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Abstract

In this study we investigate potential large-angle anisotropies in the angular distribution of the cosmological parameters H0 (the
Hubble constant) and Ωm (the matter density) in the flat-ΛCDM framework, using the Pantheon+SH0ES supernovae catalog. For
this we perform a directional analysis by dividing the celestial sphere into a set of directions, and estimate the best-fit cosmological
parameters across the sky using a MCMC approach. Our results show a dominant dipolar pattern for both parameters in study,
suggesting a preferred axis in the universe expansion and in the distribution of matter. However, we also found that for z ≳ 0.015,
this dipolar behavior is not statistically significant, confirming the expectation –in the ΛCDM scenario– of an isotropic expansion
and a uniform angular distribution of matter (both results at 1σ confidence level). Nevertheless, for nearby supernovae, at distances
≲ 60 Mpc or z ≲ 0.015, the peculiar velocities introduce a highly significant dipole in the angular distribution of H0. Furthermore,
we perform various robustness tests that support our findings, and consistency tests of our methodology.
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1. Introduction

In the precision cosmology era, where accurate datasets from
large and deep astronomical surveys are available, the task of
finding the cosmological model that reproduces all these data
is indeed challenging (Perivolaropoulos and Skara, 2022; Riess
et al., 2022; Di Valentino et al., 2021; Fosalba and Gaztañaga,
2021).

Currently, the flat-ΛCDM model seems to fulfill this objec-
tive, despite the fact that according to it, 95% of the compo-
nents of the universe remain unknown (Planck Collaboration
et al., 2020; Peebles and Ratra, 2003; Frieman et al., 2008). In
the absence of strong competitors, ΛCDM stays as the concor-
dance cosmological model, although our ignorance regarding
the physical nature of the dark sector is an uncomfortable situ-
ation (Bull et al., 2016; Verde et al., 2019; Di Valentino et al.,
2021; Di Valentino et al., 2025; Luongo et al., 2022).

One interesting remaining task is to test the model consis-
tency by comparing the expected ΛCDM properties, with the
corresponding observed phenomenon using updated cosmolog-
ical data (Linder, 2021). In that sense, the analyses performed
in this work allow us to: i) confirm that the flat-ΛCDM remains
the concordance model given the current precision of the data
regarding its (statistically) homogeneous and isotropic proper-
ties; ii) assess the statistical probability that current precision
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cosmology has outgrown the ΛCDM paradigm (see, e.g., Ku-
mar Aluri et al. (2023); Krishnan et al. (2021)); iii) identify
observational systematics that may be impacting the analyses.

Perhaps the main feature of the flat-ΛCDM model is the
competence to determine Ωm

1, the parameter that measures the
amount of dark plus baryonic matter observed today. One natu-
ral expectation regarding Ωm is that measurements along dif-
ferent sky directions performed with the same cosmic tracer
should roughly show equal values of Ωm, except for fluctua-
tions due to measurement uncertainties, a consequence of the
expected isotropic matter distribution (Javanmardi et al., 2015).
A similar analysis can be performed considering the Hubble
constant H0, the expansion rate measured today, another im-
portant parameter of the concordance cosmological model. Re-
cent studies have suggested potential anisotropies in H0, includ-
ing a quadrupolar pattern found in Pantheon+ data at the 2σ
level (Cowell et al., 2022), indicating deviations from the ex-
pected statistical isotropy In fact, Hu et al. (2024b,a) analyzed
cosmic anisotropies using Pantheon+SH0ES sample, reporting
variations in the Hubble constant and other parameters.

In addition, Perivolaropoulos and Skara (2022) investigated
modern challenges to the flat-ΛCDM model, focusing on possi-
ble large-scale anisotropy in cosmological parameters, includ-
ing H0 and Ωm. However, significant deviations of Ωm or H0
in different directions are not expected because the flat-ΛCDM
model is based on the cosmological principle (Maartens, 2011;

1Throughout the work, we will adopt the following definition: Ωm(z = 0) ≡
Ωm0 ≡ Ωm.
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Appleby and Shafieloo, 2014; Schwarz et al., 2015; Avila et al.,
2019; Dias et al., 2023; Kester et al., 2024; Franco et al., 2024,
2025).

Recent literature reports interesting results regarding this
problem, employing diverse methodologies to investigate sev-
eral datasets. For example, Mc Conville and Ó Colgáin (2023)
using hemispheres to scan the sky found angular variations, up
to 4 km/s/Mpc, in the Hubble constant H0. Their analyses, at
different redshift intervals, intended to measure the Hubble con-
stant absolute difference, defined as ∆H0 ≡ HN

0 − HS
0 , where N

and S means North and South hemispheres, respectively. In
addition to SNe Ia analyses, several independent observational
probes have also reported possible anisotropies in the local ex-
pansion rate. Using galaxy clusters at distances below ∼ 500
Mpc, the works of Migkas et al. (2020, 2021) found statisti-
cally significant directional variations in the X-ray luminosity
temperature relation, which can be interpreted as variations in
H0. Owing to their large cluster statistics and extensive sky cov-
erage, these studies provide complementary evidence for devi-
ations from perfect isotropy on intermediate scales. Further-
more, the recent Cosmicflows-4 (CF4) catalog and its upgrades
have revealed additional indications of large-scale anisotropy.
The dynamical scale of homogeneity appears not to be reached
by ∼ 300 h−1 Mpc (Courtois et al., 2025), and analyses of the
same dataset have reported nearly 4σ variations in the inferred
Hubble constant (Boubel et al., 2025). These findings are con-
sistent with earlier detections of an anomalous bulk flow within
CF4 (Watkins et al., 2023), suggesting that coherent peculiar
motions may play a non-negligible role in shaping local mea-
surements of cosmological parameters. Even within the SN
Ia literature, directional variations in H0 have been discussed
previously. Notably, Krishnan et al. (2022); Zhai and Perci-
val (2022) found hemispherical differences in H0, with the lat-
ter incorporating Cepheid-calibrated supernovae and thus prob-
ing the lowest rung of the distance ladder. These studies re-
inforce the importance of exploring the angular dependence of
cosmological parameters using the updated Pantheon+SH0ES
data, which offers improved calibration and a unified covari-
ance treatment.

