
ar
X

iv
:0

71
1.

41
19

v2
  [

as
tr

o-
ph

] 
 2

5 
M

ar
 2

00
8

CERN-PH-TH/2007-241

Testing C osm ology w ith C osm ic Sound W aves

Pier Stefano Corasaniti1 and Alessandro M elchiorri2;3
1LUTH,O bservatoire de Paris, CNRS UM R 8102, Universit�e Paris Diderot,

5 Place Jules Janssen, 92195 M eudon Cedex, France
2
Dipartim ento diFisica e Sezione INFN,Universita’degliStudidiRom a \La Sapienza",Ple Aldo M oro 5,00185,Rom e,Italy

3
CERN, Theory Division, CH-1211 G eneva 23, Switzerland

(D ated:April11,2013)

W M AP observations have accurately determ ined the position ofthe �rsttwo peaks and dips in

the CM B tem perature power spectrum . These encode inform ation on the ratio ofthe distance to

thelastscattering surfaceto thesound horizon atdecoupling.Howeverpre-recom bination processes

can contam inate thisdistance inform ation.In orderto assessthe am plitude ofthese e�ectswe use

the W M AP data and evaluate the relative di�erencesofthe CM B peaksand dipsm ultipoles. W e

�nd thattheposition ofthe�rstpeak islargely displaced with therespectto theexpected position

ofthe sound horizon scale at decoupling. In contrast the relative spacings ofthe higher extrem a

are statistically consistent with those expected from perfect harm onic oscillations. This provides

evidencefora scale dependentphase shiftofthe CM B oscillationswhich iscaused by gravitational

driving forces a�ecting the propagation ofsound waves before recom bination. By accounting for

these e�ectswe have perform ed a M CM C likelihood analysisofthe location ofW M AP extrem a to

constrain in com bination with recentBAO data a constantdark energy equation ofstateparam eter

w. For a at universe we �nd a strong 2� upper lim it w < � 1:10,and including the HST prior

we obtain w < � 1:14,which are only m arginally consistentwith lim itsderived from the supernova

SNLS sam ple. O n the other hand we infer larger lim its for non-at cosm ologies. From the full

CM B likelihood analysis we also estim ate the values ofthe shift param eter R and the m ultipole

la ofthe acoustic horizon atdecoupling for severalcosm ologies to test theirdependence on m odel

assum ptions. Although the analysisofthe fullCM B spectra should be alwayspreferred,using the

position ofthe CM B peaks and dips provide a sim ple and consistent m ethod for com bining CM B

constraintswith otherdatasets.

K eywords:cosm ology: observations | CM B

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Cosm ic M icrowave Background (CM B) observations

have provided crucialinsightsinto the origin and evolu-

tion ofpresentstructuresin the universe[1,2,3].Phys-

icalprocessesoccurred before,during and afterrecom bi-

nation haveleftdistinctive signatureson the CM B.The

m ostprom inentfeature isa sequence ofpeaksand dips

in theanisotropy powerspectrum ,therem nantim prints

ofacoustic wavespropagating in the prim ordialphoton-

baryon plasm a atthe tim e ofdecoupling [4,5,6]. This

oscillatory pattern carriesspeci�cinform ation on several

cosm ologicalparam eters[7].Asan exam ple the angular

scale atwhich these oscillationsare observed providesa

distancem easurem entofthelastscatteringsurfacetothe

sound horizon atdecoupling,hencea clean testofcosm ic

curvature[8].

W M AP observations have accurately detected the

peak structure of the CM B power spectrum . These

data have constrained the geom etry ofthe universe to

be nearly at and have precisely determ ined other cos-

m ologicalparam eters[9].O n theotherhand constraints

on dark energy arelessstringent,thisisbecauseitslate

tim e e�ectsleavea weakerim printofthe CM B which is

diluted by degeneracies with other param eters. Indeed

othercosm ologicaltestscan bem oresensitiveto thesig-

nature ofdark energy,nonethelessthey stillrequire ad-

ditionalinform ation from CM B to break the param eter

degeneracies. As an exam ple CM B constraintsare usu-

ally com bined with thosefrom SN Ia lum inosity distance

data. Alternatively the CM B can be used in com bina-

tion with m easurem ents ofthe baryon acoustic oscilla-

tions(BAO )in the galaxy powerspectrum [10]. In fact

the sam e acoustic signature presentin the CM B isalso

im printed in the large scale distribution ofgalaxy,thus

providing a com plem entary probeofcosm icdistancesat

lowerredshifts.

