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Abstract

We present a detailed analysis that may significantly impact understanding the
relationship between structure formation in the late—epoch Universe and dark
energy as described by the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
cosmological constant density Qa. Our geometrical approach provides a non—
perturbative technique that allows the standard FLRW observer to evaluate a
measurable, scale-dependent distance functional between her idealized FLRW
past light cone and the actual physical past light cone. From the point of view of
the FLRW observer, gathering data from sources at cosmological redshift z, this
functional generates a geometry—structure—growth contribution Q4 (%) to Qa.
This redshift-dependent contribution erodes the interpretation of Q A as repre-
senting constant dark energy. In particular, £2a (Z) becomes significantly large at
very low z, where structures dominate the cosmological landscape. At the piv-
otal galaxy cluster scale, where cosmological expansion decouples from the local
gravitation dynamics, we get QA (2)/QA = 0O(1), showing that late-epoch
structures provide an effective field contribution to the FLRW cosmological con-
stant that is of the same order of magnitude of its assumed value. We prove that
QA (%) is generated by a scale-dependent effective field governed by structures
formation and related to the comparison between the idealized FLRW past light
cone and the actual physical past light cone. These results are naturally framed in
mainstream FLRW cosmology; they do not require the existence of exotic fields
and provide a natural setting for analyzing the coincidence problem, leading to
an interpretative shift in the current interpretation of constant dark energy.
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1 Introduction

Dark energy, in the form of a cosmological constant A, cold dark matter (CDM),
and inflation are the key players in the ACDM model, the standard paradigm
of modern cosmology. A rich repertoire of hypotheses, modeling assumptions, and
observations[73] indicate that this dark backstage is responsible for most of the large—
scale physics in our Universe, from the early stage of structure formation to the
observed late—epoch acceleration of the cosmological expansion[6]. We are familiar
with the complex astrophysical landscape that dominates our neighborhood, yet the
Universe appears statistically[83] isotropic and homogeneous when observed on large
scales. This cosmic view encompasses space and time, and the Universe was indeed
extremely uniform, except for tiny density fluctuations when the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) radiation formed. Surveys of the CMB indicate that these primor-
dial density fluctuations have a Gaussian [18], almost scale-invariant power spectrum
originating from inflation and suggest that the inhomogeneities around us are the grav-
itational evolution of these inflationary seeds. We are dealing with a top—down scenario
that is difficult to verify in a model-independent way[60], but which is instrumental
in describing cosmological dynamics in terms of a Friedmann—Lemaitre-Robertson—
Walker (FLRW) spacetime (with flat space sections) and its perturbations. The FLRW
evolution of the ACDM model depends quite rigidly on a minimal set of observa-
tional data, the most relevant of which are the present value of the Hubble expansion
parameter, the matter density (comprising baryonic and dark matter), the radiation
density, the primordial fluctuation amplitude related to inflation, and the scalar spec-
tral index characterizing how fluctuations change with the scale. From the Friedmann
equations, derived from Einstein’s theory, we eventually get also the presence of a
dark energy contribution in the vague terms of a cosmological constant. Observations
show that, at the present epoch, the estimated value of this dark energy contribution
is dominant over the other components, a dominance that we see at work in the actual
accelerated phase of the cosmological expansion. This narrative is the ACDM concor-
dance model of cosmology!. Simple, somewhat vague, surprisingly predictive[73]. Yet,
the simplicity of this description is deceptive since we live in a perturbed universe that
bears, in a rather unexpected and subtle way, the imprint of the fluctuations induced
by gravitational instability. The successful role of FLRW spacetime geometry and its
perturbations in the early—epoch ACDM scenario, is related to the observed transition
to homogeneity[28, 81] that occur for comoving radii of the order 100h~! Mpc, where
h is the dimensionless parameter describing the relative uncertainty of the present

1To set notation, a capsule of the ACDM model is presented in Appendix A.



value, Hy, of the Hubble parameter. It is essential to emphasize that the characteri-
zation of this homogeneity scale relies on the statistical measure employed, typically
two—point correlation function statistics that utilize an FLRW background as a ref-
erence. Model-independent statistics, which encompass all orders of the correlation
function, promote the transition to homogeneity at larger scales [89]. Here, we do not
belabor on this delicate issue, and for simplicity, we use the standard reference value
100h~! Mpc adopted in mainstream cosmology.

In the late—epoch Universe, the role of FLRW geometry in the ACDM model is more
delicate to handle. Gravitational clustering generates fluctuations that grow larger and
larger and eventually become non—perturbative. Observations show that, in the pre—
homogeneity region surrounding us, this clustering gives rise to a complex network
of structures, characterized by a foam—like web of voids and galaxy filaments often
extending well into the 100 Mpc range[92]. At these scales, the Einstein evolution
of the fiducial FLRW geometry uncouples from the dynamics of the matter sources
and survives more as a practical computational assumption, often only assisted by
Newtonian and general-relativistic (model-dependent) numerical simulations, rather
than as a bona fide perturbative background gravitationally determined by the actual
matter distribution as Einstein’s theory requires. We have little perturbative control
over spacetime geometry in such pre-homogeneity regions. In particular, the tran-
sition from their large—scale FLRW point of view to the actual inhomogeneous and
anisotropic spacetime geometry emergent at these local scales is poorly understood in
a model-independent way, and the idea that around 100h~! Mpc we have a gradual
and smooth transition between these two regimes is somewhat illusive (J-P. Uzan pro-
vides a detailed analysis of this issue in the remarkable [87]). The existence of this issue
was presciently put forward long ago by G. F. R. Ellis [31] and explored in depth by
T. Buchert[13, 14] (there is a vast literature on the subject, see[39] for a review). Ellis
suggested that non—perturbative inhomogeneities can generate backreaction effects
due to the nonlinear nature of Einstein equations. These effects can contribute to the
overall FLRW dynamics by modifying the cosmological parameters and even motivate
a shift in perspective on the nature of dark energy[13, 15, 16]. The lively debate raised
by backreaction[14, 17, 39, 48, 49, 55], and an in—depth analysis of nonlinear FLRW
perturbative effects[11, 42, 52, 85] showed that backreaction could affect cosmologi-
cal parameters up to the percent level, and it has a role in high—precision cosmology.
But what about the impact of inhomogeneities [11] and backreaction on dark energy?
Evidence in this sense is not conclusive. Perturbative results and averaging techniques
leave the solution of the problem in an unclear state. Observations indicate that the
expansion of the Universe appears to have started accelerating at the same epoch
when complex, nonlinear structures emerged, a dynamical evolution that is techni-
cally challenging to control with the available backreaction and perturbative methods.
Recent observational analyses further indicate that dark energy might not be a strictly
constant component. In particular, the recent DESI [26] and DES-SN [27] data have
reported evidence that the dark energy equation of state parameter w(z) may evolve
with redshift, suggesting a phantom crossing at low redshift z. This renewed observa-
tional trend reopens the debate on the dynamical nature of dark energy and on the
potential role of inhomogeneities in shaping its apparent evolution, highlighting the