Other studies of SNIa, performed directional analyses in thin
redshift bins finding that overdense and underdense structures
in the Local Universe cause deviations from the expected sta-
tistical isotropy (see, e.g., Perivolaropoulos (2023); Tang et al.
(2023); Lopes et al. (2024); Sah et al. (2024)). Studies of the
angular distribution of the cosmological parameters H0 andΩm,
using the Pantheon+SH0ES dataset, were done in an effort to
map a local matter underdensity region responsible for a pre-
ferred direction of cosmic anisotropy (Hu et al., 2024b,a). As-
suming the flat-ΛCDM model, Clocchiatti et al. (2024) car-
ried out an angular analysis focusing on how the ΩΛ parame-
ter varies with direction. They found an anisotropy that is in-
terpreted as an apparent effect associated with the relativistic
frame of reference transformation (Tsagas, 2011).

Complementing these works, recent full-sky analysis of
the Pantheon+ SNe sample done in several redshift bins re-
ported that the ΛCDM parameters (H0,Ωm) evolve with red-
shift (Malekjani et al., 2024), suggesting statistical fluctuation,

or unexplored systematics in the data, or a breakdown of the
ΛCDM model.

In this work we use the Pantheon+SH0ES catalog to study
possible large-angle anisotropies associated to deviations of the
cosmological parameters H0 and Ωm with respect to the ex-
pected values in the flat-ΛCDM model. Throughout this study,
we adopted an approach based on the analysis of the distance
modulus of SNe located within hemispheres. This allows us to
perform a directional analysis over the sky, searching for direc-
tions where anomalous Ωm and H0 deviations could manifest.
Our results show a dipolar pattern for the cosmological parame-
ters in study, i.e., H0 and Ωm, suggesting a preferred axis in the
universe expansion and in the distribution of matter. For this
reason, we also investigate if this dipolar behavior is consistent
with what is expected in the flat-ΛCDM model. In fact, the
statistical significance of large-angle anisotropies will be quan-
tified by comparison with a large set of simulated isotropized
maps, as described below.

This work is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the
Pantheon+SH0ES catalog and outlines its key properties rele-
vant to our analyses. In Section 3, we detail the methodology
employed to select the Type Ia supernovae (SNe) for determin-
ing H0 and Ωm, as well as the construction of isotropic maps
and the covariance matrix, which are critical components of our
analysis. Our findings are presented in Section 4, followed by
a discussion of the conclusions and final remarks in Section 5.
Additionally, all robustness tests supporting our main results
are provided in the Appendices.

2. Observational Data: The Pantheon+SH0ES Catalog

Supernovae (SNe) events are transient and appear randomly
on the sky. Because type Ia supernovae (SNe Ia) are standardiz-
able candles, efforts to calibrate their light-curves results in high
quality compilations that are publicly available. In this study
we used the Pantheon+ SH0ES catalog 2 (Brout et al., 2022;
Scolnic et al., 2022), the successor to the original Pantheon
compilation of SNe Ia events (Scolnic et al., 2018a). The Pan-
theon+SH0ES catalog contains 1550 SNe Ia events and 1701
supernovae light-curves; it includes those SNe located in neigh-
boring host galaxies whose distances have been determined us-
ing Cepheids. From now on, we will refer to supernovae light-
curves simply as SNe.

The redshift range of these SNe is 0.001 ≤ z CMB ≤ 2.261
(where CMB stands for the Cosmic Microwave Background
frame of reference; in what follows we use z ≡ z CMB), with
distribution shown in Figure 1 and its sky footprint is displayed
in Figure 2. The comprehensive collection of precise data ob-
tained through spectroscopy includes the distance covariance
matrix (Scolnic et al., 2022), which contains all the correlations
from SNe duplications and the distance measurements due to
several systematic uncertainties.

To investigate the large-scale features in the parameters Ωm

and H0, we consider three samples with redshift intervals

2https://github.com/PantheonPlusSH0ES/DataRelease
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Figure 1: Histogram of the redshift distribution of the Pantheon+SH0ES super-
novae catalog, in the CMB redshift frame.

Figure 2: Mollweide projection in galactic coordinates of the Pan-
theon+SH0ES supernovae events, represented as colored dots, on the celestial
sphere. The colors of the SNe events represent the redshift of the galaxy host.
The solid red line represents the celestial equator.

[zmin, zmax], where zmax = 2.261 is fixed, and zmin takes the val-
ues 0.01, 0.015, and 0.02. The number of SNe in each redshift
interval is: 1588, 1524, and 1426, respectively.

In what follows we present the results for the case zmin =

0.015, leaving the other two cases for the Appendix section.
The methodology applied in our study uses the following

SNe data to obtain the cosmological parameters: the SN sky po-
sition (RA, DEC), the CMB redshift zCMB, the standardized
distance modulus MU_SH0ES, the standardized m_b mag-
nitude m_b_corr, and the distance covariance matrix Pan-
theon+SH0ES_STAT_SYS.cov. As suggested in the litera-
ture, we used the CMB reference frame because it is the suitable
frame to investigate the large-angle variations of the cosmolog-
ical parameters in study.

