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In this work, I investigate the impact of Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) Baryonic
Acoustic Oscillations (BAO) data on cosmological parameters, focusing on the inflationary spectral
index ns, the amplitude of scalar perturbations A, and the matter density parameter w,,. By
examining different models of late-time new physics, the inflationary parameters were revealed
to be stable when compared with the baseline dataset that used the earlier BAO data from the
SDSS collaboration. When combined with Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and type Ia
supernovae (SNela), DESI BAO data leads to a slight reduction in ws, (less than 2%) and modest
changes in A; and ns, if compared with the same combination but using SDSS BAO data instead,
suggesting a subtle shift in matter clustering. These effects may be attributed to a higher expansion
rate from dynamical dark energy, changes in the recombination period, or modifications to the
matter-radiation equality time. Further analyses of models with dynamical dark energy and free
curvature show a consistent trend of reduced wy,, accompanied by slight increases in both n, and
Hy. The results emphasize the importance of the DESI BAO data in refining cosmological parameter
estimates and highlight the stability of inflationary parameters across different late-time cosmological

models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ACDM model is the most successful in describing
the cosmological and astrophysical observations on differ-
ent redshifts and scales, including observations of the cos-
mic microwave background, clustering of galaxies, type
Ta supernovae, and Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN) [1-
10]. In this context, A stands for an exotic component
of dark energy (DE), represented by a cosmological con-
stant, driving the current accelerated expansion and re-
sponsible for ~ 70% of the energy content of the Universe,
CDM stands for Cold Dark Matter, accounting for other
~ 25% of the energy content, and the ordinary matter
and radiation account for the energy budget’s last ~ 5%.
However, we still have no conclusive knowledge about the
nature of the dark sector, which remains one of the most
profound mysteries in cosmology.

To pose ACDM as the concordance cosmological
model, we need an extra ingredient, cosmic inflation, a
period of rapid, exponential expansion in the universe’s
first moments. Inflation was initially postulated to ad-
dress inconsistencies in the standard Big Bang model, in-
cluding the large-scale uniformity of the universe and the
origins of its current structure. It predicts distinct im-
prints on the CMB, the large-scale distribution of galax-
ies, and other cosmological observables. The origin for
these features emerges due to primordial quantum fluctu-
ations inducing curvature perturbations R, which relates
to fluctuations in the matter density field . The result
is a nearly scale-invariant power spectrum [11-16], that
in the concordance model is typically parametrized as a
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power-law P(k) = A (k/k,)" !, where A, is its ampli-
tude, k is the wave-number of a perturbation, and ng is
the scalar spectral index.

Inflation also predicts primordial gravitational waves,
originating from the tensor perturbations, which are
characterized through the tensor-to-scalar ratio param-
eter r. The parameters ng and r encode fundamen-
tal information about the inflationary dynamics and are
crucial for distinguishing between competing inflation-
ary models. Indeed, we can find hundreds of models
to describe inflation in the literature [17]. The simplest
models include a single scalar field with minimal kinetic
terms, slowly rolling down its potential. The Friedmann-
Lemaitre and Klein-Gordon equations dictate the dy-
namic and is well described via the slow-roll parameters
in terms of the derivatives of the potential. In this way, it
is possible to relate the parameters ng and r with the field
dynamics and study the model’s viability confronting the
theoretical predictions with observational data (see [17]
which applied this methodology for an extensive list of
models).

Over the past few decades, we have seen remarkable
advancements in observational technology, including a
significant accumulation of data from various ongoing
and upcoming surveys. Notably, Stage IV surveys, such
as the DESI and Euclid, along with several upcoming
CMB Stage IV missions, are expected to greatly enhance
our understanding of the universe. Indeed, the recent
DESI Year 1 BAO results brought intriguing hints of a
dynamic, time-evolving Dark Energy component [18]. By
capturing the spectra of millions of galaxies, DESI also
promises to refine the constraints on a range of cosmolog-
ical parameters, such as the matter density in the uni-
verse, spatial curvature, neutrino mass, and the ampli-
tude of primordial fluctuations. The results from DESI
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BAO data are particularly important because allow us
to investigate the matter content information present in
galaxy clustering, which brings imprinted in itself a pre-
ferred scale, the sound horizon at the baryon drag epoch,
rq, determined by physics around recombination and be-
fore. Further, since this feature is stretched due to the
universe’s expansion, measurements of the BAO scale
can indirectly provide information about the inflation-
ary epoch and directly about the late-time universe. As
will be better explained later, uncalibrated BAO mea-
surements can constrain ,,, which is correlated with
the inflationary parameters.

