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Abstract

In the studies on pre-recombination early dark energy (EDE), the evolution of Universe after
recombination is usually regarded as ACDM-like, which corresponds that the equation of state
of dark energy responsible for current accelerated expansion is w = —1. However, in realistic
models, w might be evolving. We consider the parametrizations of w with respect to the redshift
z in Axion-like EDE and AdS-EDE models, respectively. We performed the Monte Carlo Markov
chain analysis with recent cosmological data, and found that the bestfit w(z) is compatible with
wg = —1,w, = 0 (the cosmological constant) and the evolution of w is only marginally favored,

which so has little effect on lifting the bestfit value of Hy.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, local measurements of Hubble constant Hy have showed Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc
[1-5], which has 2 40 discrepancy to Hy ~ 67km/s/Mpc suggested from the fit of cosmic
microwave background (CMB) data [6] based on the ACDM model, which is so-called Hubble
tension [7, 8], see also the most recent [9]. Currently, it is difficult to explain this conflict
by systematic errors.

It has been widely thought that the Hubble tension might be a hint of new physics beyond
ACDM, e.g.[10-14]. In early dark energy (EDE) scenario [15], see also [16-31], since the

scalar field energy has a non-negligible fraction before recombination, the sound horizon
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is suppressed, where z, is the redshift at recombination, which naturally brings a higher H

(noting that CMB and BAO have fixed the angular scales
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where D7 is the angular diameter to last scattering surface), without spoiling fit to CMB and
baryon acoustic oscillations (BAO) data, see also [32-35] for combined Planck+SPT dataset
and [36, 37] for Planck+ACT dataset. In particular, an Anti-de Sitter (AdS) phase around
recombination can allow Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc, so the corresponding AdS-EDE model [20, 21]
can be 1o consistent with local Hy measurements. In Ref.[38], it has been found that the pre-
recombination solutions of the Hubble tension implies a scale-invariant Harrison-Zeldovich
spectrum of primordial scalar perturbation, i.e. ny =1 for Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc.

The beyond-ACDM modifications after recombination have also been proposed e.g.[39—
50], see also [51, 52] for recent reviews. The current accelerated expansion of our Universe
suggests the existence of dark energy at present, with the equation of state (EOS) w = p/p ~
—1. In the studies on pre-recombination EDE, the evolution of Universe after recombination
is usually regarded as ACDM-like, which corresponds to w = —1. However, in realistic
models, w might be evolving, see e.g.[51] for a review, so having a consistency check for the
ACDM model after recombination is significant.

In this paper, we will consider different parametrization of w in Axion-like EDE and AdS-

EDE models, respectively, and perform the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) analysis



with PlanckCMB, BAO, Pantheon and H, dataset. This paper is organised as follows. In
sect-II, we outline the parametrizations of w of current dark energy. In sect-111, we perform

the MCMC analysis and present our results. We conclude in sect-IV.

II. PARAMETRIZATIONS OF DARK ENERGY

In ACDM model, the dark energy activates as a cosmological constant with w = —1.
However, in scalar field models of dark energy, e.g.[53-59], w may be evolving or oscillating.
Here, it is convenient to work with the parametrizations of w(z).

The simplest parametrization is w(z) = wy + w,z, which is linear but diverge at high

redshift, see also [61-63]. Thus the CPL parametrization [64, 65]
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and the oscillating parametrization w(z) = wy + we{1 — cos[In(1 + z)|} [66], see also [67,
69], have been widely applied. Both are well behaved at high z. The parametrizations
degrading into linear at low z also include logarithmic[70], etc [71-75], see also [76] for

relevant comments.

III. MCMC RESULTS FOR EDE MODELS

In this section we will confront the Axion EDE and AdS-EDE models (with CPL and
oscillating parametrizations, respectively) with recent cosmological data. We modified the
Montepython-3.3 [77, 78] and CLASS [79, 80] codes to perform the MCMC analysis.

Here, we will set the SHOES result [1] as the Gaussian prior. The datasets consist of
Planck2018 high-1 and low-1 TTTEEE as well as Planck lensing likelihoods[81], the BOSS
DR12 [82] with its full covariant matrix for BAO as well as the 6dFGS [83] and MGS of
SDSS [84] for low-z BAO, the Pantheon data [85]. We consider chains to be converged when
the Gelman-Rubin statistic[68] satisfies R — 1 < 0.05.



A. Axion-like EDE model !

In Axion-like EDE model [15], an oscillating axion field with the potential V' (¢) o< (1 —
cos[¢/ f])", naturally arising in the string theory, is responsible for EDE. At the critical
resdshift, EDE starts to oscillate and dilutes away like a fluid with w = (n —1)/(n +1). It
is noted that n = 3 is better for a higher best-fit Hy [15, 22].