3. Methodology

In this section we describe the methodology used for the
directional analyses to estimate the large-angle variations of
the cosmological parameters H0 and Ωm within the flat-ΛCDM
model. Our methodology consists of three main steps. Firstly,
we divide the sky into a set of hemispheres covering the entire
celestial sphere. Then, we perform Monte Carlo Markov Chain
(MCMC) analyses using the MCMC ensemble sampler em-
cee (Foreman-Mackey et al., 2013, 2019) in each hemisphere
to estimate H0 and Ωm. Finally, the statistical significance of
our results is evaluated by comparing them with the results ob-

tained from similar analyses applied to a large set of simulated
data, in which the SNe distance modulus data were random-
ized. Below, we present a detailed discussion of each one of
these steps.

3.1. Directional analysis of SNe data

Consider the J-th spherical cap, C J
γ , with center in (θJ , ϕJ)

and radius γ, and define a scalar function to associate a non
negative real value to the corresponding cap, that is

P J : C J
γ ⊂ S

2 7→ R+ , (1)

for J = 1, · · · ,Ncaps, where P J denotes one cosmological pa-
rameter in study, HJ

0 or ΩJ
m, obtained from the statistical anal-

ysis of the SNe (described below) located in the J-th spherical
cap C J

γ . We shall adopt hemispheres, i.e, γ = 90◦, and de-
note the J-th hemisphere just as C J . The set of Ncaps values,
{P J} for J = 1, · · · ,Ncaps, is then assembled together into two
full-sky maps, hereafter the H0-map and the Ωm-map, for the
corresponding parameter in analysis. Let nJ be the number of
SNe, listed in the Pantheon+SH0ES catalog, present in the J-th
hemisphere. In this work, we used Ncaps = 48 and thus our anal-
yses were performed in 48 hemispheres. As a robustness test, in
the Appendix Appendix A we show the case with Ncaps = 192,
where similar results were obtained.

3.2. H0 and Ωm using MCMC

To estimate the HJ
0 or ΩJ

m parameters in each hemisphere,
we use the MCMC method. The MCMC is a stochastic algo-
rithm designed to sample from the posterior distribution, which
is proportional to the product of the likelihood function and the
prior probabilities (see e.g. Lewis and Bridle (2002); Gelman
et al. (2013))

P(θ|D) ∝ L(D|θ)P(θ) , (2)

where D is the dataset and θ is the set of parameters. The
MCMC method is appropriately applied to the data collected in
each of the 48 hemispheres. For each hemisphere, we select the
SNe Ia present and analyze their observed apparent magnitudes,
mb, which are related to the cosmological distance modulus µ
by mb = µ + MB, where MB is the absolute magnitude of SNe.
We then fit these observational data points using the cosmo-
logical distance modulus, which is a function of the luminosity
distance dL (Riess et al., 1998),

µ(z) = 5 log10

(
dL(z)
Mpc

)
+ 25 , (3)

where dL depends on the assumed cosmological model

dL(z) = c (1 + z)
∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
, (4)

where
H(z) = H0

√
Ωm(1 + z)3 + ΩΛ , (5)

with H0 denoting the Hubble constant. Clearly, for the flat-
ΛCDM model one has ΩΛ = 1 − Ωm, where Ωm and ΩΛ are

3
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the matter density and dark energy density parameters, respec-
tively. The observed apparent magnitudes, mobs

b , are compared
to their theoretical counterparts, mtheo

b , derived from the ΛCDM
model. The likelihood function used is defined as

L(D|θ) ∝ exp
[
−

1
2
χ2(D|θ)

]
, (6)

and the χ2 is given by

χ2(D|θ) =
∑
i, j

[
mobs

b (zi) − mtheo
b (zi; θ)

]
×C−1

i j

×
[
mobs

b (z j) − mtheo
b (z j; θ)

]
, (7)

where θ = {H0,Ωm,Mb}, and C denotes the covariance matrix.
In our all-sky analysis we used the full Pantheon+SH0ES co-

variance matrix C with dimension N × N (the Pantheon+Shoes
catalog contains N = 1701 light-curve SNe analyses). This
matrix incorporates both statistical and systematic uncertainties
for all SNe, including the correlations introduced by calibra-
tion and by the Cepheid-host SNe used in the SH0ES distance-
ladder calibration (Brout et al., 2022). This unified statistical
+ systematics covariance data guarantees that cosmological fits
consistently propagate all measurement errors and their corre-
lations, thereby enabling a direct and coherent joint estimation
of H0 and other cosmological parameters.

For each subset of SNe, defined by hemispheres or redshift
bins, we consider a subset h ⊂ {1, 2, 3 . . .N}. The correspond-
ing submatrix Ch of the full covariance matrix C is then ob-
tained by

(Ch)i j = Cih jh , ih, jh ∈ h (8)

where ih and jh denote the indices of the supernovae in the
subset h. This construction ensures that both diagonal ele-
ments (individual statistical uncertainties) and off-diagonal el-
ements (correlated systematic contributions) are consistently
preserved. The restricted cosmological likelihood for each
subset is then evaluated by assuming a multivariate Gaussian
distribution, guaranteeing that parameter estimation properly
accounts for both statistical noise and correlated systemat-
ics (Scolnic et al., 2022).

It is worth mentioning that the dependency between H0 and
MB requires the inclusion of MB in the set of parameters for
proper quantification (see, e.g., Benisty et al. (2023)). In the
Pantheon+SHOES dataset, MB is constrained by 77 SNe in
Cepheid-host galaxies, which are included in our hemispherical
divisions according to their sky positions.Thus, MB is included
as a third parameter in our analysis, but we do not assemble a
sky map with the set of values {MJ

B}.
Once the MCMC for each of the 48 hemispheres is complete,

the resultant set of values {HJ
0 } and {ΩJ

m} in the sky directions
are used to assemble the respective sky maps, namely the H0-
and the Ωm-maps (see Sec. 3.1).

