofthese objects have
z > 1:25 (outoftotalnum berof7 objectwith so high redshifts).M oreover,they com piled
a set ofpreviously observed SNIa relying on large,published sam ples,whenever possible,
to reduce system atic errors from di�erences in calibrations. W ith this enriched sam ple it
becam epossibletotestourprediction thatdistantsupernovaein GCG cosm ology should be
brighterthan in �CDM m odel(see discussion below). Thisisthe reason why we repeated
ouranalysiswith new Riesssam ple.

The fullRiesssam ple contains186 SNIa (\Silver" sam ple). On the base ofquality of
thespectroscopicand photom etricrecord forindividualSupernovae,they also selected m ore
restricted \Gold"sam pleof157Supernovae.W ehaveseparately analyzed �CDM m odelfor
supernovaewith z< 1 and forallSNIa belonging to theGold sam ple.
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3.2. C osm ologicalm odels tested

On thesesam pleswehavetested Generalized Chaplygin gascosm ologyin threedi�erent
classesofm odelswith (1)
m = 0:3,
C h = 0:7;(2)
m = 0:05,
C h = 0:95 and (3)
m = 0,

C h = 1.W estarted with a�xed valueofM = �3:39m odifyingthisassum ption accordingly
whileanalyzing di�erentsam ples.

The�rstclasswaschosen asrepresentative ofthestandard knowledgeof
 m (baryonic
plusdark m atterin galactichalos(Peebles& Ratra 2003))with Chaplygin gasresponsible
forthem issing partofclosuredensity (thedark energy).

In thesecond classwehaveincorporated (atthelevelof
m )thepriorknowledgeabout
baryoniccontentoftheUniverse(asinferred from theBBN considerations).Hencethisclass
isrepresentativeofthem odelsin which Chaplygin gasisallowed toclum p and isresponsible
both fordark m atterin halosaswellasitsdi�usepart(dark energy).

The third class is a kind of toy m odel{ the FRW Universe �lled com pletely with
Chaplygin gas.W e have considered itm ainly in orderto see how sensitive theSNIa testis
with respectto param etersidentifying thecosm ologicalm odel.

Finally,weanalyzed thedata withoutany priorassum ption about
m .

3.3. R esults

In the�rstclassofm odelsbest�t(with �xed valueofM = �3:39)from thesam pleA
is(� = 1;A 0 = 0:96)atthe�2 = 95:8.Sam pleC givesthebest�tof(� = 0:95;A 0 = 0:95)
atthe�2 = 53:6.

In the second classSam ple A givesthe best�tof(� = 1;A 0 = 0:80)atthe �2 = 95:4
whereasthesam pleC givesthebest�t(� = 0:51;A 0 = 0:73)atthe�2 = 53:7.

Finally,in thethird classthesam pleA again givesthebest�tof(� = 1;A 0 = 0:77)at
the�2 = 95:4whereasthesam pleC givesthebest�t(� = 0:42;A 0 = 0:69)atthe�2 = 53:7.

Itshould benoted,howeverthatthe�tting procedureforsam pleC prefersM = �3:44
instead ofM = �3:39 as for sam ple A.Ifone takes this value the results for sam ple C
willchange respectively and then for the �rst class A 0 = 1 (at �2 = 53:5) what m eans
(see equation (10))that� can bearbitrary and theproblem ise�ectively equivalentto the
m odelwith cosm ologicalconstant. Analogously,forthe second classA 0 = 0:83 � = 1 (at
�2 = 52:9),whileforthird classA 0 = 0:80 � = 1 (at�2 = 52:9).Thisindicatesclearly that
m odelparam eters,especially � strongly depend on thechoiceofM .
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Separately we analyzed the data without any prior assum ption about 
m . For the
sam ple A we obtain as a best �t (m inim izing �2) 
m = 0:,(� = 1;A 0 = 0:77) at the
�2 = 95:4. Forsam ple C assum ing M = �3:39 we obtain 
m = 0:27,(� = 1;A 0 = 0:93)
with �2 = 53:6 while forM = �3:44 the best�tgives 
 m = 0:,(� = 1;A 0 = 0:80)with
�2 = 52:9.

