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It isnow a known fact that if we happen to be living In the m iddle of a large underdense region,
then we will observe an \apparent acceleration", even when any form of dark energy is absent. In
this paper, we present a \M Inin alVoid" scenario, ie. a \void" w ith m inim al underdensity contrast
(of about 0:4) and radius ( 200 250 M pc/h) that can, not only explain the supermovae data,
but also be consistent with the 3-yr W M AP data. W e also discuss consistency of our m odel w ith
various other m easurem ents such as Big Bang N uclosynthesis, Baryon A coustic O scillations and
localm easurem ents of the H ubble param eter, and also point out possible observable signatures.

PACS num bers:

I. INTRODUCTION

O ne of the most ba Ing problem s in coan ology and fundam ental physics today concems the acceleration of the
universe, as nferred from the redshifting of the type Ta supemovae. A long w ith this observation, the W M AP data
and the large scale structurem easurem ents can allbe explained by invoking a dark uid w ith negative pressure dubbed
asdark energy. T hishas given rise to the socalled at CDM or concordancem odelconsisting of approxim ately only

% ofvisblem atter (baryons), the rest being dark (approxin ately 3/4 dark energy and 1/4 dark m atter). H ow ever,
what is this dark energy and why its abundance should be such that it happens to be exactly in concordance w ith
m atter density today, rem ains very m uch a m ystery.

Recently, a f&w researchers have tried to take a di erent point of view : what if the e ect of large scale structure
could account for the observed lum inosity to redshift behavior of type Ia supemovae (ie. give rise to an \apparent"
acceleration of the universe), w ithout D ark Energy? T his question is in portant because an a mm ative answerm ight
obviate the need for a dark energy com ponent/coan ological constant, which has presented a plethora of unresolved
theoretical issues. R ecent studies of exact solutions to the E instein equationshave, In fact, been able to reproduce the
observed lum inosity to redshift relation that is usually attrbuted to acceleration, provided that we lived In a large
region (\void") that has less m atter density than the spatial average density over the cosm ologicalH orizon E| ,E,B]
(see @] for a review ). O nem ight naively conclude that this result can obviate the need for dark energy. H owever, In
order for the void m odel to be taken seriously, several key issues have to be addressed.

F irstly, the observation of am all, nearly scale invariant CM B tem perature uctuations, strongly supports the principle
that our universe is hom ogeneousand isotropic on Jarge scales. In our present U niverse non-linear large scale structures
exist,m arking a deviation from hom ogeneity ; how ever, according to our current understanding of structure form ation,
O (1) non-linearities are only expected typically at scales O (10M pc=h). In this case one can again argue that the
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e ect of these Inhom ogeneities on coan ology, which is governed by the Hubble scale 3000M pc=h, would be to too
an all to be signi cant. H ow ever, there are reasons w hy one could be wary of such a conclusion.

From the theoreticalpoint of view , the non-linear behaviour of structure form ation is not a trivial issue. For instance,
due to non-lineare ects it isknown that an aller volds can percolate to form m uch larger underdense structuresw hich
occupy m ost of the volum e of the Universe (see eg. [§], according to which such a percolation has a threshold, when
the density is about 50% lower than the average), form ing what is known as a \coam ic web" of superclusters and
voids. A lso, we note that non-standard features on the prin ordial pow er spectrum , such as a spike at a particular
scale, or som e non gaussianity m ay enhance the possibility of having larger structures and voids.

O bservationally speaking, several huge nonlinear structures (notably, the Sloan G reat W all has a length of 400=h
M pc [d]) have been revealed through surveys like SD SS and 2dF (of course, these data are only tracing the visble
m atter, so thelr interpretation in term s of totalm atter is sub fct to a bias). It isunclear w hether the presence of these
large observed ob Ects is consistent w ith the present understanding of structure form ation. For exam ple E inasto [7]
clain s a discrepancy (by a factor of 5) betw een the observed abundance of such ob Fcts (superclisters) and the values
obtained using N -body num erical sin ulations. Pecbles has also argued that our understanding of structure form ation
and observed voids are In apparent contradiction [§], and that this can be classi ed asa “risis’ofthe CDM m odel

Further, there has been observational evidence for the presence of a local large underdense ( 25% lessdense) region
(that extends to 200M pc=h) from num ber counts of galaxies|f]. T his representsa 4 sigma uctuation, and would
beatoddswith CDM .M ore recently, there hasbeen a clain that the presence of the cold spot in the CM B detected

In the WM AP sky [10] is also associated with a sin iflar Big Void in the large scalestructure [11]. Intriguingly, the
presence of such Big Voids has also been advocated by [12] in order to explain som e features of the low m ultipole
anom alies In the CM B data (in addition to the cold spot). Finally we note that two recent papers [13,/114] claim a
signi cant (95% C L.) detection of an anisotropy in the localHubble ow in the Hubbk Key Progctdata [14]and In
the SN Ta dataset [13]. Thiswould be a com pletely natural consequence of being inside a large localvoid [15], since,
of course, we are not expected to be exactly at the center and the void is not expected to be exactly spherical.

To summ arize, the Jarge scale structure of our universe m ght be richer than we thought, which can have far reaching
consequences for coan ology. However, it is fair to say that the presence of large voids becom es m ore unlkely (thus
requiring probably a non-conventional paradigm of structure form ation), as the size of the void and the density
contrast that we consider becom e larger. T his em phasizes the need to nd the \M inimalVoid MV ) M odel" ie.,
w ith m Inim al length scale and underdensity contrast that is required to give a consistent t to the supemovae data
(the reader w ill easily recognize that the larger is the void, in general the better is the t) . This is the rst goalof
our paper. W e nd that to obtain an acceptable t (with goodnessof- t! close to 50% ) to the current supemovae
data one needs \us" to be located roughly centrally (w ith 10% precision In the radialposition) w ithin an underdense
region stretching upto a redshift 0:08. Ifone is willing to live with a worse t (goodnessof- t 10% ) then one
can even go down to z 0:055. The underdensity that is needed is of about 04. 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
altemative to the presence of D ark Energy is a task which is in portant enough to consider such possibilities (and, as
noted before, sim ilar structures have been advocated for solving other problem s in coam ology, as the low -1 anom alies
and the cold spot in the CM B).

A san asidewenote thatwe obtain analytical expressions for the lum inosity—+redshift curve for arbitrary density pro les
which are excellent approxin ations even when the local inhom ogeneous patch extends up to 400 M pc=h.

T he second in portant issue that one has to address in the context of the M V m odel is whether it can reproduce
the successes of CDM m odel for m any di erent observations, m ost notably the W M AP third year data. In this
paper we present an analysis of the M V. m odel sub fct to the W M AP 3yr data using the COSM OM C package [16]
developed to perform a lkelihood analysis of theoretical param eters using a M onte Carlo M arkov Chain (M CM C)
m ethod; we re ne the analysis of the type Ia supemovae data and we com bine them together. W e nd that using
standard statisticalanalysis, theM V m odelaccounts for the W M AP and SN Ia data while being consistent also w ith
localm easurem ents of the H ubble 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
Houe  hyut=3000M pc ! outside the vod is very low , hout 0:45. Then the voild plays the role of providing a higher
valie for the local m easurem ents of the Hubble param eter (H ip h=3000M pc1 ). It is exactly this jimp in the

I The goodnessof- t for a t is the probability that, given a set of physical param eters, the data has a 2 gn aller or equal than the
observed value.



Hubble param eter that gives rise to an apparent acceleration. Additionally, in order to t the CM B, the prin ordial

spectrum has to deviate from the usualnearly at spectrum . Speci cally we try the t allow Ing for running of the

spectral index In the observed 7 efolds of the CM B sky. O ur best— t has a low spectral index w ith a Jarge running.

T he overallgoodnessof- tto the W M AP 3 yrdata for our best— t m odel is around 26% as com pared to 41% of the
CDM model.

W e should clarify that although we quote com parative statistics between M V. and CDM m odel, it isonly m eantasa
guide,ourain here isnot to com petew ith the CDM m odel. A ccording to the B ayesian statistical likelihood analysis
of both the supemovae and the CM B data, our best tM V m odel is still disfavored 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"
prior on the value of the coan ological constant. In other words it relies on the a prioriassum ption that all the values
of the coan ological constant are equally lkely. A ccording to the Bayesian theory, such a priori probablities are to
be assigned based on theoretical prejidice. Unfortunately our understanding of the cosn ological constant is rather
incom plete to say the least. A s iswell known, theoretical expectations suggest an enom ously large value MS ,and
even with supersymm etry it’s \natural" valie should have been around (TeV )?, in cbvious disagreem ent w ith our
universe. A ccordingly, before the discovery of our accelerated expansion , our theoretical prejidice had been to assum e
that the coan ologicalconstantm ust in fact vanish possibly due to som e sym m etry or other theoretical considerations
(for a recent review see for instance 20]). Here we take the sam e approach, that the \ at prior" assum ption m ay
actually be m isleading and therefore a direct likelihood com parison between a 6 Omodelwith a = 0modelm ay
not be appropriate. R ather we should focus on \independent" statistical quantities such as \goodness of t" which
can sin ply test whether a given theoreticalm odel is consistent w ith the observationaldata. In other words, ifwe had
a di erent theoretical prejudice (for exam ple that a non—zero coan ological constant is \unphysical”), then we could
Jjust ask the question whether a non-hom ogenousm atter distribbution can t the data,w ith an acceptable value of the
goodness-of- t. To summ arize, although ourm odelhasa worse tthan CDM , In our opinion the statistics suggest
that our vod m odel In an EdS background can still be consistent w ith SN and CM B.

