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Dynamical dark energy in the light of DESI 2024 data
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The recent result from the DESI (Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument) data release 1
(DR1) combined with the cosmic microwave background and supernova data shows a pref-
erence for the dynamical dark energy over the cosmological constant[l]. For this analysis,
the Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL) parameterization of the dark energy equation of state
has been used. Though CPL parametrization is the most popular parametrization of dark
energy equation of state (EoS) recent studies have questioned its choice of prior and degen-
eracy. In this work, we propose a new parametrization of the dark energy equation of state
motivated by its ability to cross the phantom barrier crossing. At a high redshift limit, this
parametrization takes the form of CPL parametrization. We have used the Bayesian model
selection criteria in which this parametrisation shows a moderate positive preference over
the ACDM model. Contrary to the DESI2024 results our model suggests the current value of
the dark energy equation of state to be phantom today with two phantom barrier crossings
one at z ~ 0.4 from deep phantom to quintessence which matches with the finding from
the DESI2024 result and another phantom barrier crossing very recently at z ~ 0.1 from
quintessence to phantom. The proposed model also weakens the Hubble tension significantly

to & 20 while comparing with the result from [2] and to & 1.40 while comparing with [3].

I. INTRODUCTION

A wide variety of cosmological observations [4-8]
has indicated that currently our universe is undergo-
ing a mysterious accelerated expansion phase. Any
known form of matter can not explain this accel-
erated expansion. Though current observations are
consistent with the Cosmological constant [9] as the
candidate behind this accelerated expansion, over
the years it has faced major theoretical challenges
like the cosmological constant problem, coincidence
problem, and a growing number of challenges from
the observational side.

Recently, as our precision in the measurement of
the cosmological parameters has improved signifi-
cantly estimation of different cosmological param-
eters from different cosmological observations shows
discrepancy between their estimation. The most sig-
nificant one is the Hubble tension. A statistically
significant discrepancy of the order of ~ 5.3¢[10] has
been reported from the early universe measurements
and late time distance ladder measurement of the
current value of the Hubble parameter (Hp). The
early universe measurements like CMB from Planck
collaboration [11], BAO [12-16], and BBN [17] data
estimated the current value of the Hubble constant
to be Hy ~ (67.0 — 68.5) km/s/Mpc by considering
the cosmological constant (A) as the candidate for
the dark energy. The measurement of the Hp us-
ing the distance ladder measurements like [18] and
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HOLiCOW [19] collaborations reported the value of
it to be Hy = (74.03 £ 1.42) km/s/Mpc.

Consideration of dark energy to be dynamical
is one of the ways to alleviate the problems faced
by cosmological constant [20, 21]. The simplest
dynamical dark energy model is the fluid descrip-
tion of the dark energy in which the dark energy
equation of state is parameterized phenomenologi-
cally and the most popular parametrization of the
dark energy EOS is the CPL parametrization or
wowy,CDM model in which the EOS is parameter-
ized as w(a) = wo + wae(1 — 5-). The recent DESI
2024 Data Release 1 (DR1) [1] has constrained the
CPL model and found the preference of more than
20 for the dynamical dark energy over the ACDM.
A piece of similar evidence for the CPL model has
been reported by the studies [22, 23]. On the other
hand [24] reported that the best model to fit the data
is not CPL while comparing a wide number of dy-
namical dark energy models. In [25, 26] the authors
have shown concern about the choice of prior and
degeneracy which may affect the result reported in
[1]. DESI 2024 data has been also used to constrain
other cosmological models[27-34] showing preference
for the dynamical dark energy.

In this study, we propose a new parametrization
of the dark energy equation of state which is inspired
by the dynamics of the quintom scalar field model
[35] in which the dark energy sector has a contri-
bution from a quintessence and a phantom scalar
field. One of the interesting properties of this pro-
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posed parametrization is at the high redshift, this
EOS takes the form of the CPL parametrization. We
used the Patheon Plus data with SHOES prior, and
DESI BAO 2024 data together with a compressed
Planck likelihood to constrain this model. We have
compared our result with the ACDM model and used
the Bayesian model selection criteria to find out the
preference for the model. We have also reported the
status of the Hubble tension in this model.

The current work is presented in the following
way: In Section II, we provide an overview of the
mathematical formulation and discuss about the
proposed model. Section III discusses the obser-
vational data used in this work together with the
constraints obtained on the cosmological parameters
and the model comparison. Finally, we conclude our
results and findings in Section IV.