need for non—perturbative approaches able to connect structure formation and the
effective cosmological constant. In this complex landscape, the primary motivation for
our paper is to illustrate a new non—perturbative approach and a result that may sig-
nificantly impact understanding the relationship between dark energy, as described by
the FLRW cosmological constant AZFLEW) and structure formation in the late-epoch
Universe.

The role of the Appendix. The results discussed in our paper rely on the thorough
characterization, in the non—smooth setting induced by strong gravitational cluster-
ing, of the properties of the observer’s celestial spheres and their associated past light
cones. The natural mathematical framework that is invoked in such cases is that of
Lipschitz analysis and Hausdorff measures. The corresponding definitions of the area
and angular diameter distances, the study of their non—perturbative fluctuations, and
finally, the comparison with the idealized FLRW point of view all require a math-
ematical sophistication that is hardly discussed in the current cosmology literature.
Thus, for the reader’s convenience, the paper is accompanied by a lengthy and detailed
Appendix, which collects, in a pedagogical form, definitions, and proofs of the more
technical aspects of our results. The text explicitly references this material by using
the header ” Appendix” followed by a section or equation number.

2 Motivation and a new best fit FLRW strategy

Let us recall (see Appendix A for notation) that with the FLRW observer, we can
associate the dimensionless density parameters (we use units with G = 1 = ¢)

N NS . K(FLRW) =N
(@) i= s, ™) = me, B = - e

T 3H2(%) A 3H2(3)

2.1)
respectively associated, at the given redshift Z, with the FLRW matter density p,
cosmological constant AXFLEW) “and spatial curvature k /a?(7) of the comoving slicing,
where a(7) is the time-dependent FLRW scale factor, and k is the spatial curvature
constant. At the present epoch, observations (from the CMB data) are consistent with
spatial near flatness, so the FLRW observer can set ﬁk ~ 0 (up to local perturbative
curvature fluctuations), and reduce the curvature Friedmann equation (in the form of
the Bahcall cosmic triangle[7]) to the relation

Qu + Qp ~ 1, (2.2)

where the cosmological density parameters refer to the present—day values. The evi-
dence for an accelerating Universe derived from supernova data[43, 69, 75], and
supernovae SNela compilations, (e.g., Pantheon[80]) provide the best—fit values, Oy ~
0.3 and A =~ 0.7, indicating that the cosmological constant interpretation of the dark
energy is a good match to existing data from the point of view of the FLRW observer
(for an assumed spatially flat ACDM model). It is worthwhile to stress that whereas

Q,, represents the contribution to the energy density of all matter and fields present
(but not from AF LRW)), the interpretation of the present—day cosmological constant



density QA is typically, but not necessarily, associated with constant dark energy.
Attempts to establish the presence of a partial contribution due to density fluctuations
generated by the presence of late—epoch structures (i.e., a geometry—structure—growth
contribution of the type often used in cosmological model building in the presence
of structure formations [54]) have been confined to the role of a nuisance parameter
responsible for percent level corrections. Yet, a careful geometrical analysis of the inter-
play between the reference role of the FLRW observer and the actual physical observer
shows that the overall picture is more complex, leaving room for an explanation of the
ACDM accelerating cosmic expansion as driven by an effective scalar field connected
with the geometry of the physical past light cone as described by the reference FLRW
observer. To enforce this non—perturbative FLRW description, we prove that the past
light cones of the FLRW observer and the physical observer can be optimally compared
at a given scale. The comparison is a consequence of a rigorous geometrical result[20]
that allows the FLRW observer to evaluate a measurable scale-dependent functional
distance between the celestial sphere of her idealized past light cone and the celestial
sphere of the physical past light cone?. This functional is related to harmonic map
theory, and it can be expressed in terms of the mean—square quadratic fluctuations of
the physical area distance with respect to the reference FLRW area distance. It can be
optimized with respect to the choice of the FLRW observer and the standard candles
used to set the given observational scale, providing a scale-dependent best fit between
the physical and the FLRW past lightcones. By exploiting the Lorentzian version of
the classical Bertrand-Puiseaux formulas[10] (familiar in Riemannian geometry when
defining curvatures in terms of the surface areas and volumes of geodesic balls—see
(G.67)), we show that the distance functional can be directly related to the spacetime
scalar curvature, and thus, to the presence of local structures at a given FLRW red-
shift z. This relation provides a non-perturbative fractional contribution, generated
by the presence of structures, that spits the FLRW cosmological constant density 4.
This splitting complies with the Bahcall triangle relation (2.2) and does not alter the
present—day estimated values of the cosmological parameters (2.1). Yet, it erodes the
strict correlation between AFLEW) and the interpretation of dark energy as a constant
field since the fractional contribution to €25 due to structure formation becomes sig-
nificantly large at very low z, where structures dominate the cosmological landscape.
We discuss what happens at the pivotal scale where cosmological expansion decouples
from the local virialized dynamics of gravitational structures when we approach, for
decreasing values of Z, the outskirts of galaxy clusters. In this case, the fractional con-
tribution to Q4 is O(1), suggesting a significant role of the geometry—structure—growth
term in the interpretation of dark energy as a dynamical field.

