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A bstract. W e nvestigate the behaviour of dark energy using the recently released
supemova data of Riess et al. (2004) and a m odel independent param eterization for
dark energy ODE).W e nd that, if no priors are iInposed on (o, and h, DE which
evolves w ith tin e provides a better t to the SNe data than CDM . This is also true
ifwe inclide results from theW M AP CM B data. From a pint analysisofSNet+CM B,
the best- t DE model has wg < 1 at the present epoch and the transition from
deceleration to acceleration occursatzr = 0:39 0:03.However, D E evolution becom es
weaker if the CDM based CMB results o, = 027 004, h = 071 006 are
Incorporated in the analysis. In thiscase, zr = 057 0:07.0ur results also show that
the extent of DE evolution is sensitive to the m anner in which the supemova data is
sam pled.

1. Introduction

Supemova cbservations [1, 2] were the st to suggest that our universe is currently
acelerating. Subsequently, a com bination of results from coan icm icrow ave badkground
(CM B) experin ents and observations ofgalaxy clustering served to strengthen thisworld
view [3,4], and it isnow believed that asm uch as2/3 ofthe totaldensity of the universe
is in a fom which has Jarge negative pressure and which is usually referred to as dark

energy DE).
T he earliest theoreticalmodel of DE { the cosn ological constant () { satis ed
w = = 1. Since the energy density in  does not evolve, its present value
' 10 ¥ Gev? isalo its hitlalvalue. Asa resul, the ratic = ,, where , isthe

radiation density, had the m iniscule value 10 2° at the Planck tine. The enom ocus
am ount of ne tuning thism ight Involve led theorists to suggest that, like other form s
ofm atter in the universe, D E density toom ay show signi cant tin e-evolution. H owever,
this argum ent for signi cant varability of with redshift is questionable. A ctually, it

is a varant of the D irac’s large num ber hypothesis that proved not to be valid In our
Universe, eg., the density of water has also a m iniscule value of 10 *° in P lanck units
(though, of course, Jarger than that of ), and we know that its relative change from

present tin e up to redshifts of the order of one (due to possbl varations of the ne
structure constant and the electron and proton m asses) is less than 10 . So, based
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on the argum ent above, i would be w rong to assum e that dark energy density should
signi cantly change w ith redshift.

Another, m ore reliable reason to suggest a tim e dependent form of DE lies in the
fact that our current accelerating epoch is unlkely to have been unique. In fact there
is considerable evidence to suggest that the universe undemwent an early in ationary
epoch during w hich its expansion rapidly accelkrated underthe In uence ofan n aton’

eld which, over su ciently anall tine scales, had properties sin ilar to those of a
coan ological constant. Inspired by In ationary cosm ology, quintessence m odels invoke
am inin ally coupled scalar eld to construct a dynam ically evolving m odel for DE .

R ecent yearshave seen a urry ofactivity In thisarea and there are currently, apart
from quintessence, at least a dozen wellm otivated m odels of an accekerating universe
In which dark energy is a dynam ically evolving quantity (for a recent review see B]). A
sin ple categorization of D E m odels could be as follow s:

(i) The coan ological constant, w = 1.
(i) DE wih w = constant 6 1. Coanic strings W = 1=3), domain walls
W = 2=3).Quintessence w ith a sine hyperbolic potential [6]).
(iil) Dynam ical DE, w & constant. @ uintessence, Chaplygin gas [/], k-essence B],
braneworld m odels 26, 27, 28], etc.)

() DE wih w < 1. (scalartensor gravity m odels O], phantom m odels, branew orld
coam ology etc. [10, 12, 11, 13, 141].)

