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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 w ith
the m ost general param etrization of the dark energy equation of state available, we nd that
todayw < 08 (2 ).W ealso nd that the valie of the nom alization of the pow er spectrum
on cluster scales, s, can be used to discrin inate between dynam icalm odels of dark energy
@ uintessence m odels) and a cosm ological constant m odel ( CDM ).

1 Introduction

TheW M AP satellite m easuram ents of the C osn ic M icrow ave B ackground a.m'so&opjeslj:I have
provided accurate determ nations of m any of the findam ental cosm ological param eters. W hen
com bined w ih other data sets such as the um nosity distance to typela supemovae or large
scale structure (LSS) dataE, they reinforce the need for an exotic form of dark energy,
which is characterized by a negative pressure and is responsble for the ocbserved accelerated
expansion of the universe. There are two m ain scenarios used to explain the nature of the dark
energy, a tin e independent coam ological constant , an evolving scalar eld (Q uintessence) (St
P revious tests of quintessence w th preW MAP CM B datalgm, have led to constraints on
the value of the dark energy equation of state param eter, wg < 0:7 with the cogn ological
constant valie, w = 1 being the best t. Nevertheless a dynam ical form of dark energy is
not excluded. Speci cally the detection of tin e variation ofw would be of in m ense in portance
as it would rule out a sin ple coan ological constant scenario.

W e perform a m odel independent analysis of the tin e evolution of the dark energy equation
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of state. W e conduct the likelhood analysis using the W M AP data 1 and the sn 7a 1m nosity
distance data=.

2 M ethod and D ata

W e param etrize the equation of state w using ve dark energy param eters (W_Q ). They are:
the value of w today, wg , s value at high redshift, wg , the value of the scale factor where w
changes betw een these two values, af and the w idth ofthe transition, .W e are usihg the fom
advocated in Corasaniti & Copeland 12, which hasbeen shown to allow adequate treatm ent of
generic quintessence and to avoid the biasing problem s inherent in assum ing that w is constant.

W e also include the cosn ological param eters W_C = (g7 bhz;h;ns; ;Ag), which are the
dark energy density, the baryon density, the Hubble param eter, the scalar spectral Index, the
optical depth and the overall am plitude ofthe uctuations respectively. W e are assum Inga at
universe. W e therefore end up w ith ten param eters which can be varied independently.

There isa degeneracy inng, and ph?, which allow s them odels to reach unphysically high
values of the baryon density and the reionisation optical depth. Follow ng the W M AP analysis
we place a prior on the reionisation optical depth, 03. W e also 1m it ourselves to m odels
wih w (z) 1.

In order to com pute the CM B power spectra, we use a m odi ed version of the CM B fast
Boltzm ann solver 13 . Rather than using grid-based analysis (which would necessitate very
coarse sam pling), we opted fora M arkov-Chain M onte Carlo M CM C) approach. W e ran 16 to
32 independent chainson the UK nationalcoan ology supercom puter (CO SM O S).T hisapproach
has both the advantage that there was no need to parallelize the Boltzm ann solver, and lets us
assess the convergence and exploration by com paring the di erent chains.

3 Results
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Figure 1: Upper2 Imitson w (z) (leff) and o (z) (rght) derived by taking the 95% m odels w ith lowest w (z)
from ourm ain chain (solid), searching for the highest w (z) for m odels w ith 2 < 4 from the best- t m odel
In ourm aln chain (dashed). CDM isacceptable at 2 and so there isno lower lin it on w (z).

Ourglbalbest tQCDM m odelhasthe dark energy param eterswg = O:99,wg1 = 011,
a' = 050 and = 0:079, which corresponds to a fast transition at redshift of 1 Thetotal 2 of
them odel is 1604, com pared to the CDM model 2= 1606. T he num ber of degrees of freedom
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Figure 2: M arghalized 68% and 95% con dence contours for quintessence ( lled contours) and CDM m odels
(solid lines). CDM has a system atically higher value of 3, and a slightly higher value of , .

Figure 3: The 95% con dence regions for m odels w ith a rapid transition for di erent lim its on g, going from
(lightest grey to darkest) alldata, g > 0:75, g> 09 and g > 1:05.

is 1514, so allour ts are bad, but this ism ainly due to issues wih the W M AP data (see the
discussion In Spergelet aLIE) .

The W MAP CMB data constrains the coan ological param eters W_c in a range of values
consistent w ith the results of previous analysis . The addition of the dark energy pa-
ram eters W_Q does not introduce any new degeneracies w ith the other param eters. H ow ever,
there are new Intemal degeneracies between the dark energy param eters. In particular the only
param eter we can constrain well is the equation of state today wg < 08at2 .A morecompkte

discussion of this w ill be availibke in a frthoom ing paperi?,

However, we have found that inform ation about the power spectrum on cluster scales ( g),
would allow us to break this degeneracy. In Corasaniti et al it was shown the di erent
quintessence m odels keave a di erent in print on the CM B power spectrum . M odelsw ith a m ore
rapid transition at an aller redshifts w ill produce a larger ISW e ect than CDM .Thism eans
they require a am aller value of A to tthe CM B data, and so willhave a an aller g. Figured
show s us that an Independent m easuram ent of g would allow usto distinguish between CDM
and a tim e dependent dark energy com ponent.

This is shown in more detailin g.[3. Here we plot the 95% con dence regions for rapid



transition m odels (wg > 03andaf= > 12which includesourbest tm odel) with di erent

Im its on the value of g. CDM will correspond to wg = landa?l ! 0, and so will sit
In the bottom lft-hand comer of this plot, favouring high— g m odels. A swe m ove away from
this comer, the lim it on g falls. If we restrict ourselves to m odels with high— g we favour
CDM -sin ilar m odels, while in the opposie case we can exclide them . Form ore discussion on
this area see our previous paperlg.

4 Conclusions

W e have analyzed the dark energy w ith a m odelindependent approach using CM B and Sn Ia
data. W e have found that of our 4 dark energy param eters, only the equation of state today
is well constrained, w ith wg < 080. We also se no strong change n w orz < 1. There
are no new degeneracies between our extra dark energy param eters and the other coan ological
param eters. T he degeneracies In the dark energy param eters m ay be broken using clistering
data, which could ulin ately be used to distinguish QCDM and CDM . N evertheless, there is
no signi cant in provem ent over CDM m odel.
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