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Dark energy in light of recent DESI BAO and Hubble tension
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It might be necessary to access the impact of recent released Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instru-
ment (DESI) data on the state equation of dark energy in the Hubble-tension-free cosmologies.
In this paper, we report the MCMC analysis for the wow,CDM model with pre-recombination
early dark energy (EDE) using Planck+DESI4+Pantheon+SHOES dataset. The results reveal that
Ho = 7243 £ 0.75, wo = —0.971 £ 0.035, w, = —0.347 4+ 0.120 for axion-like EDE, while
Hy = 73.32 +0.64, wo = —0.923 £+ 0.054, w, = —0.435 + 0.132 for AdS-EDE, and also not surpris-
ingly the spectral index of primordial scalar perturbation moves towards ns = 1. It looks like that
in corresponding models the bestfit Hy are higher than those with pre-DESI BAO data, but without

the further exacerbation of Ss tension.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the local measurement by the SHOES col-
laboration using Cepheid-calibrated Type Ia supernovae
has reported the Hubble constant Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc
[2], while the standard ACDM model predicts a value
for Hy ~ 67km/s/Mpc based on observations of CMB
[1]. This is the well-known Hubble tension [3, 4], see also
[5-8].

It is usually thought that early dark energy (EDE)
[9-11] is one of the most competitive resolutions to the
Hubble tension. In corresponding model, EDE field is
not negligible just before recombination, which results in
a lower sound horizon and consequently a higher Hy. In
particular an anti-de Sitter phase around recombination
can efficiently enhance the EDE contribution (AdS-EDE)
[12, 13], and thus leads the bestfit Hy ~ 73km/s/Mpc,
lo consistent with the local measurement. Though the
rise of Hy is accompanied with the exacerbation of Sy
tension [14-18], it might be alleviated by mechanisms
independent of EDE [19-29].

Recent DESI dataset is based on samples of bright
galaxies, LRGs, ELGs, quasars and Ly« forest tracers
in the redshift range 0.1 < z < 4.2 [30-32]. The mea-
surement of the state equation w of dark energy is one of
significant results of DESI. The combination of DESI and
CMB shows wg = —0.45 +0.27 and w, = —1.79 & 0.79
for the equation of state [47, 48]

(1)

w(z) = wo + wam7

while the constraints on wg and w, becomes tighter when
Pantheon data is concerned, which results wy = 0.827 &+
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0.063 and w, = —0.75 4+ 0.27. The relevant issues have
been intensively investigated e.g.[33-38].

However, in view of the Hubble tension that ACDM
model is suffering from, it might be necessary and also
significant to access the results of DESI on the state equa-
tion of dark energy in the Hubble-tension-free cosmolo-
gies. In this paper, we report our MCMC results for
the wow,CDM+EDE model with Planck2018 full data,
DESI BAO, Pantheon+ and the SHOES Hj prior, com-
pared with our earlier work [39] with pre-DESI data. We
discuss whether the impact of DESI on w would persist
with EDE, and the corresponding implications.

II. DATA AND METHODOLOGY

To study the cosmological results with DEST BAO, we
adopt the following observational datasets:

e CMB Planck 2018 low-1 and high-1 TT, TE, EE
spectra, and reconstructed CMB lensing spectrum
[1, 40, 41].

e DESI BAO The BGS sample in the redshift range
0.1 < z < 0.4, LRG samples in 0.4 < z < 0.6 and
0.6 < z < 0.8, combined LRG and ELG sample in
0.8 <z < 1.1, ELG samplein 1.1 < z < 1.6, quasar
sample in 0.8 < z < 2.1 and the Lyman-a Forest
Sample in 1.77 < z < 4.16 [30-32]. We use their
measurements of the comoving distance Dps(2) /74

and Dy (2)/rq (rq = f ‘;{(z) is the sound horizon)
# cgd?! Cs

D = = 2

W= [ G5 D= g @

where z4 ~ 1060 is at the baryon drag epoch and ¢,

is the speed of sound, as well as the angle-averaged
quantity Dy /rq for BGS and QSO measurements
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with low signal-to-noise ratio where

Dy (2) = (2D (2)2Du(2))°. (3)
tracer  |zers| Dam/ra Dy /rq Dy /rq
BGS  [0.30 - - 7.93+0.15
LRG  |0.51|13.62 + 0.25 20.98 + 0.61 -

LRG  |0.71|16.85 + 0.32 20.08 = 0.60 -
LRG+ELG [0.93|21.71 4 0.28 17.88 + 0.35 -
ELG  [1.32|27.79 4 0.69 13.82 4 0.42 -
QSO |1.49 - - 26.07 + 0.67
Lya QSO [2.33|39.714+0.94 8.52+0.17 -

TABLE I: Statistics for the DESI samples of the DESI DR1
BAO measurements used in this paper.

e Pantheon+ We use Pantheon+ consisting of 1701
light curves of 1550 spectroscopically confirmed
type Ia SN coming from 18 different surveys [42].

e SHOES We take Hy = 73.04 £ 1.04km/s/Mpc re-
ported by the SHOES as a Gaussian prior, which
is similar to adding a Gaussian prior on the peak
SN1a absolute magnitude M, [43], see also [44, 45].