A likelihood analysisofthe CM B spectra iscertainly

them orerobustapproachtoim plem entCM B constraints

with those from other datasets. This can be very tim e

consum ing,henceforth onecan try tocom presstheCM B

inform ation in few m easurable and easily com putable

quantities. Recent literature has focused on the use of

the shift param eter R,and the m ultipole ofthe acous-

tic scale atdecoupling la [11,12]. Howeverthese quan-

tities are not directly m easured by CM B observations,

they are inferred assecondary param etersfrom the cos-

m ologicalconstraints obtained from the fullCM B like-

lihood analysis. Consequently theiruse asdata can po-

tentially lead to resultswhich su�erofm odeldependen-

ciesaswellaspriorparam eterassum ptionsm ade in the

analysis from which the values ofR (la) have been in-

ferred in the �rst place. In contrast the m ultipole lo-

cation ofthe CM B extrem a can be directly determ ined

from the observed tem peraturepowerspectrum through

m odel-independent curve �tting. These m easurem ents

can then be used to constrain cosm ologicalparam eters

provide thatpre-recom bination correctionsare properly

http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.4119v2
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taken into account.

In thispaperweanalysein detailthe cosm ologicalin-

form ation encoded in the position ofthe CM B extrem a

asm easured by W M AP.O uraim isto provide a sim ple

and unbiased m ethod forincorporatingCM B constraints

into otherdatasetswhich isalternative to thatofusing

R and/orla [11,12]. Firstly we estim ate the am plitude

ofpre-recom bination m echanism s that can displace the

location oftheCM B extrem a with therespectto thean-

gularscaleofthesound horizon atdecoupling.In partic-

ularweshow thattheW M AP location ofthe�rstpeak is

stronglya�ected bysuch m echanism s,whilethedisplace-

m entsinduced on thehigherpeaksand dipsaresm aller.

Byaccountingforthesee�ectsweperform acosm ological

param eteranalysisand inferconstraintson dark energy

under di�erent prior assum ptions,including the cosm ic

curvature.W ethen com binetheseresultswith m easure-

m ents ofBAO from SDSS and 2dF data [13],and con-

frontthe inferred constraintswith those obtained using

SN Ia data from the Supernova Legagy Survey [14]. Fi-

nally wetestforpotentialm odeldependenciesofR (and

la)by perform ingafulllikelihood analysisoftheW M AP

spectra fordi�erentsetsofcosm ologicalparam eters.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II we

review the physicsofthe CM B acoustic oscillations. In

Section IIIwediscusstherelativeshiftsofthem ultipoles

ofthe W M AP peaksand dips.In Section IV wepresent

theresultsofthecosm ologicalparam eterinferenceusing

the location ofthe CM B extrem a in com bination with

BAO .In Section V weconfronttheresultswith theSN Ia

likelihoodanalysisfrom theSNLS sam ple.W ediscussthe

resultson the shiftparam eterin Section VIand present

ourconclusionsin Section VII.

II. C M B A C O U ST IC O SC ILLA T IO N S

The onsetofacoustic waveson the sub-horizon scales

ofthe tightly coupled photon-baryon plasm a before re-

com bination is naturalconsequence ofphoton pressure

resisting gravitationalcollapse. The properties ofthese

oscillations depends both on the background expansion

and the evolution ofthe gravitationalpotentials associ-

ated with theperturbationspresentin thesystem .In the

following wewillbriey review thebasicprocesseswhich

a�ectthe propagation ofthese wavesbefore decoupling.

Interested readerswill�nd m ore detailed discussionsin

[6,7]. Let considerthe photon tem perature uctuation

� 0 � �T (m onopole),following Hu and Sugiyam a [6]its

evolution isdescribed by

�� 0 +
_R

1+ R
_� 0 + k

2
c
2

s� 0 = F (�); (1)

wherethedotisthederivativewith respectto conform al

tim e,R = 3�b=4� is the baryon-to-photon ratio,k is

the wavenum ber,cs = c=
p
3(1+ R)is the sound speed

ofthe system with cthespeed oflight.Thesourceterm

F = � ���
_R

1+ R
_�� k

2
	

3
; (2)

representsa driving force,where� and 	 arethegauge-

invariantm etric perturbationsrespectively.

It is easy to see from Eq.(1) that the hom ogeneous

equation (F = 0)adm itsoscillatingsolutionsoftheform ,

� hom

0
(�)= A1 coskrs(�)+

A 2

k
sinkrs(�) (3)

where A 1 and A 2 are set by the initialconditions and

rs(�)=
R�
0
cs(�

0)d�0 isthe sound horizon attim e �. At

tim eofdecoupling ��,thepositiveand negativeextrem a

ofthese oscillations appear as a series ofpeaks in the

anisotropy powerspectrum .Theirlocation in the m ulti-

pole space isa m ultiple integerofthe inverse ofthe an-

gle subtended by the sound horizon scale atdecoupling,

nam ely lpeakm = m la with m = 1;2;:::and

la = �
rK (z�)

rs(z�)
; (4)

where z� is the recom bination redshiftand r(z)the co-

m oving distance to z,

rK (z)=
c

H 0

1
p
j
K j

f(
p
j
K jI(z)); (5)

with H 0 the Hubble constant,j
K j= � K =H2

0
with K

theconstantcurvature,f(x)= sin(x);sinh(x);x forK >

0;< 0 and = 0 respectively,and I(z)=
Rz
0
dz0H 0=H (z0).

