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Itisnow a known factthatifwe happen to be living in the m iddle ofa large underdenseregion,

then we willobserve an \apparentacceleration",even when any form ofdark energy isabsent. In

thispaper,wepresenta \M inim alVoid" scenario,i.e.a \void" with m inim alunderdensity contrast

(ofabout � 0:4) and radius (� 200� 250 M pc/h) thatcan,notonly explain the supernovae data,

butalso be consistent with the 3-yrW M AP data. W e also discuss consistency ofour m odelwith

various other m easurem ents such as Big Bang Nucleosynthesis,Baryon Acoustic O scillations and

localm easurem entsofthe Hubble param eter,and also pointoutpossible observable signatures.

PACS num bers:

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

O ne ofthe m ost ba�ing problem s in cosm ology and fundam entalphysics today concerns the acceleration ofthe

universe,asinferred from the redshifting ofthe type Ia supernovae. Along with thisobservation,the W M AP data

and thelargescalestructurem easurem entscan allbeexplained by invokingadarkuid with negativepressuredubbed

asdark energy.Thishasgiven riseto theso-called at�CDM orconcordancem odelconsistingofapproxim ately only

4% ofvisiblem atter(baryons),the restbeing dark (approxim ately 3/4 dark energy and 1/4 dark m atter).However,

whatis thisdark energy and why itsabundance should be such thatithappensto be exactly in concordance with

m atterdensity today,rem ainsvery m uch a m ystery.

Recently,a few researchers have tried to take a di�erent point ofview: what ifthe e�ect oflarge scale structure

could accountforthe observed lum inosity to redshiftbehavioroftype Ia supernovae(i.e. giverise to an \apparent"

acceleration oftheuniverse),withoutDark Energy? Thisquestion isim portantbecausean a�rm ativeanswerm ight

obviate the need fora dark energy com ponent/cosm ologicalconstant,which haspresented a plethora ofunresolved

theoreticalissues.Recentstudiesofexactsolutionsto theEinstein equationshave,in fact,been ableto reproducethe

observed lum inosity to redshiftrelation thatisusually attributed to acceleration,provided thatwe lived in a large

region (\void")thathaslessm atterdensity than the spatialaveragedensity overthe cosm ologicalHorizon [1,2,3]

(see [4]fora review).O nem ightnaively concludethatthisresultcan obviatethe need fordark energy.However,in

orderforthe void m odelto be taken seriously,severalkey issueshaveto be addressed.

Firstly,theobservation ofsm all,nearly scaleinvariantCM B tem peratureuctuations,strongly supportstheprinciple

thatouruniverseishom ogeneousand isotropicon largescales.In ourpresentUniversenon-linearlargescalestructures

exist,m arkingadeviation from hom ogeneity;however,accordingto ourcurrentunderstandingofstructureform ation,

O (1)non-linearitiesare only expected typically atscales� O (10M pc=h). In thiscase one can again argue thatthe
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e�ectofthese inhom ogeneitieson cosm ology,which isgoverned by the Hubble scale � 3000M pc=h,would be to too

sm allto be signi�cant.However,therearereasonswhy onecould be wary ofsuch a conclusion.

From thetheoreticalpointofview,thenon-linearbehaviourofstructureform ation isnota trivialissue.Forinstance,

dueto non-lineare�ectsitisknown thatsm allervoidscan percolateto form m uch largerunderdensestructureswhich

occupy m ostofthe volum eofthe Universe(see e.g.[5],according to which such a percolation hasa threshold,when

the density is about 50% lower than the average),form ing what is known as a \cosm ic web" ofsuperclusters and

voids. Also,we note that non-standard featureson the prim ordialpowerspectrum ,such asa spike ata particular

scale,orsom enon gaussianity m ay enhancethe possibility ofhaving largerstructuresand voids.

O bservationally speaking,severalhuge nonlinear structures (notably,the Sloan G reat W allhas a length of400=h

M pc [6]) have been revealed through surveyslike SDSS and 2dF (ofcourse,these data are only tracing the visible

m atter,sotheirinterpretation in term softotalm atterissubjectto abias).Itisunclearwhetherthepresenceofthese

large observed objectsisconsistentwith the presentunderstanding ofstructure form ation. Forexam ple Einasto [7]

claim sa discrepancy (by a factorof5)between theobserved abundanceofsuch objects(superclusters)and thevalues

obtained using N-body num ericalsim ulations.Peebleshasalso argued thatourunderstanding ofstructureform ation

and observed voidsarein apparentcontradiction [8],and thatthiscan beclassi�ed asa ‘crisis’ofthe�CDM m odel.

Further,therehasbeen observationalevidenceforthepresenceofa locallargeunderdense(� 25% lessdense)region

(thatextendsto � 200M pc=h)from num bercountsofgalaxies[9].Thisrepresentsa 4 sigm a uctuation,and would

beatoddswith �CDM .M orerecently,therehasbeen a claim thatthepresenceofthecold spotin theCM B detected

in the W M AP sky [10]is also associated with a sim ilarBig Void in the large scale-structure [11]. Intriguingly,the

presence ofsuch Big Voids has also been advocated by [12]in order to explain som e features ofthe low m ultipole

anom aliesin the CM B data (in addition to the cold spot). Finally we note thattwo recentpapers[13,14]claim a

signi�cant(95% C.L.)detection ofan anisotropy in the localHubble ow in theHubble Key Projectdata [14]and in

the SN Ia dataset[13].Thiswould be a com pletely naturalconsequenceofbeing inside a largelocalvoid [15],since,

ofcourse,wearenotexpected to be exactly atthe centerand the void isnotexpected to be exactly spherical.

To sum m arize,thelargescalestructureofouruniversem ightbericherthan wethought,which can havefarreaching

consequencesforcosm ology. However,itisfairto say thatthe presence oflarge voidsbecom esm ore unlikely (thus

requiring probably a non-conventionalparadigm ofstructure form ation),as the size ofthe void and the density

contrast that we consider becom e larger. This em phasizes the need to �nd the \M inim alVoid (M V) M odel" i.e.,

with m inim allength scale and underdensity contrastthatisrequired to give a consistent�tto the supernovae data

(the readerwilleasily recognizethatthe largeristhe void,in generalthe betteristhe �t). Thisisthe �rstgoalof

ourpaper. W e �nd thatto obtain an acceptable �t (with goodness-of-�t1 close to 50% )to the currentsupernovae

data oneneeds\us" to belocated roughly centrally (with 10% precision in theradialposition)within an underdense

region stretching upto a redshift� 0:08. Ifone iswilling to live with a worse �t (goodness-of-�t� 10% )then one

can even go down to z � 0:055. The underdensity that is needed is ofabout � � � 0:4. Now,this is a very large

region (corresponding to a radius between 160=h M pc and 250=h M pc). However we believe that �nding a viable

alternativeto thepresenceofDark Energy isa task which isim portantenough to considersuch possibilities(and,as

noted before,sim ilarstructureshavebeen advocated forsolving otherproblem sin cosm ology,asthelow-lanom alies

and the cold spotin the CM B).

Asan asidewenotethatweobtain analyticalexpressionsforthelum inosity-redshiftcurveforarbitrarydensitypro�les

which areexcellentapproxim ationseven when the localinhom ogeneouspatch extendsup to � 400 M pc=h.

The second im portant issue that one has to address in the context ofthe M V m odelis whether it can reproduce

the successes of�CDM m odelfor m any di�erent observations,m ost notably the W M AP third year data. In this

paperwe presentan analysisofthe M V m odelsubjectto the W M AP 3yrdata using the CO SM O M C package [16]

developed to perform a likelihood analysis oftheoreticalparam etersusing a M onte Carlo M arkov Chain (M CM C)

m ethod;we re�ne the analysisofthe type Ia supernovae data and we com bine them together. W e �nd that using

standard statisticalanalysis,theM V m odelaccountsfortheW M AP and SN Ia data whilebeing consistentalso with

localm easurem entsofthe Hubble param eter.

In what follows,we will�nd a consistent �t to both the W M AP and SN Ia data,provided the Hubble param eter

H out � hout=3000M pc
�1

outsidethevoid isvery low,hout � 0:45.Then thevoid playstheroleofproviding a higher

value for the localm easurem ents ofthe Hubble param eter (H in � h=3000M pc
�1
). It is exactly this jum p in the

1 The goodness-of-� t for a � t is the probability that, given a set ofphysicalparam eters,the data has a �
2 sm aller or equalthan the

observed value.
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Hubble param eterthatgivesrise to an apparentacceleration.Additionally,in orderto �tthe CM B,the prim ordial

spectrum hasto deviate from the usualnearly atspectrum . Speci�cally we try the �tallowing forrunning ofthe

spectralindex in the observed 7 e-foldsofthe CM B sky.O urbest-�thasa low spectralindex with a largerunning.

The overallgoodness-of-�tto the W M AP 3 yrdata forourbest-�tm odelisaround 26% ascom pared to 41% ofthe

�CDM m odel.

W eshould clarify thatalthough wequotecom parativestatisticsbetween M V and �CDM m odel,itisonly m eantasa

guide,ouraim hereisnottocom petewith the�CDM m odel.Accordingto theBayesian statisticallikelihood analysis

ofboth the supernovae and the CM B data,our best �t M V m odelis stilldisfavored by m any standard deviations

as com pared to the concordant�CDM m odel. Crucially however,such an inference is based on assum ing a \at"

prioron thevalueofthecosm ologicalconstant.In otherwordsitrelieson thea prioriassum ption thatallthevalues

ofthe cosm ologicalconstant are equally likely. According to the Bayesian theory,such a prioriprobablitiesare to

be assigned based on theoreticalprejudice. Unfortunately ourunderstanding ofthe cosm ologicalconstantisrather

incom pleteto say theleast.Asiswellknown,theoreticalexpectationssuggestan enorm ously largevalue� M 4
p,and

even with supersym m etry it’s \natural" value should have been around (TeV)4,in obvious disagreem entwith our

universe.Accordingly,beforethediscoveryofouraccelerated expansion,ourtheoreticalprejudicehad been to assum e

thatthecosm ologicalconstantm ustin factvanish possibly dueto som esym m etry orothertheoreticalconsiderations

(for a recent review see for instance [20]). Here we take the sam e approach,that the \atprior" assum ption m ay

actually bem isleading and thereforea directlikelihood com parison between a � 6= 0 m odelwith a � = 0 m odelm ay

notbe appropriate. Ratherwe should focuson \independent" statisticalquantitiessuch as\goodnessof�t" which

can sim ply testwhethera given theoreticalm odelisconsistentwith theobservationaldata.In otherwords,ifwehad

a di�erenttheoreticalprejudice (forexam ple thata non-zero cosm ologicalconstantis\unphysical"),then we could

justask thequestion whethera non-hom ogenousm atterdistribution can �tthedata,with an acceptablevalueofthe

goodness-of-�t.To sum m arize,although ourm odelhasa worse�tthan �CDM ,in ouropinion the statisticssuggest

thatourvoid m odelin an EdS background can stillbe consistentwith SN and CM B.