II. MATHEMATICAL SETUP AND THE
MODEL

In a spatially flat homogeneous and isotropic uni-
verse filled with the barotropic fluids the Friedmann
equations can be written as,

H?(2)
Hj

= Qo1+ 2)> + Qpo(1 + 2)* Q)

+ (1 = Qmo — o) foE(2),

where Q,,0 and €, are the current matter
and radiation density respectively and fpgr(z) =
ppE(%)/ppE,o is normalized dark energy density
given by the following expression,

PDE(2)
PDE,0

foe(2) =
(2)

While considering any candidate for dark energy
the expansion of the universe is affected by the evo-
lution of this normalized dark energy density fpg(z).
A popular and simple way of investigating the dy-
namics of dark energy is to consider a parametriza-
tion of the dark energy equation of state.

Here we propose a new parametrization of the
dark energy equation of state in the following form,

The reason behind introducing the trigonometric
and hyperbolic function in the equation of state is
inspired by the equation of state of the scalar field
dark energy models. In [36-38] it has been shown
the equation of state of a quintessence field can
be written as a cosine function whereas in [39] it
has been shown the equation of state of a phan-
tom scalar field can be written as the function of the
cosh and for the quintom model it to be a function
of the both cosine and cosh [35]. From the above
motivation we propose the current parametrization
of the EoS of the dark energy in which there are
two dedicated parts one corresponds to quintessence
and the other to the phantom nature of the EoS.
For the sake of generality, we have introduced an-
other parameter w.. In case wp = 0 and w., = 0
this equation can show quintessence like behaviour

“) < 1. On the other hand, it

since —1 < Cos (%

can show phantom-like behaviour when w, = 0 and
w, = 0 since Cosh (%) > 1. Existance of both

these terms in EoS expected to give rise to quintom-
like behaviour with a possibility of phantom barrier
crossing.

Another interesting nature of this proposed EoS
is at % << 1 this parametrization reduces to CPL
parametrization as follows,

- - a
w(a) = wo + we(l = —),
ap

(4)

where Wy = (wg—wp—w,) and W, = wp—w,. Due
to this reason, we can expect more reacher behaviour
of the dark energy at the late time than the CPL
model.

We have implemented this proposed parametriza-
tion to publicly available CLASS Boltzmann
code[40, 41] to numerically understand its behaviour

“and to constrain the model parameters against dif-

ferent cosmological observations we have used the
cosmological MCMC code MontePython [42].

III. OBSERVATIONAL DATA
To constraint the cosmological parameters we
have used the following data sets;

1. Pantheon Plus SHOES

Type Ia supernovae are widely used as standard
candles because of their relatively uniform absolute
luminosity[4, 43]. In this analysis have used the Pan-
theon Plus SHOES compilation sample of SN-Ia data



based on [44] and [2]. This data set calibrates the
SN1la magnitude using additional cepheid distances
as a calibrator.

2. DESI BAO

In the density of visible baryonic matter recurring
and periodic fluctuations occur which are known as
Baryon acoustic oscillations. These oscillations serve
as crucial standard rulers for accurately measuring
distances in the field of cosmology. In this work, we
have considered the Dark Energy Spectroscopic In-
strument (DESI) 2024 BAO observations data from
[1]. This survey encompasses a redshift range of
z € [0.1,4.2] and dividing it into seven redshift bins.
Similar to the approach in [45] we have consider only
two types of DESI-BAO data ratios,

1

dp(2) _ cry

T4 H(z) 5
av(z) [ erdd() |

Td H(z)(1+ z)?

Here the luminosity distance is represented by
dr(z). This data contains five different samples,
the Bright Galaxy Sample(BGS), Luminous Red
Galaxy samples (LRG), Emission Line Galaxy sam-
ple (ELG), Quasar Sample (QSO), and the Lyman-«
Forest Sample (Ly«). The effective redshift and the
corresponding dg/rq and dy /ry ratios from [1] are
given in the TABLE.I.

Samples Zeff dg /ra dy [rq
BGS 0.30 - 7.93 £0.15
LRG 0.51]20.98 - 0.61 -

LRG 0.71]20.08 & 0.60 -
LRG+ELG|0.93]17.88 £ 0.35 -

ELG 1.32]13.82 +0.42 -

QSO 1.49 - 26.07 £+ 0.67
Lya QSO |2.33| 8.52+0.17 -

TABLE I: DESI-BAO samples with effective
redshift and corresponding dg/rq and dy /rq ratios.

3. Compressed Planck likelihood

In this analysis, we have utilized the Planck com-
pressed likelihood following the approach in [46].
This compressed likelihood is useful to obtain the
same constraining accuracy as full Planck while hav-
ing limited computational resources and it is used to

estimate the baryon physical density w, = Qyh? and
the two shift parameters,

0. =75 (2dec ) /Da (Zdec ) »

where, decoupling redshift is zge., and D4 is the
comoving angular diameter distance. We chose the
mean values of the above parameters to be 100w, =
2.237,1000;, = 1.0411, and R = 1.74998, and the
correlation matrix ¥ [46] to be

R = QMI_ISDA (Zdec )7

1.00 0.34 0.63
0.34 1.00 0.46
0.63 0.46 1.00

Y=

For more details about this likelihood, we refer to
the Appendix. A of [46].