After that, the directional features of these maps can be ana-
lyzed in the harmonic space representation. Indeed, our analy-
sis of the angular power spectrum of these maps quantifies the
angular distribution of the H0 and Ωm parameters, revealing,
in particular, potential dipolar anisotropies, suggestive of pre-
ferred directions.

3.3. Simulating Isotropic H0 and Ωm maps

The final, and equally important, step of our approach is
to evaluate the statistical significance of the multipole features
of the H0- and Ωm-maps, allowing us to assess the presence
of anomalous deviations from statistical isotropy. As men-
tioned above, we focused our analyses on the sample with
zmin = 0.015, which consists of 1524 SNe. The evaluation
is carried out by comparing the corresponding angular power
spectra of the data maps, namely the H0- and Ωm-maps, with
the angular power spectra computed from two sets of 1000 sim-
ulated maps, {HISO

0 }-maps and the {ΩISO
m }-maps, produced fol-

lowing the isotropization procedure described below. This com-
parison allows us to evaluate the statistical significance of the
angular characteristics of the data maps.

To produce each simulated map, we first generate an
isotropized distance modulus dataset. This is obtained in a two
steps procedure applied to the Pantheon+SH0ES distance mod-
ulus dataset, {µi(z)}, i = 1, · · · , 1524, that is,

µi
rand.
→ µran

i
Gaus.
→ µran+Gau

i , (9)

preserving the number of SNe in each hemisphere, {nJ}, for
J = 1, · · · , 48.

The randomized set {µran
i } is produced by randomizing the

distance moduli data of the SNe sample, {µi}, but maintaining
their angular positions –and any other information regarding
them– fixed. In this way, this procedure eliminates any correla-
tion between the sky direction of the SN event and its original
distance modulus, maintaining the original angular distribution
of the SNe sample.

Then, each of these values is modified by adding a random
value drawn from a Gaussian distribution with mean µran

i and
standard deviation equal to its measured uncertainty σµi , result-
ing in the isotropized dataset {µran+Gau

i }. The realization provid-
ing the set of triplets {(αi, δi, µ

ran+Gau
i )}, i = 1, · · · , 1524, form

one simulated catalog. After applying our directional analysis
and χ2 best-fitting procedures, this catalog produces a pair of
maps: HISO

0 -map and ΩISO
m -map. To efficiently fit these cosmo-

logical parameters in each hemisphere, we employed the Core
Cosmology Library (CCL)3(Chisari et al., 2019), assuming a
flat-ΛCDM cosmology4. Finally, we repeat this procedure to
obtain two sets of 1000 maps each: the {HISO

0 }-maps and the
{ΩISO

m }-maps, from which the angular power spectra of the en-
sembles {HISO

0 } and {ΩISO
m } can be computed.

4. Results and Discussions

We applied the methodology outlined in Sec. 3 to the subsets
described in Sec. 2. The results of these analyses, for 48 hemi-
spheres and zmin = 0.015, are presented in this section. Nev-
ertheless, in the Appendix A we present the analysis for 192
hemispheres, and also considering other zmin cases to evaluate
the robustness of our findings.

3https://github.com/LSSTDESC/CCL
4The fit for the distance modulus use the following Planck 2018 parameters
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H0 map zmin = 0.015

73.6548 74.6053
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m map zmin = 0.015

0.293477 0.398803

Figure 3: The H0-map (upper map) and the Ωm-map (lower map), shown
in Galactic coordinates, resulting from our directional analysis of the redshift
bin with zmin = 0.015, considering 48 hemispheres. Grid lines mark Galactic
longitudes and latitudes in 30◦ intervals.

The results of the directional analysis of H0 and Ωm across
the sky, i.e., the H0-map and the Ωm-map, are presented in Fig-
ure 3 (and their corresponding uncertainties in Figure 4) and
Tables 1 and 2 in Galactic coordinates. These maps, cen-
tered on the Milky Way, illustrate the angular variations of these
parameters and were constructed using the HEALPix frame-
work (Górski et al., 2005) for efficient spherical projection. One
observes the existence of a net dipolar pattern in both maps,
where the variation between the maximum and minimum val-
ues are ∼ 1.2% in the H0-map and ∼ 26.6% in the Ωm-map.
This can be seen in Figure 5, where histograms for the best fits
of all free parameters and their corresponding 1σ errors in all
48 hemispheres are included. In all cases, the dashed lines in-
dicate the median. The values of the medians for H0 and Ωm

are summarized in Tables 1 and 2. These results can be com-
pared to an MCMC analysis considering the full-sky data of the
complete Pantheon+SH0ES catalog where one obtains: H0 =

73.40±1.02,Ωm = 0.33±0.02, and MB = −19.25±0.03. On the
other hand, an analysis of the full-sky analysis but considering
the redshift interval with zmin = 0.015 gives: H0 = 74.02±3.24,
Ωm = 0.33±0.02, and MB = −19.23±0.09. We observe that the
full-sky results agree well, at 1σ confidence level (CL), with
the directional analysis outcomes shown in Tables 1 and 2, but
the full-sky average has a slightly larger impact on the matter
density value.

In the full-sky analysis above, for zmin = 0.015, we note that
the uncertainties in MB increase compared to complete redshift

(Planck Collaboration et al., 2020): Ωb = 0.0494 (baryonic matter density frac-
tion), σ8 = 0.8120 (matter density perturbation variance at 8 Mpc/h scale), and
ns = 0.9649 (scalar spectral index).

sample. This happens because the very low-redshift (and pre-
cise) Cepheid calibrators are removed by this redshift cut. How-
ever, note that in our directional analyses the calibrated SNe
are always included whenever present in a given hemisphere,
so the calibration is consistently propagated; the broader error
bars simply reflect the reduced statistical weight of the calibra-
tors after the cut.

