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A bstract

W e present a revised Interpretation of recent analysis of supemovae data. W e evaluate the e ect of the priors on
the extraction of the dark energy equation of state. W e nd that the conclusions depend strongly on the y prior
valie and on its uncertainty, and show that a biased tting procedure applied on non concordant sin ulated data
can converge to the "concordance m odel". Relaxing the prioron y points to other sets of solutions, which are not
excluded by observationaldata.
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T he existence and nature of dark energy is one of the
m ost challenging issues of physics today. The publica-
tion of high redshift supemovae discovered by the Hub-
bl Space Telescope, by the SCP collaboration [1] and
recently by R iesset al. 1], hasbeen interpreted asagree—
ment of the data with the so named CDM "concor-
dancem odel" ( u 03, 0Td,w=p= = 1).We
have reconsidered som e conclusions in the light of our
previous analysis of sin ulated data [1].

Riess et al.[l] have selected 157 wellm easured SN Ia,
which they callthe "gold" sam ple, a set of data we will
use throughout this paper. Assum ng a at Universe
(7 = 1) they conclide that: i) Using the strong
pror y = 027 0:04, a t to a static dark energy
equation of state yields -146< w <-0.78 (95%CL);
i) Looking at a possble redshift dependence of w (z)
(ushg w (z) = wo + wiz), the data wih the strong
prior Indicate that the region w; < 0 and especially the
quadrant Wo > 1 and wi < 0) are the least favoured.
T hey refect large tin e variation and are com patible w ith
the concordance m odel.

W e have shown in [I] that it is unavoidable to get
som e am biguiies when trying to t a particular ducial
cogn ology w ith a "wrong” m odel. This "bias problem "
has been m entioned several tim es In the literature, see
eg., 0, 0]. In this ktter, we explore the e ect ofthe

W ih no prior or a weak prior on y , the preferred
v Values are always greater than 0.3.

W ihout any assum ption on y nor w;, the error on
u iscloseto 02 (line 6 of Tablk I).

Changing the centralvalue ofthe y pxror leadsto a
change in the wy values of m ore than 1 . The wy values
are strongly correlated to y and arethusalwayssam aller
than the CDM wvalue, when the strong prioron y is
relaxed. 2 isvery stable but the correlation m atrix can
vary a ot for the 4- tsand the Wwo,w1) solution.

Ifthe y prior is strong, the conclusion on w depends
on the prior value : or y =027, wq is forced to values
com patible wih -1, in particular for the 3—- t and the
errors are strongly reduced. For y =05, wy ismore
negative and the errors are signi cantly larger.

The only casesw here \reasonable" errors can be found
on w; occur for y around 0.3.

To illustrate these points, F igurell show s the results in
the ( vy W) plane Porthe 3—- ts(leff) and the 4- ts(right),
using no prioron y or two strong priors w ith the two
central values: 027 and 0.5. A s expected the contours
strongly depend on the procedure used to analyse the
data. For instance, the 95% CL contours for the two
strong prior cases are disconnected. However, we note
that y < 0% isvalid for all procedures, hence i is one
of the strong conclusions from present SN data.

v prior on the determm ination ofw (z). £ O
Follow ing [[l], we assum e a at universe and keep the
sam e param etrisation of w (z) as In 1], or the sake of
com parison. We call 3-t (4-t) the ttihg procedure .1

which involves the 3 (4) parametersM s, y» and wy
Ms, m,wWg and wi), M g being a nom alisation pa—-15]
ram eter (see 1] for de nitions and formulae). W e have
perform ed 3- ts and 4- ts and com pared the results in

di erent cases, varying the central value and the uncer- 25
tainty on the y prior.
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TABLE I:Fi results obtained using the gold data from [] for
various tting procedures. The 2 isvery stable, it is around 173
(for 157 SN Ia) for allprocedures except for the 3— tw ith the strong

prior y = 027 0:04where 2 176.