Another interesting point about the results from Stage
IV surveys consists in bringing some insights about im-
portant inconsistencies that have been suggested within
the ACDM model. Undoubtedly, the most prominent of
these tensions is the Hubble tension, accompanied by a
milder tension in Sg (for recent reviews, see [19, 20]).
These discrepancies may indicate potential shortcomings
in the concordance ACDM cosmological model [21] and
possibly the necessity for new physics. Two main av-
enues have been taken to address the H, tension: either
modifications before recombination or in the late-time
universe. The first one usually tries to reduce the sound
horizon at recombination in the way that Hy increases.
The second route of including new physics in the late
Universe, for example, through models of dynamic dark
energy, is now well known to be less effective once the
fits to BAO and SNela are worsened due to 74 not being
altered [22-30]. The interested reader could check [31] to
find an excellent discussion on the promising scenario of
addressing the Hubble tension by combining early- and
late-time new physics.

At this stage, one could think that having early- and
late-time new physics acting on different epochs would
not affect each other. However, as noticed above, alter-
ing the physics before recombination to produce a smaller
rq will modify today’s expansion rate, bringing different
probes to agreement when talking about the Hy value.
What about the other way around? Could the indica-
tions of new physics in the late universe obtained by
DESI BAO data indirectly impact the inference of pa-
rameters related to the primordial universe, such as the
inflationary parameters? To address this question, in this
study, I integrate the latest DESI BAO measurements
with CMB and Type Ia Supernovae data to revisit key
cosmological constraints, particularly regarding the in-
flationary parameters ng and r. Additionally, T explore
the impact of these new measurements on various models
that modify the ACDM model at late-times.

The structure of this paper is as follows: in Sec.(II)
I discuss the main role of BAO along the universe’s ex-
pansion history and the primary effects on the tempera-
ture power spectrum due to additional correlations aris-
ing from changes in r4 and Hp. In Sec.(III), I present the
datasets and the methodology to perform the analyses.
In Sec.(IV) I discuss the main results and in Sec.(V), the
main conclusions of this work.

II. THE ROLE OF BAO TO UNDERSTAND
THE UNIVERSE’S EXPANSION HISTORY

The Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations serve as a “stan-
dard ruler” since it is encoded in the clustering of matter
through a preferred scale, the sound horizon at the drag
epoch of the early universe! [18]:

oo

rq p; z, (1)

which is driven by physics around recombination and ear-
lier. Thus, BAO allows precise measurements of the uni-
verse’s expansion history and provides a powerful method
for constraining cosmological parameters. In the ACDM
model, the expansion rate H(z) is given in terms of the
Hubble constant and the density parameters’ evolution
as

H(z) = Hov/Qn(1+2)3 + Q.1+ 2)* + Qa,  (2)

where Q,,,, ., and Q5 are the energy densities relative
to critical in matter, radiation, and the cosmological con-
stant, respectively. Along the universe’s expansion, the
BAO feature appears as a comoving galaxy separation of
rq ~ 150Mpc. Notice, however, that for a given galaxy
distribution at a given redshift z with a preferred angular
separation Af, when measuring the comoving distance
to that redshift, it is equivalent to measuring a distance
Dy (z) = rq/A0 for pairs of galaxies perpendicular to
the observer’s line-of-sight. If, instead, the separation
vector is aligned with the line-of-sight, we observe a pre-
ferred redshift separation Az, such that measuring the
comoving distance interval gives us the Hubble parame-
ter at that redshift through Dy = ¢/H(2) = rq/Az. A
particular case happens when we have an angle-averaged
distance along, and perpendicular to, the line of sight to
the observer, given by Dy = (2D (2)?>Dp(2))'/3. In all
of these cases, BAO alone puts constraints on Dys(z)/rq,
Dy (z)/rq, and Dy (z)/rq. Therefore, unless one cali-
brates ry through a recombination model, one can only
get constraints for the matter density 2, and the combi-
nation parameter rq4Hy when using BAO measurements.

The direct correlation of BAO with the matter den-
sity distribution is remarkable. Looking further, we can
observe its interplay with other cosmological parame-
ters when observing this feature in the galaxy correlation
function as well as wiggles on the matter power spectrum.
The latter is related to the autocorrelation function of the
density contrast, § = (p(x) — p)/p, in the Fourier space
as

P(k) = |6%(k)!. 3)

1 The distance that sound waves could travel between the reheat-
ing and the time when the baryons decoupled from photons.



