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Stationary observer:
• Sees same number of sources per solid angle in all 

directions
• Large angles, deep enough survey

The cosmological principle
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The Universe is (statistically) isotropic and homogenous (on large scales). 

No special positions or directions in the Universe.



The (ideal) FLRW Universe
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Isotropy and Homogeneity at all scales:

/01 = 2 3 1 /Σ1 − *1/31

6 2 = 2̇
2 = 68 Ω:2;< + Ω=2;+ + Ω>2;1 + Ω?

Ω=~10;+, usually ignored.

Ω> + Ω? + Ω: = 1

(Flat ) ΛCDM is a (1) 2 parameter model for 2 3 (or 
equivalently, D(z))

No structure, no peculiar (non Hubble) motion, all clocks 
remain synchronized. Surfaces of constant time exist

Spacetime is locally Flat Minkowski
But the real Universe is not 
homogenous at all scales



The real, inhomogeneous Universe
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Excellent review : Clarkson et al Rept.Prog.Phys. 74 (2011) 112901 https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2314
Does the growth of structure affect our dynamical models of the universe? The averaging, backreaction and fitting 
problems in cosmology. 3

FIG. 1: Structure in the Millennium simulation [40] (from [26]). Can we describe the universe as smooth on scales of order
150Mpc, shown here in the black and white boxes (top panel)? The averaging problem is shown in the bottom row: how do
we go from left to right? Does this process give us corrections to the ‘background’, or is it the ‘background’ itself? How does
it relate to the ‘background’ left at the end of inflation?

B. Averaging and Backreaction

The basic issue is the non commutativity of averaging
and the field equations. Start with a realistic description

of the universe on a small scale, with metric g
(local)
ab

(e.g.
this might describe individual stars and planets in the
universe, and the vacuum between them). Average it by

a smoothing procedure to a metric g(gal)
ab

with an averag-
ing scale where galaxies are well represented but individ-
ual stars are invisible. Average this in turn to a metric

g
(lss)
ab

with an averaging scale where large scale structures
are well represented but individual galaxies are invisible
(there are many possible scales that are omitted in this
a description). The largest scale (completely smoothed)

model will have a FLRW metric g(cos)
ab

, where all traces of
inhomogeneity have been removed. There will similarly

be averaged stress energy tensors T
(local)
ab

, T (gal)
ab

, T (lss)
ab

,

T
(cos)
ab

representing the matter present at each of these
scales.

Now the Einstein equations may be assumed to hold
at the ‘local’ scale: after all, this is the scale where they
have been exquisitely checked, so

R
(local)
ab
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2
R

(local)
g
(local)
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+ ⇤g(local)
ab

= T
(local)
ab

. (1)

But the averaging process:

g
(local)
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(gal)
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(lss)
ab

, T
(local)
ab

! T
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ab

! T
(lss)
ab

, (2)

doe not commute with evaluating the inverse metric, con-
nection coe�cients, Ricci tensor, and Ricci scalar, for
example:

g
(local)
ab

! g
(local)ab ! �(local)c

ab
! R

(local)
ab

! R
(local)

, (3)

g
(gal)
ab

! g
(gal)ab ! �(gal)c

ab
! R

(gal)
ab

! R
(gal)

.(4)

Hence if the EFE hold at scale ‘local’ (i.e. equation (1) is
true), they will not hold at scales ‘gal’ or ‘lss’; for example
one will find

R
(gal)
ab
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(gal)
g
(gal)
ab

+ ⇤g(gal)
ab

= T
(gal)
ab

+ E
(gal)
ab
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where the extra term E
(gal)
ab

6= 0 is due to this non-
commutativity. It is the e↵ective matter source term rep-
resenting the e↵ect of averaging out smaller scale struc-
tures, which is then an e↵ective source term for averaged
EFE at scale ‘gal’. Similarly there will be such an ef-

fective such source term E
(lss)
ab

at that scale – the scale
usually represented by perturbed FLRW models – and

E
(cos)
ab

at the cosmological scale. This is the backreaction
from the small scales to the larger scales.

What is the length scale at which Universe approaches FLRW?

Over and under densities arise in matter, leading 
to peculiar (non Hubble) velocities

Can constant time hypersurfaces be constructed 
for these moving observers? (Open problem)

Averaging procedures are non commutative.

Does fitting cosmological observations, which are 
on the lightcone (null hypersurface) let you infer 
properties of the Universe when it was FLRW?

“In essence, it is an assumption that Einstein’s equations 
also hold for an averaged geometry, as well as a local 
one. In fact, it is not clear that the whole machinery of 
GR holds after averaging – e.g., concepts such as 
spacetime and objects such as tensors need to be 
assumed to make sense after coarse graining.”

https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2314


The Fitting problem
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“One can do a spacetime fitting, asking which FLRW model is best if we average 
invariant quantities in a spatial or spacetime volume: e.g., the energy density of 
particles and their velocities (when the matter averaging maybe represented by 
kinetic theory); one may choose to smooth the metric or scalar invariants on the 
geometry side. Alternatively, one can do a null fitting, where one in effect 
averages astronomical observations.”

“How do we appropriately fit an idealized model to observations made from one 
location in a lumpy universe, given that this ‘background’ [FLRW] does not in fact 
exist?”

Clarkson et al Rept.Prog.Phys. 74 (2011) 112901 https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2314

https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2314


“Data from the Planck satellite show the universe 
to be highly isotropic” (Wikipedia) 
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T =  2.725 K
Δ"
" ~10&'

We observe a statistically isotropic* Gaussian random field of small temperature 
fluctuations (fully quantified by the 2-point correlations � angular power spectrum)

Planck 2015



The CMB Dipole: Our motion through the cosmos?
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Net motion of the Solar System barycentre:
369 +/- 2 km/s w.r.t CMB rest frame 
towards

R.A = 168.0, DEC = -7.0

• Motion of the Sun around the Galaxy 
~225 +/- 18 km/s

• The motion of the Local Group 627+/-22 
km/s  ApJ, 709, 483

!"
" ~ 10-3

COBE Experiment, 1996
Planck 2015

T (✓) =
T0

p
1� �2

1� � cos ✓

What is the origin of this motion?



This talk:
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Dipole in radio catalogue of galaxies, NVSS and SUMSS

~600000 galaxies

z ~ 1, deep survey . ! (D(z)) → 0

High redshift radio galaxies and divergence from the 
CMB dipole
J. Colin, R. Mohayaee, M. R. and S.Sarkar
MNRAS 471 (2017) no.1, 1045-1055 arXiv:1703.09376

Dipole in catalogue of galaxies from infrared survey,
Wide Field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE)
~2.4 million 
z~0.14, shallow survey 

The dipole anisotropy of AllWISE galaxies
M.R.  , R. Mohayaee, S.Sarkar and J. Colin
MNRAS 477 (2018) no.2, 1772-1781 arXiv:1712.03444

A dipole in the deceleration parameter?
The SDSS-II/SNLS3 Joing Lightcurve Analysis 
sample of  SN1a
740 SN1a, z=0.01 to z=1.4

Apparent cosmic acceleration due to local bulk flow
J. Colin, R. Mohayaee, M. R. and S.Sarkar
Submitted to Nature Sci Rep ,  arXiv:1808.04597

https://github.com/rameez3333/ Dipole_JLA and catana repositories.