A. Observational Constraints

We have considered flat priors on the cosmologi-
cal parameters, 100 wy : [0, 4.6], wegm : [0.095,0.145].
For the model parameters, we have considered the
prior to be w, : [—5,15],wy : [—5, 5] and w, : [0, 10].
The positive prior on the w, is preferred by keeping
in mind the performance and stability of the CLASS
code. The mean value and the corresponding 68%CL
constraint obtained on the cosmological parameters
from our analysis are given in Table.Il. The result is
shown for the combined data sets of SN-Ia Pantheon
Plus compilation[47], BAO DESI2024 [1], together
with the compressed Planck likelihood[46]. For com-
parison, the constraint on the ACDM model, the
Chevallier-Polarski-Linder model denoted as CPL
and the proposed model as wCDM are given to-
gether.

The 2D and 1D triangular plots of the cosmologi-
cal parameters 100wy, Wegm, Ho, QpE, 2 are shown
in FIG.1. The posteriors for the the AC' DM (in blue)
and CPL (in green) model for the same set of data
has been shown for comparison. It can be seen the
proposed model suggests a higher value of Hy and
Qpg compared to the ACDM (in blue) and CPL
(in green) models. To quantify the status of Hub-
ble tension in the proposed model we have used the
estimator proposed in[48],

where Ty denotes the estimation of the amount
of tension, Hy and H(lf’c is the mean value of the Hub-
ble parameter obtained from the current analysis



and local universe observations respectively, whereas
the o2 represents the corresponding variance of the
posteriors.

By comparing our results with the result obtain
in [2] (Ho = 73.04+1.04 km s~ 'Mpc™!), from the
Hubble Space Telescope and the SHOES data, the
status of the tension to be Ty =~ 2.010. On the
other hand while comparing it with the reported
value of (Hy = 73.224 2.06 km s~ 'Mpc ') from the
standardized TRGB and Type Ia supernova data
sets in [3], it reduces to Tyo ~ 1l.40. If we con-
sider the classification of tension from Table IV in
[48] for both the comparisons the tension is weak.

Figure 2 shows the contour plot of posterior dis-
tributions of the model parameters wg, wy, w. and
the current value of the dark energy EOS wpg. The
current value of the EOS is wpp = —1.1137)37
which is phantom in nature. To understand the evo-
lution of the EOS of the dark energy in FIG.3 we
have plotted the wppr against the redshift z for the
mean value of the parameters w,, wy and w, reported
in TABLEL.IL It can be seen though the current value
of the EOS is in the phantom region but in the recent
past, it has two phantom barrier crossing. Around
z ~ 0.4 from phantom to quintessence and around
z =~ 0.1 quintessence to phantom. The first phe-
nomenon of the first barrier crossing matches with
the findings in [1, 49].

In FIG.5 the evolution of the energy densities for
the current model has been shown together with the
ACDM model. The evolution of the H(z)/1+ z is
shown in the FIG.4 together with the observational
data points obtained from the ShOES survey [50] and
Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) surveys [51-54].
It can be seen from both plots the cosmological pa-
rameters show expected behaviour for the proposed
model.

The temperature anisotropies and the matter
power spectrum (MPS) for the wC DM model con-
sidered here are shown in Fig 6 and Fig 7 correspond-
ingly. To make comparison with observed data, the
values from different observations have been plotted
together with the ACDM case for reference. In the
Fig 6 for temperature anisotropies (TT) the binned
TT power spectrum data from Planck 18 [55] has
been shown. For the MPS in FIG.7 following are the
data sets which have been used: Planck2018 CMB
data [55], SDSS galaxy clustering [56], SDSS Ly«
forest [57] and DES cosmic shear data [58] (for de-
tails on full data collection, please see [59]).

At the bottom pan of Fig 6 and Fig
7 we have shown the relative differences in
AD; = (D;— DPPM) /DACDM and AP(k) =

(P(k) — P(k)ACPM) /P(k)ACPM o compare with
the ACDM model. For both cases of D;, the pro-
posed model shows a small deviation from ACDM
at higher multipoles and for P(k) it can be seen
at the higher scale. The PPF (Parameterized Post-
Friedmann) approximation[60] has been used to cal-
culate the D; and P(k). PPF approximation is useful
for the perturbations to cross the phantom divider
smoothly. This approximation has already been im-
plemented in the CLASS code by default. Both the
plots Fig 6 and Fig 7 suggest the consistency of the
proposed model not only at the background level but
also at the perturbation level.