In general, the form of the spectrum will depend on how
the amplitude of a fluctuation of fixed comoving wave-
number k (or wavelength \) grows with time, which in
turn depends on which constituent is dominant along the
universe’s expansion?.

In the ACDM context, the matter density fluctuations
are related to the primordial quantum perturbations de-
scribed by the inflationary scenario, which, as discussed
earlier, can be well approximated by the power law:

Pk = A, (,f) | (1)

Therefore, the BAO feature can put indirect constraints
on inflationary physics by relating the restrictions on
Q,, with its correlation to n, and As. Indeed, interest-
ing studies addressing the Hubble tension, for example,
have found important correlations between the param-
eters of the ACDM model, especially when incorporat-
ing BAO measurements [32-35]. Previous BAO measure-
ments from the Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey
(BOSS) [36] and the extended BOSS (eBOSS) collab-
oration [7], along with other observational data, have
been extensively used to constraint the standard six-
parameters of the ACDM, i.e. the cold dark matter den-
sity we = Q.h?, 3 the physical baryon density wy, = Quh2,
the acoustic angular scale 6, the amplitude of the primor-
dial scalar power spectrum Ay and its spectral index ng,
and the re-ionization optical depth 7, and also beyond
ACDM models, given its complementary information to
that from type la supernovae and CMB observations.
The advent of DESI as the first Stage IV survey in op-
eration opens the possibility of improving the cosmolog-
ical constraints by increasing the sample size by a factor
of 10 if compared with previous BOSS and eBOSS [18].
This is particularly important because it will allow for
tight constraints on matter density, the equation of state
of dark energy, spatial curvature, and the amplitude of
primordial fluctuations. The release of the first year of
DESI BAO data suggests deviations from the ACDM
model through dynamical dark energy, which led to the
development of various works studying the implications
of these results, ranging from studies approaching the
Hubble tension [37-40] (mainly due to previous stud-
ies hinted phantom models as a possible way to solve
it [41, 42]), the nature of dark energy (including studies
of quintessential models [43-45] and interacting DE mod-
els [46, 47]), neutrino’s masses [48, 49], modified grav-
ity [50], etc. Some of these studies corroborated the pre-
vious correlations between the cosmological parameters
when addressing the Hubble tension. In this section, I
summarize the main synergies between those cosmologi-

2 The growth of each constituent is well described by relativistic
perturbation theory.

3 We are using the reduced Hubble constant h defined as h =
Hy /(100 km/s/Mpc).

cal parameters and discuss how they open up new pos-
sibilities for refining our understanding of the universe’s
expansion history and the fundamental parameters that
govern it.

The reason behind the correlation between the sound
horizon at recombination, r,, and the Hubble constant is
because the first when associated with the distance from
us up to the recombination epoch, D(z), establishes an
angular size, 0, = r,/D(z,), such that to keep this angle
fixed when diminishing r,, one needs to increase Hy. The
size of the angular scale 6, is well determined through
CMB observations, using the location of the acoustic
peaks and their spacing, and also through BAO using
the two-point correlation function in the distribution of
galaxies. Therefore, it is clear that the predictions of
including new physics before recombination would alter
the expansion history at late times and, thereby, could
be tested using CMB, BAO, and SNe Ia datasets.

The interplay of additional correlations arising from
changes in r4 and Hj is depicted in Fig.(1), where I high-
light the primary effects on the temperature power spec-
trum. Notably, modifications to Hy (shown in the bot-
tom panel on the right) result in shifts in the positions
of the peaks as well as changes in the slope at low mul-
tipoles. Under the slow-roll approximation, the power
spectrum is connected to the Hubble parameter during
inflation (P(k) anf/e). Therefore, an increase in Hy
leads to a corresponding rise in the spectral index ng,
which necessitates an adjustment in A, to restore the
“correct” amplitude (shown in the bottom left panel).
This adjustment can also be achieved by decreasing the
matter density parameter. As demonstrated in the top
right panel, a reduction in cold dark matter increases the
power spectrum’s amplitude, similar to the effect of in-
creasing A;. Consequently, modifications to the physics
surrounding recombination, as tested through BAO ob-
servations, may yield valuable insights into the inflation-
ary phase by influencing the parameters A; and ns. The
underlying mechanism is associated with the reduction of
the sound horizon, which causes perturbations to enter
the horizon later, resulting in a suppression of power at
larger scales (low multipoles).