Itis naturalthough to wonderwhether one can m ake these �ts better by including perhapsm ore param eters. W e

considertwo such possibilitiesin brief.In [17]the authorsobtained a slightly better�tto theW M AP data,without

Dark Energy,ascom pared to the �CDM m odelby including a bum p in the spectrum atsom e particularscale (see

also [18,19]). W e discusshow thiscan be integrated in the M V fram ework. M oreover,this idea looksparticularly

appealing,because the existence ofa bum p in the prim ordialspectrum could,in fact,enhance the probability of

�nding large voidsin the presentUniverse (the scale ofthe bum p happensto be roughly the scale thatwe need for

a M inim alVoid). Next,we considerthe possibility ofhaving a slightcurvature in the m odel. Itturnsoutthatthis

also im provesthe �tto W M AP considerably.

Let us now com e to the question of consistency between our m odeland the m easurem ents of the localHubble

param eter.Although di�erentobservationssuggestratherdi�erentvalues,

0:55� h � 0:8; (1)

is perhaps a fair range to consider. As we will�nd out,the supernovae data essentially constrains the am ount of

jum p,hout=h (orequivalently theunderdensity contrastin thevoid),to som erange.Com bining thiswith theW M AP

analysis(which constrainshout)we getan allowed range forh. These allowed valuesare de�nitely low,butwe �nd

thatourh can be ashigh as0:59 and thereforebe consistentwith the localm easurem entsofthe Hubble param eter.

Finally,we briey discuss consistency ofour m odelwith various other m easurem ents,such as baryon acoustic os-

cillations (BAO ),baryon density obtained from Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN),constraints on �8 com ing from

weak lensing experim ents,Integrated Sachs-W olfe(ISW )e�ect,etc.An im portanttask thatweleaveforfutureisto

perform an analysisoftheSDSS data including Lym an-� forests,withoutwhich onecannotreally pronouncetheM V

m odelasa viablealternativeto the concordant�CDM m odel.

W e now proceed as follows: in section II,we introduce our swiss-cheese m odeland briey discuss the non-linear

structure form ation captured in this m odel,as wellasthe photon propagation in this con�guration. In section III

we explain qualitatively how the M V m odelcan be consistentwith both the supernovae and W M AP data,aswell

as localm easurem ents of the Hubble param eter. In section IV, we perform supernovae �ts for the void m odel.

This includes �nding a SN-Ibest-�t param eterset and com paring it with �2 values for the �CDM m odel,as well

as �nding a com bined best-�t param eter set,which has the m axim aljum p (this willbe needed to better �t the

W M AP data)with \acceptable" �2.Nextin section V,weperform a M CM C analysisoftheW M AP data withouta

cosm ologicalconstant.Again,thisinvolvesobtaining a W M AP best-�tparam eterset,and also �nding a Com bined

best-�tm odelconsistentwith supernovaewith reasonable�2 ascom pared tothebest�t\concordance"�CDM m odel.

In section VII,we briey discussconsistency ofM V m odelwith otherobservationssuch asBBN and BAO .Finally,
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we conclude sum m arizing our �ndings and also pointing out unique predictions ofthe M V m odel. The appendix

containsapproxim ateanalyticalsolution ofthetrajectory,redshiftand lum inosity distanceofa photon in theradially

inhom ogeneous\LTB" (Lem aitre-Tolm an-Biondi)m etric.

II. LA R G E SC A LE ST R U C T U R E A N D LT B M ET R IC S

Asem phasized in the introduction,we arecurrently living in a universewith signi�cantinhom ogeneities:non-linear

structuresand voidsare expected on average atscales� O (10)M pc=h,and there isobservation ofstructuresup to

m uch largerscales,� 300M pc=h.In thispaperwewilladvocatethatperhapswearesitting nearthecentreofa \Big

Void" spanning a radiusof� 200 M pc=h which,aswewillexplain,isroughly them inim alsizeneeded to accountfor

theSN-Ia supernova data (although onecan go down to valuesofabout150M pc=h by accepting a slightly worse�t).

An accurate way to m odelsuch inhom ogeneousstructures/voids,which avoidsany possible pit-fallsofperturbative

argum ents,isto use exactsolutionsofG eneralRelativity thatcan be studied both analytically and num erically.In

particularwe focuson spherically sym m etric LTB m etrics[21]to describe \radially" inhom ogeneouspatchesofany

desired radius,L (such m etric describes the m ost generic spherically sym m etric dust-�lled spacetim e;we refer to

appendix IX for de�nitions and details). Such sphericalpatches can be pasted onto a hom ogeneousFLRW m etric

consistently [22]. Italso ensuresthatthe averagedensity inside the sphericalpatch isthe sam e (alm ostexactly,see

again appendix IX fordetails)asthebackground density outsidethepatch.Thusan underdensity around thecentral

region iscom pensated by a shell-likestructurenearthe circum ference2.

Technically,itissom ewhatcom plicated to describethedynam icsoftheLTB m etric(seeappendix IX fordetailsand

forthechoicewem adefortheso-called m assfunction),butintuitively itisasifonehad an independentscalefactor

correspondingtoeach (com oving)radialcoordinate,r,which isevolvingasan independentFLRW m etricwith agiven

spatialcurvature k(r). A priori,k(r) is an arbitrary function which also determ ines the density pro�le. Assum ing

L � R H (the Hubble radius)onehas

�(r;t)’
h�i(t)

1+ (t=t0)
2=3�(r)

; where h�i(t)�
M 2

p

6�t2
; and �(r)� 3k(r)+ rk

0(r): (2)

W eobservethattheFLRW behaviourforthedensityisgiven bythefactorh�i(t),whiletheuctuationsareprovidedby

thepresenceof�(r)in thedenom inator.W hen �(r)isclosetoitsm axim um valuewehaveavoid,whilewhen itisclose

toitsm inim um ,itsignalsan overdensity.Notethatatearlytim esthedensity contrast�(r;t)� (�(r;t)� h�i(t))=h�i(t),

de�ned in theusualway,growsast2=3,in agreem entwith theprediction ofcosm ologicalperturbation theory.O n the

otherhand atlatetim es,when (t=t0)
2=3�(r)� O (1),thedensity contrastgrowsrapidly (and thisresultisthesam eas

found within the Zeldovich approxim ation [23]). In fact,foran overdenseregion,the structure ultim ately collapses,

asto be expected because LTB m etricscannotaccountforvirialization thatwe observein nature.Nevertheless,for

ourpurpose,aslong aswe do notreach the collapse tim e,LTB m etricsadequately capture the e�ectsofnon-linear

stucture form ation on photon propagation.

Now,we are interested in m odeling a sphericalvoid region surrounded by a com pensating shell-like structure,and

thisisobtained using a k(r)which startso� from a m axim um atr= 0 and fallso� to a constantvalueatr= L such

that

k
0(0) = k

0(L)= 0; (3)

k(L) =
4�

3

k; forj
kj� 1; (4)

O ne can check thatsuch an LTB m etric can consistently m atch to an FLRW background [22],with curvature abun-

dance 
k. In thispaperwe willm ostly focuson a background FLRW m etric which isat. The essentialreason for

choosing a atbackground m etricisthatcurvatureisknown to beconstrained to bevery sm allin orderto geta good

�toftheW M AP data along with otherm easurem ents(such asm easurem entsoftheHubbleconstant[36]).However,

in section ?? wewillpresenta briefdiscussion on how thingsm ay changein thecontexton theM V m odelifweallow

2 In factwem ay speculatethattheG reatSloan W allm ay beindicativeofsuch a shell-likestructure,given itslocation,atabout250M pc=h

away from us,and itstwo-dim ensionalshape [6].
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forcurvature.W enotein passing thatin LTB m odelsweareconsidering wedo nothaveback-reaction e�ectsin the

outsideregion,i.e.on theaveragetheFLRW regionsdo notfeelatallthepresenceofholes.Theparticularchoiceof

the curvaturefunction thatweem ploy to m odelthe inhom ogeneitiesand �tthe supernova data isgiven by

k(r)= kmax

�

1�

�
r

L

�4
�2

: (5)

O necan check thatEq.(5)satis�esEq.(4),in thecasewith 
k = 0.Itcontainstwo im portantphysicalparam eters,L

and kmax,which correspond to the length-scaleand am plitude ofuctuationsrespectively
3.In the restofthe paper,

thisisthe pro�lethatwewillfocuson,although som eofthe analyticalresultsaregeneralforany k(r).

III. T H E M IN IM A L V O ID M O D EL

By now in a seriesofpapers[1,2,3]ithasbeen shown thata \large" localunderdensity can reproduce reasonably

wellthelum inosity distanceversusredshift,D L (z),curvethatoneobserves,and thereby can m im icdark energy (for

slightly di�erentapproachesbased on inhom ogeneities,see [24,25,26,27,28]).However,the reason one isskeptical

ofsuch an explanation isbecause a straightforward extrapolation ofthe density uctuationsobserved in CM B gives

us today a scale on nonlinearity (that is,the scale in which the expected density contrast is ofO (1)) ofat m ost

� O (10)=h M pc,m uch too sm allto explain away dark energy;asweshallseelater,weneed to invokea Big Void with

a radiusofabout200=h M pc (and with average density contrastofroughly h�2i’ 0:4). The probability ofhaving

non-linearstructuresatlargerscalesbecom esprogressivelysm aller.Usingtheconventionallinearand Gaussian power

spectrum forradiiofabout� 200M pc=h thetypicaldensity contrastinstead isonly ofabout0:03� 0:05(foraradius

of� 160 M pc=h the typicalcontrastisinstead about0:06).However,asargued in the introduction,onecannottake

such an analysisatits face value. There are both theoreticaland observationalsuggestionsthatwe m ightactually

havelargerunderdensitiesin such voidsin ouruniverse.

Nevertheless,itisclearthatthe presenceoflargevoidsbecom esm oreand m ore unlikely (orthatitwould require a

non-conventionalparadigm ofstructureform ation)asthesizeofthevoid and thedensity contrastbecom elargerand

larger.

Thisem phasizestheneed to �nd the\M inim alVoid M odel" i.e.,with m inim allength scaleand underdensity contrast

thatisrequired to givea consistent�tto the supernova data.Thisisobtained by realizing thatthe crucialevidence

for acceleration com es from the fact that we observe a m ism atch between the expansion at low redshifts (between

roughly 0:03� z � 0:07)and theexpansion athigherredshifts(wheresupernovaeareobserved [29],between roughly

0:4 � z � 1). Thissituation arisesbecause ofthe currentexperim entalstatusofsupernovae observations: we have

veryfew datain theredshiftrangebetween 0:07and 0:4(thesituation willdram aticallychangewith thecom ingrelease

oftheSDSS-IIsupernovaedata [30]).Thusitisnotnecessary to altertheEdS D L (z)alltheway up to z � O (1),but

a largecorrection to theHubbleexpansion in thelocalregion,0:03� z � 0:07,stretching up to � 200M pc=h,m ay be

su�cient.In particularifwe are living in a localunderdensity,then we experience extra stretching asvoidsbecom e

\m ore void" (thatis how structure form ation works)which m anifests asa localHubble expansion rate largerthan

average(outside the patch),precisely whatisrequired to m im ic acceleration. Anotherway ofseeing thisisthatall

sourcesin thelocalregion havea collectiveradialpeculiarvelocity dueto thegravitationalattraction oftheshell-like

structure,which addsto the overallexpansion.