Also see   https://arxiv.org/pdf/1905.00221.pdf “Concerns about the reliability of publicly available SN1a data”

https://github.com/rameez3333/
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1905.00221.pdf


A moving observer - Kinematic Dipole
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Aberration Doppler boosting

Observer, velocity v

Moving frameRest frame
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1 ∝ 345
negative power law

+
Flux limited catalog -> more sources in 
direction of motion

6 ! 789 = 6:;9<[1 + 2 + A 1 + B 0
, cos(!)]

Ellis & Baldwin (1984)



Dipoles in a catalogue of galaxies
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In an all-sky catalogue with sources of redshift 
distribution D(z) from directionally unbiased survey 
with N sources

redshift

D(z)

"⃗ = $ (%⃗&'(, *, α) + , (N) + - (D(z)) +.
$→ The Kinematic dipole, depends on source spectrum, source 
flux function, observer velocity

, → The random dipole, ∝ 1/√4, isotropically distributed in 
direction

- → The clustering dipole, local anisotropy due to growing 
structure (which causes the motion in the first place)

. → Foregrounds, mainly stars and other Galactic contamination



The NRAO VLA Sky Survey (NVSS)
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1.4 GHz survey of the Northern sky, by the National Radio 
Astronomy Observatory. Down to dec = -40.4o

1,773,488 sources above 2.5 mJy. But ‘complete’ with 
uniform sky exposure only above 10 mJy

Phys. Rev. D, 78, 043519



Sydney University Molonglo Sky Survey (SUMSS)

VIA Lecture - APC Paris

843 MHz survey of the Southern sky, by the Molonglo
Observatory Synthesis telescope. Dec < -30.0o

211050 radio sources. Similar sensitivity and resolution to 
NVSS



The NVSUMSS-Combined All Sky catalog
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• Rescale SUMSS fluxes by (843/1400)-0.75

• Remove Galactic Plane at +/-10 degree in NVSS

• Remove NVSS sources below and SUMSS sources 
above dec -30 (or -40)

• Apply common threshold flux cut on both samples

• z~1, <120 sources at z<0.3 at 90%C.L.



Estimators for the Dipole
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Add up unit vectors corresponding 
to directions in the sky for every 
source

Relatively lower bias and statistical 
error 1/√&

Rubart and Schwarz 2013

Vary the direction of the 
hemispheres until maximum 
asymmetry is observed

Easy visualization

High Bias and statistical error 
2.6/√&



Results
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Velocity ~ 1355 ± 351 km/s, Dir within 10° of CMB dipole direction.

Statistical significance, ~2.81 Sigma, with the 3D linear estimator, constrained mainly by the catalogue size

Bengaly et al 2018 JCAP 1804 (2018) no.04, 031 find a 5.1 sigma dipole in TGNSS !

SKA phase 1 measurement ~10%
Bengaly (et al) 2018 : 1810.04960v1 

Could be due to unknown systematics



The Widefield Infrared Survey Explorer
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All sky infrared survey over 10 months, in the bands 3.4, 4.6, 12 
and 22 !m using a 40 cm diameter telescope 

Generated a catalog of 746 million+ objects, most of which are 
stars.

Directionally unbiased survey strategy, arc second angular 
resolution, multi band photometry.



Getting rid of the stars
following from MNRAS448,1305–1313 (2015)

• Magnitude cuts in different bands, Galactic plane cut at +/-15 degrees
• Sample of 2.46 million Galaxies, 76% complete, with 1.8% star contamination
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in agreement with MNRAS 445 (2014) L60-L64

Cross correlate with deep surveys over a very narrow sky 
(SDSS, GAMA) to determine how many are stars and how 
many are Galaxies

The maximum is in the direction (AllWISE) 
237.4° RA, -46.6 ° Dec 
331.9° l 6.02° b 

110 degrees from the CMB direction

Dipole magnitude ~0.049 

Fully kinematic interpretation ~ 6000 km/s



Getting rid of the stars
following from MNRAS448,1305–1313 (2015)

• Magnitude cuts in different bands, Galactic plane cut at +/-15 degrees
• Sample of 2.46 million Galaxies, 76% complete, with 1.8% star contamination
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in agreement with MNRAS 445 (2014) L60-L64

Cross correlate with deep surveys over a very narrow sky 
(SDSS, GAMA) to determine how many are stars and how 
many are Galaxies

The maximum is in the direction (AllWISE) 
237.4° RA, -46.6 ° Dec 
331.9° l 6.02° b 

110 degrees from the CMB direction

Dipole magnitude ~0.049 

Fully kinematic interpretation ~6000 km/s
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Getting rid of even more stars

Apparent motion = parallax + proper motion

Stars in the Galaxy have higher apparent 
motions 400 mas/yr up to many arc seconds/ 
year

Cuts on apparent motion can bring star 
contamination down to 0.1%, while still 
keeping ~1.8 millin galaxies.

182.9° RA, -55.6° DEC, 50.1° from the CMB

Dipole magnitude reduces to 0.014

Star galaxy identification by cross correlating 
with SDSS



Suppressing local anisotropies
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6.1’’ PSF

~200 Mpc

Remove extended 
sources and the 
supergalactic plane.

Further reduce z<0.03 
sources by cross 
correlating with 2MRS 
and removing the 
correlated sources.



Redshift distribution of the sample
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d = 0.0124  >  3600 km/s if fully kinematic

Total dipole is at least 4.6! statistically significant.

172.6° RA, -6.6° Dec (~4.5° from CMB)

The dipole anisotropy of AllWISE galaxies 5

Figure 4. Redshift distribution for 5400 sources of AllWISE that

are matched to those of GAMA survey. The median redshift is

0.137-0.164 depending on the masks.

it is desirable to remove as many sources as possible at low
redshifts, in a directionally unbiased manner. The various
steps in the process of suppressing the clustering dipole are
described in the following subsections.

WISE being a photometric instrument, the AllWISE
catalogue does not provide redshift measurements. We esti-
mate the redshift distribution of these data by cross match-
ing with the Galaxy and Mass Assembly (GAMA) catalogue
(Liske et al. 2015). The GAMA is a spectroscopic survey of
about 300,000 galaxies down to r < 19.8 magnitude over
about 286�2. The GAMA survey builds on the previous spec-
troscopic surveys such as the SDSS which we have already
used to estimate the star contamination.

Of the 5620 AllWISE sources at this stage that fall
within the solid angle scanned by GAMA, 5491 have cross-
matched counterparts. The redshift distribution of these
sources is shown in Figure 4 which also indicates how it
evolves in the later stages of this analysis.