In the subsequent sections, I will comprehensively ex-
amine the valuable insights afforded by DESI BAO data
regarding the early universe.

III. DATA AND METHODOLOGY

As previously discussed, I will use the DESI BAO year
1 release dataset to investigate potential effects associ-
ated with the primordial universe. In conjunction with
the BAO data, I will also integrate external datasets to
enrich our investigation. The datasets are described be-
low:

e Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations - SDSS: The
earlier BAO dataset composed by the 6dFGS [51],
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FIG. 1. Effects of changing the parameters ns, wch?, As, and Hy on the CMB temperature fluctuations power spectrum. In
each panel, I fixed all the cosmological parameters (including Hp) and varied only the one indicated on the legend. Note how
they are connected. To recover the same amplitude on the first peak after increasing ns, it is necessary to decrease w.h? or
change A,. However, changing w.h? could produce a shift on the second peak position, which could be recovered by changing
Ho.

SDSS-MGS [52], and the eBOSS-DR16 [7] measure- utilizes the NPIPE code [57]. For the high-¢ mul-
ments. tipoles, I apply the hillipop likelihood [58], while

e Baryonic Acoustic Oscillations - DESI: The tk;?;g;gﬁ%i [51—2}6 S:;(‘l]ie; atshzhlivzfl—lzel’}l’ll?oivgzrr ISO‘Zf
full DESI BAO sample, including clustering of p . negarding P P

. . trum, I utilize the publicly available commander
ga.lames of the brlght galaxy Survey .(BGS)’ l.u_ likelihood [60]. Forpthe CyMB lensing, I use the
minous red galaxies (LRG), emission line galames Planck PRA4 likelihood derived from the tempera-
(ELG).’ Juasars and Lyman—a forest, which pro- ture 4-point function [61] and the ACT DRE lensing
vides information on Dy /r4, Dyr/ra, and Dy /ra,

. . power spectrum likelihood [62]. Lastly, the latest
in the redshift range of 0.1 <z < 4.2 [18]. BICEP /Keck likelihood on the BB power spectrum

e Type Ia Supernovae: Distance moduli mea- is also incorporated [63].

surements in th.e range 0.001 < z < 2.26 of Further, I combined CMB and SNela from the Pan-
1550 spectroscopically-confirmed SNela from Pan- ’ . .
theon+ compilation [53, 54] (hereafter denoted as the.on'—k sample as the baseline dataset. To examine the
PP); 2087 SNela in the range 0.010 < 2 < 2.26 main .1mpact of BAQ me.asurements' on the constraints, I
fron; Union3 compilation [55]; and 1829 SNe Ta in combined the baseline with the earlier BAO sample com-
the range 0.025 < z < 1.3 fro,m Dark Energy Sur- posed of the measurements taken by SDSS and eBOSS
vey Year 5 data release [56] (from now on denoted collaborat.ions, denoted as baseline—f—SDSS, and a sec-
as DESYS5) ond combination replacing this BAO data with the DESI
’ BAO dataset, denoted as baseline+DESI. There will be
e Cosmic Microwave Background: I consider the cases where 1 also replace the SNela from Pantheon+
most recent release of Planck maps (PR4) which  with Union3 or DESY5 samples.



Considering the suggestive indication of deviations
from the standard model with an evolving dark energy
component found by DESI collaboration, I decided to
work with different scenarios of evolving dark energy
models attempting to catch the same feature and also to
understand if late-time new physics implies in any modi-
fication for the predictions of the inflationary parameters.
In addition to evolving dark energy models, I also con-
sider the ACDM model with free spatial curvature* and
the flat ACDM as the reference model.

A straightforward model of evolving dark energy
is the recognized Chevallier-Polarski-Linder (CPL)
parametrization w(z) = wo +wqez/(1 + z) [83, 84], which
reduces to the ACDM for wg = —1 and w, = 0. This
model is the simplest extension for a dark energy com-
ponent changing with time, and distinguishing it from a
cosmological constant is a key point to understanding the
nature of dark energy. I also consider a particular case
of this parametrization where holds the limit w(z) > —1,
which avoids the phantom scenarios [85]. T denote these
two CPL cases as wow,CDM and wzlg-1, respectively.
Lastly, I consider the interesting scenario of a sign switch-
ing cosmological constant, A, recently studied in [86-88]
as an attempt to alleviate the Hubble tension, and which
is based on a transition from an anti-de Sitter vacuum to
a de Sitter vacuum at a certain redshift z;.