Tt is natural though to wonder whether one can m ake these ts better by including perhaps m ore param eters. W e
consider two such possibilities in brief. In [17] the authors obtained a slightly better tto theW M AP data, w ithout
D ark Energy, as com pared to the CDM m odel by including a bum p in the spectrum at som e particular scale (see
also [18,119]). W e discuss how this can be integrated In the M V fram ew ork. M oreover, this idea looks particularly
appealing, because the existence of a bum p in the prin ordial spectrum could, in fact, enhance the probability of

nding large volds In the present Universe (the scale of the bum p happens to be roughly the scale that we need for
aM ininalVoid). Next, we consider the possibility of having a slight curvature in the m odel. Tt tums out that this
also In provesthe ttoW M AP considerably.

Let us now come to the question of consistency between our m odel and the m easurem ents of the local Hubble
param eter. A lthough di erent observations suggest rather di erent values,

055 h 08 ; (1)

is perhaps a fair range to consider. Aswe will nd out, the supemovae data essentially constrains the am ount of
Jum p, hout=h (or equivalently the underdensity contrast in the void), to som e range. C om bining thisw ith theW M AP
analysis (which constrains hoye) we get an allowed range for h. These allowed values are de nitely low , but we nd
that our h can be ashigh as 0:59 and therefore be consistent w ith the localm easurem ents of the H ubble param eter.

Finally, we brie y discuss consistency of our m odel w ith various other m easurem ents, such as baryon acoustic os—
cillations (BAO ), baryon density obtained from Big Bang Nuclkosynthesis (BBN ), constraints on g com ing from

weak lensing experin ents, Integrated SachsW olfe (ISW ) e ect, etc. An in portant task that we leave for future is to
perform an analysis of the SD SS data Including Lym an—- forests, w thout w hich one cannot really pronounce theM V

m odel as a viable altemative to the concordant CDM m odel

W e now proceed as follows: iIn section [, we introduce our sw isscheese m odel and brie y discuss the non-linear
structure form ation captured in this m odel, as well as the photon propagation in this con guration. In section [II1
we explain qualitatively how the M V m odel can be consistent w ith both the supemovae and W M AP data, aswell
as local m easurem ents of the Hubble param eter. In section [[V], we perform supemovae ts for the void m odel.
This includes nding a SN -I best- t param eter set and com paring it with ? values for the CDM m odel, as well
as nding a com bined best- t param eter set, which has the maxin al jomp (this will be needed to better t the

W M AP data) with \acceptable" 2. Next in section 7], we perform a M CM C analysisoftheW M AP data w ithout a
cosm ological constant. Again, this nvolves obtaining a W M AP best- t param eter set, and also nding a C om bined

best- tm odelconsistent w ith supermovae w ith reasonable 2 ascom pared to the best t \concordance"” CDM m odel.

In section [V 11, we brie y discuss consistency of M V. m odelw ith other observations such as BBN and BAO . Fially,



we conclude sum m arizing our ndings and also pointing out unigque predictions of the MV model. The appendix
contains approxin ate analytical solution of the tra fctory, redshift and um inosity distance of a photon in the radially
inhom ogeneous \LTB" (Lem aitre-Toln an-B iondi) m etric.

II. LARGE SCALE STRUCTURE AND LTB M ETRICS

A s em phasized In the introduction, we are currently living in a universe w ith signi cant inhom ogeneities: non-linear
structures and voids are expected on average at scales O (10)M pc=h, and there is observation of structures up to
much larger scales, 300M pc=h. In this paper we w ill advocate that perhaps w e are sitting near the centre of a \B ig
Void" spanning a radiusof 200 M pc=h which, aswe willexplain, is roughly the m inin al size needed to account for
the SN -Ia supemova data (although one can go down to values of about 150M pc=h by accepting a slightly worse t).

An accurate way to m odel such inhom ogeneous structures/voids, which avoids any possible pit—alls of perturbative
argum ents, is to use exact solutions of G eneral R elativity that can be studied both analytically and num erically. Tn
particular we focus on spherically symm etric LT B m etrics [21] to describe \radially" inhom ogeneous patches of any
desired radius, L (such m etric describes the m ost generic spherically symm etric dust- lled spacetin e; we refer to
appendix [IX] or de nitions and details). Such spherical patches can be pasted onto a hom ogeneous FLRW m etric
consistently [22]. Tt also ensures that the average density Inside the spherical patch is the sam e (alm ost exactly, see
again appendix[IX] for details) as the background density outside the patch. T hus an underdensity around the central
region is com pensated by a shell-lke structure near the circum ference? .

Technically, it is som ew hat com plicated to describe the dynam ics of the LT B m etric (see appendix[IX] for details and
for the choice wem ade for the so—called m ass function ), but intuitively it is as if one had an independent scale factor
corresponding to each (com oving) radialcoordinate, r, which isevolving asan independent FLRW m etric w ith a given
spatial curvature k (r). A priori, k(r) is an arbitrary function which also detemm ines the density pro le. A ssum ing
L Ry (the Hubble radius) one has

; and (r) 3k(r)+ rR): 2)

W eobserve thatthe FLRW behaviour for the density isgiven by the factorh i(t),while the uctuationsareprovided by
the presence of (r) in thedenom inator. W hen (r) isclose to itsm axin um valie we have a void,while when it isclose
to itsm Inim um , it signalsan overdensity. N ote that at early tim es the density contrast (r;t) ( (r;t) h i(t))=h i(t),
de ned in the usualway, grow s as t2=°, in agreem ent w ith the prediction of cosm ologicalperturbation theory. O n the
other hand at late tin es, when (&=t )*=> (r) O (1), the density contrast grow s rapidly (and this result is the sam e as
found w ithin the Zeldovich approxim ation [23]). In fact, for an overdense region, the structure ultim ately collapses,
as to be expected because LT B m etrics cannot account for virialization that we observe in nature. N evertheless, for
our purpose, as long as we do not reach the collapse tin e, LT B m etrics adequately capture the e ects of non-linear
stucture form ation on photon propagation.

Now , we are interested In m odeling a spherical vold region surrounded by a com pensating shelllike structure, and
this is obtained using a k (r) which startso from amaxinum atr= 0and fallso to a constantvalueatr = L such
that

k%0) = x°@w)=0; (3)
4
k(L) = Y ki forjxj 1; (4)

O ne can check that such an LT B m etric can consistently m atch to an FLRW background [22], w ith curvature abun-
dance . In this paper we willm ostly focus on a background FLRW m etric which is at. The essential reason for
choosing a atbackground m etric is that curvature is known to be constrained to be very sm all iIn order to get a good
toftheW M AP data along w ith otherm easurem ents (such asm easurem ents of the H ubble constant [36]). H ow ever,
in section ?? we w il present a brief discussion on how thingsm ay change In the context on the M V m odel if we allow

2 In factwem ay speculate that the G reat Sloan W allm ay be indicative of such a shell-like structure, given its location, atabout 250M pc=h
away from us, and its two-dim ensional shape [6].



for curvature. W e note in passing that in LT B m odels we are considering we do not have back—reaction e ects in the
outside region, ie. on the average the FLRW regionsdo not feel at all the presence of holes. T he particular choice of
the curvature function that we em ploy to m odel the inhom ogeneities and t the supemova data is given by

(5)

O ne can check that Eq.(8) satis esEq.(4), in thecasewith = 0. It contains two in portant physical param eters, L
and knax , which correspond to the length-scale and am plitude of uctuations respectively >. In the rest of the paper,
this is the pro le that we will focus on, although som e of the analytical results are general for any k(r).

IIT. THEM INIM AL VOID M ODEL

By now in a series of papers [1,/2,/3] it has been shown that a \large" local underdensity can reproduce reasonably
well the Jum inosity distance versus redshift, D 1, (z), curve that one observes, and thereby can m in ic dark energy (for
slightly di erent approaches based on inhom ogeneities, see [24,125,126,127,128]). H ow ever, the reason one is skeptical
of such an explanation is because a straightforw ard extrapolation of the density uctuations observed in CM B gives
us today a scale on nonlinearity (that is, the scale In which the expected density contrast is 0of O (1)) of at most

O (10)=h M pc,much too am allto explain away dark energy;aswe shall see Jater, we need to Invoke a Big Void w ith
a radius of about 200=h M pc (and w ith average density contrast of roughly h ?1 / 0:4). T he probability of having
non-linear structures at larger scales becom es progressively am aller. U sing the conventionallinear and G aussian pow er
spectrum for radiiofabout 200 M pc=h the typicaldensity contrast instead isonly ofabout 0:03  0:05 (fora radius
of 160 M pc=h the typical contrast is Instead about 0:06). H owever, as argued in the introduction, one cannot take
such an analysis at its face value. T here are both theoretical and observational suggestions that we m ight actually
have larger underdensities in such voids in our universe.

N evertheless, it is clear that the presence of large voids becom es m ore and m ore unlikely (or that it would require a
non-conventional paradigm of structure form ation) as the size of the void and the density contrast becom e larger and
larger.