In view ofthe large num ber ofpossibilities forD E it would not be w ithout advantage
to analyse the properties of DE in a m odel independent m anner. Such an approach was
adopted by A lam et al.[15] thenceforth Paper I) In which the Supemova data published
by Tonry et al.[l6] and Barris et al.[l7] was analysed using a versatilke ansatz for the
Hubbl param eter. Paper I discovered that dynam ical DE  t the SNe cbservations
better than CDM and these resuls found support In the subsequent analysis of other
team s [19, 20, 21]. Paper I referred to DE evolution as n etam orphosis’ since the DE
equation of state appeared to m etam orphose from a negative present value wy < 1
tow '’ Oatz’ 1))

Recently R iess et al.[18] have reanalysed som e earlier SN e data and also published
new data relating to 16 type Ia supemovae discovered using the HST . In the present
paper we shall reconstruct the properties of DE using the new SNe data sst (Gold’ In

[18]). W e shallalso use som e ofthe CM B resuls obtained by W M AP In the later part
of our analysis.

2. Reconstructing D ark Energy

Perhaps the sinplest route to cogn ological reconstruction is through the Hubbl
param eter, which in a spatially at universe is related to the lum inosity distance quite
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sinply by 2,23, 24]

" L#
- o &@ )
7)) = —
dz 1+ z
W em ay now de ne the dark energy density as :
nw #
H ? 5
DE = 0c T m L+ 2)° @)
Hy

where (. = 3H?=(8 G) is the present day critical density of an FRW universe, and
om 1S the present day m atter density with respect to the critical density. However,
one should kesp In m ind a subtlke point regarding this de nition of the dark energy
density. ks ambiguiy lies n the value of (, . From CM B and galaxy clustering data,
we obtaln an estin ate of the total am ount of clustered non-relativistic m atter present
today (denoted by “on ). However, o, may bedi erent from ~o, due to a contrlbution
from a part of the unclustered dark energy which also has a dust-like equation of state.
Fortunately, this di erence (if it exists) appears to be an all, eg. not exceeding 0:1 for
the best— t shown in section (22).
Informm ation extracted from SN e ocbservations regarding d;, (z) therefore translates
directly nto know ledge of H (z), the dark energy density, and, through [B1]

W - 2 PLq, 3)
T e w7

—J O:
W ) = 2qk) 1 @x=3)H™=H 1 K= 142; @

30 &) 1 Ho=H)? op x*
Into know ledge about the deceleration param eter of the universe and the equation of
state of dark energy.

Foram eaningful reconstruction ofD E onem ust construct an ansatz forH (z) which
is su ciently versatile to acocomm odate a large class of DE m odels. (A lfematively one
could devise an ansatz for d;, (z) or w (z); or a summ ary of di erent approaches see
29, 15].) An ansatz which works quite well for Q uintessence and also for the Chaplygin
gas and B ranew orld m odels is [30]

H& I 3 2i
h &) = H = mX +Ay+ Aix+ Ayx ;x=1+z; ®)
0
WheIEAo‘i'Al‘i'Az: 1 Om -«
T his isequivalent to the follow ing ansatz forD E density W ith respect to the critical

density) :

NI

g ®)= pg=oc= Ag+ A1xX+ A% ; (6)

which is exact for the cosm ologicalconstantw = 1 @A = A, = 0) and orDE m odels
with w = 2=3 (A0=A2=O)andw= 1=3 (AO:A:L:O).
T he corresponding expression for the equation of state of DE is :

(X) 14 A1X+ 2A2X2 (7)
' = :
3(A0+A1X+ A2X2)
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Figurel.1l ;2 ;3 oon dence kvelsin thewy w; space fortheansatz (8) for
om = 0:3,usihgdi erent subsetsofdata from [18]. The lled circle represents
the CDM point.

A glin pse Into the properties of dark energy is also provided by a two param eter
approxin ation for the equation of state :

W(Z)=wWo+ Wy Z; 8)

which can be trusted for amallvaliesofz < 1.
T he likelihood for the param eters of the ansatz can be determ ined by m Inin ising
a “-statistic:
X [ 4i(zisHos iP5) Al
“Boi omipy) = o x ) Ry 9)
where ;= mg M = 5logd; + 25 is the extinction corrected distance m odulus for
SN e at redshift z;, ; istheuncertainty in the ndividualdistance m oduli (including the
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Figure 2. T he logarithm ic variation of dark energy density pg (2)= oc Where
oc = 3H §=8 G is the present critical energy density) with redshift for
om = 03 using di erent subsets ofdata from [18], for the ansatz (5). In each

panel, the thick solid line show s the best- t, the light grey contour represents

thel oon dence kvel, and the dark grey contour representsthe 2 con dence

level around the best- t. T he dotted line denotesm atter density ¢ (L + z)3,

and the dashed horizontal line denotes CDM .