The priors considered for the standard six cosmolog-
ical parameters and the additional model parameters
are displayed in Tab. (I). The theoretical predictions
for the background expansion and for the CMB power
spectra were derived using the CAMB code [89]. To sam-
ple the parameter space, I use the Monte Carlo Markov
Chain (MCMC) method as implemented in the Cobaya
package [90]. The final chains are considered to be
converged when achieving the Gelman-Rubin parameter
R —1<0.02 [91]. To process the chains and analyze the
results I used the GetDist package [92].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The main results of our analyses are shown in Table
(IT), and Figs. (2) and (3). In Table (II), T highlight
the main parameters of interest: the ones presenting the
strongest correlation with the inflationary parameter, ng,
and the ones characterizing the extended models. Upon
preliminary analysis, it is clear that the inferred parame-
ters across the various models examined are consistent
with the flat ACDM model using the baseline+DESI
dataset, remaining within a lo confidence level (CL).

Notably, the BAO data from DESI moderately im-
pacts the matter density parameter, which undergoes a

4 1 choose this model based on the possible preference for a spa-
tially closed Universe from Planck data [64], see also Refs. [65—-82]
for recent discussions.

type parameters  default prior
standard wp —  [0.005,0.1]
We — ]0.001,0.99]
1006 — [0.5,10]
T ~ [0.01,0.8]
In(10'°A,) - [1.61,3.91]
n, —  [08,1.2]
tensor perturbations r — [0, 3]
background Ho [Km/s/Mpc] — [20, 100]
adding free-curvature Qk 0 [—0.3,0.3]
sign switching A 2zt - [1,3]
wow, CDM wo -1 [—3,1]
W 0 [—3,2]
wzlg-1 wo -1 [—1,1]
Wa 0 [~1,2]

TABLE I. Uniform priors for the parameters sampled with
the MCMC analyses. The first eight lines show the param-
eters common to all models. Next, one can see the parame-
ters representing the main features of the extended models:
curvature, the redshift of the moment when the cosmological
constant changes sign, and the parameters characterizing the
parametrization for dynamical dark energy.

marginal reduction of no more than 2% (0.750). In Fig-
ure (2), I present the posterior distributions for three
critical parameters: the amplitude of scalar perturba-
tions (A,), the spectral index (n;), and the physical mat-
ter density parameter (w,,). The effects observed on the
parameters Ag and ng are relatively subdued, with only
slight shifts in their central values—each exhibiting an in-
crement of less than 1% (0.40). This observation can be
further elucidated by examining the discussions in Sec-
tion (II), which illuminate an anti-correlation between
A, and n, with the matter density parameter.

To further understand these dynamics, it is valuable to
interpret the implications of the DESI BAO data, which
indicates a slight decrease in the clustering of matter.
This observational trend may arise from various factors,
such as late-time effects linked to a higher expansion rate
stemming from dynamical dark energy or a recalibration
of the early Integrated Sachs-Wolfe (eISW) amplitude to
agree with the CMB data. Since I am not considering
modifications to physics during recombination and are
not affecting the onset of radiation-matter equality, the
duration of gravitational potential decay is not altered.
Thus, the eISW contribution does not change. The eISW
effect is closely associated with the height of the first
acoustic peak and demonstrates strong consistency with
the CMB Planck data [93-95]. The total matter density
is another factor impacting the amplitude of the CMB
temperature power spectrum. Consequently, the eISW
effect constrains the extent to which this parameter can
vary, with minor deviations offset by adjustments in the
related parameters.

In light of the evolving dark energy hints identified by



the DESI collaboration, I investigated late-time scenar-
ios that accommodate dynamic dark energy alongside the
ACDM model with free curvature. Our objective was to
determine whether the observed trend of a slight decrease
in w,;, and an increase in ng persists across these mod-
els. Table (IT) presents the findings for the sign-switching
cosmological constant model (A;CDM), the CPL model
(both with and without the constraint of w(z) > —1),
and the ACDM model with free curvature. A consis-
tent pattern of reduced €2, emerges across all models,
accompanied by slightly rising values of both ng and
Hy. Nonetheless, independent of the late-time modifi-
cations considered, the combination of BAO with CMB
and SNela data always prefers low values of Hy ~ 66 — 68
km/s/Mpc (in comparison with the local measurements).
These results reflect the stability or a slight increase (de-
crease) for the inflationary parameter ng (r) due to the
simultaneous shifts on €2,, and Hy. One can see these
features clearly in Fig.(3), where we observe the stabil-
ity on the ns — r plane and the small variations on the
contour regions of 2, and H.