3 A tale of two observers

According to the best—fit point of view advocated long ago[38] by G. F. R. Ellis and
W. R. Stoeger, the actual Universe should be modeled by a physical spacetime mani-
fold M with a Lorentzian metric g that is statistically isotropic and homogeneous, viz.
a perturbed FLRW, only on scales larger than the scale 100h~! Mpc that marks the

2This functional and its properties are discussed in full detail in Appendix I ff.



transition to homogeneity[47, 53, 81]. More explicitly (see Definition B.1 in Appendix
B), we assume that (M, g) is associated with the evolution of a universe that is (statis-
tically) isotropic and homogeneous on sufficiently large scales L > Lo = 100h~! Mpc
and let local inhomogeneities dominate for L < L. We also assume that in (M, g),
the motion of the cosmic structures characterizes a phenomenological Hubble flow that
generates a family of preferred geodesic worldlines Ry > 7 —— ~s(7) € (M,g)
parametrized by proper time 7, and labeled by suitable comoving (Lagrangian) coor-
dinates s adapted to the flow. We denote by 7, := d'ygiy), 9(¥s,vs) = —1, the
corresponding 4—velocity field. Since in our analysis, we fix our attention on a given
observer, we drop the subscript s and describe a finite portion of the observer’s world-
line with the timelike geodesic segment 7 —— ~(7),—0 < 7 < §, for some § > 0,

where p := (7 = 0) is the selected event corresponding to which the cosmologi-
cal data are gathered. To organize and describe these data in the local rest frame
of the observer p := y(r = 0), let (T,M, g,, {E(;)}) be the tangent space to M
at p endowed with a g-orthonormal frame {E;}i=1,... 4, 9p (E(l-), E(k)) = 1;k, Where
ik is the Minkowski metric, and where we identify E(4) with the observer 4-velocity
A(7)|r=0. It is worthwhile to stress that in the Ellis and Stoeger paper, three pos-
sible best—fitting methods were qualitatively described, one of which involves fitting
the null data, the subject of the current article. Attempts to fit the null data using
observable coordinates are far from being new, and [37] can still be considered as a
foundational paper shaping the coming era of high—precision cosmology and promot-
ing interest in the structure of our past light cone[42], [19], [44], [4]. In particular,
to whatever degree one is willing to accept the foundational role of FLRW perturba-
tion theory in the ACDM model, we must face the fact that the analysis of the past
light cone data and the best—fit point of view emphasize that only on large scales® the
physical spacetime (M, g) can be (perturbatively) described in terms of a background
FLRW spacetime (M, g). On smaller scales and late—epoch, the description of (M, g)
is more complex since, according to the Einstein equations, the spacetime geometry
must comply with the network of structures that dominate the cosmological landscape
for < 100h~! Mpc. In this pre-homogeneity region, the typical observer is associated
with an event p, the here and now corresponding to which she gathers cosmological
data. In practice, the here can be identified with the barycenter of our small cluster
of galaxies (the Local Group), and the now is characterized by the actual tempera-
ture Tepp = 2.725 of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) as measured in the
frame centered on us but stationary with respect to the CMB. The interpretation of
data in the pre-homogeneity region surrounding us is complex since the FLRW model
should be used only over the largest scales. Yet, FLRW observers and the associated
FLRW spacetime (M,g) have a natural role also in the presence of inhomogeneities
as advocated by E. Kolb, V. Marra, and S. Matarrese in[58], and nicely put into work
in their inspiring paper [61]. Thus, together with the physical observer, it is natural
to consider her Friedmannian avatar, a reference FLRW observer located at the same
observational event p and possibly moving, with respect to the physical observer, with

3It is important to stress that a large—scale reference model may not even be a solution of General
Relativity. An example is the spacetime—averaged light cone that can be (almost) isotropic when averaged
over large scales, while not being dynamically characterized by the Friedmannian scale factor [19].



a relative velocity v(p). The two (instantaneous) observers may compare the geometry
that astrophysical data induce on the celestial spheres associated with the physical
past light cone, C~(p, g), and the FLRW past light cone, C~(p, g). It is important
to stress that this FLRW instantaneous observer strictly adopts the weak cosmolog-
ical principle, a statistical rendering of the Copernican point of view originated in
the work of Jerzy Neyman[64] and emphasized by P.J.E. Peebles[66]. In particular,
in her reference role, she interprets the dynamics of the Universe as a realization of
a homogeneous and isotropic random process on the FLRW background [66], where
the Binomial, Poisson, and Gaussian distributions govern fluctuations. This idealized
point of view[83] is clearly at variance with respect to the skewed distributions of
sources expected to dominate in the pre-homogeneity region[4], [78] and which offer a
perspective that may significantly deviate from the reference FLRW picture, a further
reason to introduce and keep distinct the roles of the physical observer and her FLRW
avatar, and of their associated celestial spheres at a given redshift*. It is also impor-
tant to note that the distance-redshift relation is complicated to control in terms of
the physical redshift z in the pre-homogeneity region. In this region, it is challenging
to characterize a sensible notion of observed Hubble flow, and we must resort to the
FLRW redshift z and to the introduction of the peculiar velocities with respect to the
underlying reference FLRW Hubble flow to parametrize the physical redshift z of the
sources. We emphasize that we will consider the FLRW observer in her FLRW refer-
ence frame modeling role, as is typically done in the ACDM model, where the weak
cosmological principle is enforced at every scale to exploit FLRW perturbation theory.
Thus, at very low redshift, where the FLRW model is problematic, the FLRW observer
is confined to the reference role of providing a background against which we can com-
pare the more realistic modeling described by the physical observer. These remarks
on the FLRW observer’s reference role in the pre-homogeneity region are critical to
ensuring the nature of our result is understood.

To put the FLRW reference role described above into practice, we need, even at this
expository level, some notation whose details will be streamlined in Appendices C
and F. We begin by introducing the past null cone in the observer’s local rest frame

(TyM, {E}),
C™ (T,M, {E}) = {X = X'Ey # 0 € T,M | (3.1)
9(X,X) =0, X*+r=0},
where r := (Z:izl(Xa)Q)l/2 is the comoving radius in the hyperplane X* = 0 C T, M.
Let us stress that C~ (T,,M, {E(i)}) is not to be confused with the past lightcone

C~ (p, g) with vertex at p, the set of all events ¢ € (M, g) that can be reached along
the past—pointing null geodesics issued from p, viz.