Using m inim ization procedure,based on likelihood function,jointm arginalization over
A 0 and � gives the following results. For the sam ple A we obtain 
C h = 0:82 (hence

m = 0:18),with thelim it
C h � 0:76 atthecon�dence level68:3% and 
 C h � 0:69 atthe
con�dence level95:4% . Forthe sam ple C we obtain (forM = �3:39)
 C h = 0:76 (hence

m = 0:24),with thelim it
C h�(0:69;0:94)on thecon�dencelevel68:3% and 
C h � 0:62at
thecon�dencelevel95:4% .ForM = �3:44 weobtain:
 C h = 0:84 (hence
m = 0:16),with
the lim it
C h�(0:79;0:98)on the con�dence level68:3% and 
C h � 0:69 atthe con�dence
level95:4% .

One could see thatresultsare di�erentfordi�erentvaluesofthe interceptM in each
sam ple.Therefore we additionally analyzed oursam plesm arginalized overM .The results
aredisplayed in Table1.Firstrowsforeach sam plecorrespond to no prioron 
m assum ed.
Two �tting procedures were used: �2 �tting (denoted as BF) and m axim um likelihood
m ethod (denoted L).

Table 2 contains the results ofjoint m arginalization over 
m ,A 0 and �. Forsam ple
A we obtain 
C h = 0:83 (hence 
m = 0:17),while for sam ple C we obtain 
C h = 0:85
(hence 
m = 0:15).ForA 0 and � we obtain values(� = 0;A 0 = 0:83)forsam ple A,while
(� = 0;A 0 = 0:86)forsam ple C.W ith the m arginalization procedure we can also obtain
one dim ensionalprobability distribution function (PDF)forA 0 and � forparticular class
m odelswith �xed 
 m (Table3).

From the above m entioned analysiswe concluded that
m and A 0 param etersderived
from sam ples A and C are sim ilar. For 
m �xed A 0 increases with increasing 
m . The
estim atesof� param eteraredi�erentforeach oftwo abovem entioned sam ples,butunfor-
tunately errorsare big. Discrepancy between the best�tting procedure and m inim ization
procedure (based on likelihood function) increases with the num ber ofparam eters �tted.
Them inim ization procedureseem sto bem oreappropriatein thecontextofourproblem .

Onecan seefrom theTable1 thatusing theKnop’ssam pleshad notinuenced conclu-
sionsin a signi�cantway.However,theerrorsofparam eterestim ation decreased noticeably
(see Tables2 and 3). M inim ization procedure prefers(especialy forsam ple K3)� close to
zero.Theexception isthem odelwith 
m = 0 where� = 0:3 and � = 0:71 areobtained for
thesam plesK3 and K6 respectively.
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Theabovem entioned resultsfortheKnop sam pleK3 areillustrated on �guresFig.1 -
17.In Fig.1wepresentresidualplotsofredshift-m agnituderelationsbetween theEinstein-de
Sitterm odel(represented byzeroline)thebest-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith

m = 0:3;
C h = 0:7)(m iddlecurve)andtheat�CDM m odelwith �= 0:75and 
 m = 0:25
(Knop et al. 2003)) { upper curve. One can observe that system atic deviation between
�CDM m odeland Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odelgets larger athigher redshifts. The
Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odelpredictthathigh redshiftsupernovae should bebrighter
than thatpredicted with �CDM m odel.

Levelsofconstant�2 on the (A 0;�)plane forGeneralized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith

m = 0:3;
C h = 0:7),m arginalized over M are presented in Figure 2. The �gure shows
preferred values ofA 0 and �. Figure 3 displays con�dence levels on the (A 0;�)plane for
Generalized Chaplygin Gasm odelwith 
m = 0:3;
C h = 0:7),m arginalized overM .This
�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred valuesof(A 0 and �).Sim ilarresultsforthem odelswith

m = 0:05;
C h = 0:95 and 
m = 0;
C h = 1 arepresented in the�gures4 -9 respectively.

Separately we repeated our analysis without prior assum ptions on 
m . The density
distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)form odelparam etersobtained by m arginalization over
rem aining param etersofthem odelarepresented in Figures10-12.

Residuals(in m ag)between theEinstein-deSitterm odel(zero line),at�CDM m odel
{ upper curve { and the best-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odel(without prior as-
sum ptionson 
m ){ m iddle curve { are presented on Figure 13,while levelsofconstant�2

and con�dencelevelson the(A 0;�)plane(m arginalized overM )arepresented on Figs.14
and 15.