| th| v prior M Wo | w1 |
3-t no 048 0:206] 22 095 /

3-t| 027 02 |045 007 19 0:73 /

3-t| 050 02 |048 006| 23 0:94 /
3-t|027 0:04({028 0:04| 1:0 0415 /
3-t|050 0:04|049 003| 25 0:77 /
4-t no 048 020| 22 134|042 23
4-t| 027 02 |035 0:128| 16 080|174 13
4-t| 050 02 (049 020| 26 120| 160 18
4-t|027 004|028 0:04| 13 026|150 0384
4-t| 05 004 ({049 0:04| 26 140| 095 10

Applying no prior or the strong prioron y (lnhes1,

4 and 9 ofthe Tablk), we recover the resuls obtained by
Riess et aLlll]. N evertheless, som e Interesting points can
be underlined:
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FIG.1: 95% CL contours for 3- ts(left) and 4- ts(right) with no
prioron |y (plain) and two strong priors y = 027(0:5) 0:04
(dashed (dotted)). The (x) indicates the CDM point ( y =
027;wo = 1;wi = 0). Theplain line separates accelerating (g <
0) from decelerating (g > 0) m odels.

Sim ulation and interpretation :

W e have sin ulated, as In our previous paper], SN Ia
data corresponding to the sam e statistical power as the
data sam ple, where we vary the ducialvalues to study
the e ects ofthe priors (on y or/and wi).

W e start w ith som e illustrations ofthe bias introduced
by the y pror when it is di erent from the ducial
value. W e consider two ducialm odels which are com —
patible with the data, when no prior is applied: one in
accekeration with | =05, w5=-22,wi =16 and one
In deceleration with }F,J =05, wg=—0.6, w{=—10. We
apply the 4- t to the two m odels w ith the two strong
priors: y = 027 004and y = 05 0:04.Figurcll
show s how the prior a ects the conclusions:



Wy

FIG . 2: Fisher contours in the wWo;w1) plane at 68:3% C L for the
two ducialmodels: (in acceleration) [ =05,wf==22,wl=16
and (in deceleration) [ =05, w§ =-0.6, w} =-10. The upper
indice F is added to avoid confusion between Fiducial values and
tted values. The plain big and sm all ellipses correspond to the
rst m odel analysed w ith the strong prior y = 0:5 0:04 (ig
ellipse) orwith y = 027 0:04 as in [l](sm all ellipse). The
dashed big and sm all ellipses correspond to the second m odel.

W hen the correct prioron y is applied, the central
values are not biased but the errors are very large.

W hen thewrongprior y = 027 0:04 isapplied, the

tted values are w rong but in agreem ent w ith the concor—
dance m odel. T he statistical errors are very am all. Tn all
cases, 2 is good and does not indicate that som ething
is wrong.

W ith the data, i isnot possible to distinguish between
these tw o m odels, but the prior valie can lead to w rong
conclusions both on values and errors of the tted
param eters.

W e have then perform ed a complete tanalysison the
sin ulated data and scanned a large plane of ducialval- ¥
ues Wh ;wt ) with 3— tsand 4- ts, assum ing a at uni-
verse and using two ducialvalnesor I :027 or05.
W e alwaysuse In the tting procedures, the strong prior

vy = 027 0:04. Thecase y = , Iisequivalent
to a Fisher analysis and only the errors are studied. In
thecase w 6 | ,biases are ntroduced in the tted
values.

Figurell shows the tted wy and w, iso-lines for the
4- ts in the biased case. The iso-lines are straight lines
ot shown on the gure) when 5 = 027 (unbiased
correct prior), but are biased when 0:5. This is
due to the strong correlationsbetween wy and y , and
between wg and w1 .

In this con guration, we cbserve that, for the 4-t,
when 5 < w§ < 0 (a relatively wide range), the t
ted values or wy are in a narrow range centred on -1 :

18< wg < 0.Forw;, the situation is even worse since
with ducialvalies 8< w! < 8,we getessentially pos—
tive values for the tted wi. The actual shapes of the
distortions between the ducialand the tted valuesare
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FIG.3: Fitted wo (left) and w1 (right) iso-lines with 4- ts for a
ducialw ith 1\F4 =05and aprior y = 027 0:04, in the plane
wWo iwi).

readable on Fig.H.