uncertainty in galaxy redshifts due to a peculiar velocity of 400 km /s), and p; are the
param eters of the relevant ansatz @ ;A, or the ansatz (5) and wq;w, or the ansatz
8)). Weassume a at universe for our analysis but m ake no further assum ptions on
the nature of dark energy. For m ost of the ollow Ing results, we m argihalise over the

nuisance param eter H ; by integrating the probability density e

Ho.

2 _
=2 over all values of
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Figure 3. T he variation of equation of state of dark energy w (z) w ith redshift

for o = 03 usihg di erent subsets of data from [18], for the ansatz (5).

In each panel, the thick solid lne show s the best- t, the light grey contour

represents the 1  ocon dence kvel, and the dark grey contour represents the

2 oon dence ¥vel around the best- t. The dashed horizontal line denotes
CDM.

W e rst sudy the di erent subsam ples of the new SNe data reported in [18] in
som e detail using the ansatz (5) and (8). Riess et al.[18] reanalysed the existing SNe
data com piled by di erent search team s m ainly the H igh Redshift Search Team HZT)
and the Supemova Cosn ology Progct (SCP) team ) and added to these 16 new SNe
cbserved by HST . They have refcted m any of the previously published SNe due to
lack of com plete photom etric record, uncertain classi cation, etc. They divide the total
data-sst Into \high-con dence" (G old’) and \lkely but not certain" (Silver’) subsets.
In our calulations we w ill consider their \high-con dence" (G old’) subsst. Figure 1
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show s the (Wq;w;) con dence levels for the ansatz (8) using di erent subsets of the
new data r o, = 03. The top two panels in g 1 are sim ilar to the corresponding
panels of gure 10 of [18], and the bottom panels show other subsets ofdata. T he panel
(@) show s the G old’ sam plk of [18] w ithout the 14 new H ST points, and the panel )
show s the full Gold’ sample of 156 SNe. O f the last two panels, the panel (c) shows
the results for a subset of the G old’ sam ple, consisting only of the points obtained
by the SCP team and the new HST points, whik the panel (d) shows the con dence
levels for the older data sst of 172 SNe published In Tonry et al. [16]. The greatest
di erence is clearly between the panels @) and (c). W e should also note that the panel
() (com prising ofthe new reanalysed data) and panel (d) (com prising ofthe old HZT
data) are qualitatively sim ilar, w ith panel (o) having tighter errors.

W e now analyse these di erent subsets using the ansatz (5). In gures2 and 3,we
show the variation of dark energy density and dark energy equation of state cbtained
using theansatz (5) forthedi erent subsetsofdata, xing o, = 03. Ik is Interesting to
note that panels (p) and (d) In both gures are quite sin ilar, and we therefore conclude
that the G old’ sam ple show s an evolution forD E which is consistent w ith that obtained
from the older sam pl of Tonry et al.[l6].

From gurel we nd that for all our datasets, the largest degeneracy direction in
Wy Wi plane corresoonds to the curve wo + 025w, /1. This mm ediately suggests
thatw (z = 025) / 1, and this result appears to be quite robust since one can also
arrive at it by choosing a very di erent ansatz (5) to detem Ine w (z), as shown In

gure 3.

A sponted out in [18], and con m ed by the guresl, 2, 3, them axim um evolution
In DE is forthe Gold { HST' data. Less evolution is shown by the Gold’ data s=t.
However, we would lke to em phasise again that the G old’ data set, which Includes the
14 new HST points, gives roughly the sam e degree of evolution for DE as the originhal
data reported In Tonry et al. [16] and analysed in [15]. Thus the resuls pertaining to
the evolution ofDE reported in Paper I rem aln valid also for the new SNe G old) data
set.