6.1 Removing the supergalactic plane and sources
correlating with 2MRS at z < 0.03.

A large fraction of the mass in the nearby universe, out to
z = 0.03, is known to be clustered along a planar structure
known as the supergalactic plane. In order to exclude this,
we add a supergalactic latitude cut of ±5� which ensures
that most of the local superclusters that lie on this plane
are removed. Since both the galactic and the supergalactic
planes form great circles in the celestial sphere, removing
an area centered on them leaves the direction of the dipole
estimators unbiased.

In order to further suppress any local super-structures
that lie outside the supergalactic plane, we cross-correlate
our AllWISE galaxy catalogue with the 2MRS catalogue
(Huchra et al. 2012) and remove all objects that are com-
mon to the two catalogues. This is done by identifying all
AllWISE sources that are within 100 of 2MRS sources out to
z = 0.03, beyond which 2MRS is not complete. Of the 24,648
2MRS sources below redshift z = 0.03, only 2392 have All-
WISE counterparts at this stage (in contrast to § 5.1, when

Figure 5. The hemispherical count map of the AllWISE-galaxy

selection as described in § 6.2.

all 24,648 sources did have counterparts). Consequently, the
impact of removing these sources is small.

Subsequent to these cuts we are left with ⇠ 1.71 million
objects. The median redshift at this stage was found to be
⇠ 0.137 and the 3D linear estimator of Eq. 5 finds the di-
rection and the magnitude of the dipole to be RA=177.4�,
DEC=�49.9� (l = 292.9�, b= 11.7�) and 0.017 respectively.
The dipole direction is now 43.7� away from the CMB dipole.
Evidently the removal of local structures slightly reduces
the amplitude of the dipole (previous value was 0.018) and
brings its direction closer to that of the CMB.

6.2 Discarding extended sources

The WISE satellite has an angular resolution of ⇠ 6.100 in
the 3.4 µm band, which corresponds to ⇠ 2.96⇥ 10�5 radi-
ans. Galaxies, which are typically a few tens of kpc across,
are resolved as extended sources at distances less than a few
hundred Mpcs. Galaxies of similar size at larger distances
are contained within the angular beam size of the detec-
tor and appear to be point sources. Discarding extended
sources at this stage can significantly suppress the fraction of
nearby objects. The AllWISE catalogue provides a variable
’ext_flg’, which has a value of zero if the morphology of the
source is consistent with the WISE point spread function,
and not associated with a known 2MASS extended source.
Higher values of the variable indicate high goodness of fits
for extended source profiles.

Consequently, we select only sources with ’ext_flg=0’,
which leaves us with a sample of ⇠ 1.23 million sources.
The median redshift at this stage is found to have increased
to 0.164, indicating the suppression of low redshift sources.
Applying the 3D linear estimator (5) to this sample, we find
the dipole to be in the direction RA=166.2�, DEC=�15.7�

(l = 269.17�, b = 40.17�), i.e. only 8.8� away from the CMB
dipole , with a magnitude of 0.0124, a significant reduction
from the previous value of 0.017 (see § 6.1).

If we further widen the Galactic plane cut to ±20�,
then the dipole direction swings to RA=172.6�, DEC=�6.6�

(l = 269.7�, b = 51.0�), whch is merely 4.5� away from the
CMB dipole, with a magnitude of 0.011 according to the 3D
estimator). The hemispheric-count estimator (4) finds the
dipole to lie towards RA=151.9�, DEC=�15.7� (l = 255.1�,
b = 31.5�) which is 18.0� away from the CMB dipole, with

c� 0000 RAS, MNRAS 000, 000–000

By cross correlating with Galaxy and Mass Assembly



Residual clustering dipole
• For a Copernican observer:
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Using Planck 2015 cosmological 
parameters and astropy, using the 
the redshift distribution as dN/dz

!"#$ <  0.0018
In the final sample

!<=> = 0.0106

Velocity of ~3000 km/s
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270 J. Colin et al.

Figure 6. The top panel shows the dipole from the maximum likelihood
analysis in the redshift band 0.015< z< 0.025 (61 SNe Ia). The best-fitting
point is at (b = 16◦, ℓ = 271◦) for Vbulk = 250 km s− 1 and the red and
green contours are the 1σ and 2σ confidence regions. The large blue spot
is the direction of CMB dipole (b = 30◦ ± 2, ℓ = 276◦ ± 3). The larger
yellow spot, close to the CMB direction, is the best-fitting direction from
the residuals analysis and the smaller black spot is the best-fitting direction
from the maximum likelihood analysis (the magnitude of the dipole was
given in Fig. 8). The bottom panel shows the dipole for the redshift range
0.015 < z < 0.035 (109 SNe Ia). The blue spot is the CMB dipole and the
black spot at b = 21◦, ℓ = 287◦ is the best fit from the likelihood analysis
for Vbulk = 260 km s− 1, while the red and green patches are the 1σ and 2σ
confidence regions.

we cannot single out #CDM as the preferred model of the Uni-
verse. The data become rather sparse at high redshift and the error
in distance measures increases, so the data may also agree with
alternative anisotropic models.
At low redshift, our results are rather robust and we find a bulk

flowof about 260 km s− 1 in the direction of the Shapley supercluster.
We show that the Union 2 data provide the first evidence of the infall
on to Shapley; SNe Ia which are falling away from us and towards
Shapley are statistically dimmer than those which lie beyond this
supercluster and are falling towards us. We see no indication of the
decay of the bulk flow after Shapley which suggests that the scale of
anisotropy of our local Universe is bigger than is usually assumed
and extends beyond z ∼ 0.1.
Our analysis and results are important for the study of the expan-

sion history of the Universe and the properties of dark energy. In all
SNe Ia compilations, an uncertainty of 300–500 km s− 1 is assumed
for each data point to allow for bias introduced by random pecu-
liar velocities. However when there is a coherent motion of SNe Ia
towards a specific direction, this bias cannot be removed by just
increasing the size of the error bar (i.e. assuming the peculiar veloc-
ities to be random). We will present in future work the effect of this
systematic motion of SNe Ia at low redshifts on the reconstruction
of the expansion history of the Universe and estimation of cosmo-

Figure 7. The top panel is for the range 0.015 < z < 0.045 (127 SNe Ia)
and the bottom panel is for 0.015 < z < 0.06 (142 SNe Ia). The blue spot is
the CMB dipole (b = 30◦ ± 2, ℓ = 276◦ ± 3) and the black spots are the
best fit from the likelihood analysis at (b = 15◦, ℓ = 291◦) for Vbulk =
270 km s− 1 for the top panel and at (b = 8◦, ℓ = 298◦) for Vbulk =
260 km s− 1 for the bottom panel, while the red and green patches are the 1σ
and 2σ confidence regions.