T his em phasizes the need to nd the \M Inim alVoid M odel" ie., w ith m inin allength scale and underdensity contrast
that is required to give a consistent t to the supemova data. T his is obtained by realizing that the crucialevidence
for acceleration com es from the fact that we observe a m ign atch between the expansion at low redshifts (between
roughly 003 =z 0:07) and the expansion at higher redshifts (where supemovae are observed|49 ], betw een roughly
04 z 1). This situation arises because of the current experin ental status of supemovae observations: we have
very few data In the redshift rangebetween 0:07 and 0:4 (the situation w illdram atically changew ith the com ing release
of the SD SS-IT supemovae data [30]). Thus it isnot necessary to alter the EAS D1 (z) allthewayup toz O (1),but
a Jarge correction to the H ubble expansion In the localregion, 0:03 zZ 007, stretchingup to  200M pc=h,m ay be
su cient. In particular if we are living in a local underdensity, then we experience extra stretching as voids becom e
\m ore vod" (that is how structure form ation works) which m anifests as a local Hubble expansion rate larger than
average (outside the patch), precisely what is required to m in ic acceleration. A nother way of seeing this is that all
sources in the local region have a collective radial peculiar velocity due to the gravitational attraction of the shell-like
structure, which adds to the overall expansion.

W e may also note that recently [31]has claim ed a possible detection of a um p In the supemova Hubbl diagram ,
exactly In the direction of having a large void. H ow ever the void radius (about 75M pc=h) and the jm p (about 7% )
are an aller than what we are proposing.

Let us now see m ore precisely how the M V m odel works. Let us start with the observation that the D, (z) corre-
sponding to CDM m odel is in good agreem ent w ith the observed supemovae [I32]. T hus, if we can ensure that our
M V m odelcan approxin ately agreew ith the CDM D 1 (z) curve both in the low and high redshift supemovae range,
then we can expect to nd a good tto thedata aswell. W e st focus on the high redshift region, ie. outside the

3 The exponent of r=L has been chosen to be equal to 4, but the reader m ay note that any exponent n > 1 is good, as well. Varying n
one varies the w idth of the shell-like structure. T he larger the n, the atter the void, and narrow er the structure. H ow ever, we choose
to stick only to the case n = 4, since it already gives us a su ciently atpro Il for the underdense region which we found to im prove
the supermova t, and anyhow the whole analysis and discussion is not very much a ected by the precise shape of the shell.



LTB patch. In this region the D, (z) curve of the M V m odelbasically corresponds to that of the hom ogeneous EdS
curve param eterized by the low er average H ubble param eter* , hoye . Further, in this range of high redshift supemovae,
the EJS curve can run very close to the CDM m odel, albeit w ith a di erent, slightly lower, H ubble param eter, h oyt
as com pared to the Hubble param eter h of the CDM curve. For instance, if we com pare the EdS distance (D g )
with the CDM distance 0 ) 331

R (z); 6)

it tums out that the ratio R does not change m uch In the relevant range of high-z supemovae, 0:4 z 1:
R(O4)=R (1)’ 112: (7)

M oreover, the ratio R (z) itself is proportional to the ratio h=hq,+. Thus, by choosing the latter ratio appropriately,
the lum inosity distance of the average EdS m odel can be m ade to approxim ately coincide w ith that of the CDM
one In the redshift range 04 z 1, and consequently one expects that the EAS/M V m odelw ill be consistent w ith
the high redshift supemovae.

N ext, let us look at the low redshift region. In this region, the D ;, (z) curve is basically linear, the slope being given
by the Hubble param eter:

D 3000 M pc
1 1in L (z) _ P . 8)
z! 0 z h

Hy

Thus in order for theM V m odelto agree w ith thebest— t CDM , the Hubble param eter nside the LT B patch should
coincide w ith the m easured localH ubble param eter. In other words, if the M V m odel can account for the jimp, J ,
between the locally m easured Hubble param eter h inside the patch, and the lower average H ubble param eter, hoyt,
outside the patch:

h

J ; 9)

hout
then we expect to have a good agreem ent w ith the supemovae data.
T hus the challenges are

to quantitatively verify our above hypothesisofbeing able to nd agood tto the supemovaew ith an appropriate
\jlm p" .
to nd whether local inhom ogeneities in an LTB m odel can account for such jam ps.
Provided we can m ake this work, such an analysisw ill also tell us w hat a good range for the jum p param eter is.

Aswe will see Iater, we nd a very good t to the SN data (where we use the dataset @]), w ith goodness-of- t

50% ,without in theM V m odels. A ssum ing our m odel, a param eter estin ation (w ith likelihood e =2 ) gives at
95% C L. the ollow Ing range for the jum p param eter:

117 J 125: (10)

On the otherhand the ttotheW M AP datawill x the valie of the globalhyy. Aswewillsee In section [V], this is
the In portant quantity for the photons that com e from the last scattering surface, and not for exam ple the localh.
The challenge for the W M AP analysisis rst to see whether one can nd atalla good tto the CM B data,w ithout
D ark Energy. It tums out that one can (see section [V]), but, crucially, a reasonable toftheW M AP data w ithout
requires a relatively low Hubble param eter outside the Void:

044 hy,e 047; (11)

(at 95% C L.).

4 The discrepancy between the LTB and EdS m odelgoes like a R ees-Sciam a e ect, (L=g )*,which is 0 (10 ° ), according to @]. Such
a correction is irrelevant for supemovae, while it could be relevant for CM B . W e note, how ever, that @,'E] nd a larger correction in
the lum inosity distance. T he reason for the discrepancy, how ever, is still unclear to us.



Now , these two constraints (hoye from CM B and the J from Supemovae) can be com bined together. And the third
challenge now iswhetherwegeta localvalie h which is consistent w ith localm easurem ents of the H ubble param eter.
C om bining the range Eq.{1]l) w ith the constraints from SN Eq.{I0), we get a reasonable range of

0551 h  0:59: (12)
(see g.[d) and we have to com pare this w ith the lJocalm easurem ents.

T hese local values typically vary over a w ide range. T he Hubble param eter m easured using supemovae @1 reads
h = 0:59°9, the Hubble K ey Projct [36] measures a value of h = 0:72° %% (although in [37]1a lower value of
h= 062" isgiven,w ith an in proved treatm ent of C epheids). M easurem ents of clusters using Sunyaev-Zedovich
distances [36] (which is based on data at di erent redshifts, up to z * 1) gives a m uch lower estin ate, h = O:54+:E)034
(in EdS), as does m easurem ent at high redshift (03 < z < 0:7) using gravitational lensing [39): h = 048" % (fora
m ore com prehensive sum m ary see @ 1). In fact, the value ofh estim ated also seam to decrease as one looks at sources
w ith larger redshifts which would be a prediction for the M V m odel. However, a detailed study of this issue iswell
beyond the scope of our paper, but we want to em phasize that the local value of the H ubble param eter has a large
w indow , Eq.({D) being perhaps a fair range to consider.

C learly there is an overlap between Eq.{I2) and Eq.{I), which is now consistent w ith supemovae, W M AP and local
m easurem ents of Hubble.

This can now be used to pinpoint the underdensity contrast required in the void. As we will analytically show in
the next section (and verify num erically), the jum p param eter in LT B m odels does not depend on the details of the
curvature (density) pro le,but only on the am plitude ky.y , Or equivalently the m axim al underdensity contrast at the
center of the vod. W e nd that a central underdensity between 44% and 58% reproduces the relevant range Eq.(I0)
of the jim p param eter, and it is easy to check that this is also consistent with Eq.{) and Eq.{I1l). N otice how ever
that the average underdensity is always som ew hat am aller than the centralvalue, see eg. g.[IV BI.

At this point one m ay be concemed about the plausbility of the M V m odelon two di erent accounts. F irstly, even
if we take the observational evidence of the existence of a large underdense region seriously @], the underdensity
contrast required to be consistent with W M AP and supemovae is quite large. Secondly, the localvalue of the H ubble
param eter is certainly on the lower side. B oth of these problem s can becom em ilder if one could obtain acceptable ts
to W M AP with slightly higher hoye. In section V] we brie v discuss how itm ay be possble to evade these problem s,
but a m ore detailed investigation of these issues is out of the scope of this paper.

IV. SUPERNOVAE FITS
A . AnalyticalR esults

Our ain in this section is to quantitatively t the supemova data (we use here the dataset from ]) using the M V
m odel. Tn order to have better control, we decided to perform both num erical and analytical analysis. A s explained
n @], as ong as L Ry ,onecan nd excellent approxim ations to the um inosity distanceredshift relation. This,
notonly helpsus physically understand the e ects of correctionscom ing from inhom ogeneities better, but also provides
us w ith a non—rivial check on the num erical calculations. In the appendix we have obtained expressions for D 1, (r)
and z(r) (which can be used to obtain D, (z) In plicitly) for any generalpro le. W e also provide the reader w ith a
sum m ary of all the equations necessary to reproduce the analytic approxin ation for D1, (z) in Appendix [X El, in a
selfcontained form . Inside the LT B patch, the redshift as a function of the radial coordinate looks lke
2r
z — 1+ 2f Bk(r)= )]: (13)

w hile the angular distance is sin ply given by
Da=r[l+ £ Gk@x)= )]: (14)

In deriing these form ulas we have used a speci ¢ choice of the radial coordinate, given in Eq.(53) of appendix [X El,
such that r approxin ately corresponds to the proper distance today.

T he lum inosity distance, in G eneralR elativity, is always related to the angular diam eter distance ]1DA via

Dy, = (L+ z)°Da ; (15)
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FIG.1l: The ? for Supemovae IA as a function of the jum p h=how = H in=H out, for dierent values of the size of the
inhom ogeneous region (whose boundary ends at redshift zynp ). W e have used here a m odelw ith two FLRW regions (em pty
inside and EdS outside), w ith two dierent Hubble param eters. From bottom to top the solid curves correspond tO z jump =
[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 ber of dof. is 181
(we have used the R dess G old dataset [29]).

and thus we now have all the ingredients to obtain D ;, (z) Inside the patch. O ne can easily verify that, in the above
expressions for D, and z, the tem s outside the brackets correspond to the FLRW results fora atuniverse. f is
an universal function (it does not depend on the pro k) de ned In the appendix, which gives us the deviation of
the D, (z) curve from the FLRW result. A s one can see, our analytical results agree very well w ith the num erical
solutions, see g[IQ.