¢ (p,g) = exp,, [C’f (T, M, gp)] , (3.2)

4These celestial spheres are described in detail in Appendices C and F.



where

(TpyM,gp) > X +— expy (X) = Ax(1) € (M,g) (3.3)
is the exponential map at the observation event p, and where Ax : Iy — (M, g),
for some maximal interval Iyy C R>q, is the past-directed causal geodesic emanat-
ing from the point p with initial tangent vector Ay (0) = X € T,M. We define
in a similar way the above quantities for the reference FLRW spacetime (M,g) and
respectively denote by é_(TpM, {E(a)}), 7, (p,g), and exp, the correspond-
ing FLRW past null cone, comoving radius, past lightcone, and exponential map. Let
A(Q) = ¢/7(q) denote the wavelength of a signal emitted, at the event g € €~ (p,q), by
a source instantaneously at rest at ¢ with respect to an FLRW fundamental observer
(@, ¥(@)). If X(p) = ¢/v(p) is the corresponding wavelength received by the FLRW
observer (p, ?(p)) at p, we get the familiar expression of the FLRW cosmological red-
shift 2(q) := (X(p) — X(qA))/X(qA) of the emitting source (g, ¥(¢)). We can measure
redshifts accurately even for extremely faint galaxies, and in a regime where one has
a linear Hubble (cor)relation between expansion velocity and distance, redshifts can
be used as a distance indicator. More generally, we have an explicit relation between
the comoving radius 7 (which is not an observable quantity), the cosmological redshift

z, and the (FLRW) Hubble parameter H(Z), given by 7(2) = [; %2/,). The use of
redshift by the FLRW observer as a distance indicator of sorts, implicit in the above
remarks, is quite delicate for the physical observer (p,+(0)) since the knowledge of
the corresponding distance-redshift relation is tantamount knowing the actual cosmo-
logical geometry in the pre-homogeneity region. In this region, the motion of cosmic
structures hardly follows a linear Hubble relation, as galaxies gravitationally interact
with each other. Their motion is characterized by peculiar velocities, not due to the
expansion of the Universe, which can be[25] of the order of 100 — —300 Km/sec, a
significant fraction of the recession velocity over the scales that characterize the pre—
homogeneity region. This fraction becomes less significant for distant galaxies, and one
typically assumes that peculiar velocities can be ignored on the largest scales, where
homogeneity prevails. Conversely, if Z (¢) denote the reference FLRW redshift marking
the decoupling of the phenomenological Hubble flow from the cosmological expansion
(i.e., the redshift formally associated with the observer’s cluster radius), then peculiar
velocities becomes dominant. According to this latter remark and the FLRW best—fit
strategy, it makes sense, as detailed in Appendix D (see Definition D.1), to use the
candidate FLRW spacetime as providing the cosmological expansion reference stan-
dard in the pre-homogeneity region only for z > Zz'(¢). Explicitly, if vs is the relative
velocity of the physical observer (p,¥(0)) with respect to the FLRW observer (p, ;(0))
and if z(q) := % denote the observed redshift of a signal emitted at the event
q € €~ (p,g) by a source in the physical spacetime (M, g, ¥(7)), then we can factorize,
for Z > Z(c), the physical redshift in the pre-homogeneity region according to

(14 2(0) = /1 (14 30) - 2(0) (14 290(@)) (14+207(9)) L (39



where 2(q) is the FLRW reference cosmological redshift of g, the redshift z{4°PPh)(q)
comes from the peculiar velocity of the given source ¢ with respect to the reference
FLRW Hubble flow; finally, the redshift 2(97%")(¢) comes from the presence of strong
local gravitational fields affecting null geodesics propagation from ¢ to p. Note that
these peculiar velocities not only comprise the CMB dipole anisotropy induced by our
solar system motion®, a contribution that can be easily factorized out in (3.4), but
also the dipole-like effect due to the peculiar motions of local galaxies and cluster of
galaxies in the pre-homogeneity zone. These are the only terms that characterize z(q)
when the source is within the cosmological decoupled region. It is not easy to resolve
these latter contributions in (3.4), even more so if these motions are generated by
local isotropic over—densities or under—densities in the pre-homogeneity region or by
the coherent motion of sources attracted by nearby large—scale structures.

The parametrization (3.4) is a delicate issue in any best—{it strategy. To take care of it,
we fix, for Z > Z'(c), the reference FLRW redshift z and adjust the relative velocity v
(and the associated spatial orientation) of the physical (p, ¥(p), {E(x)}x=1,2,3) and of
the FLRW observer (p, a(p), {E(N)}N:Lg,g) at p in such a way to optimize, in a sense
that we discuss in_the following sections, the correspondence between the reference
FLRW lightcone €~ (p,g) and the physical lightcone €~ (p, g) at the FLRW reference

scale set by the chosen Z.

4 Celestial spheres and celestial cartography

The celestial sphere at redshift 2z associated with the FLRW observer

o~

(p, 3(0), {E(H)}KZLQ,,}}) is defined by the 2-sphere (see Appendix C)

3
CS: = {X’ =X'Eg #£0€ T,M|X' =0, Y (X*)? = ?2(2)} , (4.1)
a=1

characterizing the field of vision of the observer (p, 5(0), {E(,{)}K:Lg’g) at the given
cosmological redshift Z. In the sense described by R. Penrose [68], this is a represen-
tation of the abstract 2-sphere S~ (p) of past null directions parameterizing, in the
reference FLRW spacetime (M, g), the past—directed null geodesics through p. In order
to define a corresponding celestial sphere CS; associated with the physical observer
(P, 7(0), {E(x)}r=1,2,3) who wish to use the given FLRW redshift 2z as a reference, let
vz denote the relative 3—velocity of the physical (p, ¥(p)) and of the FLRW observer
(p, ;(p)) This relative velocity implies that the celestial spheres (/:\Sg and CS; are
related by a Lorentz transformation that we can realize as a Mobius transformation
((z) in the projective special linear group PSL(2,C) (the group of automorphisms of
the Riemann sphere S? ~ C U {co}). Explicitly, we have (see Proposition E.1 in

5This motion is characterized by the velocity ~ 370 km s~*!

coordinates RA = 168°, and Dec = —7°.

along the direction defined by the celestial

10



Appendix E)

— N 1 s
PSL(2,C) x CS: 3 (z), W) — (((0) = w = . j ZZ e e CS;, (4.2)
where e?®# is a rotation through an angle o about the E? direction, and @ := (Xl +

z§§2) /(11— §§3) are directional coordinates of the generic point on the FLRW celestial
sphere CS. The corresponding directional coordinates on the physical celestial sphere
CS3z are similarly defined by {z) (@) = w = (X*+iX?)/(1-X?). From the physical
point of view, (4.2) corresponds to the composition of the relative orientation of the
spatial bases {E(,)} with respect to the FLRW {E(a)}, a = 1,2,3, followed by a