One should notice thatasa best�twe obtain 
 m = 0;
C h = 1;A 0 = 0:85;� = 1 i.e.
resultsare the sam e asfora toy m odelwith Chaplygin gasonly (
C h = 1). Form ally,we
could haveanalyzed m odelswith � > 1.However,dueto largeerrorin estim ation ofthe�
param eter,itdoesnotseem reasonabletoanalyzesuch apossibility with currentsupernovae
data.

Levels of constant �2 on the (
m ;�) plane for Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odel,
m arginalized over M and A 0 are presented on Figure 16,while con�dence levels on the
(
m ;�)plane(m arginalized overM ,and A 0)arepresented on Figure17.This�gureshows
thatallthree m odelwith 
C h = 1,
C h = 0:95,and 
C h = 0:7,are statistically adm issible
by currentSupernovaedata.

The resultsofsim ilaranalysisobtained with Tonry/Barrissam ple are sim ilarto those
obtained with previoussam ples.Forexam pleTBIIsam plegivesthebest�t:
 m = 0;
C h =
1;A 0 = 0:78;� = 1 i.e.nearly thesam easin thecaseofK3 sam ple.
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Joint m arginalization over param eters gives the following results: 
C h = 1:00 (hence

m = 0:0),with the lim it 
C h � 0:79 at the con�dence levelof68:3% and 
 C h � 0:67
at the con�dence levelof95:4% . (� = 1:0;A 0 = 0:81) with the lim it � 2 (0:40;1:) and
A 0 2 (0:74;0:93)atthecon�dence levelof68:3% and � 2 (0:06;1:)and A 0 2 (0:70;1:00)at
thecon�dencelevelof95:4% .

However with m inim ization procedure we �nd im portant di�erence beetween results
obtained with Tonry/Barris sam ple and those obtained with Perlm utter and Knop sam -
ples. M inim ization procedure (only except the m odelwith �xed 
 m = 0:3)perform ed on
Tonry/Barrisdata gives� = 1. Itissigni�cantly di�erentfrom the resultobtained forC
Perlm utter’sand Knop’ssam pleswhere m inim ization procedurepre�ered sm allvaluesof�
param eter.Also the Tonry /Barrissam ple pre�ered valueof
 m = 0 while Perlm utterand
Knop sam plessugested 
m iscloseto zero,whatindicatesthatbarioniccom ponentissm all
and in agreem entwith BBN.

The new Riess sam ple leads to the results which are sim ilar to these obtained with
Tonry/Barisssam ple.Howevertheerrorsin estim ation oftheparam etersarelower.Forthe
Gold sam ple,jointm arginalization overparam etersgivesthe following results:
C h = 1:00
(hence
m = 0:0),with thelim it
C h � 0:80atthecon�dencelevelof68:3% and 
 C h � 0:69
at the con�dence levelof95:4% . (� = 1:0;A 0 = 0:83) with the lim it � 2 (0:36;1:) and
A 0 2 (0:76;0:94)atthecon�dence levelof68:3% and � 2 (0:05;1:)and A 0 2 (0:72;1:00)at
thecon�dencelevelof95:4% .

Asonecan seefrom theFigure18 thedi�erencesbetween theresultsobtained in both
casesaresm all(howeverthe resultobtained with the fullsam ple leadsto the prediction of
brighterdistantsupernovaethan in thecasewith z< 1 SNIa.) Residuals(in m ag)between
the Einstein-de Sitter m odel(zero line),at �CDM m odel(two upper curves: for SNIA
with z< 1 -highercurve-and forallsupernovaeIa belonging to thesam ple-lowercurve)
and the best-�tted Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odel(without prior assum ptions on 
 m )
(m iddle curve)are presented on Figure 18. Figure 18 showsthatm ostdistantsupernovae
areactually brighterthan predicted in �CDM m odel.Thisisin agreem entwith prediction
oftheGeneralized Chaplygin Gascosm ology.