Now , one de nes the Hubble param eter as the nitial (z=0) slope in the D 1, z plot: using this de nition one can
obtain (see appendix[IX D] for details) an exact relation between the im p param eter and the centraldensity contrast:

h
J = =2 @ 33 (16)

hout

Surprisingly, this expression does not depend on the speci ¢ form of the pro le, and therefore lends generality to the
analysis.

B. Num erical A nalysis

W e em ploy In this section a two steps strategy. First, w ithout even using the LTB metric, we try to t the data
w ith a crude approxin ation of the void, which consists of an em pty (curvature dom inated) FLRW Hubble diagram
for the Inner region and then an EdS Hubble D iagram for the outer region. Between the two regions (z < Zjn p and
Z > Zymp) there is a discontinuous jum p in the Hubble param eter H j,=H o, . In this way we get a good idea about
w hat are the best values for J and zjn p - The results are shown in g.IIl.

A sone can see from the plot, the larger is the value for z4,, p the better is the t. However, we do not gain m uch by
taking zym p larger than, say, 0:08 (which corresponds to a radius of 250M pc=h). It is also interesting to note that a
Zym p @S low as0:05 (which corresponds to a radius of 150M pc=h) stillgives a reasonable t (goodness-of- t is higher
than a few % ). A In ost independent of zy,, , , the best value for the jimp isaround J ' 12.

A s a second step, then, we try to reproduce these results w ith a full LTB study. For sin plicity we focus on only one
value of L for the LTB patch (Zjun p 0:085). A further observationalm otivation for considering such a redshift
com es from the fact that it also approxin ately coincides w ith the redshift of the Sloan G reat W all, which spans
hundreds of M pc across and it could be suggestive of being the \com pensating structure" expected at the boundary
of the LTB patch [6]. In the pro ke Eq.(3), we therefore x the radius L, and let kpax vary (which corresponds to
varying the im p J , or equivalently the centraldensity contrast o).

W e solve num erically for the D, z curve for several values of k,x (which correspond to severalvalues of J ), and
we compute the “. Weshow n g. () the ? asa function of the jim p, Interpolating between the results of the
num erics. T his interpolating function is then used to com pute the statistics: W e nd that thel range ofthe jump
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FIG.2: The ° Pr Supemovae IA as a function of the jum p h=hou = Hin=H out, In @ full specic LTB m odel, m atched to

FLRW at redshift zyunp = 0:085. The dashed lines correspond to thel ,2 ,3 and 4 wherewe used asa likelihood e 7:2.
The number ofd.of. is 181 (we have used the R jess G old dataset ]).

corresponds to 1214 0. For the density contrast at the center this transhtes to o = 05147 .

Let us comm ent brie y on the valies that we get for the 2 as com pared to otherm odels. The EJS m odelhas a very

bad tto thedata, since its ? for the sam e dataset is about 284. This has a very low goodness of t. On the other
hand the CDM modelhasamuch lower 2 than ourm odel ([29]quotes 150)°, which is indeed strangely too low®.
Now , in term s of goodness-of- tour 2 iswhat one expects typically, since it is roughly equalto the num ber ofd o £.,
and thism akes ourm odel a good t to the data. On the other hand if one allow s a new free param eter () then
the best t tums out to be at a nonzero value for ,and so the param etervalue = 0 would be form ally excluded
at several (assum ing a lkelhood that goesase ‘=2 ). This situation is sin ilar to what we w illencounter when we
perform the CM B ts (see section [7]): the M V modelhas a worse 2 as compared to CDM , but the question that
we want to ask is about consistency of SN data with a M V m odel, and for this question the answer seam s to be yes,

the ?/d.o.f. being roughly equalto 1.

W ealso note thatweuse only onedataset ] (w hile there are other ones In the literatuire), sihce w e w ould qualitatively
getvery sin ilaransw er and it isnot our purpose here to com pare dataset w ith others, but just to check the consistency
of the m odel.

Finally we show , as an illustration, one exam ple of a plot of D;, z in gure[lV Bl together w ith the shape of the
density pro le (asa function ofz) .

V. MCMC FIT OF THE WMAP DATA

In order for the M V m odel to be viable at all, it is crucial for this picture to be in agreem ent w ith observations of
the CM B spectra, am ong other things. It iscomm only assum ed that the CDM m odel, w ith a non-zero cosn ological
constant, is the only one which can adequately explain the CM B spectrum . This is based on the result that once
one assum es a \ at" prioron , it tums out that the \m ost likely" param eters, given the W M AP data, correspond
to 0:7. The question that we want to ask however, is about consistency of W M AP with EdS:can we get a
reasonable tto the CM B spectrum even after setting to zero? To put it di erently, ifwe had a strong theoretical
prejudice against having a non—zero cosm ological constant, or if there were other observations disfavoring it, then
would the 3-yr W M AP data independently rule out an y = 1, EdS universe? (Here M means totalm atter =

5 The open em pty Universe has also a low 2, of about 160.

® W e note here that allthe SN ts are plagued by not know ing exactly what are the errors on the SN m easurem ents. In fact, if one used
only instrum ental errors, then the data points would have a very large scatter w ith tiny errors, and there is no 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 of about 0.15 m agnitudes in
quadrature to alldata points, which is typically justi ed saying that this is the typical variability of the intrinsic SN lum inosity. T his
is what m akes the concordance CDM 2 so low .
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FIG .3: In theupperpltwe show a tofthe Supemovaedata (R iessetal. [129]) with an LTB m odelwhich has 2= 186 (the
dof. are 181). The Inhom ogeneous patch extends up to z / 0085 and the underdensity in the center is crnrre = 048.
W e have shown m M M enpty: themagniude (m 5LogipD 1, ) m inus the m agnitude of an em pty open FLRW Universe
as a function of the redshift z. The blue solid line is our inhom ogeneous m odel, the red dashed-line is an EAS m odel (whose
Hubble constant is nom alized through the nearby supemovae), the green dotted line is the best-t CDM . In the lower plot

we show the density contrast for the sam e m odel, as a function of z. T he average contrast (1/h 21) in the inhom ogeneous patch

i85 043 (/h ?i’ 0:33 in the underdensity, y/h 21’ 0:48 in the overdensity).

baryons + dark m atter.) In particular, what if we introduce additional features in the prim ordial spectrum , rather
than tam pering with the com position of the universe? If we indeed obtain a reasonable t using such a di erent
\prior", the next im portant step would be to check whether this param eter set is consistent w ith the supemovae t.
This iswhat we plan to do in this section.

R gorously speaking, this question seem s technically challenging because one would have to com pute the secondary
e ects, i.e. what the spectrum of the CM B radiation would look lke after passing through the local underdense
region, and m aybe m any other such regions’, it encounters on its pumey to us. A ccording to [34], the corrections
to the redshifts of photons which pass through a void of size L is a Rees-Sciam a e ect that goes like (L=Ry )°. A

7 T he 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 of the photons through m any such voids.
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CDM EdS EdS Curved

s=0 s6 0 s; x6 0
min [max|min [max| min [max| min |max
whZ,. [0:005]0:04{0:005]0:04]0:005|0:04|0:005]0:04
mhowe| 001 03001 |0:3|0:01]|03]0:01]0:3
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

nNg 05 |15 05 |15] 05 | 15| 05 |15

s 0 0 0 0 03] 03 03] 03
k 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 0:05|0:05
Zre 4 20 4 20 4 20 4 20

10°a.| 10 [1200| 20 [100] 10 |200| 10 | 100

TABLE I:Priors for dierent param eters in the COSM OM C Runs. Here ph?,, is the physical baryon density, n h2, is the
physicaldark m atter density, zre is the redshift at redonization, ns is the gpectral index, s is the running of the spectral index
and A s is the am plitude of scalar uctuations (for de nitions see, eg. [ 116]).

coherent addition of this e ect due to m any voids could produce a correction of order (L=R z )*. T hus for a vodd w ith
a typical radius ~ 200=h M pc that we considered in this paper, such a cumulative e ect could be 10> 107 .
T his can be ignored for the study of supemovae®. On the other hand, if these m any voids exist, they would give a
sizable e ect on the CM B.Thenumber 102 103 woul refer to a m onopole in the CM B, while the correction
to higher m ultipoles would be sn aller (depending on how di erent is the num ber of voids along di erent directions
n the sky). However, in this paper we ignore such secondary e ects. On the qualitative side, In fact, we expect
this to be In portant only for am all 1 and decay fast for larger 1, and it should act in the sam e way as an Integrated
SachsW olfe e ect °.

T he correction to the CM B redshift that com es from our localvoid, instead, w illdepend on how sym m etric the void
is, and how \centrally" we are Iocated. For an o -center observer, in appendix [[X E] we perform a non-perturbative
estin ate of the dipole m om ent, and nd that in order for it to not exceed the observed value 0 (103 ), \we" must
be located very close to the center, approxin ately w ithin 10% of the void+radius, In concordance w ith the ndings
In [42]. In this case the correction to the higher m ultipoles are m uch m ore suppressed and not visble n CM B [4Z2].
D eparture from spherical sym m etry, on the other hand, m ay have a m uch m ore Interesting e ect, specially on the
lowest Is in the CM B spectrum , and coul be visbl!'? . H owever, such a study is clearly out of the scope of the present
paper; Instead we w ill restrict ourselves to spherically sym m etric voids and neglect these possible secondary e ects
on the CM B com Ing from the voids em bedded in the hom ogeneous EdS background. T hus, the question reduces to
whether the CM B spectrum can be reproduced given an EdS background.