Lorentz boost with rapidity 8; := log 1/%1'752 along the E? axis, adjusting for the

relative velocity of (p,%(0)) with respect to the FLRW (p,(0)). The map (4.2) is fully
determined by the images, on CS, of three distinct astrophysical sources of choice
(e.g. Cepheid variable stars) on the FLRW celestial sphere CS. This remark is simply
the statement that, by adjusting her velocity and orientation, the FLRW observer can
associate three specific positions {@;)}, j = 1,2,3, on her reference CS with three
(or less) given sources on the physical celestial sphere CS. The aberration map (4.2)
allows us to define, at the reference redshift z, the physical celestial sphere CSz in
the instantaneous rest space of the physical observer, (T,M, {E(;}) as the image,

CS: = (3 ((E\Sg), under the local aberration map ((z) of the FLRW celestial sphere
(E\Sg, i.e.,

3
CS; = {X =X'Ey #0€ T,M | X" =0, Z(X“)Q = () 7(2)
a=1

(4.3)
Note that /(1 + vz)/(1 — vz) 7(2) characterizes the (vs-Lorentz boosted) reference
comoving radius r(z) adopted by the physical observer using the reference FLRW

redshift z. The images of CS; and CS; under the corresponding exponential maps
define the physical and FLRW cosmological sky sections®

Tz i= oxp, [CS:] € €7 (p,g), 5z i= &b, [C5:] € € (n,7). (4.4)

These surfaces are orthogonal to the null geodesics generators of the past lightcones
% (p,g) and € (p,q). They carry the respective 2-dimensional metrics induced by

the corresponding lightcones, and we write (Xz, 9(2)) and (3, ’g\f)). As CS; and

@Si vary on the associated null cones C~ (T, M,{E(;}) and C~ (T, M, {E(i)}), the
corresponding sky sections (Xz, g(2)) and (ig, §§2)) foliate the physical and the FLRW

2

past lightcones. Our best—fit strategy is to carefully exploit these past null cones and
lightcone foliations to probe and compare the physical and reference FLRW spacetimes

SThe geometry of the sky sections and their properties are discussed in Appendix F.
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in the pre-homogeneity region. In this connection, it is important to stress that besides
providing the apparent location of sources in the observer’s sky at the given FLRW
redshift z, the celestial spheres CS; and ((/ng can provide a more accurate rendering
then simple directional cartography.

5 The Method: Comparing celestial spheres

Data from astrophysical sources at a given reference FLRW redshift z reach the
physical observer and are portrayed on her celestial sphere CS;, by traveling along
null geodesics. Physical null geodesics are not smooth since they may develop con-
jugate and cut locus points with the ensuing formations of past light cone caustics;
see Proposition C.1, Appendix F.1. The presence of multiple images of the same
astrophysical source on the observer’s celestial sphere, gravitational lensing[67], and
significant image distortions offer a dramatic demonstration of this behavior and also
show that data gathered on CS; provide explicit geometric information. These data
are encoded on the physical sky section (33, gf)), and are transferred on the physical
observer’s celestial sphere CS; by the pull-back action associated with the exponential
map exp,. As stressed above, exp, is not a smooth map; magnification, distortions,
and multiple imaging are the rule rather than the exception, and the information
null geodesics convey to the physical celestial sphere CS; is quite corrupted by the
presence of the gravitational inhomogeneities that they encounter evolving from the
astrophysical sources to the observer located at p. Since we are not interested in the
details and nature of the specific strong lensing event, one can safely make the working
assumption (see F.1) that the physical past—directed null geodesics are bi-Lipschitz.
Roughly speaking, this technical assumption sacrifices the safe harbor of smoothness
in favor of more effective control of how null geodesics handle the distance and area
measures’. In such an extended setting, we can define (see Proposition F.1 ff.) the
observable two-dimensional metric h(z) on the physical celestial sphere CS; accord-

ing to h(z) = exp, ggz), where exp,, denotes the pull-back action associated with

the (null) exponential map exp,,. It is important to stress that h(z) coexists with the

directional angular metric 7L(S2) = dh? + sin® 6 d¢? naturally defined on CS,. As the
FLRW redshift Z varies, the set of physical celestial spheres, decorated with both the
physical and the directional metrics {(CS:, h(z), h(S?))}, allows us to track down the

~

actual spacetime geometry along the past light cone €~ (p, g) and of the null geodesics
distortion effect due to inhomogeneities.

Astrophysical data from the FLRW sky section (§27 §§2)) are similarly gathered by the

—

reference FLRW observer on her celestial sphere CS;. The corresponding exponential
map e/X\pp has the smoothness (a diffeomorphism) induced by the FLRW null geodesics

flow. The associated pull-back action induces a metric ﬁ(g) = e/x\p; @\2(2) that gives the

FLRW celestial sphere (@g, lAz(g)) the (z— scaled) round geometry of a sphere. Whereas

"The Lipschitz regularity for the null geodesics flow is better suited to defining the tools of the trade
of observational cosmology: The angular diameter distance, area distance, and luminosity distance are all
naturally defined on a Lipschitz lightcone in contrast to their smooth definition that forces them diverge
in the presence of caustics.
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the celestial sphere (CS,, h,) has a rather rough landscape, data on ((Egg, /}Z(g)) are
visualized and interpreted in terms of the smooth FLRW spacetime geometry. At the
common observation event p, the area elements dpup , and duﬁm of (CS,, h,) and

((:\Sg, /f;(g)) provide the cross—sectional areas of the given source as seen by the physical
and the FLRW observers in their local rest space. In particular, if the source subtends
the observer’s visual solid angle dusz2 on the unit sphere, and if the observers know the
intrinsic size of the given source, then the physical area distance D; := D(((z)(y)) and

the FLRW area distance ﬁg (y), between the observation event p and the astrophysical
sources located at the celestial coordinates y on CS; and ((z)(y) on CS., are defined by
dpn,., = Didps> := D?*({(z(y)) dus> and duﬁr) — D2(y)dpse (see Appendix G).