Scalesforwhich them onopolevanishesalsocontribute

to anisotropy power spectrum . In such a case the sig-

nal com es from the non-vanishing photon velocity � 1

(dipole) which oscillates with a phase shifted by �=2

with the respectto them onopole[6].Thereforephotons

com ing from these regionsare responsible fora seriesof

troughsin the anisotropy powerspectrum atm ultipoles

ldipn = nla with n = m + 1=2.

Thefullsolution to Eq.(1)atdecoupling readsas[15]:

� 0(��)= � hom

0
(��)+

A 3

k

Z ��

0

d�
0[1+ R(�0)]3=4sin[krs(��)� krs(�

0)]F (�0); (6)
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where A 3 issetby the initialconditions. Aswe can see

from Eq.(6)includingthedrivingforceF inducesascale

dependentphase shiftofthe acoustic oscillations,which

isprim arily caused by the tim e variation ofthe gravita-

tionalpotential�.In factperturbationson scaleswhich

enterthe horizon atthe m atter-radiation equality expe-

rience a variation ofthe expansion rate which causes a

tim eevolution oftheassociated gravitationalpotentials.

Thism echanism isdom inanton thelargescalesand isre-

sponsible for the so called early Integrated Sachs-W olfe

(ISW ) e�ect [16]. The overalle�ect is to displace the

acoustic oscillations with the respect to the pure har-

m onic series.Fora spectrum ofadiabatic perturbations

wem ay expectthisdisplacem entto becom enegligibleon

higherharm onicssincethegravitationalpotentialsdecay

as� / (k�)�2 on scaleswellinside the horizon. Thisis

notthecaseifactiveperturbationswerepresenton such

scalesbeforethe epoch ofdecoupling.

In orderto accountforthesepre-recom bination e�ects

arealisticm odelingofthem ultipoleposition oftheCM B

m axim a and m inim a isgiven by [17]

lm = la(m � ’m ); (7)

wherem = 1;2;::forpeaks,and m = 3=2;5=2;::fordips;

’m param etrizesthedisplacem entcaused by thedriving

force.Becauseofthescaledependentnatureofthedriv-

ing e�ectdiscussed above,itisconvenientto decom pose

the correction term as ’m = �’ + �’m ,where �’ � ’1

is the overallshift ofthe �rst peak with respect to the

sound horizon,and �’m istheshiftofthem -th extrem a

relativeto the �rstpeak [18].

Itisworth noticingthatwhiletheposition oftheCM B

extrem a depends through la on the geom etry and late

tim eexpansion oftheuniverse,theirrelativespacing de-

pendsthrough ’m only on pre-recom bination physics.

III. P H A SE SH IFT O F W M A P P EA K S A N D

D IP S

W M AP observationshaveprovided an accuratedeter-

m ination ofthe CM B power spectrum . The m ultipoles

ofthe CM B extrem a have been inferred using a func-

tional�t to the uncorrelated band powers as described

in [19].Hinshaw etal.[3]haveapplied thism ethod tothe

W M AP-3yrdata and found the position ofthe �rsttwo

peaksand dipstobeatl1 = 220:8� 0:7,l3=2 = 412:4� 1:9,

l2 = 530:9� 3:8 and l5=2 = 675:2� 11:1 respectively.

W e want to determ ine whether these m easurem ents

provide any evidence for driving e�ects a�ecting the

acoustic oscillations. In order to do so we evaluate the

relativespacingsbetweentheW M AP m easuredm -th and

m 0-th extrem a,

� m ;m 0 =
lm 0

lm
� 1; (8)

and the propagated errors��
m ;m

0
.

FIG .1: W M AP spacings of l3=2, l2 and l5=2 relative to l1

(black solid circles) and propagated errors. The values ex-

pected from the harm onic series are � 1;3=2 = 1=2,� 1;2 = 1

and � 1;5=2 = 3=2 (open circles).Verticaldashed linesdelim it

the expected intervalofvariation ofthe relative spacingsob-

tained by including the shift corrections as param etrized in

[18]and evaluated over a conservative range ofcosm ological

param etervalues(seetext).Thedotted verticallinesinclude

the e�ectofthree m asslessneutrinos.

Let �rst consider the spacings relative to the loca-

tion ofthe �rst peak. W e �nd � 1;3=2 = 0:87 � 0:01,

� 1;2 = 1:40� 0:02 and �1;5=2 = 2:06� 0:05 respectively.

These estim ates are shown in Figure 1 (black solid cir-

cles),wherewealsoplottherelativespacingsasexpected

from asequenceofperfectacousticoscillations(open cir-

cles). It is evident that the W M AP inferred values of

� 1;m lie m any sigm as away from those expected from

the harm onic series. This provides clear evidence that

the position ofthe �rst peak is largely a�ected by the

driving forceatdecoupling.Such a largedisplacem entis

m ostlikely caused by the early ISW ,although an addi-

tionalcontribution from isocurvatureuctuations[20]or

activegravitationalpotentials[21]cannotbe excluded.