A sone would expect, we nd that if one assum es as priors, no dark energy, as well as no additional features in the
prin ordial spectrum (other than spectral index and am plitude), one obtains a very poor tto the 3-yrW M AP data
(see tablke[IV]). However the situation changes if we introduce a possble \running in the spectral tilt", 4, in the
observable 7 esoXds of our universe n CM B (llow Ing the sam e de nition as i I14]) **

W e have perform ed a M onte Carlo M arkov Chain (M CM C ) analysis of the W M AP 3 year data using the program
COSM OM C [16]. O ur runs were perform ed w ith the priors given in table[V]. W e used the version of the COSM OM C
program which lets one analyze the range 2 1 30 for TT correlations and the range 2 1 23 or TE+EE
correlations using the pixeldoased approach (T ,Q and U m aps), which o ersa much m ore accurate treatm ent of the
low -1 Iikelihood [43]. One has (957+ 1172) pixeldata in all. T he rest of the correlations that we considered consisted
ofCTT intherange3l 1 1000,and §F in therange24 1  450.

W e nd thatan EdS universe w ith no dark energy but w ith a value of the Hubble constant, H oy+, signi cantly lower
than the conventionally accepted valie of 70 km /s/M pc gives a very reasonable tto the CM B spectrum , see g.[d.

8 W e m ention, again, that [24,125] nd a larger correction to the lum inosity distance, which could be potentially in portant for super—
novae [24]. Since the reason of the discrepancy is stillunclear to us, we do not discuss it here.

Thism ight explain the clain ed detections of ISW correlations [4(0 ], even w ithout invoking D ark Energy.

In this context we note that sin ilar e ects in anisotropic geom etric void con gurations have been used to explain the low m ultipole
anom alies in the CM B sky [12].

Ideally, one would like to introduce two additional scales w here signi cant running of the spectral tilt starts and ends. Thiswould also
obviously In prove the t. H owever, to keep the analysis sin ple, w e have assum ed that these tw o scales lie outside the observed spectrum
inwWw MAP.
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TABLE II:M ost likely param eter values w ith 1

For the high multipoles (31 1

12 The \e ective" 2 isobtained directly from COSM OM C @]. To obtain the reduced e ective chisquare, éff;r ,we just divide it w ith

the num ber of independent degrees of freedom .

13 The \concordance" best t
supemovae data. The best- t
the wellknown degeneracy in
and low Hubble param eter.

12

errors for the various COSM OM C Runs

1000) TT power spectrum our goodness-of- t (G F.) is around 2% , com pared to
around 5% of the concordant CDM model. For the overall t ofboth the TT+ TE+ EE spectrum involving 3520
d o £., the EAS m odel has a reduced'? éff;r of 1.016 with a 26% G F ., as com pared to the \concordance"

model® with Z., = 1:005and G F =41% (see tablke[IV] form ore details). Them ost lkely param eter set along w ith

CDM model is obtained by running the COSM OM C program including both the W M AP 3-yr and
CDM param eters for the W M AP 3-yr data alone yield very sim ilar iff;r , iIndicating the presence of

h plane of the W M AP data. In fact, it is this degeneracy that we exploitto tCM B with y
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FIG .5: Param eter lkelhoods to the W M AP 3-yr data for the run \EdS, s & 0". Dotted lines are \m ean likelihoods" of
sam ples, while solid lines are \m arginalized probabilities" [16].

their 1 bounds are tabulated in table[Id; also see the lkelihood plbts, g.[d.

W e also produce two 2-dim ensional lkelhood contour plots: (i) hoyt VS. n = p which are the only two independent
param eters related to the com position of the universe, and (i) ng vs. s which characterize the spectrum .

T hem ost crucialquantity to consider is the H ubble param eter and in particularw hat a consistency w ith the supemova
data in plies for the locally m easured value. In  g.[dwe show a contour plot com bining the constraint from supemova

t In the previous section w ith thatofW M AP .A sprom ised before,we nd that the locally m easured H ubble param eter
can be ashigh ash 59 atthe2 ,0r95% C L., which iswithin the acceptable range of the di erent m easurem ents
of the Hubble param eter.

Letusbrie y discussabout the valies that we obtain for the other coan ologicalparam eters, a m ore detailed discussion
on som e of these constraints is presented In the next section. Them ain constraint on the baryon density com es from
BBN, and we are Indeed consistent w ith the data (see next section for details). A s one can see from the lkelihood
pbt, g.Baswellas table[T], the ratio betw een dark m atter and baryons is som ew hat higher, = 10, than the
\concordance" CDM modelvalue of ,= 6. M easurem ents of light+to-m ass functions in galaxy clusters can
In principle be used to constrain these num bers, but presently they su er from relatively large uncertainties (see for
instance [44], and references therein). T he issue is further com pounded by the fact that our local ratio of abundances
w ithin the LT B patch m ay not represent the globalratio. A m ore detailed investigation w ill be required to settle the
issue, but potentially this could be a problem . For the totalm atter density, one now has tight constraints from the
observation of BAO [45]. A swe discuss In the next section, the totalm atter density iIn ourm odel (which is the sam e
as the critical density and hence / h?,.) seem s consistent w ith these m easurem ents.

out

W hat about the properties of the prim ordial spectrum ? O ur best t gpectral tilt is relatively low , ng 773, but
there are several In ationary scenarios w here such low spectral tilts are comm on (for exam ple in m odi cations of the
old In ationary scenario from false vacuum [48], or in ation from exponential potentials naturally occurring in string

13



FIG . 6: Contour m arginalized lkelhood plots to the W M AP 3-yr data for the run \EdS, s 6 0". The colbured m ap
corresponds to m ean likelihood, while the solid lines correspond to m arginalized 1- and 2- contours.

hout

FIG.7: 1- and 2- Contourplots forh vs. hyyt. The blue bands com e from the SN T analysis, while the red bands correspond
to constraints com ing from W M AP.
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Param eter L bh(z)ut m hgut Zre 8 Ns s 0 hout h
Best-t  [250=h [0:018 " 2077 [0a9" 20 [1387 27 [0:027 25 (0737 227 016" 27|01 207 (04527 2P| 0557 02,
Acceptable-t [160=h | 002 02 133 0:92 073 0:16 0:44 0:47 0:55

TABLE IIl:Best-tM inim alVoid M odel Param eters

theordies, see for nstance [49]). Our m odel also requires a signi cant running, ¢ 6. Tt is a known fact that
the 3rd yearW M AP data favors a signi cant running of the spectral index w hich deviates from a H arrisonZeldovich
scale Invariant scalar power spectrum . For exam ple, the analysis of [50] gives a running ¢ = 0 :055*001602298 at 60%
con dence level. In fact, most in ationary m odels predict a running spectral index [51] (see also [54]; m odels of
In ation from a False Vacuum have typically an abrupt transition in the spectral index [48]) . Additional constraints
on fng; s; gg can mostly come from observations of large scale structure and weak-lensing experim ents. In the
context of our M V m odel, this isa di cult and som ew hat tricky task which we have postponed to a future analysis,
how ever we do discuss brie y possble in plications In the next section.

F inally, we note that our value of the re-ionization epoch (opticaldepth) is broadly consistent w ith the usual obser—
vations [53] (see also discussion n [43]).

To summ arize,ourbest t W M AP + SNIa)M V m odel consists of 8 param eters, one of w hich, the length scale of the
void, has been chosen at the value L = 250=h to derive our best— t m odel. H ow ever, as noted in the introduction, if
one\accepts" aG F. 10% to the supemovaedata, then one can go down to a m uch sm aller length scale, L 160=h.
O ut of the other seven param eters, six of them (colimns 2 to 7 in the Table of[IIl are obtained from the t to
the WM AP 3-yrdata using COSM OM C, while the last one, (colum n 8), is constrained from the supemovae data.
W e note that a \m inin ally acceptable" m odel w ith respect to the central underdensity contrast would be obtained
with a m axim ally acceptable hoyt 0:47,at the 95% C L.. This in conjinction with Eq[l), then tells us that the
m Inin al jum p param eter has to be 1:17, or equivalently o 0:44. Using these nform ation we tabulate all the
param eters in Table[II for our \best- t" and \m inin ally-acceptable" m odel. W e note that the valiesof ; and L i
the \m Inim ally-acceptable" t isnot far from what observationally is suggested in [9].

VI. CANWE IMPROVEWMAP AND SUPERNOVAE FITS?

W e have seen that by allow ing signi cant running in the range of the observed CM B spectrum one is able to obtain a
reasonable ttotheW M AP 3yrdata. However, the overall tisnotasgood asthebest—-t CDM m odel. Secondly,
as is clear from the com bined contour plot g.[q, consistency with W M AP and supemovae data requires a relatively
low localvalue of the H ubble param eter. T he underdensity contrast required is also quite high (centrally around 50% ,
and on average around 35% In the Void). Can we som ehow m odify the M V m odel to get a better t and overcom e
these di culties? W e now discuss two di erentm odi cations in this context.

A . \Bump" M odel

The rstone concems using di erent \priors" for the prin ordial spectrum . For instance, in [17] the authors assum ed
the existence of a bum p in the prin ordial spectrum as a prior, rather than considering an overall running as we do,
In order to t the CM B data without D ark Energy. A lthough in these m odels the num ber of param eters is larger
than what we consider, one obtainsmuch better tsto theW M AP data (in fact, slightly better than CDM ), and
is thus worth investigating further. Such a bum p can be produced by a rapid succession of two phase transitions [17]
and is thus phenom enologically wellm otivated . M oreover, it is rather intriguing and prom ising to note that [18]such
a bum p would also enhance the probability of having voids today at the scale of the bum p itself, which happens to
be approxim ately the sam e scale we are considering here. T his \bum p" m odel, in its original form , of course cannot
reproduce the supemovae data, and the Hubble param eter (hout 0:44) is too Iow . So it seem s naturalto m erge this
modelwith our M V scenario. Can the param eter set obtained be consistent w ith the supemovae analysis that we
have perform ed using the local void?

