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D ark energy a�ects the CM B through its perturbations and a�ects both CM B and Sn Ia

through its background evolution. Using recent CM B and Sn Ia data sets, together with

the m ostgeneralparam etrization ofthe dark energy equation ofstate available,we �nd that

today w < � 0:8 (2�).W ealso �nd thatthevalueofthenorm alization ofthepowerspectrum

on cluster scales,�8,can be used to discrim inate between dynam icalm odels ofdark energy

(Q uintessence m odels)and a cosm ologicalconstantm odel(�CD M ).

1 Introduction

The W M AP satellite m easurem ents ofthe Cosm ic M icrowave Background anisotropies1 have

provided accurate determ inationsofm any ofthe fundam entalcosm ologicalparam eters.W hen

com bined with other data sets such as the lum inosity distance to type-Ia supernovae or large

scale structure (LSS) data2;3;4;5,they reinforce the need for an exotic form ofdark energy,

which is characterized by a negative pressure and is responsible for the observed accelerated

expansion oftheuniverse.Therearetwo m ain scenariosused to explain thenatureofthedark

energy,atim eindependentcosm ologicalconstant�,an evolvingscalar�eld (Q uintessence)6;7;8.

Previous tests ofquintessence with pre-W M AP CM B data9;10;11,have led to constraints on

the value ofthe dark energy equation ofstate param eter,wQ

<
� � 0:7 with the cosm ological

constant value,w� = � 1 being the best �t. Nevertheless a dynam icalform ofdark energy is

notexcluded.Speci�cally thedetection oftim evariation ofw would beofim m enseim portance

asitwould ruleouta sim plecosm ologicalconstantscenario.

W eperform a m odelindependentanalysisofthetim eevolution ofthedark energy equation
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ofstate.W e conductthe likelihood analysisusing the W M AP data1 and the Sn Ia lum inosity

distance data2;3.

2 M ethod and D ata

W e param etrize the equation ofstate w using �ve dark energy param eters (W Q ). They are:

the value ofw today,w 0

Q
,itsvalue athigh redshift,w m

Q
,the value ofthe scale factorwhere w

changesbetween thesetwo values,amc and thewidth ofthetransition,�.W eareusingtheform

advocated in Corasaniti& Copeland12,which hasbeen shown to allow adequate treatm entof

genericquintessenceand to avoid thebiasing problem sinherentin assum ing thatw isconstant.

W e also include the cosm ologicalparam eters W C = (
Q ;
bh
2;h;nS;�;As),which are the

dark energy density,the baryon density,the Hubble param eter,the scalar spectralindex,the

opticaldepth and theoverallam plitudeoftheuctuationsrespectively.W eareassum ing a at

universe.W e therefore end up with ten param eterswhich can bevaried independently.

Thereisadegeneracy in nS,� and 
bh
2,which allowsthem odelsto reach unphysically high

valuesofthe baryon density and the reionisation opticaldepth.Following the W M AP analysis

we place a prioron the reionisation opticaldepth,� � 0:3. W e also lim itourselves to m odels

with w(z)� � 1.

In order to com pute the CM B power spectra,we use a m odi�ed version ofthe CM Bfast

Boltzm ann solver13. Rather than using grid-based analysis (which would necessitate very

coarse sam pling),weopted fora M arkov-Chain M onteCarlo (M CM C)approach.W e ran 16 to

32independentchainson theUK nationalcosm ology supercom puter(CO SM O S).Thisapproach

hasboth the advantage thatthere wasno need to parallelize the Boltzm ann solver,and letsus

assessthe convergence and exploration by com paring thedi�erentchains.

3 R esults

Figure 1: Upper2� lim itson w(z)(left)and 
Q (z)(right)derived by taking the 95% m odelswith lowestw(z)

from ourm ain chain (solid),searching forthe highestw(z)form odels with � � �
2
< 4 from the best-�tm odel

in ourm ain chain (dashed).�CD M isacceptable at2� and so there isno lowerlim iton w(z).

O urglobalbest�tQ CDM m odelhasthedark energy param etersw 0

Q
= � 0:99,w m

Q
= � 0:11,

amc = 0:50 and �= 0:079,which correspondsto a fasttransition atredshiftof1 Thetotal� 2 of

them odelis1604,com pared to the�CDM m odel� 2 = 1606.Thenum berofdegreesoffreedom
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Figure 2: M arginalized 68% and 95% con�dence contoursfor quintessence (�lled contours)and �CD M m odels

(solid lines).�CD M hasa system atically highervalue of� 8,and a slightly highervalue of
 m .
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Figure 3: The 95% con�dence regions for m odels with a rapid transition for di�erentlim its on �8,going from

(lightestgrey to darkest)alldata,�8 > 0:75,�8 > 0:9 and �8 > 1:05.

is1514,so allour�tsare bad,butthisism ainly due to issueswith the W M AP data (see the

discussion in Spergeletal.14).

The W M AP CM B data constrains the cosm ologicalparam eters W C in a range ofvalues

consistent with the results ofprevious analysis14;15;16. The addition ofthe dark energy pa-

ram eters W Q does not introduce any new degeneracies with the other param eters. However,

therearenew internaldegeneraciesbetween thedark energy param eters.In particulartheonly

param eterwecan constrain wellistheequation ofstatetoday w m
Q
< 0:8 at2�.A m orecom plete

discussion ofthiswillbeavailable in a forthcom ing paper17.

However,we have found thatinform ation aboutthe powerspectrum on clusterscales(�8),

would allow us to break this degeneracy. In Corasanitiet al. 18 it was shown the di�erent

quintessencem odelsleavea di�erentim printon theCM B powerspectrum .M odelswith a m ore

rapid transition atsm allerredshiftswillproduce a largerISW e�ectthan �CDM .Thism eans

they requirea sm allervalue ofA s to �tthe CM B data,and so willhave a sm aller�8.Figure 2

showsusthatan independentm easurem entof�8 would allow usto distinguish between �CDM

and a tim e dependentdark energy com ponent.

This is shown in m ore detailin �g.3. Here we plot the 95% con�dence regions for rapid



transition m odels(w m
Q
> � 0:3 and amc =� > 1:2 which includesourbest�tm odel)with di�erent

lim its on the value of�8. �CDM willcorrespond to w 0

Q
= � 1 and amc ! 0,and so willsit

in the bottom left-hand cornerofthisplot,favouring high-�8 m odels. Aswe m ove away from

this corner,the lim it on �8 falls. Ifwe restrict ourselves to m odels with high-�8 we favour

�CDM -sim ilarm odels,whilein theoppositecasewecan excludethem .Form orediscussion on

thisarea see ourpreviouspaper19.

4 C onclusions

W e have analyzed the dark energy with a m odel-independentapproach using CM B and Sn Ia

data. W e have found that ofour 4 dark energy param eters,only the equation ofstate today

is wellconstrained,with w 0

Q
< � 0:80. W e also see no strong change in w for z < 1. There

are no new degeneraciesbetween ourextra dark energy param etersand the othercosm ological

param eters. The degeneracies in the dark energy param eters m ay be broken using clustering

data,which could ultim ately be used to distinguish Q CDM and �CDM .Nevertheless,there is

no signi�cantim provem entover�CDM m odel.
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