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Fig. 11.— Constraint on the time-independent (constant) dark energy equation of state, w, and the present-day dark energy density, ΩΛ,
assuming a flat universe, Ωk = 0 (§ 5.2). Note that we have imposed a prior on w, w > −2.5. (Left) Joint two-dimensional marginalized
distribution of w and Ωk. The contours show the 68% and 95% CL. The WMAP-only constraint (light blue) is compared with WMAP+HST
(gray), WMAP+BAO (red), WMAP+SN (dark blue), and WMAP+BAO+SN (purple). This figure shows how powerful a combination
of the WMAP data and the current SN data is for constraining w. (Middle) One-dimensional marginalized constraint on w for a flat
universe from WMAP+HST (gray), WMAP+BAO (red), and WMAP+SN (dark blue). The WMAP+BAO+SN result (not shown) is
essentially the same as WMAP+SN. (Right) One-dimensional marginalized constraints on ΩΛ for a flat universe from WMAP+HST (gray),
WMAP+BAO (red), and WMAP+SN (dark blue). The WMAP+BAO+SN result (not shown) is essentially the same as WMAP+SN.
See Fig. 12 for the constraints on w for non-flat universes. Note that neither BAO nor SN alone is able to constrain w: they need the
WMAP data for lifting the degeneracy. Note also that BAO+SN is unable to lift the degeneracy either, as BAO needs the sound horizon
size measured by the WMAP data.

Fig. 12.— Joint two-dimensional marginalized constraint on the time-independent (constant) dark energy equation of state, w, and the
curvature parameter, Ωk (§ 5.3). Note that we have imposed a prior on w, w > −2.5. The contours show the 68% and 95% CL. (Left)
The WMAP-only constraint (light blue; 95% CL) compared with WMAP+BAO+SN (purple; 68% and 95% CL). This figure shows how
powerful the extra distance information from BAO and SN is for constraining Ωk and w simultaneously. (Middle) A blow-up of the left
panel, showing WMAP+HST (gray), WMAP+BAO (red), WMAP+SN (dark blue), and WMAP+BAO+SN (purple). This figure shows
that we need both BAO and SN to constrain Ωk and w simultaneously: WMAP+BAO fixes Ωk, and WMAP+SN fixes w. (Right) The
same as the middle panel, but with the BAO prior re-weighted by a weaker BAO prior from the SDSS LRG sample (Eisenstein et al.
2005). The BAO data used in the other panels combine the SDSS main and LRG, as well as the 2dFGRS data (Percival et al. 2007). The
constraints from these are similar, and thus our results are not sensitive to the exact form of the BAO data sets. Note that neither BAO
nor SN alone is able to constrain w or Ωk: they need the WMAP data for lifting the degeneracy. Note also that BAO+SN is unable to lift
the degeneracy either, as BAO needs the sound horizon size measured by the WMAP data.

that is tilted with respect to the WMAP+BAO line.
The WMAP+BAO and WMAP+SN lines intersect
at Ωk ∼ 0 and w ∼ −1, and the combined con-
straints are −0.0179 < Ωk < 0.0081 (95% CL) and
−0.14 < 1 + w < 0.12 (95% CL).46 It is remarkable
that the limit on Ωk is as good as that for a vacuum
energy model, −0.0178 < Ωk < 0.0066 (95% CL). This
is because the BAO and SN yield constraints on Ωk and
w that are complementary to each other, breaking the
degeneracy effectively.

46 The 68% limits are Ωk = −0.0049+0.0066
−0.0064 and w =

−1.006+0.067
−0.068 (WMAP+BAO+SN).

These limits give the lower bounds to the curvature
radii of the observable universe as Rcurv > 33 h−1Gpc
and Rcurv > 22 h−1Gpc for negatively and positively
curved universes, respectively.

Is the apparent “tension” between the WMAP+BAO
limit and the WMAP+SN limit in Fig. 12 the signa-
ture of new physics? We have checked this by the BAO
distance scale out to z = 0.35 from the SDSS LRG sam-
ple, obtained by Eisenstein et al. (2005), instead of the
z = 0.2 and z = 0.35 constraints based on the combi-
nation of SDSS LRGs with the SDSS main sample and
2dFGRS (Percival et al. 2007). While is it not an inde-
pendent check, it does provide some measurement of the