W e m ay also note that recently [31]has claim ed a possible detection ofa jum p in the supernova Hubble diagram ,

exactly in the direction ofhaving a largevoid.Howeverthe void radius(about75M pc=h)and the jum p (about7% )

aresm allerthan whatweareproposing.

Let us now see m ore precisely how the M V m odelworks. Let us startwith the observation that the D L(z) corre-

sponding to �CDM m odelisin good agreem entwith the observed supernovae [32]. Thus,ifwe can ensure thatour

M V m odelcan approxim ately agreewith the�CDM D L(z)curveboth in thelow and high redshiftsupernovaerange,

then we can expectto �nd a good �tto the data aswell.W e �rstfocuson the high redshiftregion,i.e.outside the

3 The exponent ofr=L has been chosen to be equalto 4,but the reader m ay note that any exponent n > 1 is good,as well. Varying n

one varies the width ofthe shell-like structure. The larger the n,the  atter the void,and narrower the structure. H owever,we choose

to stick only to the case n = 4,since it already gives us a su� ciently  at pro� le for the underdense region which we found to im prove

the supernova � t,and anyhow the whole analysis and discussion isnot very m uch a� ected by the precise shape ofthe shell.
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LTB patch.In thisregion the D L(z)curve ofthe M V m odelbasically correspondsto thatofthe hom ogeneousEdS

curveparam eterized by theloweraverageHubbleparam eter4,hout.Further,in thisrangeofhigh redshiftsupernovae,

theEdS curvecan run very closeto the�CDM m odel,albeitwith a di�erent,slightly lower,Hubbleparam eter,h out

as com pared to the Hubble param eterh ofthe �CDM curve. For instance,ifwe com pare the EdS distance (D E )

with the �CDM distance(D � )[33]:

D E

D �

� R (z); (6)

itturnsoutthatthe ratio R doesnotchangem uch in the relevantrangeofhigh-z supernovae,0:4� z � 1:

R (0:4)=R (1)’ 1:12: (7)

M oreover,the ratio R (z)itselfisproportionalto the ratio h=hout. Thus,by choosing the latterratio appropriately,

the lum inosity distance ofthe average EdS m odelcan be m ade to approxim ately coincide with that ofthe �CDM

onein the redshiftrange0:4� z � 1,and consequently one expectsthatthe EdS/M V m odelwillbe consistentwith

the high redshiftsupernovae.

Next,letuslook atthe low redshiftregion.In thisregion,the D L (z)curve isbasically linear,the slope being given

by the Hubble param eter:

H
�1
0 � lim

z! 0

D L(z)

z
=
3000 M pc

h
: (8)

Thusin orderfortheM V m odelto agreewith thebest-�t�CDM ,theHubbleparam eterinsidetheLTB patch should

coincide with the m easured localHubble param eter.In otherwords,ifthe M V m odelcan accountforthe jum p,J ,

between the locally m easured Hubble param eterh inside the patch,and the loweraverageHubble param eter,hout,

outsidethe patch:

J �
h

hout
; (9)

then weexpectto havea good agreem entwith the supernovaedata.

Thusthe challengesare

� toquantitativelyverifyourabovehypothesisofbeingableto�nd agood�ttothesupernovaewith an appropriate

\jum p".

� to �nd whetherlocalinhom ogeneitiesin an LTB m odelcan accountforsuch jum ps.

Provided wecan m akethiswork,such an analysiswillalso telluswhata good rangeforthe jum p param eteris.

As we willsee later,we �nd a very good �t to the SN data (where we use the dataset [29]),with goodness-of-�t

� 50% ,without� in theM V m odels.Assum ing ourm odel,a param eterestim ation (with likelihood e��
2
=2)givesat

95% C.L.the following rangeforthe jum p param eter:

1:17� J � 1:25: (10)

O n theotherhand the�tto the W M AP data will�x thevalueoftheglobalhout.Aswewillseein section V,thisis

the im portantquantity forthe photonsthatcom e from the lastscattering surface,and notforexam ple the localh.

ThechallengefortheW M AP analysisis�rstto seewhetheronecan �nd atalla good �tto the CM B data,without

Dark Energy.Itturnsoutthatonecan (seesection V),but,crucially,a reasonable�toftheW M AP data without�

requiresa relatively low Hubble param eteroutsidethe Void:

0:44� hout � 0:47; (11)

(at95% C.L.).

4 The discrepancy between the LTB and EdS m odelgoeslike a R ees-Sciam a e� ect,(L=rH )3,which is� O (10�5 ),according to [34].Such

a correction isirrelevantforsupernovae,while itcould be relevant forCM B.W e note,however,that[24,25]� nd a largercorrection in

the lum inosity distance. The reason forthe discrepancy,however,isstillunclear to us.
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Now,these two constraints(hout from CM B and the J from Supernovae)can be com bined together.And the third

challengenow iswhetherwegeta localvalueh which isconsistentwith localm easurem entsoftheHubbleparam eter.

Com bining the rangeEq.(11)with the constraintsfrom SN Eq.(10),wegeta reasonablerangeof

0:51� h � 0:59: (12)

(see �g.7)and wehaveto com parethiswith the localm easurem ents.

These localvalues typically vary over a wide range. The Hubble param eter m easured using supernovae [35]reads

h = 0:59
+ :04
�:04 , the Hubble K ey Project [36]m easures a value ofh = 0:72

+ :08
�:08 (although in [37]a lower value of

h = 0:62+ 0:05�0:05 isgiven,with an im proved treatm entofCepheids).M easurem entsofclustersusing Sunyaev-Zeldovich

distances[38](which isbased on data atdi�erentredshifts,up to z ’ 1)givesa m uch lowerestim ate,h = 0:54
+ :04
�:03

(in EdS),asdoesm easurem entathigh redshift(0:3 < z < 0:7)using gravitationallensing [39]: h = 0:48
+ :03
�:03 (fora

m orecom prehensivesum m ary see[18]).In fact,thevalueofh estim ated also seem to decreaseasonelooksatsources

with largerredshiftswhich would be a prediction forthe M V m odel. However,a detailed study ofthisissue iswell

beyond the scope ofourpaper,butwe wantto em phasize thatthe localvalue ofthe Hubble param eterhasa large

window,Eq.(1)being perhapsa fairrangeto consider.

Clearly there isan overlap between Eq.(12)and Eq.(1),which isnow consistentwith supernovae,W M AP and local

m easurem entsofHubble.

This can now be used to pinpoint the underdensity contrastrequired in the void. As we willanalytically show in

the nextsection (and verify num erically),the jum p param eterin LTB m odelsdoesnotdepend on the detailsofthe

curvature(density)pro�le,butonly on theam plitudekmax,orequivalently them axim alunderdensity contrastatthe

centerofthe void.W e �nd thata centralunderdensity between 44% and 58% reproducestherelevantrangeEq.(10)

ofthe jum p param eter,and itiseasy to check thatthisisalso consistentwith Eq.(1)and Eq.(11). Notice however

thatthe averageunderdensity isalwayssom ewhatsm allerthan the centralvalue,see e.g.�g.IV B.

Atthispointone m ay be concerned aboutthe plausibility ofthe M V m odelon two di�erentaccounts.Firstly,even

ifwe take the observationalevidence ofthe existence ofa large underdense region seriously [9],the underdensity

contrastrequired to beconsistentwith W M AP and supernovaeisquitelarge.Secondly,thelocalvalueoftheHubble

param eteriscertainly on thelowerside.Both oftheseproblem scan becom em ilderifonecould obtain acceptable�ts

to W M AP with slightly higherhout.In section V we briey discusshow itm ay be possibleto evadethese problem s,

buta m oredetailed investigation ofthese issuesisoutofthe scopeofthispaper.

IV . SU P ER N O VA E FIT S

A . A nalyticalR esults

O uraim in thissection isto quantitatively �tthe supernova data (we use here the datasetfrom [29])using the M V

m odel.In orderto havebettercontrol,we decided to perform both num ericaland analyticalanalysis.Asexplained

in [34],aslong asL � R H ,one can �nd excellentapproxim ationsto the lum inosity distance-redshiftrelation.This,

notonlyhelpsusphysicallyunderstand thee�ectsofcorrectionscom ingfrom inhom ogeneitiesbetter,butalsoprovides

uswith a non-trivialcheck on the num ericalcalculations. In the appendix we have obtained expressionsforD L (r)

and z(r)(which can be used to obtain D L(z)im plicitly)forany generalpro�le. W e also provide the readerwith a

sum m ary ofallthe equationsnecessary to reproduce the analytic approxim ation forD L (z)in Appendix IX F,in a

self-contained form .Inside the LTB patch,the redshiftasa function ofthe radialcoordinatelookslike

z �
2r

3t0
[1+ 2f(3k(r)=�)]: (13)

while the angulardistanceissim ply given by

D A = r[1+ f(3k(r)=�)]: (14)

In deriving these form ulaswehaveused a speci�cchoiceofthe radialcoordinate,given in Eq.(55)ofappendix IX F,

such thatr approxim ately correspondsto the properdistance today.

The lum inosity distance,in G eneralRelativity,isalwaysrelated to the angulardiam eterdistance [41]D A via

D L = (1+ z)2D A ; (15)
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FIG .1: The �
2
for Supernovae IA as a function of the jum p h=hout = H in=H out, for di�erent values of the size of the

inhom ogeneous region (whose boundary endsatredshiftzjum p). W e have used here a m odelwith two FLRW regions (em pty

inside and EdS outside),with two di�erent Hubble param eters. From bottom to top the solid curves correspond to z jum p =

[0:09;0:08;0:07;0:06;0:05]. The two dashed lines correspond to a 10% and a 1% goodness-of-�t. The num berofd.o.f. is 181

(we have used the RiessG old dataset[29]).

and thuswe now have allthe ingredientsto obtain D L(z)inside the patch.O ne can easily verify that,in the above

expressionsforD A and z,the term s outside the bracketscorrespond to the FLRW resultsfor a atuniverse. f is

an universalfunction (it does not depend on the pro�le) de�ned in the appendix,which gives us the deviation of

the D L (z) curve from the FLRW result. As one can see,our analyticalresults agree very wellwith the num erical

solutions,see�g.10.

Now,one de�nesthe Hubble param eterasthe initial(z= 0)slope in the D L � z plot: using this de�nition one can

obtain (seeappendix IX D fordetails)an exactrelation between thejum p param eterand thecentraldensity contrast:

J =
h

hout
= 2� (1� j�0j)

1=3
: (16)

Surprisingly,thisexpression doesnotdepend on the speci�cform ofthe pro�le,and thereforelendsgenerality to the

analysis.