Thelevelsofconstant�2 and con�dence levelson the(A 0;�)plane(m arginalized over
M )are presented on Figs. 19 and 20. Fig.20 shows thatcon�dence levels on the (A 0;�)
(forGold Sam ple)plane are com parable atthe the 95:4% con�dence levelwith the results
obtained on theKnop’ssam ple.Howeverthepreferred valuesof� aredi�erent.
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3.4. Flat prior relaxed

W eextended ouranalysisby addingacurvatureterm totheoriginalGCG m odel.Then
in equation (11)wem usttakeintoaccountthe
k term .Forstatisticalanalysiswerestricted
the valuesofthe 
m param eterto the interval[0;1],
C h to the interval[0;2]and 
k was
obtained from theconstraint
m + 
ch + 
k = 1.However,thecases
k < �1wereexcluded
from theanalysis.Theresultsarepresented in TableIV and V.

In the m odelwithout prior assum ptions on 
m we obtain with Knop’s sam ple 
k =
�0:19 asa best�t,while with m axim um likelihood m ethod prefers
 k = �0:60. However,
the m odelwith priorson 
m or
C h the m axim um likelihood m ethod prefersthe universe
m uch \closer" to theatone.Speci�cally,forthe"toy" m odelwith Chaplygin Gasonly one
gets
k = 0:10 and 
k = 0:05 forthem odelwith baryoniccontentonly i.e.
m = 0:05.One
should em phasize thateven though we allowed 
k 6= 0 the preferred m odelofthe universe
isnearly a atone,which isin agreem entwith CM BR data.Itisan advantageofourGCG
m odelascom pared with �CDM m odelwherein Perlm utteretal.(1999)high negativevalue
of
k wasobtained asa best�t,although zero value of
 k wasstatistically adm issible. In
orderto �nd thecurvatureoftheUniversethey additionally used thedata from CM BR and
extragalacticastronom y.

Density distribution functions(one dim ensionalPDF)form odelparam etersobtained
by m arginalization over rem aining param eters ofthe m odelare presented in Figures 21-
25. For 
k we obtain the lim it 
k 2 (�0:98;�0:22) at the con�dence level68:3% and

k 2 (�1;0:23) at the con�dence level95:4% . For � and A 0 param eters we obtain the
following results:� = 0:and A 0 = 0:89 with thelim it� 2 (0;0:64)and A 0 2 (0:82;1)atthe
con�dence level68:3% and � 2 (0:;0:95)and A 0 2 (0:73;1:)atthe con�dence level95:4% .
Forthedensity param eter
C h weobtain thelim it
C h 2 (0:87;1:51)atthecon�dencelevel
68:3% and 
C h 2 (0:61;1:79)atthe con�dence level95:4% . Forthe density param eter
 m

weobtain thelim it
m < 0:29atthecon�dencelevel68:3% and 
 m < 0:53atthecon�dence
level95:4% .

Ourm ain resultisthatthepreference ofthenearly atuniverse iscon�rm ed with the
new Riesssam ple.In them odelwithoutapriorassum ption on 
m weobtain 
k = �0:12as
a best�t,with the Gold sam ple while m axim um likelihood m ethod prefers
 k = �0:32 i.e
theGold sam plegiveseven "m oreat"universethan Knop’ssam ple.Them odelswith priors
on 
m givealso very sim ilarresultswhen weanalyseKnop and Riesssam ples.Onecan see
thatestim ation ofotherm odelsparam etersgive sim ilarresultforboth sam ples only with
exception forparam eter�.Speci�cally,forthe\toy" and \baryonic" m odelsthem axim um
likelihood m ethod prefers the universe with non zero param eter� like for"atuniverse".
One can see that,with atpriorrelaxed,when we analyse the Gold sam ple,the errorsin
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estim ation ofthem odelparam etersigni�cantly decrasewith com parision to thecaseofthe
Knop sam ple.