Letfocusnow on thedisplacem entofthesecond peak

relative to the �rst one,since � 1;2 > 1 it follows that

�’ > �’2. This im plies that the overallshift ofl1 with

the respectto la islargerthan the shiftofl2 relative to

l1.Asdiscussed in theprevioussection thisisconsistent

with having thegravitationalpotentialsinsidethesound

horizon scaling as � / (k�)�2 ,thus inducing a weaker

driving force.Thiscan be seen m ore clearly in Figure 2

whereweplot� 3=2;2,� 2;5=2 and � 3=2;5=2.

Apart� 2;3=2 = 0:29� 0:01,whose value suggeststhe

presenceofanon-negligibledrivinge�ectstillon thescale

ofthe �rst dip,we m ay notice that allother spacings
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FIG .2: Asin Figure 1 forl3=2,l2 and l5=2 relative spacings.

The harm onic series values are � 3=2;2 = 1=3,� 2;5=2 = 1=4

and � 3=2;5=2 = 2=3.

arestatistically consistentwith theprediction ofthehar-

m onicseries.

Thereforetheseresultssuggesttheexistenceofa scale

dependentphase shiftofthe CM B acoustic oscillations.

Thee�ectislargeron thescaleofthe�rstacousticpeak,

whileitisweakerforthehigherharm onics.Theupcom -

ingPlanckm ission willm ap m oreaccurately thelocation

ofthehigherpeaksand dipsand providea cleanerdetec-

tion ofthisshift.

Indeed driving e�ects are wellaccounted for by the

CM B theory as incorporated in standard Boltzm ann

codes[22].Forinstanceastandard adiabaticspectrum of

initialdensity perturbationsleadsto phase shiftswhich

are consistent with those we have inferred here. To

show this we have used the �tting form ulasprovided in

[18]foradiabaticm odelswhich param etrize’m in term s

of the totalm atter density 
m h
2, the baryon density


bh
2,thedarkenergydensityatdecoupling
dec

D E and the

scalarspectralindex ns. Assum ing 

dec
D E = 0 we evalu-

atetheseform ulasoverthefollowing rangeofparam eter

values, 0:08 < 
m h
2 < 0:11, 0:020 < 
bh

2 < 0:024,

0:92< ns < 1:1 and inferthecorresponding intervalsfor

therelativespacings� m ;m 0.Thesearedrawn in Figure1

and 2 asverticaldashed lines.Itcan be seen thatthese

intervals are statistically consistent with the m easured

spacings. Including the contribution ofthree m assless

neutrinos(dotted verticallines)slightly shifts the � 1;m

intervalsfurtherfrom the expected valuesofthe perfect

harm onicoscillator.Thisisbecausethepresenceofrela-

tivistic neutrinosextend the radiation era and therefore

leads to a m ore e�ective early ISW e�ect on the large

scales.In contrastwe�nd no di�erencesfortheintervals

ofthe otherpeaksand dipsspacings.

IV . PA R A M ET ER IN FER EN C E

W e perform a M arkov Chain M onte Carlo (M CM C)

likelihood analysisto derivecosm ologicalparam etercon-

straintsusing the m easurem entsofthe W M AP extrem a

discussed in the previous section. Again we account

forthe shiftcorrectionsby evaluating the m odelpredic-

tion for lm using Eq.(7), with the displacem ents ’m
param etrized asin [18].W e com pute the recom bination

redshift z� using the �tting form ulae provided in [23].

Cosm ologicalconstraintsderived from thelocation ofthe

CM B peakshavebeen presented in previousworks(e.g.

[24,25,26]). Here ouraim isto derive boundson dark

energy which are independentofSupernova Ia data and

rely only on the cosm ic distance inform ation encoded in

the angular scale ofthe sound horizon as inferred from

them ultipoleposition oftheW M AP peaksand dips,and

BAO m easurem ents.

First we consider at m odels with dark energy

param etrized by a constant equation of state w. W e

then testthe stability ofthe inferred constraintsby ex-

tending theanalysistom odelswith non-vanishingcurva-

ture,
k 6= 0. W e also consideratdark energy m odels

with a tim e varying equation ofstate param etrized as

w = w0 + w1(1� a)(CPL)[27,28].W e wantto rem ark

that for m odels with w1 � 1,the dark energy density

can be non-negligible atearly tim es. Therefore in order

to consistently accountforthe shiftsinduced on the lo-

cation oftheCM B peaksand dips,wecom puteforeach

m odelin thechain thecorresponding valueof
dec
D E so as

to include itsvaluein the shifts�tting form ulae.

The credible intervals on the param eters of interest

are inferred after m arginalizing over h, 
bh
2 and ns

respectively. W e let them vary in the following inter-

vals: 0:40 < h < 1:00, 0:020 < 
bh
2 < 0:024 and

0:94 < ns < 1:10. M arginalizing overthese param eters

isnecessary dueto theparam eterdegeneraciesin rK ,rs
and to properly accountforthe shiftcorrections’m .