B . N um ericalA nalysis

W e em ploy in this section a two steps strategy. First,without even using the LTB m etric,we try to �t the data

with a crude approxim ation ofthe void,which consistsofan em pty (curvature dom inated)FLRW Hubble diagram

forthe innerregion and then an EdS Hubble Diagram forthe outerregion.Between the two regions(z < zjum p and

z > zjum p)there isa discontinuousjum p in the Hubble param eterH in=H out. In thisway we geta good idea about

whatarethe bestvaluesforJ and zjum p.The resultsareshown in �g.1.

Asonecan seefrom theplot,thelargeristhe valueforzjum p thebetteristhe�t.However,wedo notgain m uch by

taking zjum p largerthan,say,0:08 (which correspondsto a radiusof250M pc=h).Itisalso interesting to notethata

zjum p aslow as0:05 (which correspondsto a radiusof150M pc=h)stillgivesa reasonable�t(goodness-of-�tishigher

than a few % ).Alm ostindependentofzjum p,the bestvalueforthejum p isaround J ’ 1:2.

Asa second step,then,we try to reproducethese resultswith a fullLTB study.Forsim plicity we focuson only one

value ofL for the LTB patch (zjum p � 0:085). A further observationalm otivation for considering such a redshift

com es from the fact that it also approxim ately coincides with the redshift ofthe Sloan G reat W all,which spans

hundredsofM pc acrossand itcould be suggestiveofbeing the \com pensating structure" expected atthe boundary

ofthe LTB patch [6]. In the pro�le Eq.(5),we therefore �x the radius L,and let kmax vary (which correspondsto

varying the jum p J ,orequivalently the centraldensity contrast�0).

W e solve num erically forthe D L � z curve forseveralvaluesofkmax (which correspond to severalvaluesofJ ),and

we com pute the �2. W e show in �g.(2)the �2 asa function ofthe jum p,interpolating between the resultsofthe

num erics.Thisinterpolating function isthen used to com pute the statistics:W e �nd thatthe 1� rangeofthe jum p

8
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FIG .2: The �
2
for Supernovae IA as a function ofthe jum p h=hout = H in=H out,in a fullspeci�c LTB m odel,m atched to

FLRW atredshiftzjum p = 0:085.The dashed linescorrespond to the 1�,2�,3� and 4� where we used asa likelihood e
��

2
=2
.

The num berofd.o.f.is181 (we have used the RiessG old dataset[29]).

correspondsto 1:214
+ :019
�:019 .Forthe density contrastatthe centerthistranslatesto �0 = 0:514

+ :034
�:036 .

Letuscom m entbriey on thevaluesthatwegetforthe�2 ascom pared to otherm odels.TheEdS m odelhasa very

bad �tto the data,since its�2 forthe sam edatasetisabout284.Thishasa very low goodnessof�t.O n the other

hand the �CDM m odelhasa m uch lower� 2 than ourm odel([29]quotes150)5,which isindeed strangely too low6.

Now,in term sofgoodness-of-�tour�2 iswhatoneexpectstypically,sinceitisroughly equalto thenum berofd.o.f.,

and thism akesourm odela good �tto the data. O n the otherhand ifone allowsa new free param eter(
 �)then

the best�tturnsoutto be ata nonzero valuefor
 � ,and so the param etervalue� = 0 would be form ally excluded

atseveral� (assum ing a likelihood thatgoesase��
2
=2).Thissituation issim ilarto whatwewillencounterwhen we

perform the CM B �ts(see section V):the M V m odelhasa worse �2 ascom pared to �CDM ,butthe question that

we wantto ask isaboutconsistency ofSN data with a M V m odel,and forthisquestion the answerseem sto be yes,

the �2/d.o.f.being roughly equalto 1.

W ealsonotethatweuseonlyonedataset[29](whilethereareotheronesin theliterature),sincewewould qualitatively

getverysim ilaranswerand itisnotourpurposeheretocom paredatasetwith others,butjusttochecktheconsistency

ofthe m odel.

Finally we show,as an illustration,one exam ple ofa plot ofD L � z in �gureIV B together with the shape ofthe

density pro�le(asa function ofz).

V . M C M C FIT O F T H E W M A P D A TA

In orderforthe M V m odelto be viable atall,itiscrucialforthispicture to be in agreem entwith observationsof

theCM B spectra,am ong otherthings.Itiscom m only assum ed thatthe�CDM m odel,with a non-zero cosm ological

constant,is the only one which can adequately explain the CM B spectrum . This is based on the result that once

one assum esa \at" prioron �,itturnsoutthatthe \m ostlikely" param eters,given the W M AP data,correspond

to 
� � 0:7. The question that we wantto ask however,is about consistency ofW M AP with EdS:can we get a

reasonable�tto the CM B spectrum even aftersetting � to zero? To putitdi�erently,ifwehad a strong theoretical

prejudice against having a non-zero cosm ologicalconstant,or ifthere were other observations disfavoring it,then

would the 3-yr W M AP data independently rule out an 
M = 1,EdS universe? (Here M m eans totalm atter =

5 The open em pty U niverse has also a low �
2,ofabout 160.

6 W e note here that allthe SN � tsare plagued by notknowing exactly whatare the errorson the SN m easurem ents. In fact,ifone used

only instrum entalerrors,then the data pointswould have a very large scatter with tiny errors,and there isno sm ooth curve which can

give a � t to the data. Then what is done by SN collaborations is to arti� cially add by hand an error bar ofabout 0.15 m agnitudes in

quadrature to alldata points,which is typically justi� ed saying that this is the typicalvariability ofthe intrinsic SN lum inosity. This

iswhatm akes the concordance � CD M �
2 so low.
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FIG .3: In theupperplotweshow a �toftheSupernovaedata (Riessetal.[29])with an LTB m odelwhich has�2 = 186 (the

d.o.f. are 181). The inhom ogeneous patch extends up to z ’ 0:085 and the underdensity in the centeris �C E N T R E = � 0:48.

W e have shown �m � m � m em pty:the m agnitude (m � 5Log10D L )m inusthe m agnitude ofan em pty open FLRW Universe

as a function ofthe redshiftz. The blue solid line isour inhom ogeneous m odel,the red dashed-line isan EdS m odel(whose

Hubbleconstantisnorm alized through the nearby supernovae),the green dotted line isthe best-�t�C D M .In the lowerplot

weshow thedensity contrastforthesam em odel,asa function ofz.Theaveragecontrast(
p

h�2i)in theinhom ogeneouspatch

is0:43 (
p

h�2i’ 0:33 in the underdensity,
p

h�2i’ 0:48 in the overdensity).

baryons+ dark m atter.) In particular,whatifwe introduce additionalfeaturesin the prim ordialspectrum ,rather

than tam pering with the com position ofthe universe? Ifwe indeed obtain a reasonable �t using such a di�erent

\prior",the nextim portantstep would be to check whetherthisparam etersetisconsistentwith the supernovae�t.

Thisiswhatweplan to do in thissection.

Rigorously speaking,thisquestion seem stechnically challenging because one would have to com pute the secondary

e�ects,i.e. what the spectrum ofthe CM B radiation would look like after passing through the localunderdense

region,and m aybe m any othersuch regions7,itencounterson its journey to us. According to [34],the corrections

to the redshifts ofphotons which pass through a void ofsize L is a Rees-Sciam a e�ect that goeslike (L=R H )
3. A

7 The assum ption that we live in a void could naturally lead us to consider that the universe m ight contain m any such voids,a bubbly

universe.In this case one would have to com pute the passage ofthe photons through m any such voids.
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�C D M EdS EdS C urved

�s = 0 �s 6= 0 �s;
 k 6= 0

m in m ax m in m ax m in m ax m in m ax


 bh
2
out 0:005 0:04 0:005 0:04 0:005 0:04 0:005 0:04


 m h
2
out 0:01 0:3 0:01 0:3 0:01 0:3 0:01 0:3


 � 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

ns 0:5 1:5 0:5 1:5 0:5 1:5 0:5 1:5

�s 0 0 0 0 � 0:3 0:3 � 0:3 0:3


 k 0 0 0 0 0 0 0:05 0:05

zre 4 20 4 20 4 20 4 20

10
10
A s 10 100 10 100 10 100 10 100

TABLE I:Priors fordi�erentparam etersin the CO SM O M C Runs. Here 
 bh
2
out isthe physicalbaryon density,
 m h

2
out isthe

physicaldark m atterdensity,zre istheredshiftatre-ionization,ns isthespectralindex,�s istherunning ofthespectralindex

and A s isthe am plitude ofscalaructuations(forde�nitionssee,e.g.[ 16]).

coherentaddition ofthise�ectdueto m any voidscould producea correction oforder(L=R H )
2.Thusfora void with

a typicalradius� 200=h M pc that we considered in this paper,such a cum ulative e�ect could be � 10�2 � 10�3 .

Thiscan be ignored forthe study ofsupernovae8. O n the otherhand,ifthese m any voidsexist,they would give a

sizable e�ecton the CM B.The num ber� 10�2 � 10�3 would referto a m onopole in the CM B,while the correction

to higherm ultipoleswould be sm aller(depending on how di�erentisthe num berofvoidsalong di�erentdirections

in the sky). However,in this paper we ignore such secondary e�ects. O n the qualitative side,in fact,we expect

thisto be im portantonly forsm allland decay fastforlargerl,and itshould actin the sam e way asan Integrated

Sachs-W olfee�ect 9.

Thecorrection to the CM B redshiftthatcom esfrom ourlocalvoid,instead,willdepend on how sym m etricthe void

is,and how \centrally" we are located. Foran o�-centerobserver,in appendix IX E we perform a non-perturbative

estim ate ofthe dipole m om ent,and �nd thatin orderforitto notexceed the observed value� O (10�3 ),\we" m ust

be located very close to the center,approxim ately within 10% ofthe void-radius,in concordance with the �ndings

in [42]. In thiscase the correction to the higherm ultipolesare m uch m ore suppressed and notvisible in CM B [42].

Departure from sphericalsym m etry,on the other hand,m ay have a m uch m ore interesting e�ect,specially on the

lowestlsin theCM B spectrum ,and could bevisible10.However,such a study isclearly outofthescopeofthepresent

paper;instead we willrestrictourselvesto spherically sym m etric voidsand neglectthese possible secondary e�ects

on the CM B com ing from the voidsem bedded in the hom ogeneousEdS background.Thus,the question reducesto

whetherthe CM B spectrum can be reproduced given an EdS background.

Asone would expect,we �nd thatifone assum esaspriors,no dark energy,aswellasno additionalfeaturesin the

prim ordialspectrum (otherthan spectralindex and am plitude),oneobtainsa very poor�tto the 3-yrW M AP data

(see table IV). However the situation changes ifwe introduce a possible \running in the spectraltilt",�s,in the

observable� 7 e-foldsofouruniversein CM B (following the sam ede�nition asin [16])11

W e have perform ed a M onte Carlo M arkov Chain (M CM C) analysisofthe W M AP 3 yeardata using the program

CO SM O M C [16].O urrunswereperform ed with thepriorsgiven in tableV.W eused theversion oftheCO SM O M C

program which lets one analyze the range 2 � l� 30 for TT correlations and the range 2 � l� 23 for TE+ EE

correlationsusing thepixel-based approach (T,Q and U m aps),which o�ersa m uch m oreaccuratetreatm entofthe

low-llikelihood [43].O nehas(957+ 1172)pixeldata in all.Therestofthe correlationsthatweconsidered consisted

ofC T T
l in the range31� l� 1000,and CT El in the range24� l� 450.