We perform the MCMC analysis on the parameters set
{Why, Wedm, Ho, (10 A), Ny, Treios 108100e, fedes Bis Wo, W}, where ¢; is the initial value
of EDE field, a. is when the field starts rolling and f.4. is the energy fraction of EDE at
a.. We also set n = 3 [15, 22]. In Table-I, we present the MCMC results for the CPL
and oscillating parametrizations of w(z), respectively. In Fig.1, we show the 1o and 20

marginalized posterior distributions of model parameters.

Parameters ACDM Axi+CPL Axi+0SC

100wy, 2.247(2.224)1001% | 2.247(2.289) 100N 2.256(2.277) 10 boa0
Weam  |0.1182(0.1183) 7000981 0.1243(0.1305) ") 00230 0.1261(0.1307)°-3%2%,,
Hy 68.16(68.23) 7056 70.06(72.05)*9-559 70.09(71.90) " 5582
In(1010A4,) | 3.049(3.054)*0013 | 3.044(3.050)*00172  3,044(3.031) 99154
ng 0.9688(0.9696) 700095 | 0.9717(0.9853) 000759 0.9749(0.9850) 000355
Treio 0.0604(0.0636) 700958 | 0.0525(0.0505) T0-0059%  0.0516(0.0448) 00072t
Fode - 0.045(0.052)*39113  0.047(0.054) 39794
log10ac - —3.652(—3.839)T9-2439 3 664(—3.864) 102356

1000, |1.0422(1.0421) 750003 1.0416(1.0415) 10 000ag2 1.0415(1.0415) 5000530

o 0.8078(0.81)90054 | 0.8472(0.8597) 99195 0.8506(0.8538) 90115
wo 1 —1.021(~0.970)70:0535  —1.008(—1.007) 09555
we 0 —0.130(—-0.293)T0 555 —0.469(—0.444) 535

TABLE I: Mean values (best-fits) of parameters in Axion-like EDE model for CPL and oscillating

parameterizations, respectively, fitted to Planck20184+BAO+Pantheon+ H dataset.

In Fig.1, we see that the evolving w has little effect on Hy and ng, compared with the

model with w = —1 in Ref.[15]. However, the EDE parameters are constrained more tightly

1 We follow the name in Ref.[37].
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FIG. 1: Marginalized 1o and 20 posterior distributions of { Hy, ns, fede,Wo, We } in Axion-like EDE
model. The red lines are the results for the CPL parameterization and the blue ones are for
the oscillating parameterization. The shadow regions of Hy represent 1o and 20 values of local
measurement [1]. The intersection point of dash lines in wg-w, plot corresponds to the ACDM

model, with the shadow region corresponding to the Quintessence dark energy in the whole history.

by the oscillating parametrization. The result on w(z) is compatible with the cosmological
constant (wy = —1,w, = 0), and only marginally favors the evolution of w. Here and
in AdS-EDE model (see Table-1I), the amplitude og of matter density fluctuation at low
redshift is larger than local measurements [86, 87|, which, however, may be pulled lower by
new physics beyond cold dark matter [88-90]%.

We also follow the Ref.[18] and plot the difference AC; = Cj noder — Clref in units of the

cosmic variance per multipole
V2/U+ 1T, TT
oov =3 /I/@+ 1)/CITCFF + (CTP, TE
V2/(2L+1)CFF EE

for both parametrizations in CMB TT, EE and TE spectrum in Fig.2, where Cj . is that for

the ACDM model. Compared with the results in Ref.[15], the residual oscillations caused by

2 Here, we will not involve it.



EDE at small scales are slightly amplified under both the CPL and oscillating parametriza-
tions. The residuals of TT, EE and TE spectrum are within the cosmological variance at

obserable scales (I < 2000).
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FIG. 2: AC)/ocy for both parametrizations in Axion-like EDE model fitted to
Planck2018+BAO-+Pantheon+H( datasets. The reference model is the ACDM model. The left
panel is that for the TT spectrum, the right one is for the EE and the bottom one is for the TE

spectrum.

B. AdS-EDE model

In AdS-EDE model [20], we consider the potential as V(¢) = Vo(]\/%)4 — Vads, which is
glued to V(¢) = 0 at ¢ = (V“}—gs)l/‘lMp by interpolation, where V4, is the depth of AdS
well. The existence of AdS phase enables the density peqe of field dilutes away faster, and so
allows a larger EDE fraction but without spoiling fit to CMB and BAO data, which makes



AdS-EDE possible have a higher Hj.