Figure 8. The bulk flow as a function of redshift from the likelihood anal-
ysis. We see that a fast flow with Vbulk = 260 km s− 1 persists up to at least
z= 0.06 and systematically exceeds the peculiar velocity expected in#CDM
(blue line) normalized to WMAP-5 parameters (Watkins et al. 2009).

logical parameters like q(z), w(z) or ‘Om’(z) (Sahni, Shafieloo &
Starobinsky 2008; Shafieloo, Sahni & Starobinsky 2009).
We also note the interesting observation by Tsagas (2010) that

observers with peculiar velocities have local expansion rates which
are appreciably different from the smooth Hubble flow, so can ex-
perience apparently accelerated expansion when the Universe is
actually decelerating. Thus, whether dark energy really needs to be

C⃝ 2011 The Authors, MNRAS 414, 264–271
Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society C⃝ 2011 RASDownloaded from https://academic.oup.com/mnras/article-abstract/414/1/264/1089369

by guest
on 08 March 2018

Colin J., Mohayaee R., Sarkar S. & Shafieloo A., 2011, MNRAS, 414, 264

Hints that we are not a Copernican Observer

Measuring the cosmic bulk flow with 6dFGSv 339

Figure 1. The bulk flow amplitude as a function of scale. The 6dFGSv bulk flow measurement
is indicated in red at the radius of a sphere having the same volume as the hemispherical
6dFGSv survey. The predicted rms bulk flow in a flat ΛCDM model (Ωm = 0.274, h = 0.704
and σ8 = 0.811) is shown as the solid (dashed) black line for a top-hat (Gaussian) window
function. The light blue and green shadings around these lines are the 90% range of scatter
from cosmic variance. Bulk flow measurements from recent studies, coloured according to the
most appropriate window function (blue for top-hat, green for Gaussian), are shown for Nusser
et al. (2011, N11), Watkins et al. (2009, COMPOSITE), Turnbull et al. (2012, A1), Colin et al.
(2011, C11), Dai et al. (2011, D11) and Planck Collaboration (2013, Planck13) and also the
Local Group motion with respect to the CMB (Kogut et al., 1993).
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Measuring the cosmic bulk flow with
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Abstract. While recent years have seen rapid growth in the number of galaxy peculiar veloc-
ity measurements, disagreements remain about the extent to which the peculiar velocity field
- a tracer of the large-scale distribution of mass - agrees with both ΛCDM expectations and
with velocity field models derived from redshift surveys. The 6dF Galaxy Survey includes pe-
culiar velocities for nearly 9 000 early-type galaxies (6dFGSv), making it the largest and most
homogeneous galaxy peculiar velocity sample to date. We have used the 6dFGS velocity field
to determine the amplitude and scale of large-scale cosmic flows in the local universe and test
standard cosmological models. We also compare the galaxy density and peculiar velocity fields
to establish the distribution of dark and luminous matter and better constrain key cosmological
parameters such as the redshift-space distortion parameter.

Keywords. galaxies: distances and redshifts, cosmology: observations - distance scale - large-
scale structure of universe

1. Introduction
Peculiar velocities are a direct, unbiased tracer of the underlying distribution of mass in

the universe that are regulated by the scale and amplitude of fluctuations in the density
field. The peculiar velocity field is therefore a powerful cosmological probe that can pro-
vide independent constraints on the parameters defining models of large-scale structure
formation. It is sensitive to mass fluctuations on the largest scales, up to ∼100 h−1 Mpc,
and remains the only such probe in the low-redshift universe.

The dipole moment of the peculiar velocity field, also known as the bulk flow, is a
measure of the large-scale, coherent motion of matter. The most recent peculiar velocity
studies consist of samples containing a large number of measurements (on the order
of 5000) to reach a consensus in the scale of these flows and also establish whether
they are consistent with the predictions of ΛCDM. When averaged over a large enough
volume, cosmological models predict that the bulk flow should approach the Hubble
flow, commonly measured as a convergence to the rest frame of the cosmic microwave
background (CMB). Whilst there is growing consensus in the direction of the bulk flow
found by multiple studies, inconsistencies in the observed amplitude and scale still remain.

The distortion of the galaxy distribution in redshift-space by the peculiar velocity field
can be characterized by the linear redshift distortion parameter, β. The form of this
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Figure 8. Left: Intrinsic clustering dipoles observed in 500 realizations of AllWISE galaxy selection like catalogues from Milky Way-like

halos (green) and Milky Way-like halos in an environment as found in 2MRS by Lavaux et al. (2010), corresponding to a bulk flow

velocity of the z=0.03 sphere in the range 240 to 280 km s
�1

(blue). Right: The observed angle between the observer velocity and the

observed clustering dipole direction. The distribution of angles expected between two isotropic random dipoles is denoted in yellow for

comparison.

8 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Subtracting the best estimate of the residual clustering
dipole, |Dcls| = 0.0076 ± 0.0022 (§ 7.1) from the total ob-
served dipole |D| = 0.0124 (§ 6.2), we obtain D � Dcls| =
0.0048±0.0022. A catalogue of this size (1.2 million sources)
is also expected to have a random dipole of size ⇠ 0.001, im-
plying |Dkin| = 0.0048±0.0024 if we do a scalar subtraction.
While this subtraction ought to be done vectorially, the pre-
cise direction of the structure dipole in the local Universe
is unknown. However the close alignment of the total dipole
observed in data with the CMB dipole, despite |Dcls| be-
ing significantly larger than |Dkin|, suggests that the two
are closely parallel. Hence the vector subtraction can be ap-
proximated with a scalar subtraction of the magnitudes.

It is straightforward to evaluate the flux power-law in-
dex x in eq.(2) for a given catalogue in a single frequency
band. However for WISE and AllWISE, the initial cuts and
the cuts applied for star-galaxy separation depend on mag-
nitudes in different bands, hence the index changes between
the different bands (Griffith et al. 2015). Since our galaxy
selection is driven primarily by a W1 magnitude cut, we
confine ourselves to the W1 band.

The index of the flux function can be fitted from the
data (Colin et al. 2017). The Doppler shift is more impor-
tant for faint galaxies, hence the value of x near the thresh-
old is most relevant and is found to be 0.75 as shown in
Figure 9. The spectral index ↵ (3) for galaxies in infrared
depends on the classification of the galaxy. However, in the
W1 band range, for most galaxy types, the spectral index
varies between 0.8 and 1.0 (Griffith et al. 2015). Using these
values in eq.(1) yields a velocity of 430± 213 km s�1 for the
Solar system barycenter.

9 SUMMARY

The total observed dipole in the final AllWISE galaxy selec-
tion after suppressing star contamination and local source
contribution is 0.0124 corresponding to a velocity of 1110
km s�1 if interpreted as purely kinematic in origin.

Figure 9. The variation of the AllWISE galaxy selection source

number count with the lower cut in flux in the W1 band which

we use to determine the power x in eq.(2). At the lower flux

threshold, the best fit value (red line) is 0.75.