W e �nd thatan EdS universewith no dark energy butwith a valueoftheHubble constant,H out,signi�cantly lower

than theconventionally accepted valueof 70 km /s/M pcgivesa very reasonable�tto theCM B spectrum ,see�g.4.

8 W e m ention,again,that [24,25]� nd a larger correction to the lum inosity distance,which could be potentially im portant for super-

novae [24].Since the reason ofthe discrepancy isstillunclear to us,we do notdiscuss ithere.
9 Thism ightexplain the claim ed detections ofISW correlations[40],even without invoking D ark Energy.

10 In this context we note that sim ilar e� ects in anisotropic geom etric void con� gurations have been used to explain the low m ultipole

anom aliesin the CM B sky [12].
11 Ideally,one would like to introduce two additionalscales where signi� cant running ofthe spectraltiltstarts and ends. Thiswould also

obviously im provethe � t.H owever,to keep the analysissim ple,wehave assum ed thatthese two scaleslieoutsidethe observed spectrum

in W M A P.
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FIG .4:�CD M and EdS �tsto the W M AP 3 binned data

�CD M EdS,� s = 0 Eds,�s 6= 0 Eds,�s;
 k 6= 0


 bh
2
out 0:022

+ 0:002

�0:002 0:022
+ 0:001

�0:001 0:018
+ 0:001

�0:002 0:019
+ 0:002

�0:001


 m h
2
out 0:106

+ 0:021

�0:013 0:198
+ 0:008

�0:011 0:186
+ 0:011

�0:009 0:167
+ 0:009

�0:007


 � 0:759
+ 0:041

�0:103 0 0 0

zre 11:734
+ 4:993

�7:619 8:697
+ 4:351

�6:694 13:754
+ 2:246

�5:752 13:342
+ 2:55

�5:011


 k 0 0 0 0:05

ns 0:96
+ 0:04

�0:04 0:94
+ 0:021

�0:038 0:732
+ 0:07

�0:071 0:761
+ 0:069

�0:069

�s 0 0 � 0:161
+ 0:044

�0:044 � 0:13
+ 0:037

�0:048

1010A s 20:841
+ 3:116

�3:442 25:459
+ 2:135

�2:766 25:302
+ 2:182

�2:968 23:975
+ 2:198

�2:448


 m =
 b 4:73
+ 0:999

�0:485 9:119
+ 0:341

�0:357 10:094
+ 0:645

�0:489 8:929
+ 0:512

�0:541

hout :72857
+ :05137

�:07393 :46857
+ :00888

�:01307 :4523
+ :01291

�:01129 :42069
+ :01107

�:00919

Age=G Y r 13:733
+ 0:389

�0:369 13:908
+ 0:399

�0:258 14:408
+ 0:369

�0:4 15:338
+ 0:342

�0:393

�8 0:77
+ 0:121

�0:109 1:012
+ 0:056

�0:081 0:919
+ 0:07

�0:075 0:862
+ 0:06

�0:063

� 0:095
+ 0:072

�0:074 0:047
+ 0:037

�0:041 0:079
+ 0:023

�0:044 0:081
+ 0:024

�0:041

TABLE II:M ostlikely param etervalueswith 1 � errorsforthe variousCO SM O M C Runs

Forthe high m ultipoles(31 � l� 1000)TT powerspectrum ourgoodness-of-�t(G .F.)isaround 2% ,com pared to

around 5% ofthe concordant�CDM m odel. For the overall�t ofboth the TT+ TE+ EE spectrum involving 3520

d.o.f.,the EdS m odelhas a reduced12 �2
eff;r of1.016 with a 26% G .F.,as com pared to the \concordance" �CDM

m odel13 with �2
eff;r = 1:005 and G .F.= 41% (seetableIV form oredetails).Them ostlikely param etersetalong with

12 The \e� ective" �
2 isobtained directly from CO SM O M C [16]. To obtain the reduced e� ective chi-square,�2

eff;r,we justdivide itwith

the num ber ofindependent degrees offreedom .
13 The \concordance" best � t � CD M m odel is obtained by running the CO SM O M C program including both the W M A P 3-yr and

supernovae data. The best-� t � CD M param eters for the W M A P 3-yr data alone yield very sim ilar �2
eff;r,indicating the presence of

the well-known degeneracy in 
 M � h plane ofthe W M A P data.In fact,itisthisdegeneracy thatwe exploitto � tCM B with 
M = 1

and low H ubble param eter.
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FIG .5: Param eter likelihoods to the W M AP 3-yr data for the run \EdS,�s 6= 0". D otted lines are \m ean likelihoods" of

sam ples,while solid linesare \m arginalized probabilities" [16].

their1� boundsaretabulated in tableII;also seethe likelihood plots,�g.6.

W e also producetwo 2-dim ensionallikelihood contourplots:(i)hout vs.
m =
b which arethe only two independent

param etersrelated to the com position ofthe universe,and (ii)ns vs.�s which characterizethe spectrum .

Them ostcrucialquantitytoconsideristheHubbleparam eterand in particularwhataconsistencywith thesupernova

data im pliesforthelocally m easured value.In �g.7 weshow a contourplotcom bining theconstraintfrom supernova

�tin theprevioussection with thatofW M AP.Asprom isedbefore,we�nd thatthelocallym easuredHubbleparam eter

can beashigh ash � :59 atthe2�,or95% C.L.,which iswithin theacceptablerangeofthedi�erentm easurem ents

ofthe Hubble param eter.

Letusbriey discussaboutthevaluesthatweobtain fortheothercosm ologicalparam eters,am oredetailed discussion

on som eoftheseconstraintsispresented in the nextsection.Them ain constrainton thebaryon density com esfrom

BBN,and we are indeed consistentwith the data (see nextsection fordetails). Asone can see from the likelihood

plot,�g.6 aswellastableII,theratio between dark m atterand baryonsissom ewhathigher,
m =
b � 10,than the

\concordance" �CDM m odelvalue of
 m =
b � 6. M easurem entsoflight-to-m assfunctions in galaxy clusters can

in principle be used to constrain these num bers,butpresently they su�erfrom relatively large uncertainties(see for

instance[44],and referencestherein).Theissueisfurthercom pounded by thefactthatourlocalratio ofabundances

within theLTB patch m ay notrepresenttheglobalratio.A m oredetailed investigation willberequired to settlethe

issue,butpotentially thiscould be a problem . Forthe totalm atterdensity,one now hastightconstraintsfrom the

observation ofBAO [45].Aswediscussin thenextsection,thetotalm atterdensity in ourm odel(which isthesam e

asthe criticaldensity and hence/ h2out)seem sconsistentwith these m easurem ents.

W hat about the properties ofthe prim ordialspectrum ? O ur best �t spectraltilt is relatively low,ns � :73,but

thereareseveralinationary scenarioswheresuch low spectraltiltsarecom m on (forexam plein m odi�cationsofthe

old inationary scenario from falsevacuum [48],orination from exponentialpotentialsnaturally occurring in string
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Param eter L 
 bh
2
out 
 m h

2
out zre �8 ns �s �0 hout h

Best-�t 250=h 0:018
+ 0:002

�0:002 0:19
+ 0:01

�0:01 13:8
+ 2:2

�5:8 0:92
+ 0:07

�0:08 0:73
+ 0:07

�0:07 � 0:16
+ 0:05

�0:04 0:51
+ 0:03

�0:04 0:452
+ :013

�:011 0:55
+ :024

�0:023

Acceptable-�t 160=h 0:02 0:2 13:8 0:92 0:73 � 0:16 0:44 0:47 0:55

TABLE III:Best-�tM inim alVoid M odelParam eters

theories,see for instance [49]). O ur m odelalso requires a signi�cant running,�s � � :16. It is a known fact that

the3rd yearW M AP data favorsa signi�cantrunning ofthespectralindex which deviatesfrom a Harrison-Zeldovich

scale invariantscalarpowerspectrum . Forexam ple,the analysisof[50]givesa running �s = � 0:055
+ 0:028
�0:029 at60%

con�dence level. In fact,m ost inationary m odels predict a running spectralindex [51](see also [52]; m odels of

ination from a FalseVacuum havetypically an abrupttransition in thespectralindex [48]).Additionalconstraints

on fns;�s;�8g can m ostly com e from observations oflarge scale structure and weak-lensing experim ents. In the

contextofourM V m odel,thisisa di�cultand som ewhattricky task which wehavepostponed to a futureanalysis,

howeverwe do discussbriey possible im plicationsin the nextsection.

Finally,we note thatourvalue ofthe re-ionization epoch (opticaldepth)isbroadly consistentwith the usualobser-

vations[53](seealso discussion in [43]).

To sum m arize,ourbest�t(W M AP + SNIa)M V m odelconsistsof8 param eters,oneofwhich,thelength scaleofthe

void,hasbeen chosen atthe value L = 250=h to deriveourbest-�tm odel.However,asnoted in the introduction,if

one\accepts"a G .F.� 10% to thesupernovaedata,then onecan godown to am uch sm allerlength scale,L � 160=h.

O ut ofthe other seven param eters,six ofthem (colum ns 2 to 7 in the Table ofIII are obtained from the �t to

the W M AP 3-yrdata using CO SM O M C,while the last one,(colum n 8),is constrained from the supernovae data.

W e note thata \m inim ally acceptable" m odelwith respectto the centralunderdensity contrastwould be obtained

with a m axim ally acceptable hout � 0:47,atthe 95% C.L.. Thisin conjunction with Eq.(1),then tells usthatthe

m inim aljum p param eter has to be 1:17,or equivalently �0 � 0:44. Using these inform ation we tabulate allthe

param etersin TableIIIforour\best-�t" and \m inim ally-acceptable" m odel.W enotethatthevaluesof�0 and L in

the \m inim ally-acceptable" �tisnotfarfrom whatobservationally issuggested in [9].

V I. C A N W E IM P R O V E W M A P A N D SU P ER N O VA E FIT S?

W ehaveseen thatby allowing signi�cantrunning in therangeoftheobserved CM B spectrum oneisableto obtain a

reasonable�tto theW M AP 3yrdata.However,theoverall�tisnotasgood asthebest-�t�CDM m odel.Secondly,

asisclearfrom the com bined contourplot�g.7,consistency with W M AP and supernovaedata requiresa relatively

low localvalueoftheHubbleparam eter.Theunderdensity contrastrequired isalso quitehigh (centrally around 50% ,

and on averagearound 35% in the Void). Can we som ehow m odify the M V m odelto geta better�tand overcom e

these di�culties? W e now discusstwo di�erentm odi�cationsin thiscontext.