O f course, having a local voild again ensures that the supemovae data is consistent. T he crucial question is w hether
putting together the M V fram ew ork w ith the \bum p" m odel could lead to an \acceptable" local Hubble param eter.
Aswe see in the contour plot (see g.[) at the 95% C L.one can have ashigh ash $57,which isde nitely within
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FIG.8: 1- and 2- Contour plots forh vs. hoyt or CDHM bum p m odel @J. T he blue bands com e from the SN -I analysis,
while the red bands correspond to constraints com ing from W M AP.

the acceptable range Eq.{).

B. Adding Curvature

In this subsection we considera di erent possibility, nam ely adding curvature to them odel. A Ithough having curvature
would be considered ne-tuning In an in ationary paradigm , we point out that the low m ultipole anom alies @], if
taken seriously, could be suggestive of having only the \m inin al" num ber (5060 depending upon the reheating
tem perature) of efoldings, which would be consistent w ith having a slight curvature. A 1so, we note that otherm odels
nvolring cyclic scenarios typically do not predict a at universe to any high precision.

A ccordingly, we perform ed a run where we allowed up to 5% in curvature along w ith including running of the tilt,
as before. W e found that the best- t param eter set prefers the highest value of spatial curvature that we allowed.
Consequently,weperform ed arunwih = 005, corresponding to a slightly closed universe to seehow curvaturem ay
a ect the goodness of t'*.W enow indeed nd amuch better tto theW M AP data. For the overallTT + TE+ EE

data, éff;r = 1:012 corresponding to a 31% goodness-of- t (see table[IV] for m ore details). T he Hubble param eter,
how ever is slightly low er than our previous results, as can be seen from the lkelhood plots nvolving (i) x and heoyt,
also see table[I. None of these results are very surprising or new . Previous studies had already observed that one
can get good tstoW M AP with a closed universe, but it is precisely because of the rather low value of the Hubble
param eter required for these ts that these m odels are not considered seriously. H owever, when com bined w ith the
jim p param eter obtained from the supemovae analysis'® given by Eq.{IQ), this gives us a local Hubble param eter
which can be consistent w ith observations, given in Eq.(l).

It is also worth pointing out that, as is clear from the contourplot g.[d, there isa degeneracy direction in theW M AP
data where as we sin ultaneously increase the curvature and the Hubble param eter we can still get good ts. This
suggests that even if we allow for a slightly closed universe, by decreasing the Hubble param eter slightly (from our
EdS value) wem ay be able to get signi cantly better tsto the W M AP data. In other words, when com bined w ith
other data, such asm easurem ents of localH ubble param eter w hich prefer higher values of the H ubble param eter, the
MV modelm ay still provide a reasonable t.

In passing we note that, the 2 range for the tilt and the running ism uch closer to the conventionalvalies as com pared

14 W e are currently pursuing a m ore exhaustive analysis of the void m odelw ith curvature.
15 I principle once one adds curvature, one has to redo the analysis of the supemovae data set. W e have not done it for this prelim inary
analysis, because we do not expect any signi cant di erence from the sm all am ount of curvature that we allow .
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FIG .9: M argihalized Likelihood plots for theW M AP 3-yrdata for therun \EdS, s; x 6 0".The coloured m ap corresponds
to m ean likelhhood, while the solid lines correspond to m arginalized 1- and 2- contours.

ci’ cit+ci® Total
M odel s ler.] Z:]cF.| %4 |G F.
Concordant CDM [0389 [4.7% 14552 [l1.3% B538.6 [41%
EdS 5= 0 11246] 0% [17119] 0% [36523] 6%
EdS .6 0 1057.8[19 % [14755] 5.75 [3577.4]|24.6%
EdS <; 6 0 |1048.7|29% | 1466 | 7.9% [3560.9(31.1%

TABLE IV: iff and goodness-of-t for the dierent COSM OM C Runs. The rst colum n corresponds to high-1TT power
spectrum , (31 1 1000). The second colum n corresponds to both the high-1TT (31 1 1000) and TE (24 1 450)
data. Finally, the Jast colum n contains the total statisticsof TT (2 1 1000) and TE (2 1 450) spectrum .

to our originalM V m odel (see gs.[d and [9, for com parison).

VII. CONSISTENCY W ITH OTHER OBSERVATIONS

Here we brie y discuss the consistency of our M V. m odelw ith observations other than the supemovae, W M AP and
localm easurem ents of the H ubble param eter.

B BN : Prin ordial Nuclosynthesis has been a spectacular success story for the Standard B ig Bang paradigm which



predicts speci ¢ freeze out abundances of light elem ents such asD , H €%, H e and Li. These freeze out abundances
depend on the baryon-to-photon ratio. Since from the m easurem ents of CM B team perature we know the photon
energy density precisely, BBN can also constrain the baryon density in our universe today. T he success of the BBN
paradigm lies in the general agreem ent of this num ber, m easuring the abundances of the di erent light elem ents
spanning 9 orders ofm agnitude (for a review see [54]). BBN therefore constraints the baryon density, so that at 95%
C L.we shoul have'® 0:017 ph? 0:024. This is indeed consistent w ith the param eter range that we obtain

out

from theW M AP run, bhfmt = 0:018" :500022 . Tt is ram arkable that although we have a higher baryonic abundance, the

Jow er H ubble param eter alm ost precisely com pensates to yield approxin ately the sam e baryonic energy density as it
is obtained in the \concordance" CDM m odel.

B A O :Recently, a rem arkable achievem ent of observational coan ology has been to dentify the baryon acoustic peak
In the galaxy-galaxy correlation function using Lum inousRed G alaxies (LRG ’s) [49]. T he overall shape of the galaxy
correlation function m ainly depends on the shape of the prin ordial spectrum (tilt and running) and the epoch of
m atterradiation equality (scalesw hich entered the H ubble horizon before the equality have their am plitudes relatively
suppressed as com pared to the ones which entered later). On top of the \overall envelope" one has now observed
a tiny peak com ing from the baryon acoustic oscillations. T he position of the peak is related to the sound horizon
of the baryon-photon plasn a at the tin e of recom bination. In fact, what one really m easures is m ore lke an angle
which is the ratio of the sound horizon at recom bination (evolved at z 035, which is the average redshift of the
LRG survey) and the angular distance'” at the sam e redshift z 0:35. This ratio therefore is not only sensitive to
the baryon density in the universe, but also to the evolution of our late+tim e universe and therefore, to the am ount
of dark energy, for instance. U sing essentially the two pieces of inform ation (overall shape and peak) one is able to
constrain two di erent quantities, for instance, the m atter density and dy (a speci ¢ com bination of the transverse
and angulardistanceatz  0:35I|f5]). This in tum can constrain the com position of the universe and it was clain ed
In [45]that a pure EAS m odelis ruled out at the levelof5 . Can theM V m odelbe consistent?

F irstly, it isdi cult to provide a crisp answ er to that question based on the analysisdone in [|45 ]because the analysis
of the data (conversion from redshift to distance etc.) is done using the \concordance" CDM m odel. In particular
we point out that precisely in the redshift range of the sam ple, 0:16 < z < 047, the lum nosity distance vs. redshift
curve of the void m odel (which is the sam e asan EdS m odel, in this range) di ers signi cantly from the CDM curve.
T hus to be precise, one needs to reanalyze the LRG data In the context of an EdS m odel. N evertheless, one can try
to see w hether one can satisfy the bounds on dy and , h? that was placed in [45]:

dy = 1370 128 and o h? = 0130 (n,=0:98)'?  0:022; 17)

w here the errors correspond to approxin ate 2 (95% C L.) values. Now , In our m odel, we have a low spectral tilt
(and also a relatively large running, which can alter the shape of the correlation function and hence the constraints).
Relegating a m ore system atic analysis for future, and jast correcting for the lower tilt in our m odel in plies the
follow iIng constraint for the totalm atter density, which is given by the average H ubble param eter in our m odel:
nh?! nZ . =0:185 0:022; (18)

wherewehave used ourbest- t spectraltilt,ns  0:73.W erecallthatourbest tHubblparam etergivestf,, 0205,
and therefore is consistent w ith the above bound.

O n the other hand the angular distance at z = 0:35 for our m odel does not appear to be consistent w ith the values
reported In [45]. In fact one can check thatan EdS m odelhasroughly the sam edistance ofa concordance CDM m odel
at z = 0:35 if the ratio of the value of the Hubble constants of the two m odels is around 1:2. Since the concordance
model (which ts the BAO scale) hash 0:7,an EdS that ts this scale should have hyyt 0:7=12 0:58. As
we have discussed, this value is too large w ith respect of our analysis of the W M AP data. M ore work is needed In
order to nd whether it would be possible to overcom e this potential problem : for exam ple adding m ore curvature
could give a higher hyyt, from W M AP (which, by the way, would m ake the whole scenario in better agreem ent w ith
other data as well: for exam ple w ith the localm easurem ents of h). It has to be seen, through a com bined statistical
analysis including the BAO data,w hether this could give a consistent picture. A di erent (though not very appealing)
possbility, which would certainly work, is to m ake the Void m uch larger, extending up to redshifts of order z 04.

