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A bstract

W e presenta revised interpretation ofrecentanalysisofsupernovae data. W e evaluate the e�ectofthe priorson
the extraction ofthe dark energy equation ofstate. W e �nd thatthe conclusionsdepend strongly on the 
 M prior
value and on its uncertainty,and show that a biased �tting procedure applied on non concordant sim ulated data
can convergeto the "concordancem odel".Relaxing the prioron 
M pointsto othersetsofsolutions,which arenot
excluded by observationaldata.
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The existence and nature ofdark energy isone ofthe
m ost challenging issues ofphysics today. The publica-
tion ofhigh redshiftsupernovae discovered by the Hub-
ble Space Telescope,by the SCP collaboration [1]and
recently by Riessetal.[2],hasbeen interpreted asagree-
m ent ofthe data with the so nam ed �C D M "concor-
dancem odel" (
M � 0:3,
� � 0:7,w = p=� = � 1).W e
have reconsidered som e conclusions in the light ofour
previousanalysisofsim ulated data [3].
Riess et al.[2]have selected 157 wellm easured SNIa,

which they callthe "gold" sam ple,a setofdata we will
use throughout this paper. Assum ing a 
at Universe
(
T = 1) they conclude that: i) Using the strong
prior 
M = 0:27 � 0:04,a �t to a static dark energy
equation of state yields -1.46< w < -0.78 (95% C L);
ii) Looking at a possible redshift dependence of w(z)
(using w(z) = w0 + w1z), the data with the strong
priorindicate thatthe region w1 < 0 and especially the
quadrant(w0 > � 1 and w1 < 0)are the leastfavoured.
They rejectlargetim evariation and arecom patiblewith
the concordancem odel.

W e have shown in [3] that it is unavoidable to get
som e am biguitieswhen trying to �ta particular�ducial
cosm ology with a "wrong" m odel. This"biasproblem "
has been m entioned severaltim es in the literature,see
e.g.[4,5,6,7].In thisletter,weexplorethe e�ectofthe

M prioron the determ ination ofw(z).
Following [3],we assum e a 
atuniverse and keep the

sam e param etrisation ofw(z) as in [2],for the sake of
com parison. W e call3-�t (4-�t) the �tting procedure
which involves the 3 (4) param eters M S, 
M and w0

(M S,
M ,w0 and w1),M S being a norm alisation pa-
ram eter(see [3]for de�nitions and form ulae). W e have
perform ed 3-�ts and 4-�ts and com pared the results in
di�erentcases,varying the centralvalue and the uncer-
tainty on the 
M prior.

TABLE I:Fit results obtained using the gold data from [2]for

various �tting procedures. The �2 is very stable,it is around 173

(for157 SN Ia)forallproceduresexceptforthe3-�twith thestrong

prior
 M = 0:27� 0:04 where �2 � 176.

Fit 
 M prior 
 M w 0 w 1

3-�t no 0:48� 0:06 � 2:2� 0:95 /

3-�t 0:27� 0:2 0:45� 0:07 � 1:9� 0:73 /

3-�t 0:50� 0:2 0:48� 0:06 � 2:3� 0:94 /

3-�t 0:27� 0:04 0:28� 0:04 � 1:0� 0:15 /

3-�t 0:50� 0:04 0:49� 0:03 � 2:5� 0:77 /

4-�t no 0:48� 0:20 � 2:2� 1:34 0:12� 23

4-�t 0:27� 0:2 0:35� 0:18 � 1:6� 0:80 1:74� 1:3

4-�t 0:50� 0:2 0:49� 0:20 � 2:6� 1:20 1:60� 18

4-�t 0:27� 0:04 0:28� 0:04 � 1:3� 0:26 1:50� 0:84

4-�t 0:5� 0:04 0:49� 0:04 � 2:6� 1:40 0:95� 10

Applying no priororthe strong prioron 
M (lines1,
4 and 9 oftheTable),werecovertheresultsobtained by
Riessetal.[2].Nevertheless,som e interesting pointscan
be underlined:

� W ith no prior or a weak prior on 
M ,the preferred

M valuesarealwaysgreaterthan 0.3.
� W ithoutany assum ption on 
M norw1,the erroron