It is also worth noting that part of the apparent H0 varia-
tions reported in the literature may in fact reflect differences
in MB driven by the Cepheid-calibrated SNe at very low red-
shift, where they are more susceptible to peculiar velocity ef-
fects. Applying a cut at zmin = 0.015 reduces their impact while
still allowing for a robust test of preferred directions of H0 at
larger scales.

The complete evaluation of the statistical significance of the
H0- and Ωm-maps angular features is done by analyzing their
angular power spectra and performing a comparison with the
spectra obtained from the {HISO

0 }-maps and the {ΩISO
m }-maps,

respectively.

0°90° 180°270°

-60°

-30°

30°

60°

H0 map zmin = 0.015

3.10426 3.64685

0°90° 180°270°

-60°

-30°

30°

60°

m map zmin = 0.015

0.021625 0.034801

Figure 4: The standard deviation maps: σH0 -map and σΩm -map in Galactic
coordinates. These analyses resulted from the study of the bin redshift with
zmin = 0.015, and considering 48 hemispheres.

zmin Hmonopole
0 [Hdip-min

0 ,Hdip-max
0 ] l (◦) b (◦)

0.010 73.175 [−1.147, 1.147] 303.08 53.46
0.015 74.020 [−0.346, 0.346] 296.96 26.06
0.020 74.107 [−0.302, 0.302] 299.06 24.46

Table 1: Statistical features of the H0-maps for the three cases of zmin in anal-
ysis: Monopole, and dipole limits plus the dipole directions, in galactic coor-
dinates, of the H0-maps and their corresponding dipole maps shown in Fig-
ure C.13 in Appendix Appendix C.

In fact, in Figure 6 we present two plots with the angular
power spectra of the data maps (solid lines), already shown in
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zmin Ω
monopole
m [Ωdip-min

m ,Ω
dip-max
m ] l (◦) b (◦)

0.010 0.3486 [−0.0367, 0.0367] 105.60 −31.70
0.015 0.3495 [−0.0354, 0.0354] 104.08 −31.20
0.020 0.3430 [−0.0321, 0.0321] 107.26 −29.93

Table 2: Statistical features of the Ωm-maps for the three cases of zmin in anal-
ysis: Monopole, and dipole limits plus the dipole directions, in galactic coor-
dinates, of the Ωm-maps and their corresponding dipole maps shown in Fig-
ure C.14 in Appendix Appendix C.

Figure 5: Statistics of the information contained in the maps displayed in
Figure 3. In the first row, we display the distributions of the pixel values for
the H0-map and σH0 -map, obtaining the medians 73.99 and 3.48, and standard
deviations 0.24 and 0.13 for the H0- and σH0 -maps, respectively. In the second
row, we show the distributions of the pixel values for the Ωm-map and σΩm -
map, obtaining the medians 0.354 and 0.025, and standard deviations 0.025
and 0.003 for the Ωm- and σΩm -maps, respectively. Instead, in the third row
we present the statistics of the MB-map and σMB -map, with median values
MB = −19.22 with standard deviation 0.007 and σMB = 0.10 and standard
deviation 0.004; one notices that the dispersion of values of this parameter is,
indeed, very small.

Figure 3, along with the median power spectrum (dashed lines)
and the 1σ and 2σ regions (colored regions) for 1000 {HISO

0 }-
maps and 1000 {ΩISO

m }-maps, respectively. From this analysis,
one concludes that the dipolar behavior in the H0- andΩm-maps
exhibits no significant anisotropy at large scales. Actually, one
observes that the power spectrum of the data maps lies within
the 1σ region in both cases, namely the H0-map and for the
Ωm-map, reinforcing the expectation of an isotropic expansion
and matter distribution in the universe. In this sense, the ab-
sence of a significant directional preference in both the H0- and
Ωm-maps suggests that our results are consistent with the flat-
ΛCDM concordance model in describing the angular distribu-
tion of matter density across the universe. These results agree
with previous studies that investigated possible preferred direc-
tions of cosmological parameters using SNeIa data and other
cosmic probes (see, e.g., Hu et al. (2020); Mc Conville and
Ó Colgáin (2023); Tang et al. (2023); Wang et al. (2023); Wu
and Xia (2025)).

Figure 6: The plots illustrate the angular power spectra of the H0 and Ωm
maps alongside their corresponding ISO-maps. The shaded regions represent
the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals obtained from the ensemble of 1000 ISO-
maps. The comparison reveals how the observed maps deviate from statistical
isotropy, providing insights into possible directional dependencies in H0 and
Ωm. These analyses correspond to the SNe sample with zmin ≳ 0.015.

To put our findings into context, it is important to com-
pare the measured dipolar preferred directions with previous
determinations of large-scale anisotropic signals. The CMB
dipole was determined by Planck (Aghanim et al., 2020) as
(l, b) = (264.021◦ ± 0.011◦, 48.253◦ ± 0.005◦). Local pecu-
liar velocity studies, such as Qin et al. (2019), report a bulk
flow on < 50h−1 Mpc scales toward (l, b) ∼ (300◦, 23◦). On
larger scales, Watkins et al. (2023) find a bulk flow extend-
ing to ∼ 200h−1 Mpc toward (l, b) ∼ (298◦,−8◦). On much
larger scales, it has been suggested a coherent motion often re-
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ferred to as dark flow. For instance, Kashlinsky et al. (2011)
used the kinematic Sunyaev–Zel’dovich effect to measure a
flow in the direction ∼ (283◦, 20◦). Moreover, Mariano and
Perivolaropoulos (2012), analyzing the Keck+VLT quasar ab-
sorber and Union2 Sne Ia samples, reported a dipole direction
at (l, b) = (309◦,−15◦), while Migkas et al. (2021), studying
the X-ray luminosity–temperature relation of galaxy clusters,
found a significant anisotropy with a preferred dipole direction
at (l, b) = (280◦,−15◦). Our results, (l, b) = (303.1◦, 53.5◦)
at z ∼ 0.01, lie in the same broad Galactic longitude range as
most previous determinations but at a higher Galactic latitude,
indicating longitudinal consistency but latitude-dependent vari-
ations. However, these comparisons must be treated with cau-
tion, as preferred directions depend strongly on redshift and sky
coverage analyzed. For example, at z = 0.01 which corresponds
to ∼ 40, h−1 Mpc, i.e. the very local universe, where cosmic
variance and peculiar velocities dominate the analyses (Tully
et al., 2023).