A subsequent effect of the observed stability on the in-
flationary parameters due to simultaneous shifts in other
parameters could be understood as the multidimension-
ality of the Hubble tension, which was recently studied
in Refs.[35, 96]. The authors argue that if both the mat-
ter density parameter (€2,,) and the baryon density pa-
rameter (wp) are calibrated (through BAO and/or un-
calibrated SNela and BBN), an increase in the Hubble
constant (Hp) must be necessarily accompanied by a rise
in cold dark matter density (w.), with these shifts arising
exclusively from late-time expansion history constraints.
Note that for this study case, Hy remains close to the
lower central values and so €2,,, resulting in the stability
of ng. However, if one considers, for instance, models that
alter early-time physics, resulting in an increase in H,
we would observe a higher cold dark matter density (w.)
accompanied by elevated values of ng to counterbalance
the excess of eISW effect. A notable illustration of this
situation in actual data is presented in the recent study
by Wang et al. (2024) [97]. In their work, the authors in-
tegrated pre-recombination solutions, such as Early Dark
Energy, with late-time dynamical dark energy to address
the Hubble tension, yielding higher values for Hy and n.

Ultimately, the shift in ng could be interpreted as a
change in the slope of the primordial power spectrum of
scalar perturbations due to a suppression of growth on
small scales (large ¢). Indeed, we see an indication of
this effect in Fig.(4), whereby changing w,, and fixing
all the other parameters, the main impact happens to
be on small scales. Of course, since we are considering
different late-time models, we also note the influence of
dark energy on low multipoles. After readjusting all the
parameter values to fit CMB+DESI+PP data, we bring
all the models to a better agreement with ACDM using
the CMB+SDSS+PP dataset.

Finally, I also examined the impact of different super-
nova samples on the various models analyzed, specifically

the flat ACDM model and the CPL model, both with
and without the constraint of w(z) > —1. Our findings
were consistent with those presented in DESI’s original
paper [18]; the results varied based on the sample uti-
lized, often indicating a more significant deviation from
the cosmological constant, with the data favoring a dy-
namic dark energy model. Nevertheless, all three SNela
samples agree on the current constraints. This suggests
that the primary influence stems from the BAO data, es-
pecially since I analyzed all three SNela samples in con-
junction with the CMB+SDSS data.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, I have studied the impact of the DESI
BAO data on key cosmological parameters, particularly
the inflationary spectral index ng, the amplitude of scalar
perturbations Ay, and the matter density parameter wy,,.
The analyses show that the results are consistent with the
flat ACDM model using the baseline+SDSS dataset, with
all parameters remaining within a lo confidence level.
The DESI data leads to a slight reduction in w,, (by less
than 2%) and only modest shifts in A5 and ng, reflecting
a subtle change in matter clustering. These variations
are consistent with late-time expansion effects, such as
a higher expansion rate linked to dynamical dark energy
or adjustments in the early Integrated Sachs-Wolfe am-
plitude to agree with CMB data.

We also explored models incorporating dynamical dark
energy and free curvature alongside the ACDM model,
finding that all models exhibit a consistent trend: a de-
crease in w,, accompanied by slight increases in both ng
and Hy. However, regardless of the model, the combina-
tion of BAO, CMB, and SNela data consistently favors
lower values of Hy (in the range of 66 — 68 km/s/Mpc),
which contrasts with local measurements. Interestingly,
the increase in Hy observed in our study was previously
reported in [98], where higher values of the product rqh
were found, approximately 20 away from the Planck best-
fit ACDM value. Despite this, the DESI BAO data still
agrees with the CMB acoustic scale, even without assum-
ing a specific recombination model. This suggests that
while there is limited flexibility in the treatment of re-
combination physics, minor deviations can be offset by
adjustments in correlated parameters. These dynamics
illustrate the compatibility of the various models consid-
ered, as well as the stability of inflationary parameters
across them.