B. Comparison with ACDM

We use the concept of the Bayes factor to be
certain about the preference of this model over
the ACDM model. Bayes factor is calculated as
InBya = InZw — In ZA, where Z represents the
Bayesian evidence and the suffixes w and A repre-
sent the current wC DM and ACDM models, respec-
tively.

In general, Jeffrey’s scale is used to find the pref-
erence of one model over another model. According
to this scale, a negative preference will be considered
if [In Bya| < 1, on the other hand positive, mod-
erate, and strong preferences will be considered if
[In Bra| > 1, |In Bra| > 2.5, and |In Bra| > 5.0, re-
spectively [61]. We have used publicly available code
MCEVIDENCE [62] to directly calculate the Bayes
factor from the MCMC chains. From Table.Il it can
be seen the evidence for our model is 2.89 indicating
moderate evidence for the current model over the

ACDM model.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Recent DESI2024 data [1] has shown indication
for dark energy to be dynamical and a phantom bar-
rier crossing from phantom to quintessence by con-
sidering the CPL parametrization of the EOS of the
dark energy. In this work, we have proposed a new
parametrization of the EOS of the dark energy in-
spired by the EOS of the quintom scalar field model.
Interestingly, this proposed parametrization reduces
to the form of the CPL parametrization at the high
redshift. It consists of trigonometric cosine and hy-
perbolic cosine as they can represent dedicatedly the
EOS of the quintessence and phantom scalar field re-
spectively.
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FIG. 1: A triangular plot illustrates the constraints on cosmological parameters for the proposed model
wCDM (in red), with the ACDM model (in blue) and CPL model (in green) for comparison.
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TABLE II: The constraint (68%CL) obtained on
cosmological parameters from the combining data
sets of Pantheon supernova survey [47], DESI2024
data[l] together with the compressed Planck
likelihood.
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FIG. 2: A triangular posterior plot showing the
constraint obtained on the model parameters
Wq, wp, W and the dark energy EOS (wpg).

We have used the currently released BAO data
from [1], Pantheon plus supernova data and a com-
pressed Planck likelihood to constrain the cosmo-
logical parameters. Our finding suggests the cur-
rent EOS of the dark energy to be phantom whereas
DESI2024[1] data indicates it to be quintessence.
Though our findings differ in this case from the
DESI2024 analysis we also obtain a phantom barrier

FIG. 3: Evolution of the dark energy EOS with
respect to the redshift z in yellow dashed line for

the mean value of the model parameters w,, wp, We
listed in the TABLE:II.
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FIG. 4: A plot of H(z)/(1 + 2) vs z for the current
model in yellow, using the mean value of the model
parameters wg, Wy, W, is shown. The evolution of
H(z)/(1+ z) for ACDM model (in blue) is also
presented along with observational values from the
ShOES survey [50] and Baryon Acoustic Oscillation
(BAO) surveys [51-54] for comparison.

crossing at the z ~ 0.4 from phantom to quintessence
which is in agreement with the finding from the DESI
result [49]. Apart from this phantom barrier crossing
another crossing is indicated from our model which
happened very recently at z ~ 0.1 from quintessence
to phantom and currently, it is in the phantom do-
main. For this model, we have also obtained the
current value of the Hubble parameter to be higher
than both the CPL and ACDM model. The status
of the Hubble tension weakens significantly for the
proposed model.
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FIG. 6: Plot of the CMB anisotropies for the
wC DM model (in yellow) using the mean value of
the model parameters w,, wy, w. together with the
ACDM model (in blue). The bottom panel shows

the relative difference between the models
AD; = (D — DACPM) / DACDM,

To find the behaviour of the linear perturbation
we have plotted the temperature anisotropies and
the matter power spectrum (MPS) and compared
them with the ACDM counterpart. A slight de-
viation from the ACDM model has been found at
the high multipoles and high scales indicating the
consistency of the model even at the perturbation
level. We have also calculated the Bayes factor to
find the preference of this model on the ACDM and
a moderate preference for this model compared to
the ACDM has been obtained. This suggests the
very late time evolution of dark energy may be richer
than the one described by the simple CPL model.
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FIG. 7: The Plot of the matter power spectrum for
the wC' DM model (in yellow) using the mean value
of the model parameters wg, wy, w. together with
the ACDM model (in blue). The bottom panel
shows the relative difference between the models
AP(k) = (P(k) — P(k)ACDM) ) p(k)ACDM,
Observations data points have been also shown for
comparison.
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