We also calculate the uncertainties associated with the pa-
rameters H0 and Ωm obtained from the best-fit values, and as-
semble them as full-sky maps, termed the σH0 - and σΩm -maps,
displayed in Figure 4. We are interested in studying the impact
of these uncertainties on the observed dipolar pattern of the H0-
and Ωm-maps. For this reason, we perform a consistency test as
follows: we added the ISO-maps (see Section 3.3) to the maps
of parameter uncertainties (see Figure 4), the σH0/Ωm -maps, in a
shuffled manner, i.e., ISO/σ-mapi=ISO-mapi +σ-mapi

shuffle, for
i = 1, . . . , 1000. This approach preserves the statistical distri-
bution of the uncertainties while removing possible directional
correlations. From the set of 1000 simulated ISO/σ-maps, we
calculated the angular power spectra for each realization, along
with their median and the 1σ and 2σ regions, and compared
them with the observed data, in Figure 7. We conclude that the
uncertainties in the parameters H0 and Ωm do not introduce sig-
nificant changes in the angular power spectrum or its statistical
significance, reinforcing the robustness of our results.

Complementing this analysis, we also investigate the possi-
bility that the dipolar pattern could be an effect related to the
number of SNe in the hemispheres, {nJ}, that is, the Number of
SNe-map (N-map), shown in Figure 8. We consider this possi-
bility due to the correlation between the H0- and Ωm-maps and
the N-map, as revealed by the Pearson correlation coefficient.
The Pearson coefficient quantifies the strength of linear corre-
lations between two variables, with values in the range [−1, 1].
For clarity, we classify correlations according to the absolute
value of this coefficient:

• 0.0 ≤ |C| < 0.2: very weak or no correlation;

• 0.2 ≤ |C| < 0.4: weak correlation;

• 0.4 ≤ |C| < 0.6: moderate correlation;

• 0.6 ≤ |C| < 0.8: strong correlation;

• 0.8 ≤ |C| ≤ 1.0: very strong correlation.

In our case, Corr(N-map, H0-map) = −0.799 (|C| ∼ 0.8) and
Corr(N-map, Ωm-map) = 0.703 (|C| ∼ 0.7), which correspond

Figure 7: The angular power spectra of the H0 and Ωm maps compared with
the power spectra of 1000 ISO/σ-maps, that is to the original set of ISO-maps
we have randomly added the observational uncertainties calculated in our best-
fit procedure and shown in the σH0 - and σΩm -maps in Figure 4. The shaded
regions represent the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals.

to strong anti-correlation and strong correlation, respectively,
between the analyzed maps. For this reason we investigate in
detail, in Appendix B, the impact of the number of SNe on our
directional analysis of H0.

Lastly, and equally important, the correlation between the
H0-map and the Ωm-map is Corr(H0-map,Ωm-map) = -0.914,
which is expected because these parameters are inversely pro-
portional, as observed in equation (5) in the flat-ΛCDM model.

0°90° 180°270°

-60°

-30°

30°

60°

SNe number map zmin = 0.015

302 1222

Figure 8: Number of SNe-map, or N-map, considering 48 hemispheres, for
the case zmin = 0.015, in Galactic coordinates. It provides the number of SNe
analyzed in each of the 48 hemispheres defined in our directional analyses of
the H0 and Ωm parameters.

Recently, Perivolaropoulos (2023) uses hemispherical analy-
ses to study deviations of isotropy for the absolute magnitude
in the Pantheon+SH0ES sample, finding consistency with sim-
ulated Monte Carlo catalogs for different redshift bins. How-
ever, for redshift bins of data with distances below 40 Mpc, a
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sharp change in anisotropy is detected. As we observe in the
third group histogram of Figure 5, the results of our directional
analysis of MB for zmin = 0.015 (∼ 60 Mpc) show, indeed, a tiny
dispersion of values across the sky, of (0.007/19.22) × 100 ≃
0.04% around the median value, compatible with the result ob-
tained by Perivolaropoulos (2023).

While both H0 and Ωm can show apparent anisotropies in
supernovae samples, the underlying systematics differ. For H0,
peculiar velocities remain the dominant concern at low redshift,
whereas Ωm is more vulnerable to residual differences among
the small compilations –from diverse surveys– that compose
the data organized in the Pantheon+SHOES sample. As high-
lighted in earlier works (see, e.g., (Scolnic et al., 2018b; Brout
et al., 2022; Malekjani et al., 2024)), certain systematics can
cause redshift-dependent trends, which, translated into varia-
tions in cosmological parameters, could eventually appear as
directional variations in the sky. This caution is important since
Ωm is a parameter dependent on the cosmological model.

Our results, summarized in Table 2, indicate that the
monopole values, as well as the dipole range values and the
directions obtained are very stable in the three cases analyzed,
i.e., zmin = 0.01, 0.015, 0.02. In this sense, we interpret the di-
rectional variations of Ωm as generated by the distribution of
matter, projected onto the sky, from the three-dimensional vol-
umes for each redshift bin in analysis.