Ascom plem entary datasetweusethecosm icdistance

as inferred from the BAO in the SDSS and 2dF sur-

veys [13]. These m easurem ents consists of the ratio

rs(z�)=D V (z),where D V (z)isa distance m easure given

by

D V (z)=
�
(1+ z)2D A (z)cz=H (z)

�1=3
; (9)

with D A (z) = rK (z)=(1+ z) the angular diam eter dis-

tance atz. In particularPercivaletal.[13]have found,

D V (0:35)=D V (0:2)= 1:812� 0:060.

In orderto reducethedegeneracy with theHubblepa-

ram eter we also infer constraints assum ing a G aussian

HST priorh = 0:72� 0:08 [29]. In Figure 3 we plotthe

m arginalized 1 and 2� contoursin the
m -w,w-
K and

w0-w1 respectively.Theupperpanelscorrespond to con-

straints inferred from W M AP extrem a alone,while the
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FIG .3:M arginalized 1 and 2� likelihood contoursfrom W M AP extrem a (upperpanels)and in com bination with BAO (lower

panels).D ashed linescorrespond to contoursinferred underHST prior.The dotted linesin theupperleftpanelcorrespond to

lim itsinferred assum ing 
 b = 0:023 and ns = 0:96.

lower panels include the BAO data. Dashed contours

areinferred undertheHST prior.To beconservativewe

only quotem arginalized 2� lim its.W enow discussthese

resultsin m oredetail.

A . Lim its from C M B peaks and dips

As it can be seen in Figure 3 (upper left panel) the

CM B extrem a alonepoorly constrain the
m � w plane.

In particularthe 1 and 2� regionsare largerthan those

obtained from the W M AP analysis[9]. This is because

due to the late ISW e�ectm ore inform ation aboutdark

energy iscontained in the fullCM B spectrum than just

in thedistancetothelastscatteringsurfaceasencoded in

theposition oftheCM B peaksand dips.Besidesseveral

degeneracieswith otherparam etersarestrongly reduced.

A directconsequence ofthisisthatourlim its on w are

unbounded from below.Afterm arginalizing overallpa-

ram eterswe �nd 
 m = 0:29� 0:41
0:23 and w < � 0:18 at2�.

A m odelwith 
m = 1 is consistent at 95% con�dence

levelwith the location ofthe W M AP extrem a provided

that h � 0:42. This is in agreem ent with the results

presented in [30]. O n the otherhand im posing an HST

prior(dash contours)reducethedegeneracy in the
m -w

plane,and them arginalized 2� lim itsare
m = 0:16� 0:15
0:11

and w < � 0:25 respectively. The upper lim it on w im -

provesifastrongprioron 
bh
2 and ns isassum ed (dotted

contoursin theupperleftpanel).Asan exam pleim pos-

ing 
bh
2 = 0:0223 and ns = 0:96,we �nd w < � 0:65 at

2�.Indeed usingtheanalysisofthefullCM B powerspec-

trum providesbetterconstraints. Forinstance in Fig.4

we plot the 1 and 2� contours inferred from a M CM C

likelihood analysisofthe W M AP-3yrsspectra in com bi-

nation with theHST prior.Thelim itsarem orestringent

than in thepreviouscase.Thisisbecausetheam plitude

ofthe �rstpeak aswellasthe relative am plitude ofthe

other peaksare particularly sensitive to 
m ,
b and h.

Hence degeneracies contributing to the uncertainties in

the 
m � w plane are further reduced. As m entioned

before,a robustdark energy param eterinference needs

the analysisofthe fullCM B spectrum . Howeverin the

case one aim s to infer constraints from other datasets

such asSN Ia orBAO and include CM B inform ation in
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FIG .4: M arginalized 1 and 2� likelihood contours inferred

from the fullW M AP-3yrsspectra.

a rapid and sim plem anner,theposition oftheCM B ex-

trem a provides a very e�cient tool. In fact while the

CM B power spectrum analysis requires the solution of

the Boltzm ann equation fora given cosm ologicalm odel,

the evaluation of the position of the CM B peaks and

dipsonly isa sem i-analyticalcom putation.Asan exam -

ple running publicly availableBoltzam ann codes[22]on

a CPU at2:3G Hzrequiresaboutonem inuteto com pute

thespectra ofa singlem odel,and even using an M CM C

sam plingtheoveralllikelihood analysisstillrequireabout

onehourto reach fullconvergenceoftheM CM C chains,

while using the CM B extrem a only takesfew m inutes.

In Fig.3 (centralupperpanel)weextend ouranalysis

oftheCM B peaksand dipsto non-atm odels.Allowing

fora non-vanishingcurvatureincreasesthegeom etricde-

generacy and consequently leads to larger uncertainties

in w. For instance the 2� m arginalized constraints are

w < � 0:34 and 
K = � 0:01� 0:05 respectively,and do

notim provesigni�cantly underthe HST prior.