M iscloseto 0.2 (line 6 ofTable I).
� Changing the centralvalue ofthe 
M priorleadsto a
changein thew0 valuesofm orethan 1�.Thew0 values
arestronglycorrelatedto
M and arethusalwayssm aller
than the �C D M value,when the strong prioron 
 M is
relaxed.�2 isvery stablebutthe correlation m atrix can
vary a lotforthe 4-�tsand the (w 0,w1)solution.
� Ifthe
M priorisstrong,theconclusion on w0 depends
on the priorvalue :for
M = 0.27,w0 isforced to values
com patible with -1, in particular for the 3-�t and the
errors are strongly reduced. For 
M = 0.5,w0 is m ore
negativeand the errorsaresigni�cantly larger.
� Theonly caseswhere\reasonable"errorscan befound
on w1 occurfor
M around 0.3.
Toillustratethesepoints,Figure1showstheresultsin

the(
M ,w0)planeforthe3-�ts(left)andthe4-�ts(right),
using no prioron 
M ortwo strong priorswith the two
centralvalues: 0.27 and 0.5. As expected the contours
strongly depend on the procedure used to analyse the
data. For instance, the 95% C L contours for the two
strong prior cases are disconnected. However,we note
that
M < 0:6 isvalid forallprocedures,henceitisone
ofthe strong conclusionsfrom presentSN data.
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FIG .1: 95% C L contours for 3-�ts(left) and 4-�ts(right) with no

prior on 
 M (plain) and two strong priors 
 M = 0:27(0:5)� 0:04

(dashed (dotted)). The (x) indicates the �C D M point (
 M =

0:27;w 0 = � 1;w 1 = 0).Theplain lineseparatesaccelerating (q0 <

0)from decelerating (q0 > 0) m odels.

Sim ulation and interpretation :

W e have sim ulated,asin ourpreviouspaper[3],SNIa
data corresponding to the sam e statisticalpowerasthe
data sam ple,where we vary the �ducialvaluesto study
the e�ectsofthe priors(on 
 M or/and w1).
W estartwith som eillustrationsofthebiasintroduced

by the 
M prior when it is di�erent from the �ducial
value. W e considertwo �ducialm odels which are com -
patible with the data,when no prior is applied: one in
acceleration with 
F

M
= 0.5,w F

0
= -2.2,w F

1
= 1.6 and one

in deceleration with 
F

M
= 0.5,w F

0
= -0.6,w F

1
= -10. W e

apply the 4-�t to the two m odels with the two strong
priors:
M = 0:27� 0:04 and 
M = 0:5� 0:04.Figure2
showshow the priora�ectsthe conclusions:



2

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

-4 -3.5 -3 -2.5 -2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0
w0

w
1

FIG .2:Fishercontours in the (w 0;w 1)plane at68:3% C L forthe

two �ducialm odels:(in acceleration)
 F

M
= 0.5,w F

0
= -2.2,w F

1
= 1.6

and (in deceleration) 
 F

M
= 0.5, w F

0
= -0.6, w F

1
= -10. The upper

indice F is added to avoid confusion between Fiducialvalues and

�tted values. The plain big and sm allellipses correspond to the

�rst m odelanalysed with the strong prior 
 M = 0:5 � 0:04 (big

ellipse) or with 
 M = 0:27 � 0:04 as in [2](sm all ellipse). The

dashed big and sm allellipsescorrespond to the second m odel.

� W hen the correctprioron 
M is applied,the central
valuesarenotbiased butthe errorsarevery large.
� W hen thewrongprior
M = 0:27� 0:04isapplied,the
�tted valuesarewrongbutin agreem entwith theconcor-
dancem odel.Thestatisticalerrorsarevery sm all.In all
cases,�2 is good and does not indicate that som ething
iswrong.
� W ith thedata,itisnotpossibleto distinguish between
these two m odels,butthe priorvalue can lead to wrong
conclusions both on values and errors of the �tted
param eters.

W ehavethen perform ed a com plete�tanalysison the
sim ulated data and scanned a largeplaneof�ducialval-
ues(w F

0
;w F

1
)with 3-�tsand 4-�ts,assum ing a 
atuni-

verseand using two �ducialvaluesfor
 F

M
:0.27 or0.5.

W ealwaysusein the�tting procedures,thestrong prior

M = 0:27 � 0:04. The case 
M = 
F

M
is equivalent

to a Fisheranalysisand only the errorsare studied. In
the case 
M 6= 
F

M
,biases are introduced in the �tted

values.
Figure 3 shows the �tted w 0 and w1 iso-lines for the

4-�tsin the biased case. The iso-linesare straightlines
(not shown on the �gure) when 
 F

M
= 0:27 (unbiased

correct prior),but are biased when 
F

M
= 0:5. This is

due to the strong correlationsbetween w0 and 
M ,and
between w0 and w1.
In this con�guration,we observe that, for the 4-�t,

when � 5 < w F

0
< 0 (a relatively wide range),the �t-

ted values for w0 are in a narrow range centred on -1 :
� 1:8< w0 < 0.Forw1,thesituation iseven worsesince
with �ducialvalues� 8< w F

1
< 8,wegetessentially pos-

itive values for the �tted w 1. The actualshapes ofthe
distortionsbetween the�ducialand the�tted valuesare
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FIG .3: Fitted w 0 (left) and w 1 (right) iso-lines with 4-�ts for a