In addition to the directional analysis discussed in this sec-
tion, in Appendices Appendix A and Appendix C, we present
the results of various robustness and consistency tests, investi-
gating higher angular resolution maps (with 192 hemispheres)
and samples of SNe with zmin = 0.01 and 0.02. In Figures C.15
and C.16 (see Appendix Appendix C) we present the results
corresponding to redshifts cases zmin = 0.01 and zmin = 0.02,
respectively. In the former case, we observe a large dipole
component for the H0-map, at more than 2σ CL, suggesting
a violation of isotropy in the angular distribution of the H0 val-
ues. However, this high dipole component diminishes to value
within 1σ CL in the analyses of the samples with zmin = 0.015
and zmin = 0.02, as observed in the Figures 6 and C.16, re-
spectively. This suggests that, for zmin = 0.01, the observed
anisotropy can be attributed primarily to local effects, which
progressively diminish as zmin increases and isotropy is recov-
ered for zmin ≳ 0.015. Although this behavior manifests in both
cosmological parameters, H0 and Ωm, the influence of peculiar
velocities directly impacts the estimation of H0.

5. Conclusions and Final Remarks

In this study, we investigated the angular distribution of the
Hubble constant (H0) and the matter density (Ωm) across the
sky using the Pantheon+SH0ES Type Ia supernovae catalog.
Through a hemispherical analyses described in section 3.1, we
constructed maps with directional information of these cosmo-
logical parameters and analyzed their statistical significance
within the framework of the flat-ΛCDM model and in the
CMB frame. We analyzed the sample of SNe with redshift
z ∈ [0.015, 2.261], i.e., zmin = 0.015. Our results show the

existence of dominant dipoles in the H0-map and Ωm-map, al-
though both consistent with statistical isotropy within 1σ CL
for zmin ≳ 0.015 (i.e., ∼ 60 Mpc). However, for nearby SNe
–at distances ≲ 60 Mpc– our consistency analyses in Ap-
pendix Appendix C show that peculiar velocities introduce a
highly significant dipole in the angular distribution of H0.

In fact, in Appendix Appendix C, we study the H0- and the
Ωm-maps for SNe samples with other zmin values, obtaining the
corresponding dipole directions (shown in the maps displayed
in Figures C.13 and C.14), their statistical significance analy-
ses (displayed in Figures C.15 and C.16), and complementary
information given in tables 1 and 2. This directional analysis
of the H0- and the Ωm-maps for the different cases of zmin il-
lustrates the impact of low-z data on the statistical significance
of the dipolar pattern of the parameters maps, an effect likely
caused by large peculiar velocities in the Local Universe (Avila
et al., 2023; Lopes et al., 2024; Sorrenti et al., 2024b,a; Gavas
et al., 2025; Courtois et al., 2023, 2025; Kalbouneh et al., 2023).

For the Ωm-map analysis, one observes that the lack of sig-
nificant anisotropy observed in Figure 6, contrasts with some
studies, such as Javanmardi et al. (2015), who reported isotropy
violation in matter density parameter using alternative datasets
(although, caution is needed for comparisons involving differ-
ent data sets). Our results, instead, confirm the isotropic dis-
tribution of matter at cosmological scales, adding evidence to
support flat-ΛCDM as the concordance model of cosmology in
reproducing features of the observed universe (see, e.g., Ap-
pleby and Shafieloo (2014); Marques et al. (2018); Avila et al.
(2022); Lopes et al. (2025)). While small fluctuations in the dis-
tribution of matter are observed, they are consistent with statis-
tical isotropy and do not indicate any significant departure from
the predictions of the standard ΛCDM model. Finally, for the
intrinsic magnitude of the SNe, MB, we do not find any signifi-
cant anisotropies for distances larger than ∼60 Mpc, consistent
with Perivolaropoulos (2023).

It is worth noting that part of the apparent H0 variations re-
ported in the literature may in fact reflect differences in MB

driven by the Cepheid-calibrated SNe at very low redshift,
where they are more susceptible to peculiar velocity effects.
Applying a cut at zmin = 0.01, 0.015, 0.02, reduces their im-
pact while still allowing for a robust test of preferred directions
of H0 at larger scales.

Additionally, we also studied the impact on our results com-
ing from uncertainties in H0 and Ωm (shown in figure 7), the
number of SNIa in each region of the sky (in Appendix Ap-
pendix B), and different samples of SNe (in Appendix Ap-
pendix C). Our results, in all cases, are quite robust.

In conclusion, our findings are broadly consistent with the
ΛCDM framework, with the observed H0 dipole pattern likely
originating from local effects that diminish at higher redshifts.
The robustness tests, including isotropic realizations and statis-
tical analyses across hemispheres, further validate our results.
Future studies with higher-resolution datasets and alternative
cosmological tracers will be essential to disentangle local con-
tributions from genuine cosmological anisotropies and refine
our understanding of the universe’s large-scale structure. Ulti-
mately, we confirm that, based on our analyses and at the cur-
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rent precision of the Pantheon+SH0ES dataset, the cosmologi-
cal principle is valid.
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Appendix A. Directional analysis with higher angular res-
olution

In this Appendix, we present consistency results by con-
structing H0 and Ωm maps at a higher angular resolution, that
is, considering 192 hemispheres, and discussing the case with
zmin = 0.015 (the same studied in Section 4 using 48 hemi-
spheres). The statistical results of the H0- and the Ωm-maps
are shown in the histograms displayed in Figure A.9. While in
Figure A.10 we show the H0- and the Ωm-maps

As one can observe, the results obtained in Section 4 remain
robust.

Figure A.9: Statistical features of the H0- andΩm-maps, shown in Figure A.10,
with medians 73.88 and 0.354 and standard deviations 0.43 and 0.023, respec-
tively. The analyzed maps contain 192 hemispheres.