Area distances are, in principle, measurable quantities whenever the source is an astro-
physical object of known type. In this connection, it is worthwhile to stress that the
celestial spheres area elements duy, ,, and duﬁm are related to the intrinsic size of the

source through the mapping action of the null geodesic flow reaching the observer from
the source. D; := D(((z)) and D; are distinct from each other. In particular, D({z))
has a memory of all the distortions that affect null geodesic propagation in the pre—
homogeneity region. For this reason, the geometric landscape offered by the celestial
sphere (CS., h(.)) is quite different from the one described by (((/:Sg, ﬁ(g)), and their
comparison requires a rather delicate approach[20]. As in cartography, where a smooth
geographical globe is compared with a physical 3—dimensional scaled rendering of the
actual Earth surface, one can exploit[20] the fact that the underlying geometries are
conformally related, () h(s) = o2 (C(i))?b(g), where ({) denotes the action (the pull-

back) of the Lorentz aberration map connecting CS; with CS,. The Poincaré-Koebe
uniformization theorem for 2-dimensional surfaces is the basic tool that allows us to
conformally represent bumpy 2-spheres with a complex pattern of raised relief and
large landforms (such as the Earth’s surface) over a smooth and round geographical
globe. In the same spirit, the conformal factor ®(((,)) does the job here and keeps
track of what happens in the pre-homogeneity region (see Proposition I.1). Not sur-
prisingly, it can be related to the area distances according to ®%(¢(,)) = Dg(C(z))/ﬁg,
a connection that characterizes[20-22] the functional which, at the given reference red-
shift z, allows us to compare the FLRW celestial sphere @5 and the physical celestial

sphere CS., i.e.

E@Q,CSZ [C(’i)] = /A ((I)(C(é)) - 1)2 dMiL(z) = /A

D:({z)) — D: ’

52
CS; CSs

(5.1)

(see Appendices J and I). This functional belongs to an important class of scale—
dependent functionals efficiently used in image visualization[51]. From a geometric
analysis point of view, the (bi)-Lipschitz continuous exponential map exp,, admits a
Sobolev (1,2)-norm, requiring that exp, and its first differential be square integrable.
This property implies that (5.1) is well-defined in the assumed bi-Lipschitzian set-

ting here adopted, and that (5.1) can be minimized (see Theorem J.1 and [20]) with
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respect to the choice of the aberration map ((.), providing a scale-dependent ”distance

functional” Egy g = inf¢. Egg g [(z)] between the FLRW celestial sphere

((:\Sg, /f;(g)) and the physical celestial sphere (CS., h()). In particular, it vanishes if
and only if the two celestial spheres are isometric.

6 The coupling with spacetime scalar curvature

In terms of the sky averages of the area distances relative fluctuations,

w _ 1 [ D:=De,
6@5,@82 T Ar s2[ D ["dpgz , (6.1)

with n = 1,2, the functional Ez o can be equivalently rewritten in adimensional

form as®
Egs. A(CS,) — A(CS:;
ZC8:,C8. _ 52 _ ACS:) — ACS:) ) 7 (6.2)
41 D2 [CS;, CSs] 4 D2 [CS:, CS4]

(&) (2)

where A((E\Sg) and A(CS,) are the areas of the celestial spheres ((E\Sg, /ﬁ(g)) and

(CS., h(z)). Notice that the directional averages 56%; cs. and ¢ 6%1 s control the

relative fluctuation (D; — ZA)Z)/IA)Z of the physical area distance D; := D;z(((z)) with
respect to the reference area distance 55 associated with the FLRW fundamental
observers. This fluctuation is characterized by the variance

~ 2
1 D:-D: C) (1) 2
4z Jse [ D: OCs., csa)| e = Ocm e T (5[@5, CSe]) o (63
from which it immediately follows that Ezy 4 = 0if and only if, at the given FLRW

redshift’ D; = ﬁz According to the Lorentzian version of the Bertrand—Puiseaux
formulas[10], these areas are related to the spacetime scalar curvature in the pre—
homogeneity region by the asymptotic relation (see Proposition G.3 and Appendix
H.1)

22 O
s (z) + 20 (2) _ 1
1+ 2)*72(2) 72
where ... represents higher order corrections that can be expressed in terms of powers
of the spacetime Riemann tensor and its covariant derivatives'®. For Z — 0, we have

(ﬁ(p) — R(p) + ) . (6.4)

8Relation (6.2) follows from Lemma G.4, (G.62), and (G.94), Further properties of E32 cs, are discussed
in detail in Appendix J.

9Recall that the physical redshift z is related to the reference FLRW redshift Z by the PSL(2,C)
transformation (4.2).

OFor simplicity, the limit (6.5) and the other related expressions that follows are computed assuming
that at p, the FLRW and the physical observer have the same 4-velocity; The general case, where the two
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[20] the limiting behavior

2 (52 (1) N
lim (1+ ) (5@2,%2 * Qé@g,cs) _ R(p) — R(p)
20 (142221 4 (1+q)3] T2 HZ

, (6.5)

where go ~ — 0.55 is the present value of the deceleration parameter, and where R(p)
and PA{(p) respectively are the scalar curvatures of the physical and of the reference
FLRW spacetimes (evaluated at the common observation event p). As detailed in the
Appendix (Theorem G.3), this relation holds asymptotically also in a neighborhood
of Z = 0, say in the low—moderate redshift range 0 < Z < 10~2. For this reason, even if
it would have been safe to employ the standard Hubble formula (¢)z = Hy 7, with no
role for the deceleration parameter ¢q (as in Appendix G.4), we have used in (6.5) the
finer approximation of the Hubble parameter provided by H(Z) ~ Hy[l + (1 + qo)Zz].