�ducialwith 
 F

M
= 0.5 and a prior
 M = 0:27� 0:04,in the plane

(w F

0
;w F

1
).

readableon Fig.3.
A sim ilaranalysisperform ed with the3-�tshowsthat

the situation is even worse : one gets � 1:5 < w0 < 0
whatever the value of w F

0
. As w1 is forced to 0 and


M to 0:27,w0 iscloserto -1 which correspondsto the
preferred solution forthe �t.
O necan illustratefurtherthisvery problem aticpoint,

by de�ning \confusion contours",nam ely som e contours
which identify them odelsin the�ducialparam eterspace
(e.g. (w F

0
;w F

1
)) that could be confused with another

m odel. For instance,the contours ofFigure 4 give the
m odels in the plane (w F

0
;w F

1
) with 
F

M
= 0:5 that can

be confused (at 1 and 2�) with the concordance m odel
ifthe (wrong) strong prior is applied. The two m odels
used for the illustrative Fig.2 are taken from extrem e
positionsin thisconfusion contourofFig.4.
Forthe 3-�t,the confusion contourswith the concor-

dancem odelarevery largeand includeallm odelshaving
roughly w F

1
< (� 5w F

0
� 10). The situation here ispar-

ticularly bad since the �tting procedure is m aking two
strongassum ptions(w1 = 0and 
M = 0:27� 0:04)which
arenotveri�ed by the �ducialcosm ology (two biases).
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FIG .4: Confusion contours in the �ducialplane (w F

0
;w F

1
) which

identify the m odels that would be confused with the concordance

m odelat1 and 2� forthe 3-�t(left)and the4-�t(right)procedures.

The strong prioris
 M = 0:27� 0:04 whereasthe �ducialm odelis


 F

M
= 0:5.The verticalline separates accelerating from decelerat-

ing m odels.

The next step is to study the param eter errors. W e
look atthecorrelation oftheerrorsusing �ducialm odels
where 
F

M
= 0.27 or 0.5. W e determ ine the w0 and w1

errors,scanning the fullplane (w F

0
;w F

1
)using 4-�ts.
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Som eregionsoftheparam eterspace(seeFigure5)are
favoured and alwaysproducesm allerrors.Thisisdueto
the correlation between w0 and w1. The errordepends
strongly on the�tted w 0 and w1 valuesbutnotstrongly
on the
M value:adi�erentvalueof
 M a�ectsthescale
ofthe errorsbut notthe shape ofthe plots. W e �nd a
linearscaling oftheerrorwhen wechange
M from 0.27
to 0.5 (i.e.a factor2).
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FIG .5:w 0 and w 1 errorsfora 4-�twith the correctstrong prior,

fora �ducialwith 
 F

M
= 0.27.

Com bining this with the previous paragraph leads to
an interesting point,i.e. the favoured �tted values of
the �t (w 0 > � 1:8 and w1 > 0),which were shown to
be m ainly driven by the priorvalue,correspond also to
the region ofthe plane where the param eterserrorsare
alwayssm all.
W e conclude that the applied �tting procedure with

thisstrongpriorcan biastheconclusionsby constraining
the (w0;w1)solution nearthe (-1,0)solution,where the
statisticalerrorisalwaysvery sm all.In particular,Riess
et al.[2]found a gain factor oforder 8 on the accuracy
ofthe neasurem entcom pared to previousanalysis.This
is m ainly due to the 
M priorand notto the inclusion
of the high z HST events. The present observational
constraintson 
M arethusan im portantissue.

R evisited conclusions on existing data :

M ost reviewers of cosm ologicalparam eters favour a
value close to the strong priorchoice m ade by [2]. This
result is based on W M AP[8]data com bined with 2dF
data[9]or m ore recently with SDSS data[10],and cor-
responds to [8]([10]) 
M = 0.27(0.3) � 0.04 with h =
0:71(0:70)+ 0:04�0:03 .However,theseresultsarebased on sev-
eralprior assum ptions in order to lift the degeneracies
am ong the variouscosm ologicalparam eters(e.g. 
M ,
h,�8,w ...).Forinstance,Spergeletal.[8]m ention that
asolution with 
M = 0.47,w = � 0:5and h = 0:57in the
CM B isdegeneratewith the�C D M m odel.Thiskind of
solution isexcluded forthree reasons: the Hubble Con-
stantvalue is2� lowerthan the HST K ey Projectvalue
and the m odelisa poor�tto the 2dF and SN data.
However, i) in spite of the precise HST result, the

Hubble constant value is stillcontroversial[11,12]. ii)