Figures 1, 2, and 3 also illustrate that the degree of DE evolution can be quite
sensitive to the m anner in which the SNe data is sam pled. C om paring panels (@) and
(©) In these gures, we nd that the degree of evolution of DE is Jargest for the Gold
{ HST' data st and least for the G old, SCP + HST' data. (The latter is in better
agreement with CDM than the other three data sets.)

2.1.Analysis of Gold’ SNe dataset :

W e now exam ine the G old’ data sst In som e detail using the polynom ial expansion
of dark energy, (6). In the gure 4 we show the con dence kevels for the param eters
(A 1;A,) ofthe ansatz or three di erent valies of ¢, . The 2 valie for the best-t in

2

each case isgiven in tablk 1. The values for the corresponding CDM m odels are

also given for com parison. Interestingly, in all three cases the con dence ellppse has the
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Figure 4. The A 1;A ;) param eter space for the ansatz (5) for di erent values
of om, using the Gold’ sampl of SNe from [l8]. The star in each panel
m arks the best- t point, and the solid contours around it mark the 1 ;2 ;3
con dence kvels around it. The Iled circle representsthe CDM point. The
corresponding 2 for the best- t points are given in table 1.

Table 1. 2 per degree of freedom rbest—tand CDM m odels Hr analysis usihg
the Gold’ sample of SNe from [18]. w is the present value of the equation of state of
dark energy in best- t m odels.

Best-t CDhM

2 2
Om Wo m in

020 120 1036 1:109
0:30 135 1034 1053
040 159 1030 1086

sam e inclination, it only appears to shift downwards as o, ihcreases.

In gure 5, we show the varation of the dark energy density wih redshift for
di erent values of the current m atter density. W e see that, for higher o, , the dark
energy density evolution is sharper. T he reader should also note that the grow th of ~ g
w ith tin e in the panels (o) and (c¢) is indicative of the phantom nature of DE W 1)
at recent tines (z < 025 for o = 03 and z < 04 for o, = 04, = gure 6).

W e m ay obtain m ore Inform ation from the dark energy density by considering a
weighted average of the equation of state:

TII S L+w@dh@+z)= -0 PE (10)
nhd+ z) 3 n@d+ z)

where denotes the total change of the variabl between integration Iim its. T hus the



In(ope/Poc)

The case for dynam icaldark energy revisited

Om

Gold=156 SNe

In(ope/poc)

~ L Gold=156 SNe

In(ope/poc)

Om

04

Gold=156 SNe

0.5 1
In(1+z)

(c)

In(1+z)

©)

In(1+z)

(@)

Figure 5. T he logarithm ic variation of dark energy density pg (2)= oc Where

oc = 3H §=8 G isthepresent critical energy density) w ith redshift fordi erent
values of (n , using the Gold’ sample of SNe from [18]. The reconstruction
is done using the polynom ial t to dark energy, ansatz (5). In each panel,
the thick solid line show s the best- t, the light grey contour represents the 1
con dence kvel, and the dark grey contour represents the 2 oon dence lkevel
around the best- t. The dotted line denotesm atter density on (L + z)3, and
the dashed horizontal line denotes CDM .

Table 2. The weighted average w (eq 10) over speci ed redshift ranges for analysis
using the Gold’ sample ofSNe from [18]. The best- t value and 1 deviations from
the best- t are shown.

W
om z=0 0414 z= 0414 1 z=1 1:{/55
02 0847 39,3 0:118" 3539 0:089" 9954
03 1:053" 51970 0:159" 5255 0:118" 47
0:4 1:310* %23 0210 34532 0215 3985

variation In the dark energy density depicted In gure 5 is very sin ply related to the
welghted average equation of state of dark energy. The valie ofw for di erent ranges
of integration are shown in table 2. W e have taken the ranges of integration to be
approxin ately equally spaced In n (1 + z). In all three cases shown, the value of w
changes noticeably from close to 1 in the st bin to close to zero in the second bin.
T his indicates that the equation of state of DE isevolving from w < ltodaytow " O
at z ' 1. Note that these results are In very good agreem ent w ith those reported in
Tabl 1 ofPaper I.