4. G eneralized C haplygin G as m odelin perspective ofSN A P data

In thenearfuturetheSNAP m ission isexpected toobserveabout2000SN Iasupernovae
each year,over a period ofthree years 1. Therefore it could be possible to discrim inate
between various cosm ologicalm odels since errors in the estim ation ofm odelparam eters
would decreasesigni�cantly.W etested how a largenum berofnew data would inuencethe
errorsin estim ation ofm odelparam eters. W e assum ed thatthe Universe isatand tested
threeclassesofcosm ologicalm odels.In the�rst�CDM m odelweassum ed that
 m = 0:25,
and 
� = 0:75 and M = �3:39 (Knop etal.2003).Second classwasrepresentative ofthe
socalled Cardassian m odels(Freese& Lewis2002)with param eters
m = 0:42,
card = 0:52
and n = �0:77 asobtained in (God lowski,Szyd lowski& Krawiec 2004). Letusnote,that
technically i.e.attheleveloftestsliketheHubblediagram Cardassian m odelsareequivalent
toquintessencem odels.Thedi�erenceisin theunderlyingphilosophy:quintessenceassum es
exoticdarkenergycom ponentwithhydrodynam icalequationofstateinordinaryFRW m odel
while the Cardassian Universe assum es m odi�cation ofthe Friedm an equation (which can
be eitherdue to exotic m attercom ponentordue to m odi�cation ofgravity law). The last
m odelisGeneralized Chaplygin GasM odelwith param etersobtained in the presentpaper
asbest�tsforthe K3 sam ple (
 m = 0,A 0 = 0:85,� = 1:).These valuesare in agreem ent
with resultsoftheanalysisperform ed on Tonry/Barrisand Riesssam ples.Alternatively,we
also testthe Generalized Chaplygin GasM odelwith sm allvalue of� param etersuggested
by analysisofthePerlm m utterand Knop sam ples(
m = 0,A 0 = 0:76,� = 0:40).Forthree
abovem entioned m odelswegenerated asam pleof1915supernovae(Sam plesX1,X2,X3a,X3b
respectively)in theredshiftrangez�[0:01;1:7]distributed accordingtopredicted SNAP data
(see Tab IofAlam et al. (2003)). W e assum ed Gaussian distribution ofuncertainties in
the m easurem ent ofm and z. The errors in redshifts z are oforder 1� = 0:002 while
uncertainty in the m easurem ent ofm agnitude m is assum ed 1� = 0:15. The system atic
uncertainty is�sys = 0:02 m ag atz = 1:5 (Alam etal. 2003). Hence one can assum e that
�sys(z) = (0:02=1:5)z in �rst approxim ation. Forsuch generated sam ple we repeated our
analysis. The resultofouranalysisispresented on �guresFig.26-29. On these �gureswe
present con�dence levels on the plane (A 0;�) for sam ple ofsim ulated SNAP data. The
�gures show the ellipses ofpreferred values ofA 0 and �. It is easy to see that with the
forthcom ing SNAP data it willbe possible to discrim inate between predictions of�CDM

1http://www-supernova.lbl.gov,http://snfactory.lbl.gov
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and GCG m odels. W ith Cardasian M odelthe situation is not so clear,however (see Fig
27 and 28). Note that if� ’ 0:4 as suggested by analysis ofPerlm utter sam ple C,(see
also:M akler,deOliveira & W aga 2003,Avelino etal.2003,Fabris,Gonn�calves& deSouza
2002,Collistete et al. 2003) then it willbe possible to discrim inate between m odelwith
Chaplygin gasand Cardassian m odel(seeFig27and 29).M oreover,itisclearthatwith the
futureSNAP data itwould bepossibleto di�erentiatebetween m odelswith variousvalueof
� param eter. Thisisespecially valuable since allanalysesperform ed so farhave had weak
sensitivity with respectto �.

5. C onclusions

It is apparent that Generalized Chaplygin Gas m odels have brighter supernovae at
redshiftsz > 1. Indeed one can see on respective �gures(Figs1,4,7,13)thatsystem atic
deviation from the baseline Einstein de Sitter m odelgets larger at higher redshifts. This
prediction seem sto beindependentofanalysed sam ple.

W e obtained that the estim ated value ofA 0 is close to 0:8 in allconsidered m odels
with exepction the m odelclass(1)(
m = 0:3)when A 0 > 0:95.Extending ouranalysisby
relaxing the atpriorlead to the resultthateven though the best �tted values of
 k are
form ally non-zero,yetthey arecloseto theatcase.Itshould beviewed asan advantageof
the GCG m odelsince in sim ilaranalysisof�CDM m odelin Perlm utteretal. (1999)high
negative value of
k were found to be best�tted to the data and independent inspiration
from CM BR and extragalactic astronom y has been invoked to �x the curvature problem .
AnotheradvantageofGCG m odelisthatin a naturalway weobtained theconclusion that
m atter (baryonic) com ponent should be sm allwhat is in agreem ent with prediction from
BBN (Big Bang Nucleosynthesis). Both estim ationsofA 0,
k and 
m are independentof
thesam pleused in ouranalysis.