A . \B um p" M odel

The�rstoneconcernsusing di�erent\priors" fortheprim ordialspectrum .Forinstance,in [17]theauthorsassum ed

the existence ofa bum p in the prim ordialspectrum asa prior,ratherthan considering an overallrunning aswe do,

in order to �t the CM B data without Dark Energy. Although in these m odels the num ber ofparam etersis larger

than whatwe consider,one obtainsm uch better�tsto the W M AP data (in fact,slightly betterthan �CDM ),and

isthusworth investigating further.Such a bum p can beproduced by a rapid succession oftwo phasetransitions[17]

and isthusphenom enologically well-m otivated.M oreover,itisratherintriguing and prom ising to notethat[18]such

a bum p would also enhance the probability ofhaving voidstoday atthe scale ofthe bum p itself,which happensto

be approxim ately the sam e scalewe areconsidering here.This\bum p" m odel,in itsoriginalform ,ofcoursecannot

reproducethesupernovaedata,and theHubbleparam eter(hout � 0:44)istoo low.So itseem snaturalto m ergethis

m odelwith our M V scenario. Can the param eter set obtained be consistentwith the supernovae analysisthat we

haveperform ed using the localvoid?

O fcourse,having a localvoid again ensuresthatthe supernovae data isconsistent.The crucialquestion iswhether

putting togetherthe M V fram ework with the \bum p" m odelcould lead to an \acceptable" localHubble param eter.

Aswe see in the contourplot(see �g.8)atthe 95% C.L.onecan haveashigh ash � :57,which isde�nitely within
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FIG .8: 1-� and 2-� Contourplotsforh vs.hout forCD HM bum p m odel[18].The blue bandscom e from the SN-Ianalysis,

while the red bandscorrespond to constraintscom ing from W M AP.

the acceptablerangeEq.(1).

B . A dding C urvature

In thissubsection weconsideradi�erentpossibility,nam elyaddingcurvaturetothem odel.Although havingcurvature

would be considered �ne-tuning in an inationary paradigm ,we pointoutthatthe low m ultipole anom alies[55],if

taken seriously, could be suggestive of having only the \m inim al" num ber (50-60 depending upon the reheating

tem perature)ofefoldings,which would beconsistentwith having a slightcurvature.Also,wenotethatotherm odels

involving cyclicscenariostypically do notpredicta atuniverseto any high precision.

Accordingly,we perform ed a run where we allowed up to 5% in curvature along with including running ofthe tilt,

as before. W e found that the best-�t param eterset prefers the highest value ofspatialcurvature that we allowed.

Consequently,weperform ed arun with 
k = 0:05,correspondingtoaslightlyclosed universetoseehow curvaturem ay

a�ectthe goodnessof�t14.W e now indeed �nd a m uch better�tto the W M AP data.Forthe overallTT+ TE+ EE

data,�2
eff;r = 1:012 corresponding to a 31% goodness-of-�t(see table IV form ore details). The Hubble param eter,

howeverisslightly lowerthan ourpreviousresults,ascan beseen from thelikelihood plotsinvolving (ii)
k and hout,

also see table II. None ofthese resultsare very surprising ornew. Previousstudies had already observed thatone

can getgood �tsto W M AP with a closed universe,butitisprecisely because ofthe ratherlow value ofthe Hubble

param eterrequired forthese �tsthatthese m odelsare notconsidered seriously. However,when com bined with the

jum p param eterobtained from the supernovae analysis15 given by Eq.(10),this givesus a localHubble param eter

which can be consistentwith observations,given in Eq.(1).

Itisalsoworth pointing outthat,asisclearfrom thecontourplot�g.9,thereisa degeneracy direction in theW M AP

data where aswe sim ultaneously increase the curvature and the Hubble param eterwe can stillgetgood �ts. This

suggeststhateven ifwe allow fora slightly closed universe,by decreasing the Hubble param eterslightly (from our

EdS value)we m ay be able to getsigni�cantly better�tsto the W M AP data.In otherwords,when com bined with

otherdata,such asm easurem entsoflocalHubbleparam eterwhich preferhighervaluesoftheHubbleparam eter,the

M V m odelm ay stillprovidea reasonable�t.

In passingwenotethat,the2� rangeforthetiltand therunningism uch closertotheconventionalvaluesascom pared

14 W e are currently pursuing a m ore exhaustive analysisofthe void m odelwith curvature.
15 In principle once one adds curvature,one has to redo the analysisofthe supernovae data set. W e have notdone itforthisprelim inary

analysis,because we do notexpect any signi� cantdi� erence from the sm allam ount ofcurvature that we allow.
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C
T T
l C

T T
l + C

T E
l Total

M odel �
2
eff G .F. �

2
eff G .F. �

2
eff G .F.

Concordant�CD M 1038.9 4.7% 1455.2 11.3% 3538.6 41%

EdS �s = 0 1124.6 0% 1711.9 0% 3652.3 6%

EdS �s 6= 0 1057.8 1.9 % 1475.5 5.7% 3577.4 24.6%

EdS �s; 
 k 6= 0 1048.7 2.9% 1466 7.9% 3560.9 31.1%

TABLE IV:�
2
eff and goodness-of-�t for the di�erent CO SM O M C Runs. The �rst colum n corresponds to high-lTT power

spectrum ,(31 � l� 1000). The second colum n corresponds to both the high-lTT (31 � l� 1000) and TE (24 � l� 450)

data.Finally,the lastcolum n containsthe totalstatisticsofTT (2 � l� 1000)and TE (2 � l� 450)spectrum .

to ouroriginalM V m odel(see �gs.6 and 9,forcom parison).

V II. C O N SIST EN C Y W IT H O T H ER O B SERVA T IO N S

Here we briey discussthe consistency ofourM V m odelwith observationsotherthan the supernovae,W M AP and

localm easurem entsofthe Hubble param eter.

B B N :Prim ordialNucleosynthesishasbeen a spectacularsuccessstory forthe Standard Big Bang paradigm which

17



predictsspeci�c freeze outabundancesoflightelem entssuch asD ,H e3,H e4 and Li. These freeze outabundances

depend on the baryon-to-photon ratio. Since from the m easurem ents ofCM B tem perature we know the photon

energy density precisely,BBN can also constrain the baryon density in ouruniverse today.The successofthe BBN

paradigm lies in the generalagreem ent ofthis num ber,m easuring the abundances ofthe di�erent light elem ents

spanning 9 ordersofm agnitude(fora review see[54]).BBN thereforeconstraintsthebaryon density,so thatat95%

C.L.we should have16 0:017 � 
bh
2
out � 0:024. Thisisindeed consistentwith the param eterrange thatwe obtain

from theW M AP run,
bh
2
out = 0:018+ :002�:002 .Itisrem arkablethatalthough wehavea higherbaryonicabundance,the

lowerHubble param eteralm ostprecisely com pensatesto yield approxim ately the sam ebaryonicenergy density asit

isobtained in the \concordance" �CDM m odel.

B A O :Recently,a rem arkableachievem entofobservationalcosm ology hasbeen to identify thebaryon acousticpeak

in thegalaxy-galaxy correlation function using Lum inousRed G alaxies(LRG ’s)[45].Theoverallshapeofthegalaxy

correlation function m ainly depends on the shape ofthe prim ordialspectrum (tilt and running) and the epoch of

m atter-radiation equality (scaleswhich entered theHubblehorizon beforetheequality havetheiram plitudesrelatively

suppressed as com pared to the ones which entered later). O n top ofthe \overallenvelope" one has now observed

a tiny peak com ing from the baryon acoustic oscillations. The position ofthe peak isrelated to the sound horizon

ofthe baryon-photon plasm a atthe tim e ofrecom bination. In fact,whatone really m easuresism ore like an angle

which is the ratio ofthe sound horizon atrecom bination (evolved atz � 0:35,which is the average redshiftofthe

LRG survey)and the angulardistance17 atthe sam e redshiftz � 0:35. Thisratio therefore isnotonly sensitive to

the baryon density in the universe,butalso to the evolution ofourlate-tim e universe and therefore,to the am ount

ofdark energy,forinstance. Using essentially the two piecesofinform ation (overallshape and peak)one isable to

constrain two di�erentquantities,forinstance,the m atterdensity and dV (a speci�c com bination ofthe transverse

and angulardistanceatz � 0:35 [45]).Thisin turn can constrain thecom position oftheuniverseand itwasclaim ed

in [45]thata pureEdS m odelisruled outatthe levelof5�.Can the M V m odelbe consistent?

Firstly,itisdi�cultto providea crisp answerto thatquestion based on theanalysisdonein [45]becausetheanalysis

ofthe data (conversion from redshiftto distance etc.) isdone using the \concordance" �CDM m odel.In particular

we pointoutthatprecisely in the redshiftrangeofthe sam ple,0:16 < z < 0:47,the lum inosity distance vs.redshift

curveofthevoid m odel(which isthesam easan EdS m odel,in thisrange)di�erssigni�cantly from the�CDM curve.

Thusto be precise,oneneedsto reanalyzethe LRG data in the contextofan EdS m odel.Nevertheless,one can try

to see whetheronecan satisfy the boundson dV and 
m h
2 thatwasplaced in [45]:

dV = 1370� 128 and 
m h
2 = 0:130(ns=0:98)

1:2 � 0:022; (17)

where the errorscorrespond to approxim ate 2� (95% C.L.) values. Now,in ourm odel,we have a low spectraltilt

(and also a relatively largerunning,which can altertheshapeofthecorrelation function and hencetheconstraints).

Relegating a m ore system atic analysis for future,and just correcting for the lower tilt in our m odelim plies the

following constraintforthe totalm atterdensity,which isgiven by the averageHubble param eterin ourm odel:


m h
2 ! h

2
out = 0:185� 0:022; (18)

wherewehaveusedourbest-�tspectraltilt,ns � 0:73.W erecallthatourbest�tHubbleparam etergivesh2out � 0:205,

and thereforeisconsistentwith the abovebound.

O n the otherhand the angulardistance atz = 0:35 forourm odeldoesnotappearto be consistentwith the values

reported in [45].In factonecan checkthatan EdS m odelhasroughlythesam edistanceofaconcordance�CDM m odel

atz = 0:35 ifthe ratio ofthe value ofthe Hubble constantsofthe two m odelsisaround 1:2.Since the concordance

m odel(which �ts the BAO scale) has h � 0:7,an EdS that �ts this scale should have hout � 0:7=1:2 � 0:58. As

we have discussed,thisvalue istoo large with respectofouranalysisofthe W M AP data. M ore work is needed in

orderto �nd whetheritwould be possible to overcom e this potentialproblem : forexam ple adding m ore curvature

could give a higherhout,from W M AP (which,by the way,would m akethe whole scenario in betteragreem entwith

otherdata aswell:forexam ple with the localm easurem entsofh).Ithasto be seen,through a com bined statistical

analysisincludingtheBAO data,whetherthiscould giveaconsistentpicture.A di�erent(though notvery appealing)

possibility,which would certainly work,isto m ake the Void m uch larger,extending up to redshiftsoforderz � 0:4.