F igure 6 show s the corresponding variation oftheD E equation of state w ith redshift
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Figure 6. The evolution of w (z) with redshift for di erent values of (o,
for the Gold’ sampl of SNe from [18]. The reconstruction is done using the
polynom al t to dark energy, equation (5). In each panel, the thick solid line
show sthe best- t, the light grey contour representsthel oon dence kevel, and
the dark grey contour represents the 2 oon dence kevel around the best- t.
T he dashed line represents CDM .

fordi erent o, . Here also, there is strong evidence for evolution of DE . W e see that
forhighervaliesof o, , the dark energy equation of state has a m ore negative value at
present and show s a sharper evolution over redshift.

To summ arize, our resuls clearly dem onstrate that evolving DE is by no m eans
excluded by the m ost recent SN e cbservations. O n the contrary, our results for ~y 5 and
wpg Obtalned using the G old’ sam plk of [18] ( gures 5, 6) are very sin ilar to the resuls
which we obtain using the SNe sam plkes of [16, 17]. For 02 om 04 thebest— tDE
m odel evolves from w < latz’” Otow ’ Oatz’ 1 in agream ent w ith the resuls
ofPaper I.

22.DE reconstruction using SNe(Gold’)+CMB :

O bservations of the coan ic m icrow ave background and T ype Ia supemovae provide us
w ith com plem entary insight jntoéthe nature ofdark energy [32, 33, 34, 35]. W em ay use
theW M AP resul ofR = m o°dz=h(z) = 1710 0:137 (from W M AP data alone)
In conjinction w ith the SNe G old’ sam plk to reconstruct D E . For this purposs, we use

ph? = 0024 and ouh? = 014 002 B]. To cakulate z; we use a tting finction
given in [46]:

7= 1048[L+ 0:00124 ( vh?) °7®I0+ g1 ( 0w h®)%]; (11)
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Figure 7. Results from analysis of SNe(Gold)+ CM B data, using ansatz (5).

om and h are xed at best- t values of o, = 0385;h = 0:60. Panel @)
show s the con dence kvels in the A 1;A,) param eter space. T he star m arks
the best—- t and the lled circle marksthe CDM point. Panel () show s the
logarithm ic variation of dark energy density w ith redshift. Panel (c) show s the
evolution of dark energy equation of state w ith redshift. Panel (d) show s the
variation of the deceleration param eter w ith redshift. In all three panels (),
(c) and (@), the thick solid line represents the best- t, the light grey contours
represent the 1  con dence level, and the dark grey contours represent the 2
con dence kevels. The dashed line In panels @), (c) and (d) represents CDM ,
and the dotted line in panel (o) represents the m atter density. T he horizontal
thick solid line in (d) representsthe 1l lin itson the transition redshift at which
the universe starts accelerating.
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Table 3. The weighted average w (eq 10) over speci ed redshift ranges for analysis
from SNet+ CM B data. Thebest- tvalueand 1l deviationsfrom thebest- tareshown.

W
om z=0 0414 z= 0414 1 z=1 1:155
0:385 1287998 0229 3979 0:142 3933
where
g1 = 0078( ph?) %2 [+ 395 ( ,h?)°7%%) L; (12)
g = 056[+ 211 ( ,h?*)*® 1t 13)

Figure 7 show s our reconstruction of DE obtained with the ansatz (5) using the
W MAP result together with the SNe Gold’ sampl. The best t values for this
reconstruction are: o, = 0385;A; = 287;A, = 101;h = 0:60. The best t dark
energy density is g ) = 2475 287x+ 101x?. Note that thebest t ~py decreases
m onotonically with redshift up to z / 04 and then begins to Increase. This re ects the
phantom nature ofDE W < 1) at lower redshifts. T he equation of state behaves as
before, evolving from wq < ltow ’” Oatz’ 1. From the gure 7(d), we see that
the deceleration param eterghasa valueofg = 084 0:11 at present. T he transition
from deceleration to acceleration ((zr) = 0)occurs at a redshift of zp = 039  0:03.
T herefore, from a pint analysis of CM B and SNe data, one m ay obtain a fairly good
idea of when the universe began to accelerate. T hese resuls dem onstrate that the best