OurresultssuggestthatSNIadatasupporttheChaplygin gas(i.e.� = 1)scenariowhen
the�2 best�ttingprocedureisused.Them inim izationprocedureperform edonTonry/Barris
and Riessdata givesalso � = 1 (only exceptthem odelwith �xed 
 m = 0:3).However,the
m axim um likelihood �tting with Knop etal.’ssam ple prefers,quite unexpectedly,a sm all
value of� or even � = 0,i.e. the �CDM scenario. Please note that sm allvalue of� is
in agreem ent with the results obtained from CM BR (de Bernardis et al. 2000 Benoit et
al. 2003,Hinshaw etal. 2003,Bento,Bertolam i& Sen 2002,Am endola etal. 2003)and
with therecentanalysisofZhu (2004)who,using com bined data ofX-ray gasm assfraction
ofthe galaxy cluster,FR IIB radiogalaxiesand com bined sam ple Perlm utteretal. (1998)
and Riess etal. (1998,2001),sugested that� could be even less than 0. The results are
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dependentboth on thesam plechosen and on thepriorknowledgeofM in which theHubble
constantand intrinsic lum inosity ofSNIa are entangled. M oreoverthe observed preference
ofA 0 values close to 1 m eans that the � dependence becom es insigni�cant (see equation
(10)). Itisreected on one dim ensionalPDFsfor� which turned outto be atm eaning
thatthepowerofthepresentsupernovae data to discrim inate between variousGeneralized
Chaplygin Gasm odels(di�ering by �)isweak.

However,we argue that with future SNAP data it would be possible to di�erentiate
between m odelswith variousvalue of� param eter. Residualplotsindicate the di�erences
between �CDM and Generalized Chaplygin Gascosm ologiesathigh redshifts.Thereforeone
can expectthatfuturesupernova experim ents(e.g.SNAP)having accessto higherredshifts
willeventually resolve the issue whetherthe dark energy contentofthe Universe could be
described asaChaplygin gas.Thediscrim inativepowerofforthcom ingSNAP datahasbeen
illustrated on respective �gures(Fig.26-29)obtained from the analysison sim ulated SNAP
data.
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Fig.22.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)forA 0 obtained from sam pleK3
by m arginalization overrem ainingparam etersofthem odel.W eobtain thelim itA 0�(0:73;1)
atthecon�dence level95:4% .(Non-atGCG m odel.)
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Fig.23.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)for� obtained from sam pleK3
by m arginalization overrem aining param etersofthe m odel. W e obtain the lim it� < 0:95
atthecon�dence level95:4% .(Non-atGCG m odel.)
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Fig. 24.| The density distribution (one dim ensionalPDF) for 
k obtained from sam -
ple K3 by m arginalization over rem aining param eters ofthe m odel. W e obtain the lim it

k�(�1;0:23)atthecon�dencelevel95:4% .(Non-atGCG m odel.)
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Fig.25.| Thedensity distribution (onedim ensionalPDF)for
m obtained from sam pleK3
bym arginalization overrem ainingparam etersofthem odel.W eobtain thelim it
m �(0;0:53)
atthecon�dence level95:4% .(Non-atGCG m odel.)
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Fig.26.| Con�dencelevelson theplane(A 0;�)forsam pleX1(�CDM m odel)ofsim ulated
SNAP data,m arginalized over
m . The �gure showsthe ellipsesofpreferred valuesofA 0

and �.



{ 49 {

Fig. 27.| Con�dence levels on the plane (A 0;�) for sam ple X2 (Cardassian m odel) of
sim ulated SNAP data,m arginalized over 
m . The �gure shows the ellipses ofpreferred
valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig. 28.| Con�dence levels on the plane (A 0;�)forsam ple X3a (Generalized Chaplygin
Gasm odel)ofsim ulated SNAP data (
m = 0,A 0 = 0:85,� = 1:),m arginalized over
m .
The�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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Fig. 29.| Con�dence levels on the plane (A 0;�)forsam ple X3b (Generalized Chaplygin
Gasm odel)ofsim ulated SNAP data (
m = 0,A 0 = 0:76,� = 0:49),m arginalized over
m .
The�gureshowstheellipsesofpreferred valuesofA 0 and �.
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