We perform the MCMC analysis on the parameters set
{wy, Wedm, Ho, (101 A,), ng, Treio, IN(1 + 2.), fedes Qads, Wo, W}, where 2, is the redshift
when the field starts rolling, f.qe is the energy fraction of EDE at z., and aygs corresponds
t0 Vadgs by Vads = Qads (pm(ze) + pr(2¢)), which will be fixed to 3.79 x 1074, see [20]. In
Table-II, we present the MCMC results of AdS-EDE model for the CPL and oscillating
parametrizations of w(z), respectively. In Fig.3, we show the lo and 20 marginalized

posterior distributions of model parameters.

Parameters ACDM AdS+CPL AdS+0OSC

100wy, 2.247(2.224)1001% | 2.327(2.320) 05197 2.326(2.324) 105153
Wedm  0.1182(0.1183)F3:09081 0.1353(0.1338) F9-90184  (0.1354(0.1354)°-00185
Hy 68.16(68.23) 7956 | 72.77(72.30) T35 72.73(72.51) 79778
In(10104,) | 3.049(3.054)70012 | 3.071(3.067) 700128 3.069(3.068) 0015
ne  |0.9688(0.9696)79:99391 0.9938(0.9951)F0-00488 1 9934(0.9898) 990431
Treio |0.0604(0.0636) 399661 0.0530(0.0537)F4:99%0T 0.0521(0.0523) 999772
fede - 0.1137(0.1081) 305485 0.1135(0.1094) 500772

In(1 + 2. - 8.168(8.169)T0-0647 8.177(8.087)10-0759
0.0848 0.0821

10005 {1.0422(1.0421) 10 0505|1.0410(1.0410) 1) 000508 1.0410(1.0411) 5000302

o3 0.8078(0.81) 00056 | 0.8633(0.8636) 700105 0.8651(0.8577) 00112
wo -1 —0.987(—0.989) 00735 —0.983(—0.960) 100155
W 0 —0.122(—0.154) 039 —0.427(-0.562) )35

TABLE II: Mean values (best-fits) of parameters in AdS-EDE model for CPL and oscillating
parameterizations, respectively, fitted to Planck2018+BAO+Pantheon+ H, dataset. Actually, we
can have the bestfit Hy 2 72km/s/Mpc for AdS-EDE model without Hj prior, see Appendix for

the MCMC results based on Planck20184+BAO-+Pantheon dataset.

In Table-IT and Fig.3, we see again that the evolving w has little effect on H, and
ns, compared with AdS-EDE model with w = —1 in Ref.[20]. It is also clear that the
parameterizations of dark energy hardly affect the EDE parameters. The result on w(z)
is still compatible with the cosmological constant (wg = —1,w, = 0), and only marginally

favors the evolution of w. The difference AC;/ocy is plotted in Fig.4. Compared with the



results in Ref.[20], the parameterizations of dark energy not only maintain the character of
oscillating in both TT and EE spectrum, but also strengthen the going-upwards of amplitude
with [ in TT spectrum and the bump at [ ~ 200 in EE spectrum. The residuals of the
TT spectrum are within the cosmological variance for large scales (I < 1500) and become
comparable to the ooy as [ grows. However, the residuals of the EE and TE spectrum are
larger than the ocy in the [ 2 1300 multipoles for CPL and [ 2 850 for oscillating one,
which may be detected.
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FIG. 3: Marginalized 1o and 20 posterior distributions of {Hy, ns, fede, Wo, we} in AAS-EDE
model. The red lines are the results for the CPL parameterization and the blue ones are for the

oscillating parameterization. The shadow regions are the same as in Fig.2.

C. Discussion

We present the Hy—r} contours for the CPL and oscillating parametrizations, respectively,
with colored scatters as wq in Fig.5. We see that wy at 1o contour is closed to -1, which is
consistent with the cosmological constant. As expected, we have Hy ~ 73 and wy ~ —1 for
AdS-EDE model.

We list the x? of all datasets for different models in Table-III, respectively. We find
that all best-fit models are improved over the best-fit ACDM model by Ax? ~ —20. We
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FIG. 4: ACj/ocy  for  both parametrizations in AdS-EDE  model fitted to
Planck2018+BAO+Pantheon+H, datasets. The reference model is the ACDM model. The
left panel is that for the TT spectrum, the right one is for the EE and the bottom one is for the

TE spectrum.

see that both parameterizations reduce the x? of Axion EDE model markedly, but slightly
reduce that of the AdS-EDE model. This suggests that with the evolving w of current dark
energy, Axion model seems to be favored over the AdS model. However, here since the AdS
parameter ayg (relevant with the depth of AdS well) is fixed as 3.79x107*, releasing aqs
might gives better fit for the AdS-EDE model. It is also noted that although the x%,,5 in
Axion EDE model is reduced, its fit to BAO dataset is worsened seriously.