While this seems anomalously high, theoretical expecta-
tions for a ⇤CDM universe suggests that a clustering dipole
of ⇠ 0.006 is expected in a sample with the same redshift
distribution as our final selection. These estimates do not
however take into account special features of our local en-
vironment. To do so, we examine mock AllWISE galaxy
selection-like catalogues generated from a state-of-the-art
⇤CDM Hubble volume simulation. We search for haloes with
velocities similar to that of the Milky Way embedded in an
environment as observed in 2MRS with a bulk velocity of
⇠ 240 km s�1 extending beyond z = 0.03. We find that an
intrinsic clustering dipole of size 0.0071±0.0022 can arise for
these observers . This lowers the inferred velocity of the Solar
system barycenter to 430±213 km s�1, compatible with the
value inferred from the CMB dipole. However, the estimate
of the residual clustering dipole from theory is model depen-
dent, and in this case assumed a ⇤CDM model with param-
eters fitted to Planck data. Consequently the final value of
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Inside region B, the r.h.s. of the expression

ṽa
<latexit sha1_base64="WZDapCsTc1Y7jKfVgIGkj7LXd9w=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSQi6LHoxWMF+wFNKJvNpF262YTdSaGE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x0+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSAXX6DjfVmVjc2t7p7pb29s/ODyqH590dZIpBh2WiET1A6pBcAkd5CignyqgcSCgF0zuC783BaV5Ip9wloIf05HkEWcUjeR5yEUI+XQ+pLVhveE0nQXsdeKWpEFKtIf1Ly9MWBaDRCao1gPXSdHPqULOBMxrXqYhpWxCRzAwVNIYtJ8vbp7bF0YJ7ShRpiTaC/X3RE5jrWdxYDpjimO96hXif94gw+jWz7lMMwTJlouiTNiY2EUAdsgVMBQzQyhT3NxqszFVlKGJqQjBXX15nXSvmq7TdB+vG627Mo4qOSPn5JK45Ia0yANpkw5hJCXP5JW8WZn1Yr1bH8vWilXOnJI/sD5/AO4fkZg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="WZDapCsTc1Y7jKfVgIGkj7LXd9w=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSQi6LHoxWMF+wFNKJvNpF262YTdSaGE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x0+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSAXX6DjfVmVjc2t7p7pb29s/ODyqH590dZIpBh2WiET1A6pBcAkd5CignyqgcSCgF0zuC783BaV5Ip9wloIf05HkEWcUjeR5yEUI+XQ+pLVhveE0nQXsdeKWpEFKtIf1Ly9MWBaDRCao1gPXSdHPqULOBMxrXqYhpWxCRzAwVNIYtJ8vbp7bF0YJ7ShRpiTaC/X3RE5jrWdxYDpjimO96hXif94gw+jWz7lMMwTJlouiTNiY2EUAdsgVMBQzQyhT3NxqszFVlKGJqQjBXX15nXSvmq7TdB+vG627Mo4qOSPn5JK45Ia0yANpkw5hJCXP5JW8WZn1Yr1bH8vWilXOnJI/sD5/AO4fkZg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="WZDapCsTc1Y7jKfVgIGkj7LXd9w=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSQi6LHoxWMF+wFNKJvNpF262YTdSaGE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x0+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSAXX6DjfVmVjc2t7p7pb29s/ODyqH590dZIpBh2WiET1A6pBcAkd5CignyqgcSCgF0zuC783BaV5Ip9wloIf05HkEWcUjeR5yEUI+XQ+pLVhveE0nQXsdeKWpEFKtIf1Ly9MWBaDRCao1gPXSdHPqULOBMxrXqYhpWxCRzAwVNIYtJ8vbp7bF0YJ7ShRpiTaC/X3RE5jrWdxYDpjimO96hXif94gw+jWz7lMMwTJlouiTNiY2EUAdsgVMBQzQyhT3NxqszFVlKGJqQjBXX15nXSvmq7TdB+vG627Mo4qOSPn5JK45Ia0yANpkw5hJCXP5JW8WZn1Yr1bH8vWilXOnJI/sD5/AO4fkZg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="WZDapCsTc1Y7jKfVgIGkj7LXd9w=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSQi6LHoxWMF+wFNKJvNpF262YTdSaGE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x0+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvSAXX6DjfVmVjc2t7p7pb29s/ODyqH590dZIpBh2WiET1A6pBcAkd5CignyqgcSCgF0zuC783BaV5Ip9wloIf05HkEWcUjeR5yEUI+XQ+pLVhveE0nQXsdeKWpEFKtIf1Ly9MWBaDRCao1gPXSdHPqULOBMxrXqYhpWxCRzAwVNIYtJ8vbp7bF0YJ7ShRpiTaC/X3RE5jrWdxYDpjimO96hXif94gw+jWz7lMMwTJlouiTNiY2EUAdsgVMBQzQyhT3NxqszFVlKGJqQjBXX15nXSvmq7TdB+vG627Mo4qOSPn5JK45Ia0yANpkw5hJCXP5JW8WZn1Yr1bH8vWilXOnJI/sD5/AO4fkZg=</latexit>

If we are inside a large local ‘bulk flow’.

(Tsagas 2010, 2011, 2012; Tsagas & Kadiltzoglou
2015) 

… if so there should be a dipole asymmetry in the 
inferred deceleration parameter in the same 

direction – i.e. towards the CMB dipole



The FLRW Universe in Kinematics

• ! =
$̇

$

• % ≝ −
$̈$
̇$)
(defined	with	a	minus	to	be	positive	for	a	decelerating	universe)

• A = $⃛

$CD

EF G =
HG

!I
1 +

1

2
1 − %I G −

1

6
1 − %I − 3%I

O + AI +
PHO

!I
OQI

O GO + R(GS)

Tilt : %I→ %U + %Vcos(W XUYZ[\ )](^)
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Matt Visser 2004

% =
_`
O
− Ωb (in Λdef)

“Cosmology is the search for two numbers. The Hubble parameter !I and the 
deceleration parameter %I” – Alan Sandage



The Fitting problem 
Ideal standard candle : No intrinsic dispersion
Ideal observations : No observational uncertainties
Each SC observation is a point in the D-z space.

Perfect FLRW Universe :
We need only 3 standard candle observations to estimate Ω", Ω# to infinite precision.  

Directions don’t matter, redshift ranges don’t matter.

The real lumpy Universe (still ideal observations of ideal SCs) : 
Are Ω", Ω# inferred from 3 SCs observed in one specific direction in the sky and specific redshift 
range the same as those observed in another direction and redshift range? 

How far out in redshift should we go before directions matter?

Real SNe data are a lot more complicated.

VIA Lecture - APC Paris



What are Type Ia supernovae?
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A white dwarf accreting 
matter from a binary 
companion, reignites 
when crossing ~1.44 
Solar Masses

http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1102.1431
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But they can be ‘standardised’ using the observed correlation between their peak 

magnitude and light-curve width (NB: this is not understood theoretically)

They are certainly not ‘standard candles’

https://arxiv.org/abs/1311.5099
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Corrected 
data

Type Ia supernovae as ‘standardisable candles’ 

Use a standard template (e.g. SALT 2) to make ‘stretch’ and ‘colour’ corrections  …

Distance modulus = 25 + 5 log()
*+
,-.
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Betoule et al., A&A 568:A22,2014SALT 2 parameters

Spectral Adaptive Lightcurve Template
(For making ‘stretch’ and ’colour’ corrections to the observed lightcurves)

There may well be other variables that the magnitude correlates with …

B-band



SNe Data and Cosmology

Zoomed in

The data are intrinsically dispersed. The error bars have to be ‘enlarged’ by hand according to some statistical 
procedure.