A sim ilar analysis perform ed w ith the 3- t show s that
the situation is even worse : one gets 15 < wg < 0
whatever the valie of wf . As w; is foroed to 0 and

m to 027, wy is closer to -1 which corresoonds to the
preferred solution for the t.

O ne can illustrate further this very problem atic point,
by de ning \confliision contours", nam ely som e contours
w hich identify them odels in the ducialparam eter space
eg. @ ;wl)) that could be confused with another
m odel. For instance, the contours of F igure ll give the
models in the plane @W§ ;wi ) with [ 035 that can
be confused @t 1 and 2 ) with the concordance m odel
if the W rong) strong prior is applied. The two m odels
used for the illustrative Fig.ll are taken from extreme
positions in this confiision contour of F ig. M.

For the 3- t, the confusion contours w ith the concor-
dancem odelare very large and Inclide allm odels having
roughly wi < ( 5wg  10). The situation here is par-
ticularly bad since the tting procedure is m aking two
strong assum ptions wW; = Oand y = 027 0:04)which
are not veri ed by the ducialcosn ology (two biases).
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FIG . 4: Confision contours in the ducialplane w§ ;w! ) which
identify the m odels that would be confused w ith the concordance
modelat 1l and 2 forthe 3- t(left) and the 4- t(right) procedures.
The strong prioris y = 027 0:04 whereas the ducialm odelis

5 = 0:5. T he vertical line separates accelerating from decelerat—
ing m odels.

T he next step is to study the param eter errors. W e
look at the correlation ofthe errorsusing ducialm odels
where § =027 or 05. W e detem ine the wo and w;
errors, scanning the fullplane w§ ;w¥ ) using 4- ts.
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Som e regions of the param eter space (see F igurcll) are
favoured and alw ays produce sn allerrors. T his is due to
the correlation between wy and wi. The error depends
strongly on the tted w( and w; valuesbut not strongly
onthe y value: adierentvaluieof y a ectsthe scale
of the errors but not the shape of the plots. We nd a
linear scaling of the errorwhen we change y from 027
to 05 (ie. a factor 2).
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FIG .5: wp and w errors for a 4- t w ith the correct strong prior,
fra ducialwith [ =027.

M

Combining this w ith the previous paragraph lads to
an Interesting point, ie. the favoured tted values of
the t Wo > 18 and w; > 0), which were shown to
be m ainly driven by the prior value, corresoond also to
the region of the plane where the param eters errors are
always am all.

W e conclude that the applied tting procedure with
this strong prior can bias the conclusionsby constraining
the Wo;wq1) solution near the (-1,0) solution, where the
statistical error is alw ays very sn all. In particular, R iess
et alll] ound a gain factor of order 8 on the accuracy
of the neasurem ent com pared to previous analysis. This
ismainly due to the |y prior and not to the inclusion
of the high z HST events. The present observational
constraintson y are thus an in portant issue.

R evisited conclusions on existing data :

M ost reviewers of coan ological param eters favour a
valie close to the strong prior choice m ade by [1]. This
result is based on W M AP |[|] data combined wih 2dF
datall!] or m ore recently wih SD SS datal 1], and cor—
responds to HI(EE]) wm = 027(0.3) 0.04 with h =
0:71(0:70)" 2% . H ow ever, these results are based on sev—
eral prior assum ptions in order to lift the degeneracies
am ong the various coam ological param eters (9. M s
h, g,w ..).For nstance, Spergelet al.|]m ention that
asoltionwih y = 047,w = O05andh= 0:57 inthe
CM B isdegeneratew ith the CDM m odel. Thiskind of
solution is excluded for three reasons: the Hubble C on—
stant value is 2 Ilower than the HST Key P rofct valie
and them odel is a poor t to the 2dF and SN data.

However, i) In spie of the precise HST resul, the
Hubbl constant value is still controversialll, £0]. ii)
W e have shown In the previous section that the SN data
analysis can only conclide that y < 06 (see Fig.lD.