The position ofthe CM B peaks and dips alone does

notprovideany insighton thetim evariation ofdark en-

ergy.Asitcan be seen in Fig.3 (rightupperpanel)the

contoursin thew0-w1 planearespread overalargerange

ofvalues. After m arginalizing we �nd w 0 < � 0:55 and

w1 < 1:68 at2�.Itisworth m entioning thatforincreas-

ingvaluesofw1,darkenergybecom esdom inantatearlier

tim es.In such acasethepresenceofanon-negligibledark

energy density atrecom bination m odi�estheposition of

the CM B peaksand dipsprim arily through itse�ecton

the size ofthe sound horizon at decoupling. Therefore

thelocation oftheCM B extrem a (afterhaving accouted

for the relative shifts) can put an upper bound on the

tim e evolution ofthe equation ofstate athigh redshifts

(i.e. w1). O ur analysis shows that in order to be con-

sistent with the observed peak structure,large positive

valuesofw1 � 1 areexcluded (seealso Section V).This

is consistent with the fact that the analysis ofthe full

CM B spectrum lim itstheam ountofdark energy density

atrecom bination to belessthan 10% (otherwiseitwould

strongly a�ect the am plitude and location ofthe CM B

Doppleroscillations),hence providing a stringentupper

boundson thevalueofthedark energy equation ofstate

atearly tim e(see[31,32]).In contrastm odelswith large

negative valuesofw1 < 0 leave no im printathigh red-

shifts,since in thiscase the dark energy density rapidly

decreasesforz > 0.Consequently thelikelihood rem ains

unbounded in thisregion ofthe param eterspace.

B . C om bined constraints from C M B extrem a and

B A O

The baryon acoustic oscillations in the galaxy power

spectrum providea cosm icdistancetestatlow redshifts.

Thereforein com bination with CM B m easurem entsthey

can signi�cantly reduce the cosm ologicalparam eterde-

generacies.In Fig.3 (lowerleftpanel)we plotthe com -

bined 1 and 2� contours in the 
m -w plane. At 95%

con�dencelevelwe�nd 
 m = 0:12� 0:12and w < � 1:10

respectively.Im posing theHST priorfurtherconstraints

the dark energy equation ofstate,w < � 1:14. These

resultsarecom patiblewith thosefound in [13].A m odel

with 
m = 1 isnow excluded with high con�dence level

since the com bination ofCM B extrem a and BAO con-

strain theHubbleparam eterin therangeh = 0:71� 0:20

at 2� (see also [30]). Interestingly the �CDM case

(w = � 1) appears to be on the edge ofthe 2� lim it,

hencefavoringnon-standard dark energy m odels.Indeed

unaccounted system aticse�ectsin theBAO data can be

responsible forsuch super-negative valuesofw. O n the

otherhand ifcon�rm ed thiswould provide evidence for

an exotic phantom dark energy com ponent [33]or in-

terpreted asthe cosm ologicalsignature ofa dark sector

interactions(e.g.[34]).

The credible regions for non-at m odels are shown

in Fig. 3 (central lower panel). In this case we �nd


K = � 0:011 � 0:064 and w < � 0:46 at 2�. These

boundsdo notchangesigni�cantly undertheHST prior.

In Fig.3 (lowerrightpanel) we plotthe 1 and 2� con-

tours in the w0-w1 plane. Also in this case the bounds

on a tim e varying dark energy equation ofstate rem ain

large. For instance we �nd the m arginalized 2� lim its

to be w0 < � 0:74 and w1 < 1:6. Necessarily inferring

tighter bounds on w1 willrequires the com bination of

severalotherdatasetssuch asSN Ia lum inosity distance

m easurem ents[35],which isthe topic ofnextSection.

V . C O N ST R A IN T S FR O M SN IA

Here we want to com pare the results derived in the

previousSection with lim itsinferred from lum inosity dis-

tance m easurem ents to SN Ia. W e use the SN dataset

from the Supernova Legacy Survey (SNLS)[14],and for

sim plicity we lim it our analysisto at m odels. The re-

sults are sum m arized in Fig.5 and Fig.6 were we plot
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the1 and 2� contoursin the
m � w and w0 � w1 planes

respectively.Theshadesregionscorrespond to lim itsin-

ferred by com bining theSN data with thelocation ofthe

CM B extrem a and assum ing a hard prioron the baryon

density and the scalar spectralindex,
b = 0:023 and

ns = 0:96 respectively. W e have veri�ed that the con-

straints do not change signi�cantly assum ing di�erent

priorparam etervalues.