To test whether the smoothing effect of lensing to the CMB power spectrum is consistent
with that measured by the lensing reconstruction, the lensing potential is often scaled by a
consistency parameter Ay, theoretically A, = 1 [91]. It has been pointed out that Planck

data seems favor a closed universe [92], while flat universe suggests Ay, = 1.180 % 0.065
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FIG. 5: Hy — r} contours for the CPL and oscillating parametrizations with colored scatters by
wg. The red contour is that for Axion EDE model and the blue one is for AdS-EDE model. The

shadow region corresponds to 1 ¢ value of local Hy measurement.

Dataset ACDM|AdS+CPL AdS+OSC|Axi+CPL Axi+0OSC
Planck high-1 TT, TEEE|2347.5| 2346.52  2344.81 | 2338.89  2336.30
Planck low-1 EE 398.2 | 396.04 395.77 395.73 396.29
Planck low-1 TT 23.9 20.63 20.81 20.94 20.78
Planck lensing 9.1 10.07 10.81 10.33 9.36
BAO BOSS DR12 1.8 3.51 3.51 4.61 5.08
BAO smallz 2014 2.2 1.61 2.00 2.88 3.38
Pantheon 1026.9| 1028.24 102749 | 1027.12  1027.52
HST 15.4 0.21 0.29 0.89 0.95
Total 3825 | 3806.83  3805.50 | 3803.40 3799.67

TABLE III: x? of all datasets for different models.

(Planck TT,TE,EE+lowE) [6], which is called the lensing anomaly. The oscillating param-
eterization of dark energy might help to explain this problem.

We set A;, as a MCMC parameter, and show the posterior distribution of parameters set
{Ho, ns, wo, we, Ar} in Axion-like EDE model with the oscillating parametrization in Fig.6.

We see that the bestfit of Hj is consistent with that in sect-IIL.A, and A, = 1.042170930,

10



but with a slightly smaller €2,,, see Fig.7. Thus it is possible to seek for certain oscillating

parametrizations to alleviate the lensing anomaly.
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FIG. 6: Marginalized 1o and 20 posterior distributions of {Hy, ns, wg, we, Ar} in Axion-like
EDE model with the oscillating parametrization. It is obvious that Ay, is very closed to 1, which

alleviates the lensing anomaly.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

In the studies on pre-recombination EDE, the evolution of Universe after recombination
is usually regarded as ACDM-like, which corresponds to w = —1. However, in realistic
models, w might be evolving or oscillating. Here, we investigate the effects of different
parametrization of w in Axion-like EDE and AdS-EDE models, respectively.

We performed the MCMC analysis with recent cosmological data, and found that bestfit
w(z) is compatible with wy = —1,w, = 0 (the cosmological constant), and the evolution
of w is only marginally favored. Particularly, our study confirmed again that AdS-EDE
model (here the bestfit Hy ~ 72.7km/s/Mpc) is more efficient in solving the Hubble tension.
The parametrizations of w i.e.the evolution of current dark energy, in EDE models has
little effect on the bestfit values of Hy and n,, thus the shift of primordial scalar spectral
index scales still as dng ~ 0.4511%O [38], which suggests a scale-invariant Harrison-Zeldovich
spectrum (ng = 1) for Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc, see also Table-III.

We also show AC;/ocy for both parametrizations in CMB TT, EE and TE spectrum,
and found that compared with the results in Refs.[15, 20], the parameterization of w(z)
basically maintains the shape of spectrum, but slightly amplifies the residual oscillations
caused by EDE at small scale, which might be detectable. In addition, we also found that
the oscillating parametrization could alleviate the lensing anomaly. Thus it is interesting to

test other parametrizations of current dark energy in EDE cosmologies.
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Appendix A: MCMC results in AdS-EDE model without H; prior

We show the MCMC results of AdS-EDE model for the CPL parametrization, based on

Planck2018+BAO+Pantheon dataset without Hy prior.

Parameters AdS+CPL
100w, | 2.331(2.328)70:0194
Weam | 0.1345(0.1340) 990186

H, 72.44(72.36) 0794
In(10'04,) | 3.070(3.075) 9158
ns 0.9955(0.9935) F0-00462
Treio | 0.0537(0.0553) 1000838
fede | 0.1122(0.1059)*0-00446
In(1 + z) | 8.1943(8.2317) 10084
1006, |1.0411(1.0410)F9:990328
o 0.8584(0.8649)+0:0119
wo —0.969(—0.979)*0:0%
W, —0.173(—0.146)+0-198

TABLE IV: Mean values (best-fits) of parameters in AdS-EDE model for the CPL parameteriza-
tions, fitted to Planck2018+BAO+Pantheon dataset.
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