Relation (6.5) is a non—perturbative geometrical result that provides a robust correla-
tion between the fluctuations in the area distance of astrophysical sources and scalar
curvature fluctuations, directly connecting these distance indicators to Einstein’s field
equations. It is worthwhile to stress that the area (and the associated luminosity)
distance fluctuation terms § (V) and § ) often are objects of study in cosmological
numerical simulations (see e.g., [3]). They are relevant indicators in establishing the
fluctuation between the physical and the reference FLRW distance-redshift relation,
which is essential for establishing evidence of dark energy. Thus, one may wonder if
these simulations may provide a direct estimate of the impact that the correlation
between curvature and area distance fluctuations described by (6.5) may have on the
description of dark energy in terms of the FLRW cosmological constant AFLRW),
The smallness of § M) and § (), often estimated by ray tracing in relativistic N-body
simulations, indicates that there is no significant bias of the distance-redshift correla-
tion due to the presence of inhomogeneities[3]. This result may suggest that (6.5) and
its implications are in contrast with the current framework, according to which late—
epoch structures do not significantly affect the values of the cosmological parameters.
To avoid this and other related misunderstandings, let us stress that what matters in
(6.5) is the behavior of the ratio (6.5) in the z — 0 limit. This ratio does not alter
the value of the cosmological parameters. It is a rigorous geometrical relation strictly
related to the Lorentzian version of the Bertrand—Puiseaux formulas, and numerical
simulations cannot question its validity. Order of magnitude estimates often assume
that R(p) — R(p) ~ 0 as a consequence of an old conjecture by S. Weinberg|[88] stating
that the areas A(CS,) should be almost unaffected by the presence of inhomogeneities.
Even if occasionally brought back to life by some authors (see e.g., [12]), this is a
wrong conjecture, both from the physical point of view as shown by [33-35], as well
as from the geometrical point of view (whatever meaning we would like to give to
almost unaffected) since it underestimates the global consequences that (Lorentzian)
Bertrand—Puiseaux formulas can have. The lesson here is that even tiny fluctuations in
curvature can have surprising effects, as illustrated by the example of a closed surface

observers have a non—vanishing relative velocity v (see (4.2)) is worked out in full detail in the Appendix.
For what concerns (6.5), the general result is discussed in Theorem G.3.
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with tiny curvature bumps sparsely distributed throughout. A flatlander cosmologist
with faith in a (surface version of a) cosmological principle would conclude that his
observations strongly support that the observed portion of the universe is flat, with
sparse and very tiny perturbative fluctuations in curvature of no statistical relevance.
He does not know the global topology of his model universe because the whole surface
is not accessible to his observations. Yet, according to the cosmological principle, he
assumes that what he experiences is typical. Thus, from the gathered data and the cos-
mological principle, he can conclude that the surface universe is (perturbatively) flat.
Yet, he cannot reach such a conclusion with the partial data he has. Locally, his anal-
ysis of the accessible data is correct. Still, the Gauss—Bonnet theorem demonstrates
that the global average of the allegedly irrelevant, tiny curvatures (locally measured
by a Bertrand—Puiseaux formula) is not a freely fluctuating quantity that can be eas-
ily dismissed since the surface’s topology constrains it. The example is particular, and
we do not have a Gauss—Bonnet theorem at work in our case; yet, it suggests that dis-
missing curvature fluctuations based on order—of-magnitude estimates is not a good
strategy.

7 Memories of late epoch inhomogeneities

According to the ACDM point of view and Neyman’s weak cosmological principle
[64, 66], structure formation can be interpreted as a realization of a homogeneous
and isotropic random process on the FLRW background. In such a scenario, struc-
tures are generated by the gravitational clustering of the initially small CMB density
fluctuations seeded by a primordial anisotropy power spectrum of inflationary ori-
gin. This clustering is typically handled in a linear regime of adiabatic fluctuations
coupled with FLRW perturbation theory. However, in the pre-homogeneity region,
fluctuation growth breaks down the linear regime, and Gaussian modes interact with
each other. As Z — 0, it becomes difficult to obtain a non—perturbative control over
gravitational instabilities. Indeed, there is evidence that in such a regime, skewed dis-
tributions characterize the pre-homogeneity region [4] and [78]. In particular, the area
distance fluctuations are distributed in a rather complex and unpredictable way when
we approach the critical redshift Z(.), and we enter the cosmological decoupling region
where the Z — 0 limit is attained. Yet, the structure of the left member of the (6.5)
holds a strong connection with the moment generating function My (,, +2) associated

with a normal distribution of the area distance fluctuations, with mean m := 6@% )(2)

and variance o2 = 5@(\;)(2) - (5(6(\81)(2))2. To wit, for £ € R, we have!!

sP)e +26W (3¢ 2
Mygnon) () = exp | E——=——C— — 2 (60(z)¢) | . ()

This relation suggests that upon stabilization (i.e. normalizing the area distance fluc-
tuations to have mean value 0, and possibly variance 1), we may recover a suitable form

115ee Appendix H for a detailed discussion.
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of Gaussianity in the z — 0 regime by exploiting central limit theorem arguments.
We discuss this possibility in the worst possible scenario associated with the cosmo-
logical decoupling regime generated by strong gravitational clustering. To this end, we
will begin by looking at a sequence {((/:\S(g(,»)) : i € ZT} of FLRW celestial spheres
which foliate the FLRW null cone in the cosmological decoupling region surrounding
p, i.e., in the FLRW redshift interval 0 < z (i) < Z(¢), with @(2(1)) = (Eg(g(c))
and converging to p as ¢ — o0o. We respectively denote by {i(g(i)) : 1€ 72T}
and {¥(z@)) : 1€ Z*} the sequence of FLRW and physical sky sections associ-
ated with the celestial spheres (E\S(g(i)) according to (4.4) and the PSL(2,C) map

Cz) ¢ ((/j\S(g(i)) — CS(z (1)) To understand the relations among the corresponding

DE(i)(C(Z(i))) — D,
D)_

sequence of area distance fluctuations Y z(;)) = sampled along

distinct directions of the FLRW directional celestial sphere CS, we assume that the
Y(z(i)) exhibit no mutual relation. We are dealing with the minimal assumption we
can make because, in the real world, there is no FLRW Laplace’s demon propagat-
ing the assumed Gaussianity of fluctuations from the observed portion of the CMB
last scattering surface through the vagaries of the pre-homogeneity region up to the
cosmological decoupling region surrounding p, and able to control all the moments
of the random variables {Y(z(;))}. We can only assume that the fluctuations Y{z ;)
are mutually independent, square-integrable random variables which | are identically
distributed according to the directional probability measure Pz on CS defined (see
(H.4)) by Pz (dpgs) = ﬁ dpig,, where dpg, is the standard solid angle measure on
the round 2-sphere. In particular, if

~

Yzl = {(6.9) € C | Y@, 9) € I c R} (72)

denote the subset of directions (5, qAﬁ ) € CS whose corresponding area distance rel-

ative fluctuations Y(z))(, QAS) take values in the interval I, then the Y(z(;) are
assumed to be independently distributed under the push forward measure