SN1a breakthroughs history

Riess et al 1998

No SN by SN peculiar velocity corrections in either. Null fitting.

Perlmutter et al
1998



SN1a data fitting – the standard !" Method

• !" #, %, &,'(, )*+, = ∑*/0
123 45

678 9,:,;< =45 >
?

@5
?(9,:,@5BC)

• )*" = )4,*
E + )*+,

" + )G*,,*
" (%, &)

• !" is minimized w.r.t. #, %, &,'(

• Then )*+, is estimated by requiring that 
HI5B
?

1J6K
~1

• Not statistically well motivated, but based on empirical evidence and experience 
(Gull 1989)

• Not suitable for model selection, only parameter estimation.

Karpenka, PhD Thesis : https://arxiv.org/pdf/1503.03844.pdf

https://arxiv.org/pdf/1503.03844.pdf


The Joint Lightcurve Analysis ( JLA ) Sample

The SDSSII/SNLSIII Joint Lightcurve Analysis (JLA) catalogue of SN1a
740 SN1a , 551 of which are in the hemisphere opp to the CMB motion
Redshifts corrected using SMAC, which has a bulk flow (gray triangle)
631 are in the opp hemisphere to SMAC BF

Betoule et. al. Astron.Astrophys. 568 (2014) A22



Peculiar velocity impact on SN1a magnitude
! = 1 + %&'( − 1 + %*+, 1 + %- × /

%&'( → 12345627
%*+, → 89:26627 5489; 3 :<=> 1=72<

1 + % = 1 + ̅% 1 + %@'*&'( 1 + %@'*AB

7C % = 7̅C ̅% 1 + %@'*&'( 1 + %@'*AB D

Davis et. al. Astrophys.J. 741 (2011) 67

JLA (and Pantheon) redshifts and magnitudes have been 
corrected to account for the local bulk flow.

SN1a at z>0.06 are assumed (arbitrarily) to be in the CMB 
rest frame. (only uncorrelated 150 km/s in error budget)
Wrong ‘correction’ to SDSS2308 in JLA. Many such 
mistakes in Pantheon (eg : SN2246). 

Consequently, we use only %&'( and subtract out the corrections to 1E



Peculiar velocity impact on SN1a magnitude
! = 1 + %&'( − 1 + %*+, 1 + %- × /

%&'( → 12345627
%*+, → 89:26627 5489; 3 :<=> 1=72<

1 + % = 1 + ̅% 1 + %@'*&'( 1 + %@'*AB

7C % = 7̅C ̅% 1 + %@'*&'( 1 + %@'*AB D

Davis et. al. Astrophys.J. 741 (2011) 67
JLA (and Pantheon) redshifts and magnitudes have been 
corrected to account for the local bulk flow.
SMAC, Hudson et al MNRAS 352 61(2004)

SN1a at z>0.06 are assumed (arbitrarily) to be in the CMB 
rest frame. (only uncorrelated 150 km/s in error budget)
Wrong ‘correction’ to SDSS2308 in JLA. Many such 
mistakes in Pantheon (eg : SN2246). 

Consequently, we use only %&'( and subtract out the corrections to 1E

Figure 1: Bulk Flow measurements. Upper panel: the symbols show the amplitude of

the measured bulk flow (with its error) from the following surveys: Surface Brightness

Fluctuations (SBF), SFI , ENEAR (EN), Shellflow (SF), Supernovae type Ia (SNIa),
SMAC, EFAR, LP10, SCII and LP (see table for explanation) as a function of radius.

The CMB dipole COBE measurement and bulk flow from the PSCz redshift catalog
are also shown. The solid line shows the expected rms bulk velocity of a sphere of

radius R for standard ΛCDM model; the dashed lines represent 1-σ cosmic scatter

about the rms. Lower panel: the symbols show the direction of some of the measured
bulk flow vectors, note that the catalogs that correspond to R ∼ 60h−1Mpc have

consistent directions while measurements that correspond to large distances do not.
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Peculiar velocity impact on SN1a magnitude

!"#$ → &'()*+',
!-./ → 012'++', *)013 ( 2456 &5,'4

1 + ! = 1 + ̅! 1 + !;#-"#$ 1 + !;#-<=

,> ! = ,̅> ̅! 1 + !;#-"#$ 1 + !;#-<= ?

Davis et. al. Astrophys.J. 741 (2011) 67

JLA (and Pantheon) redshifts and magnitudes have been 
corrected to account for the local bulk flow.

SN1a at z>0.06 are assumed (arbitrarily) to be in the CMB 
rest frame. (only uncorrelated 150 km/s in error budget)
Wrong ‘correction’ to SDSS2308 in JLA. Many such 
mistakes in Pantheon v1 (eg : SN2246). 

Consequently, we use only !"#$ and subtract out the corrections to &@



Construct a Maximum Likelihood Estimator

Nielsen, Guffanti & Sarkar, Sci.Rep. 6:35596,2016

Well-approximated as Gaussian

JLA data
‘Stretch’

corrections

JLA data
‘Colour’

corrections



cosmology SALT2

intrinsic 
distributions

Likelihood

Confidence regions

1,2,3-sigma solve for Likelihood value

Simultaneously 
fit for

!"
#$ − Ω'
!(
)
*
+,,$
./0,1
2
3$
.41
5$
.61

Σ( = Σ9:;: + Σ9=9:

Σ9=9: = Σ4;> + Σ"?(@> + Σ(A9:
+Σ>@B9 + ΣC@4D@> + ΣE

Error budget

Observational, 
imposed.



Imposed dispersions

Results strongly depend on 
imposed uncertainties. 



Results

!" = -8.0 , <0 at ~3.9 sigma statistical significance
The significance of qo being negative is only 1.3s!

Cosmic acceleration may simply be an artefact of our being located inside a ‘bulk flow’!
(and looking mostly only in one direction) 

The dipolar component of q (-8) is larger than the 
monopole, and dominate out to z~0.1

Accelerating 
Universe

Decelerating 
Universe out to z~0.1

!" > !$

Result favours lower instrinsic dispersion

But of course, all these results assume the data are reliable!