16 W hile estim ates from H e
4 and D are slightly higher,m easurem ents using Lisuggests a lowernum ber.

17 In the survey,one really m easures a com bination ofthe angular and transverse distances,see [45]fordetails.
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W e have checked that this can give the correctdistance atz � 0:35 (see also the recentanalysisin [46]),and that

m oreoverthisgivesalso a good �tofthe BAO scaleatz � 0:2,given in [47].

O bservations from Large scale Structure and W eak lensing:An im portantclassofcosm ologicalobservations

com esfrom large scale structuresand weak lensing observations.These typically produce constraintson �8,aswell

ason the shape ofthe prim ordialspectrum ,ns and �s (forinstance using Lym an-� forest).However,asm entioned

above,onehasto revisittheseanalysisin thelightofM V m odel,asonehasa non-standard D L(z)relation.W eleave

forfuture such a carefulstudy ofthe largescale structure,Lym an-� and weak lensing data.Letusstillm ake a few

briefcom m ents.

About�8,at�rstsightourvalue is a bithigh,�8 = 0:92
+ :07
�:08 ,in ourm odel,buteven ifthissituation turnsoutto

beincom patiblewith thelarge-scalestructuredata (aftera carefulstudy),thism ay only beindicativeoftheneed to

include som e hotdark m attercom ponent[17,18]. In the lightofneutrinoshaving m ass,thisisa perfectly natural

scenario to consider. About ns and j�sj,the values are respectively lower and higher than what the conventional

�CDM analysissuggests and in particular one m ay worry about conicts with Lym an-� m easurem ents. However,

we �rstly pointoutthatan analysisofthe Lym an-� m easurem entshasto be now re-done in com bination with the

di�erentsetofpriorsthatwe use to study the W M AP data.Secondly,introducing new physics,such asincluding a

little curvature,can push the valuesofns and �s m uch closerto the standard values. In short,there are too m any

uncertainties for us to m ake here any concrete conclusions,and one really needs to perform a carefulstudy ofthe

abovem entioned observations.

ISW C orrelations: Another interesting piece ofevidence forDark energy is given by the Integrated SachsW olfe

e�ect,which isclaim ed tobedetected with som esigni�cancebysom ecollaborations[40].Thedetection isacorrelation

between theCM B m apsofthesky and thegalaxysurveys,which cannotbeexplained in an EdS universe(sincein this

casethelineargravitationalpotentialdoesnotevolveand thereforeCM B photonsdo notgetany netfrequency shift

when passing through a potentialwell),and thereforeareinterpreted asindependentevidenceforDark Energy (since

the potentialscan evolve in �CDM ).Howeverthe e�ectisabsentonly atthe linearlevel,and itexistsalso in EdS

in thepresenceofnonlineargravitationalclustering.Thisisusually assum ed to besm allerthen 10�5 ,butitactually

happensto be oforder10�5 (and thus,visible in the CM B)forstructuresaslargeasthosethatweareproposing in

the presentpaper(few hundredsofM pc).Itwould be interesting to try and reproduce the ISW detection assum ing

the presenceoflargevoidsand structuresin the sky.

M oreoverin the localunderdense region we have assum ed that the growth ofuctuations is di�erent than the at

CDM m odel(itisin factm oresim ilarto an open Universe):thisleadsalso to an ISW e�ectfordensity uctuations

localized insidetheVoid.Studying thise�ectwould bevery interesting and could signi�cantly a�ectthelow-lpartof

theCM B spectrum and thereforealso theparam eterestim ation from the CM B.Howeverthisgoesbeyond the scope

ofthe presentpapersince itwould require a fulltreatm entofthe growth ofdensity uctuationsin an LTB m etric

(thisproblem hasbeen recently attacked by [59]).

V III. C O N C LU SIO N A N D D ISC U SSIO N

The Type Ia supernovae data revealthatouruniverse isaccelerating atredshiftsthatapproxim ately correspond to

theepoch ofnon-linearstructureform ation on largescales(theepoch oftheform ation oftheso-called \cosm icweb").

G iven thisfact,wehaveexplored thepossibility thatthee�ectofa largescalevoid can accountforthisacceleration

due to a jum p between the localand the average Hubble param eter,instead ofinvoking a spatially constant dark

energy/cosm ologicalconstantcom ponent. W e �nd thatthe M inim alVoid (M V)m odelcan consistently accountfor

thecom bination oftheTypeIa supernovae,W M AP 3rd year,BBN constraints,provided thatthevoid spansa radius

ofabout of200 M pc=h with a relative under density of45% ,near the center. The M V m odelcan accom m odate

reasonably allofthe data considered,although the �tsare notasgood asthe concordance m odel. However,we see

the possibility ofobtaining just as good �ts when one includes curvature or invokes non-standard features in the

prim ordialspectrum (a \bum p" forexam ple). W e leave these issuesforan upcom ing work. O n the otherhand we

haveseen thattheM inim alVoid isin troublewith theBaryon AcousticO scillationsm easurem ents,sinceoutsidethe

Void,theD L(z)curveisjusttheusualEdS one,and theHubbleparam eterhout from W M AP istoo low.M orework

isneeded in orderto �nd whetheritwould be possible to overcom ethispotentialproblem (forexam ple by �nding a

�tforW M AP with higherhout).

W e end with observationaland theoreticalpossibilities ofdistinguishing the M V m odelfrom �C D M . The M V

m odelpredictsthatthe spectralindex hasto run signi�cantly in the W M AP3 data and thatthe \average" Hubble

constant(i.e. outside the localregion)hasto be around hout � 0:45. The �C D M m odel,instead,requiresa �nely
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tuned cosm ologicalconstantordark energy com ponent,in orderto beconsistentwith thesam edata set.Both cases

require signi�cant m odelbuilding and new physics that are currently being pursued by the com m unity. How are

we to distinguish between these two m odels? The �rstlogicalway seem sto perform galaxy countsup to very large

distancesand in a widearea in thesky,in orderto directly check ifwecould really liveinsidea hugeVoid.M oreover,

there are featureswhich can be checked by looking atSN Ia them selves:�rstly,the lum inosity-redshiftcurve in the

two m odels deviate from each other signi�cantly at redshifts z � 1. Secondly,in the M V m odelthe curve has a

sharp peak (in correspondencewith the boundary ofthe localregion)around z ’ 0:1,while thispeak doesnotexist

in the �C D M m odel. The up-com ing experim ent SDSS-II[30]willprobably be able to discrim inate the presence

ofsuch a peak. Anotherunique prediction forthe M V m odelcom esfrom realizing thatthe void isnotexpected to

be exactly spherically sym m etric,which could lead to detectable anisotropiesin the Hubble param eteraswellasin

the low m ultipolesin CM B.Additionally,these anisotropiesshould be correlated! W e note,also,thatone could be

able to constrain Voids by looking at the blackbody nature ofthe CM B [56,57]. O ur M V is stillconsistent with

these constraints(while,according to [57],voidsthatextend up to z � 1 areexcluded).Finally,studying largescale

structure (as we plan to do in future work)one can study the com patibility ofthe prim ordialpower spectrum we

are assum ing (with low tilt and large running,or with a bum p) with the m atter power spectrum . It m ay also be

possibleto testtheexistenceofsuch a largerunning using Planck-satellitedata assuggested by theBayesian analysis

perform ed in [58]using sim ulations.

In conclusion,wehaveshown that,forW M AP and SNIa observations,theM V m odelcould betaken asan alternative

to invoking a dark energy com ponent that willbe further tested in forthcom ing supernovae observations. O n the

otherhand thishasto be m ade consistentalso with the Baryon Acoustic O scillations.O n the theoreticalend,m uch

work needsto bedoneto establish ifsuch largevoidscan actually be produced in ourUniverseby genericphysicsof

structureform ation.W e arecurrently pursing thisissues.

N ote A dded: M ost of the above research work was com pleted before the release of the W M AP 5yr data

and we have decided not to re-analyze the CM B data in the present paper for the following reason: although the

5-yr data im provesthe 3-yrdata,there is no signi�cant qualitative di�erence between the results presented in the

3-yrand 5-yrsurvey. In thiscontext,we furtherem phasize thatouraim in thism anuscriptisnotto com pete with

�CDM on the basisofBayesian likelihood analysis(in which case the analysiscan be very sensitive to the data,for

instance a di�erence of�2 � 1� 2 m ay be signi�cant),butto sim ply presenta m odelwhich can be consistentwith

the data on the basis ofthe goodness of�t (for instance,a di�erence of� 2 � 1 � 2 does not signi�cantly reduce

the goodnessof�t). In addition a m ore system atic treatm entincluding othercosm ologicaldata (BAO ,Large Scale

Structuredata)and m orerecentdata (CM B and Supernovae)isthe subjectofa future publication.
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IX . A P P EN D IC ES:A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S FO R LT B M ET R IC

A . M etric & D ensity P ro�le

In ourpaperweareinterested in a specialclassofexactspherically sym m etricsolutionsofEinstein’sequationswith

dust,known asthe\open" LTB m etric(in unitsc= 1).W efollow thetreatm entgiven in ([3,34]),wherewehaveset

the\m assfunction" to becubic,which am ountsto a rede�nition oftheradialcoordinate(which isalwayspossibleif

the m assfunction isa growing function ofr).The m etricisgiven by:

ds
2 = � dt

2 + S
2(r;t)dr2 + R

2(r;t)(d�2 + sin2 �d’2); (19)
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Herewehaveem ployed com oving coordinates(r;�;’)and propertim et.ThefunctionsS2(r;t)and thedustdensity

�(r;t)isgiven in term sofR(r;t)via

S
2(r;t) =

R
0
2(r;t)

1+ 2(�M r)2k(r)
; (20)

�(r;t) =
�M 2M 2

pr
2

R 0(r;t)R 2(r;t)
; (21)

wherea dotdenotespartialdi�erentiation with respectto tand a prim ewith respectto r,whilethe function R(r;t)

itselfisgiven im plicitly asa function of(r;t)via an auxiliary variableu(r;t):

R(r;t)=
2�r

3k(r)
(coshu � 1); (22)

�
3 � �M t=

�
p
2

3k(r)3=2
(sinhu � u); (23)

In the above expressions,the \curvature" function k(r) is left arbitrary (except that k(r) � 0) and this is what

controlsthedensity pro�leinsidetheLTB patch,while �M isjustan arbitrary (unphysical)m assscale.Also,wehave

introduced the dim ensionlessconform altim e � forlaterconvenience.

W ealso notethattheaveragedensity insidetheLTB patch isequalto theoutsideFLRW density (seeforinstance[3,

34]),in the lim itin which we can neglect(�M r)2k(r) in Eq.(20)in the spatialm etric when de�ning the average (in

ourcasethe correction isalwaysnegligible).

To getan intuitive and analyticalunderstanding ofhow the density pro�le isrelated to the curvature function itis

instructiveto look atthe\sm all-u" approxim ation whereweonly keep next-to-leading term sin Eq.(22)and Eq.(23).

ThisgivesusEq.(2).