16 W hile estin ates from H e* and D are slightly higher, m easurem ents using L i suggests a low er num ber.
17 In the survey, one really m easures a com bination of the angular and transverse distances, see [45] for details.
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W e have checked that this can give the correct distance at z 0:35 (see also the recent analysis in |1B6]), and that
m oreover this gives also a good tofthe BAO scaleatz 0:2,given in IB7].

O bservations from Large scale Structure and W eak lensing: An in portant class of coam ological observations
com es from large scale structures and weak lensing observations. T hese typically produce constraintson g, aswell
as on the shape of the prin ordial spectrum , ng and s (for instance using Lym an— forest). H owever, as m entioned
above, one has to revisit these analysis in the light of M V m odel, as one has a non-standard D 1, (z) relation. W e leave
for future such a careful study of the large scale structure, Lym an— and weak lensing data. Let us stillm ake a few

brief com m ents.

About g,at rstsight our value is a bit high, g = 0:292° :6087 , In our m odel, but even if this situation tums out to

be incom patible w ith the large-scale structure data (after a careful study), thism ay only be indicative of the need to
nclude som e hot dark m atter com ponent [17,/18]. In the light of neutrinos having m ass, this is a perfectly natural
scenario to consider. About ng and j sJ, the values are respectively lower and higher than what the conventional
CDM analysis suggests and in particular one m ay worry about con icts with Lym an— m easurem ents. H ow ever,
we rstly point out that an analysis of the Lym an— m easurem ents has to be now redone in com bination with the
di erent set of priors that we use to study the W M AP data. Secondly, introducing new physics, such as including a
little curvature, can push the values of ng and ¢ much closer to 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 carefiil study of the
above m entioned observations.

ISW C orrelations: Another interesting piece of evidence for D ark energy is given by the Integrated Sachs W olfe
e ect,which isclain ed to bedetected w ith som e signi cance by som e collaborations [40]. T he detection isa correlation
between the CM B m aps of the sky and the galaxy surveys,which cannotbe explained in an EAS universe (since in this
case the linear gravitational potential does not evolve and therefore CM B photons do not get any net frequency shift
w hen passing through a potentialwell), and therefore are interpreted as independent evidence for D ark Energy (since
the potentials can evolve in CDM ). However the e ect is absent only at the lnear level, and it exists also in EdS
in the presence of nonlinear gravitationalclustering. T his is usually assum ed to be sm aller then 10 ° , but it actually
happens to be of order 10 ®> (and thus, visble in the CM B ) for structures as large as those that we are proposing in
the present paper (few hundreds ofM pc). Tt would be interesting to try and reproduce the ISW detection assum ing
the presence of large voids and structures in the sky.

M oreover In the local underdense region we have assum ed that the grow th of uctuations is di erent than the at
CDM model (it is in fact m ore sim ilar to an open Universe): this leads also to an ISW e ect fordensity uctuations
localized Inside the Void. Studying thise ect would be very interesting and could signi cantly a ect the low -1part of
the CM B spectrum and therefore also the param eter estim ation from the CM B . H ow ever this goes beyond the scope
of the present paper since it would require a full treatm ent of the grow th of density uctuations in an LTB m etric
(this problem has been recently attacked by [59]).

VIII. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

The Type Ia supemovae data reveal that our universe is accelerating at redshifts that approxin ately correspond to
the epoch of non-linear structure form ation on large scales (the epoch of the form ation of the so<alled \coan icweb").
G iven this fact, we have explored the possibility that the e ect of a Jarge scale void can account for this acceleration
due to a jum p between the local and the average Hubble param eter, instead of nvoking a spatially constant dark
energy/coan ological constant com ponent. W e nd that the M ininalVoid (M V ) m odel can consistently account for
the com bination of the T ype Ta supemovae, W M AP 3rd year,BBN constraints, provided that the void spansa radius
of about of 200 M pc=h w ith a relative under density of 45% , near the center. The MV m odel can accom m odate
reasonably all of the data considered, although the ts are not as good as the concordance m odel. However, we see
the possibility of obtaining just as good ts when one includes curvature or invokes non-standard features in the
prin ordial spectrum (a \bum p" for exam ple). W e leave these issues for an upcom ing work. O n the other hand we
have seen that theM inim alVoid is In trouble w ith the Baryon A coustic O scillations m easurem ents, since outside the
Void, the D1 (z) cuxve is just the usualEdS one, and the Hubbl param eter ho,r from W M AP is too low . M ore work
isneeded in order to nd whether it would be possible to overcom e this potential problem (for exam ple by nding a
tforW M AP with higherhgye).

W e end with observational and theoretical possibilities of distinguishing the MV model from CDM . The MV
m odel predicts that the spectral index has to run signi cantly in the W M AP 3 data and that the \average" Hubble
constant (ie. outside the local region) has to be around hgyt 045. The CDM model, instead, requires a nely
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tuned coan ological constant or dark energy com ponent, In order to be consistent w ith the sam e data set. Both cases
require signi cant m odel buiding and new physics that are currently being pursued by the community. How are
we to distinguish between these two m odels? The rst logicalway seem s to perform galaxy counts up to very large
distances and In a w de area in the sky, In order to directly check ifwe could really live inside a huge Void. M oreover,
there are features which can be checked by looking at SN Ia theam selves: rstly, the lum nosity—redshift curve In the
two m odels deviate from each other signi cantly at redshifts z 1. Secondly, In the MV m odel the curve has a
sharp peak (in correspondence w ith the boundary of the localregion) around z ’ 0:,while this peak does not exist
In the CDM model. The up-com ing experin ent SD SS-IT [I30] w ill probably be able to discrin inate the presence
of such a peak. Another unique prediction for the M V. m odel com es from realizing that the voild is not expected to
be exactly spherically symm etric, which could lead to detectable anisotropies In the Hubble param eter aswell as in
the low multipoles in CM B . A dditionally, these anisotropies should be correlated! W e note, also, that one could be
able to constrain Voids by looking at the blackbody nature of the CM B [56,157]. OurM V is still consistent w ith
these constraints (while, according to [57], voids that extend up to z 1 are excluded). Finally, studying large scale
structure (as we plan to do In future work) one can study the com patibility of the prin ordial power spectrum we
are assum Ing (with low tilt and lJarge running, or with a bum p) w ith the m atter power spectrum . Tt m ay also be
possible to test the existence of such a large running using P lanck-satellite data as suggested by the B ayesian analysis
perform ed in (58] using sim ulations.

In conclusion,we have shown that, forW M AP and SN Ia observations, theM V m odelcould be taken as an altermative
to invoking a dark energy com ponent that w ill be further tested in forthcom ing supemovae observations. On the
other hand this has to be m ade consistent also w ith the Baryon A coustic O scillations. O n the theoretical end, m uch
work needs to be done to establish if such large voids can actually be produced in our Universe by generic physics of
structure form ation. W e are currently pursing this issues.

N ote Added: M ost of the above rescarch work was com pleted before the release of the WM AP 5yr data
and we have decided not to reanalyze the CM B data In the present paper for the follow ing reason: although the
5+r data in proves the 3-yr data, there is no signi cant qualitative di erence between the results presented in the
3-yr and 5-yr survey. In this context, we further em phasize that our aim in this m anuscript is not to com pete w ith

CDM on the basis of Bayesian lkelhood analysis (in which case the analysis can be very sensitive to the data, for
instance a di erence of ? 1 2may be signi cant), but to sin ply present a m odel which can be consistent w ith
the data on the basis of the goodness of t (fr Instance, a di erence of ? 1 2 does not signi cantly reduce
the goodness of t). In addition a m ore system atic treatm ent including other cosn ologicaldata (BAO , Large Scale
Structure data) and m ore recent data (CM B and Supemovae) is the sub gct of a future publication.
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IX. APPENDICES:ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR LTB M ETR IC
A . M etric & Density Pro le

In our paper we are Interested in a gpecial class of exact spherically sym m etric solutions of E instein’s equations w ith
dust, known as the \open" LTB m etric (In unitsc= 1). W e follow the treatm ent given in ([3,I34]), where we have set
the \m ass function" to be cubic, which am ounts to a rede nition of the radial coordinate (which is always possble if
the m ass function is a grow ing function of r). The m etric is given by:

ds® = df+ S%(rt)dr® + R2(r;0)d % + sin? d’?); 19)
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H ere we have em ployed com oving coordinates (r; ;’ ) and proper tim e t. T he fiinctions S? (r;t) and the dust density
(r;t) isgiven In term s ofR (r;t) via

Sz(r't) — & . (20)
! 1+ 2M r)lk(r)’
M M grz
(r;t) = ; (21)

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

w here a dot denotes partialdi erentiation w ith respect to t and a prim e w ith respect to r, while the function R (r;t)
itself is given im plicitly as a function of (r;t) via an auxiliary variable u(r;t):

R (5jt) = —— (coshu 1) (22)
r;t) = coshu ;
3k (r)
jo
M t= 72(sjnhu u); (23)
3k (r)3=2 !
In the above expressions, the \curvature" function k(r) is left arbitrary (except that k(r) 0) and this is what

controls the density pro le inside the LTB patch,while M is jist an arbitrary (unphysical) m ass scale. A 1so, we have
Introduced the din ensionless conform altine  for later convenience.

W e also note that the average density inside the LT B patch is equalto the outside FLRW density (see for instance 3,
34]), in the lim it in which we can neglect M r)?k(r) n Eq.20) in the spatialm etric when de ning the average (i
our case the correction is always negligible).