In preparation



Bizarre things about SN1a data

JLA has now been Superceded by Pantheon

Betoule et. al. Astron.Astrophys. 568 (2014) A22



The Pantheon compilation

JLA +  additional SN1a from Pan Starrs and HST
1048 SN1a, redshifts corrected for peculiar velocities using the 2M++ flow field
890 are in the hemisphere opposite the 2M++ bulk flow

Scolnic et al. Astrophys.J. 859 (2018) no.2, 101

JLA ⊆ Pantheon (mostly)
"#$% not available till Nov  2018



Missing !"#$ and wrong peculiar velocity corrections
At  https://archive.stsci.edu/prepds/ps1cosmo/scolnic_datatable.html , !"#$ and !%&' columns have the exact same 
numbers.

The flow model used for peculiar velocity corrections, Carrick et al 2015 extends out to z~0.067, with (#)* = 159 ± 23 km/s 
bulk flow for the whole volume, detected at 5.2 2

Yet the Pantheon data included ‘corrections’ all the way to ~0.3

https://github.com/dscolnic/Pantheon/blob/master/data_fitres/Ancillary_G10.FITRES

Illustrative example is the case of SN 2246 , which has a ZCMB of 0.19422. It seems to have a VPEC of 444.2816. The SNe is 
117 degrees away from the CMB dipole, and 115 degrees away from the direction of the Vext.

Reported on github, purportedly fixed 

3"#$ values finally submitted

https://archive.stsci.edu/prepds/ps1cosmo/scolnic_datatable.html
https://github.com/dscolnic/Pantheon/blob/master/data_fitres/Ancillary_G10.FITRES


Inconsistent !"#$ values
• ~150 SDSS SNe, in common between JLA and Pantheon, have different redshifts in JLA and 

Pantheon

• According to Astrophys. J. Suppl.185, 32 (2009) [arXiv:0908.4274 [astro-ph.CO]], the %& =0.0001, 0.0005 or 0.005 (just for 34).

• Most conservatively, at least 50 SNe redshifts have changed by >5 sigma, and more than 20 
by >10 sigma

• All details at https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00221v1

• A third set of redshifts exist at https://classic.sdss.org/supernova/snlist_confirmed.html

• Eg : According to this URL, for SN15301 the redshift is 0.29630. According to JLA it’s 0.248 and 
according to Pantheon, it is 0.179630.

• http://skyserver.sdss.org/dr14/en/tools/explore/Summary.aspx?id=1237663458316125530

• This URL is in agreement with Pantheon (so JLA was wrong?)

• JLA has been cited more than 890 times and used in >400 analyses.

https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00221v1
https://classic.sdss.org/supernova/snlist_confirmed.html
http://skyserver.sdss.org/dr14/en/tools/explore/Summary.aspx?id=1237663458316125530


Issues with SDSS spectroscopy?

1000 spectroscopic galaxies 
from DR15 and DR12

Possible unknown systematics 
affecting only the host 
galaxies of SN1e?

Many !"#$ values have changed by as much as ~0.1 (~600 Mpc)

All SNe with shifted redshifts are in the direction directly opp to 
the CMB dipole

Have we discovered galaxies that accelerate by 0.1 c in a few 
years?

So there are implications for all anisotropy studies with SNe
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Conclusions

The low redshift Universe is inhomogenous and not FLRW at all scales.

The dipolar modulation of high redshift radio galaxies is at 2.81! tension with the kinematic 
interpretation of the CMB dipole, suggesting a velocity of ~1355 km/s instead of 369 km/s

Infrared galaxies show a 4.6! kinematic + clustering dipole in the CMB direction, favouring a velocity of 
~1260 km/s, and can be reconciled with the kinematic interpretation of the CMB dipole only for a non 
Copernican observer rare in a Λ#$% universe at the level of <1%.

SN1a data have bizarre discrepancies that the authors do not care to elucidate on. If JLA is considered 
reliable, the local Universe has a dipolar modulation in the deceleration parameter, in the direction of the 
CMB dipole, that dominates over the monopole of the CMB dipole till z~0.1. The isotropic deceleration 
parameter is compatible with 0 at <1.3 sigma. 

Bad data affects us all, and we must get to the bottom of this as a community before cosmology becomes 
post truth.

The Universe may be accelerating in some direction and volume averaged sense, but this is probably not 
due to a cosmological constant. 
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https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.3108
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MLE, best fit

profile likelihood

Data consistent with uniform expansion @<3s!

2!

1!

3!

0.341

0.569

0.134

0.038

0.931

3.058

-0.016

0.071

-19.05

0.108

Opens up interesting possibilities e.g. could the cosmic 
fluid be viscous – perhaps associated with structure 

formation (e.g. Floerchinger et al, PRL 114:091301,2015)

Nielsen, Guffanti & Sarkar., Sci.Rep.6:35596,2016



Rubin & Hayden (ApJ 833:L30,2016) verify the results of Nielsen et al
but then argue that the light-curve fit parameters may be redshift-dependent

Two out of 3 parameters that go into the distance 
modulus have been examined by eye and made 

sample and redshift dependent.
Against the principles of blinded data analysis.
20 hyperparameters to standardize 740 SN1e

Even if this is justified, the significance with which a non-accelerating 
universe is rejected rises only to ≲4s … still inadequate to claim a 

‘discovery’ (even though the dataset has increased from 
~50 to 740 SNe Ia in 20 yrs)!

Nielsen et al
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! " = 2
3&'

()*+ " − -
" − - * .(0)

The real local Universe

Figure 1: Bulk Flow measurements. Upper panel: the symbols show the amplitude of

the measured bulk flow (with its error) from the following surveys: Surface Brightness

Fluctuations (SBF), SFI , ENEAR (EN), Shellflow (SF), Supernovae type Ia (SNIa),
SMAC, EFAR, LP10, SCII and LP (see table for explanation) as a function of radius.

The CMB dipole COBE measurement and bulk flow from the PSCz redshift catalog
are also shown. The solid line shows the expected rms bulk velocity of a sphere of

radius R for standard ΛCDM model; the dashed lines represent 1-σ cosmic scatter

about the rms. Lower panel: the symbols show the direction of some of the measured
bulk flow vectors, note that the catalogs that correspond to R ∼ 60h−1Mpc have

consistent directions while measurements that correspond to large distances do not.
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Estimators for the Dipole
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!" =
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&'()*
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!89 =
1
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<)=

>
?̂<!" = %̂ ∗ &A" − &C"&A" + &C"

&A"

&C"

Add up unit vectors corresponding 
to directions in the sky for every 
source

Relatively lower bias and statistical 
error 1/√&

Rubart and Schwarz 2013

Vary the direction of the 
hemispheres until maximum 
asymmetry is observed

Easy visualization

High Bias and statistical error 
2.6/√&



Local Sources contamination?
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Remove the Supergalactic plane. Disk like 
structure containing the majority of clusters at 
z<0.03

Remove sources within 1 arcsecond of 2MRS 
z<0.03 sources

No significant impact on the velocity/direction of the dipole
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TABLE II. Fits to the JLA catalogue allowing for sample- and redshift-dependence of SNe Ia parameters. The 1st row

corresponds to Rubin & Hayden’s
31

22-parameter fit, while the 2nd row shows the changes when a scale-dependent exponentially

falling dipole modulation is allowed for q0. The 3rd row corresponds to their 16-parameter fit while the 4th and 5th rows show,

respectively, the changes allowing for a scale-dependent exponentially falling dipole modulation in q0, and allowing for the

absolute magnitude of the SNe Ia to be sample dependent (respectively low z, SDSS, SNS & HST). In each row the e↵ect of

setting the monopole of q0 to zero is also shown to illustrate that the SNe Ia parameters (last 4 columns) hardly change, while

the dipole in q0 changes substantially.