W ehaveshown in theprevioussection thattheSN data
analysis can only conclude that 
M < 0:6 (see Fig.1).
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FIG .6: The shaded region is excluded at 95% C L when no prior

on 
 M is applied. The ellipse corresponds to the strong prior

constraintsasin [2].The (x)is�C D M .The dotted line separates

accelerating from decelerating m odels.

iii) The 2dF and the SDSS Collaborations [9,13]have
extracted 
M h from an analysisofthe powerspectrum
ofgalaxyredshiftsurveys.Thedegeneracybetween 
M h

and thebaryonfraction islifted thanksm ainlytothepre-
cise determ ination ofthe baryon fraction by CM B data
(see Fig.38 of[13]). Should that prior change,the pre-
ferred valuesfrom SDSS would indicatea highervalueof

M h.
In addition,a large variety ofobservations give con-

straintson 
M ,which isfound to vary from 0.16 � 0.05
[14]up to a value above0.85 [15].
Conversietal.[12]providean interesting criticalanal-

ysison the presentconstraintson cosm ologicalparam e-
ters,especially on 
M ,h,and w. Through the study of
thedegeneracies,they show thattheresult
M = 0:27�
0:04 is obtained under the assum ption of the �C D M
m odel, and provide speci�c exam ples with sm aller h

(h < 0:65) and higher 
M (
M > 0:35) which are in
perfectagreem entwith them ostrecentCM B and galaxy
redshiftsurveys.
In conclusion, we follow the point ofview of Bridle

et al.[16],who argue that it m ay be "that the realun-
certainty is m uch greater" than the 0.04 errorobtained
from the com bination ofCM B and large scale structure
data.

ReturningtoSN dataanalysis,wesuggest,forthetim e
being,to reevaluate the conclusionsby relaxing the 
M

centralvalue. Figure 6 shows the 95% C L constraints
in the (w0,w1) plane obtained from the gold sam ple [2]
with no priorassum ption on 
M .Taking an uncertainty
of0.2,which istheintrinsicsensitivity ofSN results(see
TableI,line 6),doesnotchangethe conclusions:
� Largepositivevariationsin tim eoftheequation ofstate
are excluded (at95% C L)since the dark energy density
blowsup ase3w 1z [17].
� The quintessence m odelswhich have in general(w0 >
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� 1,1 > w1 > 0) [5]are seriously constrained. For in-
stance,the SUG RA m odel[18]characterized by w0 �

� 0:8and w1 � 0:3[5]isclosetotheborderofthe95% C L
contour(precisely,onegets�� 2= 3.5correspondingtoan
exclusion at80% C L).
� The quadrant(w0 > � 1,w1 < 0)corresponding to k-
essence m odels [19]orsom e Big Crunch m odels [2,20],
is not the \least favoured",contrary to the conclusions
drawn with the strong prior[2].W e �nd thatifw 0 goes
towards0,then w1 should be m oreand m orenegative.
� Ifw0 < � 1,the constraints on w1 are weak (except
forlargepositivevalues).Thisregion oftheplanecorre-
spondstophantom m odels[21]which haveunusualprop-
ertiesand m ay have very di�erentconsequencesforthe
fate ofthe Universe (e.g. m odelswith w1 > w0 + 1 will
end in aBigRip [17]).M odelswith veryexoticw(z)m ay
com efrom m odi�ed gravity[22].Theclassofm odelswith
w1 < 0 isroughly excluded at95% C L,ifthestrongprior

M = 0:27� 0:04 isused [2],butisperfectly allowed for
higher
M values(orlargerpriorerrors).
� As can be seen on Fig. 6 (and also on Figures 1,4
and the decelerating m odel used to draw Fig.2), our
analysis without assum ptions on 
M and w1, allows
decelerating m odels with speci�c properties : low w 0,

M � 0:5 and w1 < < 0. O ne can wonderifthis result
is not in tension with the geom etricaltest perform ed
in [2] where the only assum ption is to use a linear
functionalform forq(z)(i.e. q0 + q1z).Itcan be shown

that a varying equation of state im plies a non-linear
q(z), in particular, the linear approxim ation breaks
down if w F

1
< � 1:5. M ore details on this m ore sub-

tleanalysiswillbepresented in aforthcom ingpaper[23].

To go further,a coherentcom bined analysisofalldata
is m andatory, with a proper treatm ent of correlations
and no priorassum ptions.Som erecentpapersgoin that
direction [17,24,25,26].

In addition, as soon as the statistical errors will
becom e sm aller, system atic questions cannot be ne-
glected and should be controlled at the sam e levelof
precision.Thisisthechallengeforthenextgeneration of
experim ents. A prom ising approach isto com bine SNIa
with weak lensing,as proposed by the future dedicated
SNAP/JDEM m ission [27].
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