Let�rstfocus on Fig.5. W e can see thatthe degen-

eracy line in the 
m � w plane is alm ostorthogonalto

that probed by CM B and BAO ,and indeed using the

SN data requiresexternalinform ation to extracttighter

constraints on dark energy. A com m on procedure is to

assum ea G aussian prioron 
m consistently with thepa-

ram eter inference from CM B and large scalarstructure

m easurem ents,oralternatively to com bine the SN anal-

ysis with BAO or the CM B shift param eter. Here we

derivelim itsby com bining theSN data with theposition

ofthe CM B peaksand dips. Thisbreaksthe param eter

degeneracy,thus providing sm aller \credible" contours

(shaded contours). In particularafterm arginalizing,we

�nd 
 m = 0:24 � 0:11 and w = � 1:01 � 0:29 at 2�

respectively. W e can notice that these lim its are only

m arginally consistentwith those inferred using BAO in

thepreviousSection,thusindicating a potentialdiscrep-

ancy between the BAO m easurem ents obtained in [13]

and the SNLS data [14].

Letnow considerthe case ofa tim e varying equation

ofstate.Itisobviousthattheparam eterdegeneracy be-

tween the m atter density and the dark energy equation

ofstate is increased when additionalequation ofstate

param eterswhich accountsfora possibleredshiftdepen-

dence are included in the data analysis. This can be

clearly seen in Fig.6 wereweplotthe1 and 2� contours

in the w0 � w1 plane. Neverthelessthe SN data,di�er-

ently from the case ofBAO data in com bination with

CM B extrem a (see lowerleftpanelin Fig.3),constrain

w0 in a �nite interval. This is because SN Ia observa-

tions by testing the lum inosity distance overa range of

redshiftwherethe universeevolvesfrom a m atterdom i-

nated expansion to onedriven by dark energy,aresensi-

tive to at least one dark energy param eter (i.e. w or

w0) [36]. In such a case adding externalinform ation

breakstheinternaldegeneracy and leadsto�nitebounds

on both dark energy param eters.Forinstance including

theposition oftheCM B peaksand dips,theroot-m ean-

square value and standard deviation for w0 and w1 de-

rived from theM CM C chainsarew0 = � 1:04� 0:33 and

w1 = � 0:27� 2:27 respectively;the best�tm odelbeing

w0 = � 1:02 and w1 = 0:04.These resultsare consistent

with those from otheranalysisin the literature (see e.g.

[12]).

V I. SH IFT PA R A M ET ER

Thegeom etricdegeneracyoftheCM B powerspectrum

im pliesthatdi�erentcosm ologicalm odelswillhavesim -

Ω
m

w

0.2 0.4 0.6
−2

−1.8

−1.6

−1.4

−1.2

−1

−0.8

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0

FIG .5:M arginalized 1 and 2� contoursin the
 m � w plane

from SNLS data (solid lines) and in com bination with the

location oftheCM B extrem a(red and yellow shaded regions).

w
0

w
1

−3 −2.5 −2 −1.5 −1 −0.5 0
−8

−6

−4

−2

0

2

4

6

FIG .6:Asin Figure 5 in the w 0 � w 1 plane.

ilarspectra ifthey havenearly identicalm atterdensities


m h
2 and 
bh

2,prim ordialspectrum ofuctuationsand

shift param eter R =
p

m H

2

0
rK (z�) [37]. The authors

of[12]havesuggested thatsincela isnearly uncorrelated

with R,then both param eterscanbeused tofurthercom -

press CM B inform ation and com bined with other m ea-

surem entsin a friendly userm anner.Form inim alexten-

sion ofthedark energy param eterstheinferred valuesof

R and la do not signi�cantly di�er from those inferred

assum ing the vanilla �CDM m odel[11,12]. Indeed dif-

ferencesm ay arise ifadditionalparam eters,such asthe

neutrinom ass,therunningofthescalarspectralindex or

tensorm odesareconsidered [11].W e extend thisanaly-

sisto otherm odels. In particularby running a M CM C

likelihood analysisofthefullW M AP-3yrsspectra wein-

fer constraints on R and la for m odels with an extra-

background ofrelativisticparticles(characterized by the

num ber ofrelativistic species N eff 6= 3) [38],neutrino

m ass[39],a tim evarying equation ofstateparam etrized

in the form ofCPL,and a dark energy com ponentwith
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M odel R la

�CD M 1:707� 0:025 302:3� 1:1

w CD M (c2
D E

= 1) 1:710� 0:029 302:3� 1:1

w CD M (c2
D E

= 0) 1:711� 0:025 302:4� 1:1

�CD M m � > 0 1:769� 0:040 306:7� 2:1

�CD M N eff 6= 3 1:714� 0:025 304:4� 2:5

�CD M 
 k 6= 0 1:714� 0:024 302:5� 1:1

w (z)CD M CPL (c2
D E

= 1) 1:710� 0:026 302:5� 1:1

�CD M + tensor 1:670� 0:036 302:0� 1:2

�CD M + running 1:742� 0:032 302:8� 1:1

�CD M + running + tensor 1:708� 0:039 302:8� 1:2

�CD M + features 1:708� 0:028 302:2� 1:1

TABLE I:The68% C.L.lim itson theshiftparam eterR and

the acoustic scale derived from the W M AP data. A top-hat

age prior10 G yrs< t0 < 20 G yrsisassum ed.

perturbationscharacterized by thesound speed c2D E .W e

alsoconsiderm odelswith arunningofthescalarspectral

index,with a non-vanishing tensorcontribution (seee.g.