Big Rip

FIG . 6: The shaded region is excluded at 95% C L. when no prior
on |y Iis applied. The ellipse corresponds to the strong prior
constraints as in []. The (x) is CDM . T he dotted line separates
accelerating from decelerating m odels.

iii) The 2dF and the SD SS Collaborations I, ] have
extracted y h from an analysis of the pow er spectrum

ofgalaxy redshift surveys. T he degeneracy between y h
and the baryon fraction is lifted thanksm ainly to the pre—
cise determ ination of the baryon fraction by CM B data
(see Fig.38 of [1]). Should that prior change, the pre—
ferred values from SD SS would indicate a higher value of

M h.

In addition, a large variety of cbservations give con—

straintson y , which is found to vary from 016 0.05
] up to a value above 0.85 [1].

Conversiet al.lll]] provide an interesting critical anal-
ysis on the present constraints on cosm ological param e~
ters, especially on y , h, and w. Through the study of
the degeneracies, they show that the result y = 027
0:04 is obtained under the assum ption of the CDM
model, and provide speci c examples wih snaller h
h < 0:65) and higher y ( vy > 035) which are In
perfect agreem ent w ith them ost recent CM B and galaxy
redshift surveys.

In conclusion, we ollow the point of view of Bridle
et al ], who argue that it m ay be "that the real un—
certainty is much greater" than the 0.04 error obtained
from the com bination of CM B and large scale structure
data.

Retuming to SN data analysis, we suggest, forthetin e
being, to reevaluate the conclusions by relaxing the y
central value. Figure Ml shows the 95% CL constraints
In the Wo,w1) plane obtained from the gold sample [1]
w ith no prior assum ption on y . Taking an uncertainty
0f 02, which is the intrinsic sensitivity of SN results (see
Tabl I, line 6), does not change the conclusions:

Largepositive variations in tim e ofthe equation ofstate
are exclided (at 95% C L) since the dark energy density
blowsup ase®? [].

T he quintessence m odels which have In general (W, >



1,1 > wy; > 0) [I] are seriously constrained. For in-
stance, the SUGRA model []] characterized by wy

08andw; 0:3[]iscloseto the border ofthe 95% C L
contour (precisely, one gets 2= 3.5 corresponding to an
exclision at 80% CL).

The quadrant @y > 1, w; < 0) corresponding to k-
essence m odels [11] or som e Big C runch m odels [, 1],
is not the \least favoured", contrary to the conclusions
drawn w ith the strong prior [[I]. W e nd that ifw g goes
towards 0, then w; should be m ore and m ore negative.

Ifw < 1, the constraints on w; are weak (except
for lJarge positive values). T his region of the plane corre—
sponds to phantom m odels [1]] which have unusualprop—
erties and m ay have very di erent consequences for the
fate ofthe Universe (eg. modelswih wi; > wo+ 1 will
endinaBigRip []). M odelsw ith very exoticw (z) m ay
com e from m odi ed gravity [1]. T he classofm odelsw ith
w1 < 0 isroughly exclided at 95% C L, if the strong prior

v = 027 004 isused 1], but is perfectly allowed for
higher y wvalues (or larger prior errors).

As can be seen on Fig. 6 (and also on Figures 1, 4
and the decelerating m odel used to draw Fig2), our
analysis wihout assum ptions on y and w;, allows
decelerating m odels w ith speci c properties : low wyg,

M 05 and w; << 0. One can wonder if this result
is not in tension with the geom etrical test performm ed
In [l] where the only assumption is to use a linear

functional form forq(z) (de. g + g z). It can be shown

that a varying equation of state inplies a non-linear
d(z), In particular, the linear approxin ation breaks
down ifwj] < 15. More details on this more sub-
tle analysisw illbe presented in a forthcom ing paper 1].

To go further, a coherent com bined analysis ofalldata
is m andatory, with a proper treatm ent of correlations
and no prior assum ptions. Som e recent papers go in that
direction 0,00, 00, B,

In addition, as soon as the statistical errors will
becom e am aller, system atic questions cannot be ne-
glcted and should be controlled at the sam e level of
precision. T his is the challenge for the next generation of
experim ents. A prom ising approach is to combine SN Ia
w ith weak lensing, as proposed by the future dedicated
SNAP/JDEM m ission [].
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