B . P hoton Trajectories

In order to perform supernovae �ts we need to com pute the lum inosity (or angular) distances and redshifts for a

photon trajectory em anating (backwardsin tim e)from thecentralobserver.The�rststep in thisdirection isto solve

forthe photon trajectory:

ds
2 = 0)

dt(r)

dr
= �

R 0(r;t(r))
p
1+ 2(�M r)2k(r)

: (24)

Thenegativesign in fronttakescareofthefactthatthetim eincreasesasthephotonsgotowardsthecenter.Analytical

progress in solving the above equation is possible by realizing two things. Firstly,allquantities (t(r);z(r);D L (r))

can beexpressed asa powerseriesin, �M r� r=RH ,and sincethisisa sm allquantity fortherelevantinhom ogeneous

patches,wecan justkeep thenext-to-leadingorderterm sin theseexpansions[34].Secondly,form ally onecan com bine

Eq.(22)and Eq.(23)to giveusa powerseriesexpansion forR(r;t)explicitly in term sof(r;t)[34]:

R(r;t)=
1

3
�

2
r�

2
�
1+ R 2u

2
0 + R 4u

4
0 + :::

�
�
1

3
�

2
r�

2
�
1+ f(u20)

�
; (25)

where

u0 � (�M t)1=3
p
k(r)and  �

 
9
p
2

�

! 1=3

: (26)

Itis im portantto realize thatthe coe�cientsfR ng,and hence the function f are universal(do notdepend on the

speci�c curvaturefunction).Itisim plicitly de�ned via

1+ f(u20)�
2(coshu � 1)

u20
and 6(sinhu � u)= u

3
0 : (27)
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Thisiswhatallowsusanalyzethe problem in itsfullgenerality.

Itisconvenientto recastthe equation in term softhe conform altim e,�,and the dim ensionlessradialcoordinate

�r= �M r: (28)

Substituting Eq.(25)in Eq.(24)one�nds

d�

d�r
= �

�

9
2
�
1+

P 1

1
R 2n

2n�2n(�rkn)0
�

p
1+ 2k�r2

: (29)

The prim e now denotesdi�erentiation with respectto the rescaled �r. This can now be solved perturbative in �r to

giveus

� =

�

�0 �
�

9

2�r

�

�
�

9

2�r

1X

1

R 2n
2n
�
2n
0 k

n(�r)+ O (�r2): (30)

The �rsttwo term swithin the bracketscorrespondsto the FLRW expression forthe trajectory while the restofthe

term sgive usthe largestcorrectionscom ing from the inhom ogeneitieswithin a localpatch. Forcorrectionsoutside

the patch see [34].By com paring with Eq.(25)the aboveexpression can succinctly be written as

�(�r)= �F (�r)�
�

9

2�rf(2�20k(�r)); (31)

wherethe subscriptF correspondsto FLRW .

C . Lum inosity D istance vs. R edshift

Having found the photon trajectory,the next step is to com pute the redshift which is governed by the di�erential

equation [2]

dz

dr
=

(1+ z)_R 0

p
1+ 2k�r2

: (32)

Again,ifwe areonly interested in com puting correctionsup to linearorderin �r,then the redshiftisgiven by

Z
dz

1+ z
�
2�2

9

Z
d�r

�
[1+

X

n

(n + 1)R n
2n
�
2n(rkn)0]=

2�2

9

Z "
d�r

�
+ d�r

X

n

(n + 1)R n
2n
�
2n�1 (rkn)0

#

: (33)

To evaluatethe�rstintegralwenotethatwecan replace� by �F aswewillonly bem aking an O (�r2)error.Thuswe

have
Z

d�r

�
�

Z
d�r

�F
= �

9

�2

Z
d�F

�F
= �

92

�
ln
�F

�0

The second term can be integrated straightforwardly up to linearterm sin �r:

X

n

(n + 1)R n
2n

Z

�
2n�1 (rkn)0d�r�

X

n

(n + 1)R n
2n
�
2n�1
0

Z

(�rkn)0d�r=
X

n

(n + 1)R n
2n
�
2n�1
0 �rkn

= �r[f(2�20k(r))+ 
2
�
2
0k(r)f1(

2
�
2
0k(r))]=�0

wherewehavede�ned

f1(x)�
df(x)

dx
(34)

Putting everything togetherwehave

1+ z =

�
�0

�F (�r)

�2

exp

�
2�2�r[f(2�20k(r))+ 2�20k(r)f1(

2�20k(r))]

9�0

�

: (35)
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Thuswe have obtained an analyticalapproxim ation forthe redshiftasa function ofthe radialcoordinate.W e note

in passing thatthe term in frontofthe exponentialprecisely correspond to the FLRW result.The correctionscom e

from the exponential.In factforsm allz one �nds

z �
2�

9�0

2�r[1+ f(2�20k(r))+ 

2
�
2
0k(r)f1(

2
�
2
0k(r))]: (36)

The lum inosity distance,in G eneralTheory ofRelativity,isrelated to the angulardiam eterdistance,D A via

D L = (1+ z)2D A : (37)

Now,in an LTB m odelwhen the observerissitting atthe center,the angulardistance issim ply given by

D A = R =
1

3
�

2
r�

2
�
1+ f(2�20k(�r))

�
: (38)

Thuswe now have both the lum inosity distance and the redshiftasa function ofthe radialcoordinate and one can

easily plotD L (z)and check whetherthe localvoid m odelcan providea good �tto the supernova data ornot.

D . T he \Jum p"

A particularly im portantquantity thatcan be inferred from the D L (z)curve is the jum p param eter,J de�ned by

Eq.(9). Surprisingly,this turns out to not depend on the speci�c pro�les,let us here see this analytically. First

observethatsincek0 vanishesatr= 0,wehavethe generalresult

R
0(0;t)=

1

3
�

2
�
2
0(1+ f0); (39)

wheref0 correspondsto thevalueoff atr= 0.Then using theexactexpression forthedensity function Eq.(21)one

�nds

�(r;t)=
M 2

p

6�t20(1+ f0)
3
: (40)

The underdensity contrastatthe center,�0 now can be easily related to f0:

�0 = (1+ f0)
�3 � 1 ) 1+ f0 = (1+ �0)

�1=3
: (41)

Now,on the otherhand using the de�nition ofthe Hubble param eterEq.(8),the correction to the redshiftEq.(36),

and the lum inosity distanceEq.(38)one�nds

H
�1
0 = H

�1
out

1+ f0

1+ f0 + u20f1;0
:

O rin otherwords

J =
h

hout
=
1+ f0 + u20f1;0

1+ f0
: (42)

Since�0 uniquely determ inesf0 via (41),and f(u
2
0)isa given function,italso determ inesu

2
0 and f1;0 � f1(u

2
0).Thus

in turn italso determ inesthe jum p param eteruniquely.

E. C M B dipole m om ent

Letusconsiderourobserverto be located slightly o�-center,atr = rO . In thiscase the non-zero radialvelocity of

the observerwillcontributetowardsa dipole m om entin CM B:

�T

T
� vO = _dO ; (43)
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wherethe properradialdistance,dO ,oftheobserverisgiven by

dO =

Z rO

0

dr
R 0

p
1+ 2(�M r)2k(r)

Now,in ourpro�le k(r)rem ainsalm osta constantforalm ostthe entire underdense region.Assum ing we are living

in this\constant" underdenseregion,wehave

dO =
2�(coshu � 1)

3kmax

Z rO

0

dr
p
1+ 2(�M r)2kmax

=
2�(coshu � 1)sinh

�1
(�M

p
2kmaxrO )

3kmax �M
p
2kmax

(Thesim pli�cation occursbecauseu and henceR 0becom esonly a function oftim e.) Further,since �M rO isexpected

to be very sm all,wehave

dO =
2�(coshu � 1)rO

3kmax
: (44)

Taking the tim e derivativeand sim plifying we�nd

_dO =
dO H out

4

u30 sinhu

(coshu � 1)2
: (45)

W e now note thatu(u0)isa known function Eq.(27),in turn u0 isknown in term sof�0 via the function f(u20),see

Eq.(41). Thus,in principle,the second term in the righthand side ofEq.(45)isdeterm ined in term softhe central

underdensity contrast. Also,since the m easured value ofthe CM B dipole m om ent � 10�3 ,naturalness argum ents

suggest _dO to be ofthe sam eorder,and thuswehave(aftersom esim pli�cations):

dO H out � 10�3

p
2(1+ f0)

2

p
u20(1+ f0)

2 + 2(1+ f0)
: (46)

For voids ofaround 200=h M pc,and centralunderdensity contrasts between 40% and 50% ,the dipole constraint

Eq.(46)typically im ply that\we" haveto be located within 10% ofthe void radius.

F. A nalytic expression for the D L � z curve

In thissubsection we wish to provide the readera self-consistentsum m ary ofallthe equationswhich are needed to

plottheD L � z curve,in an analyticform .Following this,a �tofany experim entaldatasetcan easily beperform ed.

Hereisthesetofequations,which giveD L and z asa function oftheradialcoordinater(thereforeim plicitly D L � z).

Firstofallone needsto de�ne the function f(u20),im plicitly given by:

f �

3
p
2(cosh(u)� 1)

32=3(sinh(u)� u)2=3
� 1 (47)

u0 = 61=3(sinh(u)� u)1=3 : (48)

Then,onecan use thisfunction in the following equations:

�(r) = �0 �
�

9

2 �M r[1+ f(2�20k(r))]; (49)

1+ z(r) =

�
�0

�(r)

� 2

exp

�
4�2 �M r

9
f(2�20k(r))

�

(50)

D L(r) =
�

3

2
r�(r)2[1+ f(2�20k(r))][1+ z(r)]2 (51)

�0 =

�
2 �M

3H out

� 1=3

(52)

 =

 
9
p
2

�

! 1=3

(53)
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FIG .10: Com parison between analytic and num ericalD L � z curves.The num ericalcurve isthe blue solid line,the analytic

approxim ation is the black short-dashed line. W e have plotted also the EdS curve (red long-dashed line) and the �CD M ,

with 
 � = 0:7 (green dotted line). W e have used the value L = 400,with the unitsgiven in Eq.(55),and kmax = 2:2 (which

correspondsto a density contrastatthe center�0 = � 0:25).

The aboveform ulasarecom pletely generalforany LTB pro�le,butwenow focusinto ourspeci�c onegiven by

k(r)= kmax

�

1�

�
r

L

�4
�2

: (54)

Then one has to choose appropriate values for H 0,and for the length units for the coordinate r (given by �M ). A

sim ple choiceisto set:

r
8�

3
�M = H out = hout=3000; (55)

where we have chosen,in this way,the units M pc= 1 (which turns outto be a convenientchoice for the problem ).

O nce this is done the physicalparam eter L (the radius ofthe patch) is approxim ately given already in M pc. The

com parison between the obtained curveand the fully num ericalcurveisshown in �g.(10)

Finally the readerm ay play with the two param eters:the size L and kmax (which setsthe am plitude ofthe density

contrast).W ealso recallthatthedensity pro�leisgiven by Eq.(2)and thatkmax can bedirectly related to thedensity

contrast�0 atthe centerofthe void atthe presenttim e,via the following equation:

�0 = [1+ f(2�20kmax)]
�3 � 1: (56)
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