-2 log Lmax qm qd S j0 � ⌦k ↵ � M0 �M0

Rubin & Hayden (22 param.) with no dipole -331.6 -0.4574 – – 0.1458 0.1345 3.067 -19.07 0.1074

As above with no acceleration (qm = 0) -315.6 0 – – -1.351 0.1323 3.048 -19.01 0.1088

Rubin & Hayden (22 param.) with dipole / e
�z/S

-335.9 -0.3867 -0.2325 0.1825 -0.1779 0.1337 3.028 -19.06 0.1076

As above with no acceleration (qm = 0) -326.9 0 -2.186 0.05034 -1.333 0.1325 3.02 -19.01 0.1087

Rubin & Hayden (16 param.) with no dipole -242.4 -0.3873 – – 0.2937 0.1345 3.063 -19.05 0.1080

As above with no acceleration (qm = 0) -229.9 0 – – -0.8444 0.1325 3.051 -19.00 0.1094

Rubin & Hayden (16 param.) with dipole / e
�z/S

-250.2 -0.3329 -0.2091 0.2726 0.04258 0.1336 3.021 -19.04 0.1081

As above with no acceleration (qm = 0) -241.2 0 -0.3585 0.1794 -0.8645 0.132 3.009 -19.00 0.1093

Rubin & Hayden (16 + 3 param.) with no dipole -253.4 -0.09894 – – -0.102 0.1346 3.023 -19.07, -19.00, -18.94, -18.78 0.1082

As above with no acceleration (qm = 0) -253 0 – – -0.2661 0.1344 3.016 -19.06, -18.99, -18.92, -18.77 0.1084
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Even with the sample and redshift dependent treatment for !",$ and %$ proposed by R&H,&'=0 is disfavoured only at 
2.4 sigma and allows for a  large &( extending to )~0.18

If !",$ and %$ can be sample or redshift dependent, why not /$? Undermines the use of SN1a as standard candles 
but justified by AIC.
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Fig. 17. Orthographic projection of the reconstructed Planck all-sky y-map in Compton parameter units (Planck Collaboration XXII
2015). For illustration purposes and to enhance the tSZ signal-to-noise ratio, the y-map has been Wiener filtered. Positive sources in
the map correspond to clusters and super-clusters of galaxies with strong tSZ emission. In particular, the Coma and Virgo clusters
are clearly visible near the north Galactic pole. The region of strongest contamination from Galactic foreground emission in the
Galactic plane has been partially masked.

Table 9. Parameter 68 % confidence levels for the base ⇤CDM
cosmology computed from the Planck CMB power spectra, in
combination with the CMB lensing likelihood (“lensing”).

Parameter Planck TT+lowP+lensing

⌦bh2 . . . . . . . . . . 0.02226 ± 0.00023
⌦ch2 . . . . . . . . . . 0.1186 ± 0.0020
100✓MC . . . . . . . . 1.04103 ± 0.00046
⌧ . . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.066 ± 0.016
ln(1010As) . . . . . . 3.062 ± 0.029
ns . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.9677 ± 0.0060

H0 . . . . . . . . . . . 67.8 ± 0.9
⌦m . . . . . . . . . . . 0.308 ± 0.012
⌦mh2 . . . . . . . . . . 0.1415 ± 0.0019
⌦mh3 . . . . . . . . . . 0.09591 ± 0.00045
�8 . . . . . . . . . . . . 0.815 ± 0.009
�8⌦

0.5
m . . . . . . . . . 0.4521 ± 0.0088

Age/Gyr . . . . . . . 13.799 ± 0.038
rdrag . . . . . . . . . . . 147.60 ± 0.43
keq . . . . . . . . . . . 0.01027 ± 0.00014

ments to the data processing and use of cross-half-mission likeli-
hoods (Planck Collaboration XI 2015; Planck Collaboration XII
2015). We find good agreement with our earlier results, with in-
creased precision.

10.1. Cosmological parameters

Planck’s measurements of the cosmological parameters de-
rived from the full mission are presented and discussed in
Planck Collaboration XIII (2015). As in our previous release,
the data are in excellent agreement with the predictions of
the 6-parameter ⇤CDM model (see Table 9), with parame-
ters tightly constrained by the angular power spectrum. The
best-fit model parameters from the full mission are typically
within a fraction of a standard deviation of their results from
Planck Collaboration XVI (2014), with no outliers. The con-
straints on the parameters of the base ⇤CDM model have im-
proved by up to a factor of 3. The largest shifts are in the
scalar spectral index, ns, which has increased by 0.7�, and the
baryon density, !b, which has increased by 0.6�. Both of these
shifts are partly due to correction of a systematic error that con-
tributed to a loss of power near ` = 1800 in the 2013 results
Planck Collaboration XIII (2015). This systematic also biased
the inferences on H0 slightly low (by less than 0.5�). In addi-
tion, the overall amplitude of the observed spectrum has shifted
upwards by 2 % (in power), due to a calibration change, and
the optical depth to Thomson scattering, ⌧, has shifted down by
nearly 1�. These shifts approximately cancel in the derived nor-
malization of the matter power spectrum. The remaining shifts
are consistent with the known changes in noise level, time-
stream filtering, absolute calibration, beams, and other aspects
of the data processing.

Both the angular size of the sound horizon, ✓⇤, and the cold
dark matter density, !c, have become significantly better deter-
mined. The data at high-` are now so precise, and the polariza-
tion data so constraining, that we not only see very strong evi-
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https://arxiv.org/pdf/1706.09309.pdf

https://arxiv.org/pdf/1505.07800.pdf
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The Pantheon compilation

JLA +  additional SN1a from Pan Starrs and HST
1048 SN1a, redshifts corrected for peculiar velocities using the 2M++ 
flow field
890 are in the hemisphere opposite the 2M++ bulk flow

Scolnic et al. Astrophys.J. 859 (2018) no.2, 101

However, we use only JLA!



Redshift distribution of the removed sources

VIA Lecture - APC Paris

d = 0.0124  >1200 km/s if fully kinematic

Total dipole is at least 4.2! statistically significant.

172.6° RA, -6.6° Dec (~4.5° from CMB)

By cross correlating with Galaxy and Mass Assembly



The standard model and structure formation
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! " = $ " − $̅
$̅

'(!
')( + 2, ) '!

') = 4./0$̅!

/12 + Λ412 =
8./
67 89:

Assume isotropy and homogeneity of 89:

→ The FLRW metric with Friedmann 
equations describing the time evolution of 
the scale factor a
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