Appendix B. Impact of the number of supernovae in our
directional analysis

Observing the Figure 2, one clearly notices that the distri-
bution of SNe is not uniform across the sky. This leads us to
question whether the calculation of the cosmological parame-
ters done in our analyses could be biased by the different num-
ber of SNe in each hemisphere. To investigate this, we calculate
the Number-of-SNe map, assembled counting the number of
SNe in each hemisphere, {nJ}, J = 1, 2, · · · , 48 and termed the
N-map, shown in Figure B.11, where we display these maps for
the cases zmin = 0.01, 0.015, 0.02. The possible negative cor-
relation, or anti-correlation, between this N-map and the H0-
map is indeed confirmed with the Pearson coefficient, where
we obtain the value: −0.799. This anti-correlation means that
in regions containing a smaller number of SNe, our analyses
result in higher values of the parameter H0. Our next analyses
investigate if this anti-correlation is indeed biasing the dipo-
lar structure of the H0-map. These analyses were done for the
zmin = 0.01 case.
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Figure A.10: The H0-map (upper map) and Ωm-map (lower map) produced
analyzing 192 hemispheres and considering the case zmin = 0.015.

This investigation consists on various robustness tests, based
on Monte Carlo analysis, to discover a possible bias in the dipo-
lar direction of the H0-map due to the number of SNe in that di-
rection. Specifically, we examine the hemisphere containing the
highest number of supernovae, i.e., 1279 SNe, by randomly se-
lecting three samples from it, containing 309, 512, and 700 SNe
(note that 309 is the lowest number of SNe obtained in the hemi-
sphere distribution for the case under study, i.e., zmin = 0.01,
and 192 hemispheres; see the map at the top in Figure B.11).
Then we perform a series of Monte Carlo analyses for each
sample, that is, we repeat the above choice of SNe samples a
number M of times, considering M = 10, 20, · · · , 1000, and
calculate H0 in each case.

For each set of M repetitions, we calculate the H̄0 median,
and then plot the pair (H̄0,M) as a blue dot in the plots dis-
played in the Figure B.12. Our results show that the mean value
of H0 remains consistent across the different subsets, averag-
ing close to the value obtained in our main analysis, that is,
H0 ≃ 73 km/s/Mpc. The distribution of H0 values from 1000
Monte Carlo simulations, for each subset size, predominantly
falls between 72 and 74, in units km/s/Mpc, as shown in Fig-
ure B.12, with 72 being the value obtained in hemispheres with
the highest number of SNe and 74 from hemispheres with the
lowest number. These findings support the conclusion that the
value of H0 is independent of the number of SNe within the
hemisphere, and that the anti-correlation found appears to be
coincidental.

Additionally, from the 1279 supernovae, we select samples
of 309, 512, and 700 SNe and estimate the three cosmological
parameters: H0, Ωm, and Mb. We then repeat the calculation
for different sample sizes: 1, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 900,
1000, and 1100 SNe. Our results indicate that even for low
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Figure B.11: From top to bottom: Number of SNe-maps, or N-maps, consider-
ing 192 hemispheres, for the cases zmin = 0.01, zmin = 0.015, and zmin = 0.02.

Figure B.12: Monte Carlo analyses that calculates H0 in three samples with
different number of SNe randomly selected, namely: 309, 512, and 700 SNe
(displayed in this order from top to bottom). See Appendix Appendix B for de-
tails. The two dashed horizontal lines indicate the minimum, 72.52 km/s/Mpc,
and the maximum 74.1 km/s/Mpc, values of H0 obtained in the directional anal-
ysis of the case zmin = 0.01 with 192 hemispheres.
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numbers of SNe, the estimated parameter values remain largely
independent of the number of selected SNe. The observed dif-
ferences can be attributed to statistical noise, which depends on
the sample size.

Appendix C. Robustness test: the other zmin cases

In this appendix, we investigate the large-angle signature for
other zmin cases, specifically supernova samples with zmin =

0.01 and zmin = 0.02. To this end, we examine the dipole be-
havior of the H0- and Ωm-maps for these samples.

The dipole components of our maps results are shown in Fig-
ures C.13 and C.14 The statistics and dipole directions of these
maps are provided in tables 1 and 2 for the H0-maps and the
Ωm-maps, respectively. In Figures C.15 and C.16, the angular
power spectra for the parameter directional maps are shown.

The values observed in the tables and Figures C.13-C.16
show the effect of the low-z data on the dipolar pattern of the
parameter maps, likely caused by large peculiar velocities in the
local universe (Avila et al., 2023; Lopes et al., 2024; Sorrenti
et al., 2024b,a; Gavas et al., 2025; Courtois et al., 2025).
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Figure C.13: From top to bottom, the corresponding dipole components of the
H0-maps obtained for the SNe datasets with zmin = 0.01, zmin = 0.015, and
zmin = 0.02, respectively.
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Figure C.14: From top to bottom, the corresponding dipole components of the
Ωm-maps obtained for the SNe datasets with zmin = 0.01, zmin = 0.015, and
zmin = 0.02, respectively.
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Figure C.15: The plots illustrate the angular power spectra of the H0 and Ωm
maps alongside their corresponding ISO-maps for zmin = 0.01. The shaded re-
gions represent the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals obtained from the ensemble
of 1000 ISO-maps. The comparison reveals how the observed maps deviate
from statistical isotropy, providing insights into possible directional dependen-
cies in H0 and Ωm.

Figure C.16: The plots illustrate the angular power spectra of the H0 and Ωm
maps alongside their corresponding ISO-maps for zmin = 0.02. The shaded
regions represent the 1σ and 2σ confidence intervals obtained from the en-
semble of 1000 ISO-maps. The comparison reveals how the observed maps
deviate from statistical isotropy, providing insights into possible directional de-
pendencies in H0 and Ωm.
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