[40]) and,�nally,with extra-features in the prim ordial

spectrum dueto a sharp step in theinaton potentialas

in [41].

Aswe can see from Table Ithe constraintson R and

la arestableunderm inim alm odi�cationsofthedark en-

ergy m odelparam eters,di�erencesare sm allerthan few

per cent including the case ofa clustered dark energy

com ponent(c2D E = 0). In contrastthe con�dence inter-

valofla isshifted by few percentin the �CDM m odel

with the neutrino m assoran extra background ofrela-

tivistic particles,while the valuesofR areslightly m od-

i�ed fora running ofthe prim ordialpowerspectrum or

the contribution oftensorm odes. These resultscon�rm

previousanalysis[11,12].

Although thevaluesofR and la arenearlythesam efor

the dark energy m odelswe have considered,thisshould

not be considered as an incentive to use these param e-

ters without caution. For instance there is no speci�c

reason asto why one should use the valuesofR and la

inferred from the vanilla �CDM ,rather than those ob-

tained accounting for the neutrino m ass. Consequently

onem ayinferslightlydi�erentboundson thedarkenergy

param etersdepending whetherneutrinosareassum ed to

be m asslessornot.M oreoverthefactthatW M AP data

constrain R and la to benearly thesam eforsim pledark

energy m odelsisbecausethee�ectofdark energy on the

epoch ofm atter-radiation equality and the evolution of

the density perturbationsrem ainsm arginal.Thism ight

notbethecaseforotherm odels,such asthoseforwhich

thedark energy density isanon-negligibleatearly tim es.

Sincethise�ectisnotaccountedforin thevaluesofR and

la inferred from the vanilla �CDM ,their use m ay lead

to strongly biased results.In contrastthelocation ofthe

CM B extrem aisapplicableto thisclassofm odelsaswell

[18]. A sim ilar consideration applies to inhom ogeneous

m odels in which the late tim es dynam ics and geom etry

departsfrom thatofthe standard FRW universe[42].

The applicability to m odels ofm odi�ed gravity,such

asthe DG P scenario [43]deservesa separate com m ent.

In thesem odelsnotonly theHubblelaw di�ersfrom the

standard �CDM ,but also the evolution ofthe density

perturbations can be signi�cantly di�erent. Therefore

unlesstheevolution ofthelinearperturbationsisunder-

stood wellenough asto allow fora precisecalculation of

theCM B and m atterpowerspectra,theuseR and la,or

alternatively ofthe position ofthe CM B extrem a orthe

distance m easurem ents from BAO m ight expose to the

risk ofcom pletely wrong results.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

The m ultipoles ofthe CM B extrem a can be directly

m easured from the W M AP spectra and used to com -

bineCM B inform ation with othercosm ologicaldatasets.

Correctionsto the location ofthe CM B peaksand dips

from pre-recom bination e�ectsneed to be taken into ac-

countforan unbiased param eterinference.Herewehave

shown thattheposition ofthe�rstpeak asm easured by

W M AP-3yrsdata isstrongly displaced with the respect

to the actuallocation ofthe acoustic horizon atrecom -

bination. This displacem ent is caused by gravitational

driving forces a�ecting the propagation ofsound waves

beforerecom bination.Thesee�ectsaresm alleron higher

harm onics,indicating the presence ofa scale dependent

phaseshiftwhich becom esnegligibleon scaleswellinside

the horizon.

W ehaveperform ed acosm ologicalparam eterinference

usingthepositionoftheW M AP peaksand dipsin com bi-

nation with recentBAO m easurem entsand derived con-

straintson aconstantdarkenergyequation ofstateunder

di�erentm odelparam eterassum ptions.

The m ethod we have presented here is alternative to

using the shiftparam eterR and/orthe m ultipole ofthe

acoustic horizon at decoupling la. W e have tested for

potentialm odeldependencies ofR and la by running a

fullCM B spectra likelihood analysis for di�erent class

ofm odels.Indeed forsim ple dark energy m odelsthe in-

ferred constraintson R and la donotdi�erfrom thosein-

ferred assum ingthevanilla�CDM .Neverthelesswehave

suggested caution in usingthesesecondaryparam etersas

data,sincehidden assum ptionsm aylead tobiased results

particularly when testing m odels which greatly depart

from the �CDM cosm ology.

Indeed we do advocate the use ofthe fullCM B spec-

tra,particularly for constraining the properties ofdark

energy. In fact m ore inform ation on dark energy is en-

coded in thefullCM B spectrum than justin thedistance

to thelastscattering surface.Neverthelesswethink that

using the location ofthe CM B extrem a provide a fast

and self-consistentapproach forcom bining in a friendly

userway theCM B inform ation with com plem entary cos-

m ologicaldata.
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