tto SNet CM B observations favoursevolving D E w ith a som ew hat highervalue of ¢
and a slightly lower value of h. Note that the value of o, is larger than the W M AP
result o, = 027 0:04 obtained using the CDM pxor, but is n agreem ent w ith the
resuls obtained In 36, 37] ( on * 035 0:12) using high redshift clusters. A Iso note
that, because of the dust-lke behaviour of DE at higher redshifts, the above value of

o Obtained using equations (2-5) m aybe som ew hat Jarger than the values obtained for

om from clustering m easuram ents. The value ofh / 0:60 ocbtained forthebest tisin
tension wih the CDM based result from W MAP,h= 0:73 0:03,but is In agreem ent
w ith the observations of [39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45] which can accom m odate low er values
ofh  0:6 (see also the discussion n 38] In this context). W e therefore conclude that
a pint analysisof SNe and CM B data favours evolving DE over CDM ifno prors are
placed on o, and h separately ( o h?= 0:14 0:02 isassumed).

It is however a usefiil exercise to see how the behaviour of DE would change if
strong priors were inposed on o, and h. W e therefore show resuls obtained by using
the CDM bassdCMB prors B]: on = 027 004andh= 071 0:06.Thebest tin
thiscasehas ¢n = 029 and a dark energy density of ~vg = 123 0:81x+ 029x*. The
equation of state at present iswg = 110, and it slowly evolvestow (z= 1:{75) " 04.
T he deceleration param eterhasa value ofqp = 0:63 0:12 at present and the redshift
at which the universe begins to accelkerate is z; = 057 0:07. Figure 8 dem onstrates
that the tim e evolution of DE is extrem ely weak In this case and is iIn good agreem ent
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Figure 8. Resuls for analysis of SNe(Gold)+ CM B data with W M AP priors
of ogm = 027 004 and h= 071 006, ushg ansatz (5). Panel (@) shows
the con dence kevels In the @ 1;A ;) space. The starm arks the best- t and the

lled circle m arksthe CDM point. Panel (o) show s the logarithm ic variation
of dark energy density with redshift. Panel (c) show s the evolution of dark
energy equation of state with redshift. Panel (d) show s the variation of the
deceleration param eter w ith redshift. ITn all three panels ), (¢) and (@), the
thick solid line represents the best- t, the light grey contours represent the 1
con dence kvel, and the dark grey contours represent the 2 ocon dence kevels.
T he dashed line in panels p), () and (d) represents CDM , and the dotted
Iline in panel (o) represents the m atter density. T he horizontal thick solid line
In d) representsthe 1  lim its on the transition redshift at which the universe
starts accelerating.
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wih CDM cosnology (see also A7]).

3. Conclusions

In conclusion, we nd that the case for evolving dark energy (originally dem onstrated In
Paper ) isupheld by the new supemova data ifno priorsare imnpossd on ¢, and h. For
a reasonable range of 02 om 04, the equation of state ofdark energy evolves from
wWwo< ltodaytowy’ Oatz’ 1. The above result ram ains in place ifwe add CM B
prors to the analysis. In this case, evolving dark energy with o, * 0385 andh’ 06
is favoured over CDM , and the epoch at which the universe began to accelerate is
zr = 039 0L03wihin 1l .However, ifwe assum e strong priorson ¢, and h using the

CDM bassd W M AP resuls, then the best— t choosesan ¢, = 029. The evolution
in the equation of state becom es weaker and is in m uch better agreement with CDM .
T he redshift of transition from deceleration to acceleration iszp = 057 007, which is
closertothe CDM valieofz: ’ 0:7 forthisvalie of (, . Finally, onemust note that
the D E evolution becom es weaker or stronger depending on the subsam pling ofthe SNe
dataset. A larger num ber of supemovae at high redshifts, as well as better know ledge
of the values of Hy and o, are therefore required before m conclusions are drawn
about the nature of dark energy.
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