In conclusion, this study highlights the crucial role of
DESI BAO data in refining cosmological parameter esti-
mates, particularly in understanding the subtle shifts in
matter density and inflationary parameters. Finally, it is
essential to emphasize an important caveat of this work:
the stability of the inflationary parameters in relation
to late-time cosmological models. However, determin-
ing whether this trend will persist under different sce-
narios that incorporate further modifications is beyond



model/dataset Qm Hy 10°Qx wo Wa ns 10%r 2t
[km g7t Mpcfl]
Flat ACDM
baseline+SDSS 0.31314+0.0049  67.41 %+ 0.36 - - - 0.9653 +0.0036 1.72797H  —
baseline+DESI 0.3081 £ 0.0046  67.77 + 0.35 - - - 0.9673 +0.0035 1.82+978  —
SDSS+CMB+Union3 0.3133 +0.0050  67.40 + 0.37 - - - 0.9652 £ 0.0037 1.72797t  —
DESI+CMB+Union3 0.3082 + 0.0048  67.77 & 0.36 - - - 0.9673 £ 0.0036 1.78+977  —
SDSS+CMB+DESY5 0.3152 4 0.0049  67.25 + 0.36 - - - 0.9644 + 0.0036 1.69795°  —
DESI+CMB+DESY5 0.3101 +0.0047  67.62 & 0.35 - - - 0.9664 + 0.0035 1.7619°73  —
ACDM +Qx
baseline+SDSS 0.3129 4+ 0.0055 67.4440.58 0.1+1.7 - - 0.9652 & 0.0041 1.7279:67  —
baseline+DESI 0.3062F5:0015  68.27+£0.49 22415 - - 0.9642+5-0044  1.7349:50
A.CDM
baseline4-SDSS 0.3065 + 0.0051  68.3510-41 - - - 0.9628 + 0.0036 1.667%:5° > 2.59
baseline+DESI 0.3027 £ 0.0047  68.64 % 0.40 - - - 0.9645 =+ 0.0036 1.6779-57 2.68+9-39
wow, CDM
baseline+SDSS 0.3142 £ 0.0069  67.34 % 0.70 —  —0.882+0.062 —0.46%32% 09647 +£0.0038 1.7179:65  —
baseline+DESI 0.3080 £ 0.0068  67.94 % 0.72 —  —0.834+0.062 —0.717928 0.9655 + 0.0037 1.73797L  —
SDSS+CMB+Union3 0.3275 4 0.094  65.99 + 0.92 - —0.729+0.094 —0.87+535 0.9645 4+ 0.0038 1.7079%%  —
DESI+CMB+Union3 0.3225 4 0.0096  66.44 + 0.96 - —0.66 £0.10 —1.217%-2% 0.9653 & 0.0037 1.7079:5¢  —
SDSS+CMB+DESY5 0.3212 + 0.0066  66.62 & 0.65 —  —0.792+0.064 —0.71732% 0.9646 + 0.0038 1.6919¢°  —
DESI+CMB+DESY5 0.3157 +0.0065 67.14 + 0.67 - —0.736+0.069 —1.00%532 0.9653 4+ 0.0037 1.76797%  —
wzlg-1
baseline+SDSS 0.3199 £ 0.0062  66.571033 - < —0.959  0.0137393% 0.9666 +0.0037 1.78797  —
baseline+DESI 0.3146 £ 0.0058  66.9879:37 - < —0.961  0.005%5:93L 0.9684 +0.0036 1.85797  —
SDSS+CMB+Union3  0.32487399%0  66.07+5:58 - <0930  —0.008*3:9%0 0.9669 +0.0037 1.79+072  —
DESI+CMB+Union3  0.318470:0055  66.5870:80 - <—0.939  —0.012%39%2 0.9685 +0.0036 1.86197°% -

SDSS+CMB+DESY5 0.3252 4+ 0.0064  66.03 & 0.59

DESI+CMB+DESY5 0.3197 £0.0063  66.43 £ 0.59 —

—0.943+8-027

—0.9431352¢

—0.00975:9%% 0.9667 +0.0037 1.79797  —

—0.02173:937 0.9686 4 0.0036 1.837974  —

TABLE II. 68% C.L. constraints on the cosmological parameters of interest for all the models studied, using different dataset

combinations.

the scope of the current study (see Refs. [99, 100] for
recent reviews discussing possible implications for infla-
tion resulting from considering new physics in light of
the Hubble tension); thus, it would require analyses on
a case-by-case basis (see Refs.[101-104] for more discus-
sions on the theme).
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