To get an Intuitive and analytical understanding of how the density pro I is related to the curvature function it is
instructive to look at the \an allu" approxin ation where we only keep next+o-leading tem s in Eq.{22) and Eq.(23).
This gives us Eq.(2).

B . Photon Trajectories

In order to perform supemovae ts we need to com pute the lum inosity (or angular) distances and redshifts for a
photon tra jctory em anating (backwards in tin e) from the centralobserver. The st step In this direction is to solve
for the photon tra fctory :

dt(r) R %(r;t(r))

ds® = 0) = p—r"7 . (24)
dr Y11 2M o2k

T he negative sign in front takes care of the fact that the tin e increases as the photonsgo tow ards the center. A nalytical
progress In solving the above equation is possible by realizing two things. Firstly, all quantities (t(r);z(r);D 1 (r))
can be expressed asa power series In,M r  r=Ry ,and sihce this is a an allquantity for the relevant inhom ogeneous
patches, we can just keep the next+o-leading order term s in these expansions [34]. Secondly, form ally one can com bine
Eq.(22) and Eq.(23) to give us a pow er series expansion OrR (r;t) explicitly in term s of (r;t) [341:

2

1 1
R (r;0) = 3 r? 1+ RzuS+R4ug+ i 3 r? 1+ f(ué) i (25)

w here

o]
|
T
w

Up M ) k(r) and

‘ N

(26)

Tt is in portant to realize that the coe cients fR g, and hence the function f are universal (do not depend on the
speci ¢ curvature function). It is In plicitly de ned via

2(coshu 1)

2
Uy

1+ fu)) and 6(sihhu u)= §: (27)
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T his iswhat allow s us analyze the problem in its fiill generality.

Tt is convenient to recast the equation In temm s of the conform altine, ,and the din ensionless radial coordinate
r=Mr: (28)

Substituting Eq.(29) in Eq.{24) one nds

P
d - 5 2 14 vi R, 2n 2n (rk® )o . 29)
dr Y1 ok :

T he prin e now denotes di erentiation with respect to the rescaled r. This can now be solved perturbative In r to
give us

®
= 9 ’r 5 2r Ry, 5“k“(r)+o(r2): (30)
1
The vsttwo term sw ithin the brackets corresponds to the FLRW expression for the tra fctory while the rest of the
termm s give us the largest corrections com ing from the inhom ogeneities w ithin a local patch. For corrections outside
the patch see [34]. By com paring w ith Eq.{28) the above expression can succinctly be w ritten as

(r)= ¢ (r) rf( % Zk(r); (31)

9
w here the subscript F' corresponds to FLRW .

C . Lum inosity D istance vs. R edshift

Having found the photon tra fctory, the next step is to com pute the redshift which is govermed by the di erential
equation [4]

dz  (1+ z)R’ 32)
ar TTr ke
Again, f we are only interested in com puting corrections up to linear order in r, then the redshift is given by
"w #
Z Z Z
d 2 2 dr X 2 2 dr X
z — S m+ 1R, 2™ 22 k™)= Z+dr @+ 1R, P B k™) : (33)
1+ z 9 R 9 R

To evaluate the rst integralwe note that we can replace by » aswewillonly bem aking an O (r?) error. Thuswe
have
dr dr 9 drg 92 §

— - = — = —n —
F F 0

T he second tem can be integrated straight forwardly up to linear temm s in r:
Z Z
X X

n+ DR, 2 21 @™ )dr M+ 1R, “* Y @k")dr= @+ 1R, " k"

= (2 ZkN+ * Fk@E (2 ZkENE o

where we have de ned

£ 22 (34)
X
! dx
Putting everything together we have
2
Le o 2 el (2 Gk + 2 ZkE (2 k)] )

r () 90
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T hus we have obtained an analytical approxin ation for the redshift as a function of the radial coordinate. W e note
In passing that the term In front of the exponential precisely correspond to the FLRW result. T he corrections com e
from the exponential. In fact for snallz one nds

2 2

k) + ?

2 2

2 2
z  — “rll+ £( sk(r)]: (36)

5 Sk (r)E (

T he lum inosity distance, In G eneral T heory of R elativity, is related to the angular diam eter distance, D 5 via
Dy = (1+ z)°Dy : (37)

Now ,n an LTB m odelwhen the observer is sitting at the center, the angular distance is sin ply given by
Da=R= r? 1+ £( 7% Zk@) : (38)

Thus we now have both the lum nosity distance and the redshift as a function of the radial coordinate and one can
easily plot D1 (z) and check whether the localvoid m odel can provide a good t to the supermova data or not.

D. The \Jump"

A particularly in portant quantity that can be inferred from the D1 (z) curve is the Jum p param eter, J de ned by
Eq.{d). Surprishgly, this tums out to not depend on the speci ¢ pro ks, et us here see this analytically. First
observe that since k? vanishes at r = 0, we have the general result

1
RY0;t) = 3 221+ fo); (39)

where £y corresponds to the value of £ at r= 0. T hen using the exact expression for the density fiinction Eq.{21]) one
nds

Mg
(r;t) = mi (40)
T he underdensity contrast at the center, ¢ now can be easily related to f:
o= 1+ f)> 1) 1+ H= @1+ o) (41)

Now , on the other hand using the de nition of the H ubble param eter Eq.(8), the correction to the redshift Eq.(34),
and the lum inosity distance Eq.(38) one nds

1+ f
1 1 0
gt=n t—— — .
0 1+ o+ ulfin
O r in other words
h 1+ fo+ ufy,
J = _ 0 0-1:0 (42)
hout 1+ fo

Since ( uniguely detem ines f, via (4l), and f (u?) isa given function, it also determ inesu? and f1,0 £ (u2). Thus
In tum it also determm ines the jum p param eter uniquely.

E. CM B dipolem om ent

Let us consider our observer to be located slightly o —center, at r = ro . In this case the non—zero radial velocity of
the observer w ill contrbute towardsa dipolemoment n CM B :

— % =do; (43)



w here the proper radialdistance, dy , of the observer is given by

Z
To RO
do = dr p——————
0 1+ 2M r)?k(r)

Now , in our pro ke k(r) rem ains alm ost a constant for aln ost the entire underdense region. A ssum ing we are living
in this \constant" underdense region, we have

Z o
2 (coshu 1) ™ dr 2 (coshu 1)sinh® M~ 2kpaxIo )

do = —8M8M8 i = P
3Kmax 0 1+ 2(M 1)2Kpax 3kpaxM © 2Komx

(T he sin pli cation occurs because u and hence R ? becom es only a finction of tin e.) Further, sinceM 1, is expected
to be very am all, we have
2 (coshu 1)

= : 44
do o (44)

Taking the tim e dervative and sin plifying we nd

dOHout ugsjllhu A
4  (coshu 1% °

o = (45)

W e now note that u(ug) is a known function Eq.{27), in tum uy isknown in term s of ¢ via the function £ (ué ), see
Eq.{d). Thus, in principle, the second term in the right hand side of Eq.{49) is determ ined in tem s of the central
underdensity contrast. A 1so, since the m easured value of the CM B dipole m om ent 103, naturalness argum ents
suggest ds- to be of the sam e order, and thus we have (after som e sin pli cations):

5 2(1+ fp)?
doHowe 10°® : (46)
uZ(l+ £0)2+ 2(1+ fo)

For voids of around 200=h M pc, and central underdensity contrasts between 40% and 50% , the dipole constraint
Eq.{48) typically in ply that \we" have to be located within 10% of the void radius.

F. Analytic expression for the D, z curve

In this subsection we w ish to provide the reader a selfconsistent sum m ary of all the equations which are needed to
plttheD 1 z curve, In an analytic form . Follow Ing this,a tofany experin entaldataset can easily be perform ed.
Here is the set of equations, which give D 1 and z asa function of the radialcoordinate r (therefore In plicitly D z).
F irst of all one needs to de ne the function £ (ué ), In plicitly given by:

. I3)§(cosh(u) 1) . )
3%=3(shh(u) uf=3

Uy = 673 (shh@) u}>: (48)

T hen, one can use this function in the f©llow Ing equations:

@ =0 3 M rl+ £( % Zk(r)]; (49)
0 z 4 2M r 2 2
1+ z(x) = — exp £(° gk(x) (50)
(r) 9
Dy() = — “r (f[l+ £( % k@)L + z(r)F (51)
oM 1=3
= 52
0 H o (52)
p_li=s
9 2
_ (53)
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FIG .10: Com parison between analytic and num ericalD;  z curves. T he num erical curve is the blue solid line, the analytic
approxin ation is the black short-dashed line. W e have plotted also the EdS curve (red long-dashed line) and the CDM ,
w ith = 0:7 (green dotted line). W e have used the valie L = 400, w ith the units given in Eq. (83), and kupax = 22 (which
corregponds to a density contrast at the center o = 025).

T he above form ulas are com pletely general for any LT B pro le,but we now focus into our speci c one given by
(54)

Then one has to choose appropriate values for H o, and for the length units for the coordinate r (given by M ). A
sim ple choice is to set:

r

8
?M =H out = hout:3000; (55)

where we have chosen, iIn this way, the units M pc=1 (which tums out to be a convenient choice for the problem ).
O nce this is done the physical param eter I (the radius of the patch) is approxin ately given already in M pc. The
com parison betw een the obtained curve and the fiilly num erical curve is shown in  g. (IQ)

Finally the reader m ay play w ith the two param eters: the size L and kyax (Wwhich sets the am plitude of the density
contrast). W e also recall that the density pro le is given by Eq.(J) and that ky.x can be directly related to the density
contrast  at the center of the void at the present tim e, via the follow Ing equation:

0= [+ £(? Zkpax)]®  1: (56)
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