Here, for pre-recombination EDE we consider axion-
like EDE and AdS-EDE models. In original EDE model
[10], an axion-like field with V(¢) ~ (1 — cos|¢/f])?
is responsible for EDE, which starts to oscillate at the
redshift z. ~ 3000 and dilutes away like a fluid with
w = 1/2. In AdS-EDE model [12, 13, 46], we have
V(¢) = Vo(¢/Mp)* — Vaas, which is glued to a cosmo-
logical constant V(¢) = A by interpolation (V,4s > 0 is
the AdS depth), and the scalar field starts to roll at the
redshift z., and then rolls over an AdS minimum like a
fluid with w > 1 and climbs up to the A > 0 region.

In our MCMC, the parameter sets are {wp, Weam, Ho,
In 1010A57 Nsy Treioy, W0, Wa,s loglo G, fEDE7 92} for axion-
like EDE where 0; = ¢;/f, and {wp, Weam, Ho, In 100 A,
N, Treio, Wo, Wa, (1 + 2.), fepge} for AAS-EDE !, re-
spectively, where fgpg is the energy fraction of EDE at
Ze-
We modified the MontePython-3.6 sampler [49, 50] and
CLASS codes [51, 52] to perform our MCMC analysis. In
Table.IT we list the flat priors used. We adopt a Gelman-
Rubin convergence criterion with a threshold R—1 < 0.1.

III. RESULTS

In Table.III, we present our MCMC results. In Fig.1,
we show the 1o and 20 marginalized posterior distribu-
tions of parameters. It looks like that DESI prefers a

1 In AdS-EDE we fixed agqs = 3.79 x 10~% where aqqs is set by
Vads = @ads(pm(zc) + pr(zc)), as in Ref.[12].

Parameters Prior
100w;  [None, None]
Wedm [None, None]
Hy (65, 80]
In10'°A; [None, None]
ns [None,None]
Treio [0.004, None]
fepE [107%, 0.3]
wo -2, 0.34]
W, [-3,2]
TABLE II: The priors of parameters we adapt in MCMC
analysis.
wowe, CDM wowe, CDM
Parameters| axion-like EDE AdS-EDE
100w 2.256(2.272)+0.018 | 2.337(2.336)+0.013
Wedm 0.128(0.129)+0.003 | 0.134(0.134)+0.002
Hy 72.43(72.66)40.75 | 73.32(73.35)£0.64
In10'" A, | 3.052(3.068)40.014 | 3.072(3.079)=£0.015
ns 0.979(0.992)+0.007 | 0.995(0.995)=+0.004
Treio | 0.054(0.060)40.006 | 0.055(0.059)=0.007
wo -0.971(-0.951)+£0.035|-0.923(-0.885)£0.054
W -0.347(-0.236)+0.120{-0.435(-0.553)£0.132
Qm 0.287(0.287)£0.006 | 0.294(0.294)+0.005
Ss 0.842(0.836)+0.013 | 0.863(0.864)+0.010
TABLE III: Mean (bestfit) values and 1o regions
of the parameters of wow,CDM model with axion-
like EDE and AdS-EDE, respectively, fitting to

Planck18+DESI+Pantheon+SHOES dataset.

higher Hy, In both wow,CDM+EDE models, the bestfit
are Hy ~ 72.4 and 73.3km/s/Mpc, both are higher than
those with pre-DESI data, see e.g.[39]. In Ref.[53], for the
ACDM+EDE model, the bestfit Hy is ~ 71km/s/Mpc.
however, in wow,CDM+EDE model it seems that the
slight preference to wy > —1 and w, < 0 caused by
DESI possibly further increases Hy by ~ lo.

In wow,CDM+(axion-like)EDE model, Sg is smaller
than that with pre-DESI data. Actually DEST itself tends
to alower Sg, e.g.see [53]. However, in wow,CDM+(AdS-
)EDE model the exacerbation of Sg caused by a larger Hy
offsets the effect of DESI, with a Sy similar to that with
pre-DESI data. Here, ,, ~ 0.29, which is consistent
with the result of DESI for ACDM, ,, = 0.295 + 0.015
[32], but slightly smaller. It might be that most Dys/rq
and Dy /rq posteriors of DEST imply a smaller €2,,,, which
causes the shift towards a higher Hy.

It is significant to comment the results on dark energy.
In wow,CDM+EDE model, wy > —1 and w, < 0 are
preferred, closer to wy = —1 but there is still 1 — 20
deviation from those with pre-DESI data in Ref.[39]. The
constraint on w, becomes tighter. This could be partly
explained by a higher Hy in light of the H(z). According
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FIG. 1: 2D contours at 68% and 95% CL for the parameters of wow,CDM model with axion-like EDE and AdS-EDE,
respectively, fitting to Planck18+DESI+Pantheon+SHOES dataset.

to the parameterization (1), we have

—3wgz

= Q1+ 2)* + (1 = Q) (1 + 2)3(Hwotwa)e 5=
(4)

In certain sense Dy /rq (also Dy /rq) is set by both Hy
and wo(w,), and thus a high Hy in wow,CDM+EDE
models suppresses the requirement for wy > —1 when
Dy /ra(Dp/rq) is fixed, so wy is closer to —1.

It is well-known that inflation is the current paradigm
of early universe, which predicts (nearly) scale-invariant
scalar perturbation. Though based on ACDM model the
Planck collaboration showed n, ~ 0.965 [54], n, = 1
(ns — 1~ 0(0.001)) is favored [12, 55-59] in light of the
EDE resolution of Hubble tension (see also [68, 69]), see
recent Refs.[60-67] for its implication for inflation mod-

He)
Hy

els. Here, with DESI data we find that the shift towards
ns = 1 persists.
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