1
— _1 — — I~
Pes (Y(E(i))(l)) 4w /y(ﬁg)(]) s - (7:3)

Under this assumption, the behavior of the sequence {Y{z(;))} is quite wild since in
the pre-homogeneity region dominated by the vagaries of strong gravitational cluster-
ing, non-Gaussian randomness is at work, and even convergence to an average value
may be questionable. Yet, the sequence of empirical means {% S Y23y}, can be
controlled by a Kolmogorov’s Strong Law (of large numbers) argument, and we can
show that we have the P-almost sure convergence (see Theorem H.1) result

1 1)/
= <7lli>moo n Z Yza) = 665 (Z(C))> - 7
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that computes the limit of the sample mean % Dy Yz (i) in terms of the directional
average 5(6(\51 )(2(0)) of the area distance fluctuations evaluated on the cosmological

decoupling celestial sphere (/:\Sg(c). Moreover, if we stabilize the sequence {Y{z ()} by
normalizing its terms to have mean 0 and variance 1, i.e., if we define

o W2 —1/2
Xz = (Y<2<i>> — 0 (Z(Z))) Var - "“(Y(z (1)) » (7.5)

then, the distribution of corresponding sequence of sample means é'm(g, $ ) =
% P X(2(i)) (0, ¢) converges to a Gaussian distribution N 1y of Sy,, with mean 0
and variance 1, i.e. for any interval I C R, we have (see Theorem H.2)

lim EF (5, 1] = w1, 7.6
o {my]*\/T—ﬂ_[eXP*? U. (7.6)

Thus, as m — oo, the normalized area distance fluctuations S, around the expectation
@(\sl )(2(0)) are normally distributed (with mean 0 and variance 1). Moreover, these

fluctuations are independent from 6(:% )( z(c)), and, in turn, 5@% ) (Z(c)) is independent
from the }/(g(c))(é\, QAS) sample variance Varg(Y(z(c))) = C%)(E(c)) - ( (E%)(E(C)))Z.
In particular, (5@%2 ) (Z(e)) is indipendent from (5@(\; ) (Z (¢)). This analysis can be readily
extended to the curvature deviation term in (6.5) (see Proposition H.1 and Appendix
H.1). To this end, by tracing the Einstein equations (A.8) and (B.1), respectively asso-
ciated with the reference FLRW spacetime (M, g,7,(7)) and the physical spacetime

(M, g,7s(7)), we get

N (A=A < pp) — p(P)\ ~

where for notational ease, we dropped the FLRW superscript from the FLRW cosmo-
logical constant term AFLEW) and matter density pFLEW) (just maintaining the
carat”), and where p(p) and p(p) respectively denote the FLRW and the physical mat-
ter density at p. In full generality, we have associated with the physical spacetime a
cosmological constant A®P") potentially distinct from AFLEW) “and keeping track
of a possible global deviation effect due to non-linearities in structures formation. We
denote by

Aleont) . K(FLRW) B A(phys)7 (78)
this potential contribution. In (7.7), we have assumed a pure matter scheme for both
the reference FLRW as well as for the physical spacetime. The characterization of
p(p) in the pre-homogeneity region should take care of the fact that the physical
matter density data are gathered from the past light cone (directly for the bary-

o~ o~

onic component, indirectly via the cold dark matter hypothesis). If p(z(;))(6,¢) =
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(expp o¢ g(i)))* Ps - (q) is the celestial sphere representation of ps ., (¢), we denote
by

— 1 o~
(v) ) = = (v) .
the corresponding average density over @\Sg(i), and by ﬁ(@g(i)) the FLRW reference
density. For large z, the density contrast
Az Pz — Pz
ST e )7 (7.10)
Pz Pz

is governed by the density perturbations (with respect to the FLRW background)
seeded by inflation (|Azp/pz|lcarps = 107°). As stressed in the introductory remarks,
these perturbations are amplified by gravitational clustering to the point that the
FLRW perturbation theory becomes completely unreliable at a late epoch when we
probe the pre-homogeneity region at very low reference FLRW redshift z — Z(.). In
such a non—perturbative regime, we cannot a priori assume that the relative matter
density fluctuations have a Gaussian distribution. To handle the situation and recover
some control, we assume that the fluctuating terms

A(CSz) — pz1)(6,0)

10 (@5) = S (7.11)
P(CSz)
characterize a sequence {I'z(;) : i € Z*} of independent, identically distributed

(ii.d.) random variables with respect to P=. As in the previous case, the law of large
numbers and the i.i.d. assumption imply the P—almost sure convergence result

lim
n—oo M “4

1 H(CSz(¢)) — EP[pz

L yrs - AR el 712)
i=1 p(CSE(c))

where Z(c) is the FLRW reference redshift marking the cosmological decoupling sky

section Yz(1). We identify this expression with the matter density fluctuation at the

observation point p, i. e.

) =) _ P(CS:0) — Ellozo] _ Dsp (7.13)
) A(CSz0) o)

and use this characterization in the expression in (7.7). If we shift and normalize
I'z(;) in such a way to have mean value 0 and variance 1, then, in full analogy with
(7.6), the distribution of the empirical means I, = % S fg(i) with respect to
the push forward measure P@(f‘g Y1), I C R, converges for n — oo to a Gaussian
distribution N(g 1) with mean 0 and variance 1. Thus, for n — oo, the (normalized)
matter density fluctuations are normally distributed around the expected mean value
(7.13). If we note that the cosmological term in (7.7), being a constant, is statistically
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independent of the fluctuating term (7.13), then by gathering all the results above, we
can factorize the relation (see (6.4)

72(%%N2(d)—%26é?(2@»)
(1 + 2(c))* 72(2(c))

(7.14)
K —A ~ AE c -~
=4 | — A+8W(A()p>p(p),
A Z (c)
in the N, 1)~distribution sense according to (Theorem H.3)
0 Az p
50(2(0) = 2 (B20PY (1 4 202 22
L) =38 (F2F) 1207 20

(7.15)

Q; (A-A
(2) > _ A ~ 2 ~2
0 (2(0) = ( = )(1+Z(C)) Z%(c),
where €, = A/3 HZ,and Q,, := 87p/3 HZ are the present values of the FLRW
density cosmological parameters (see Appendix A). In particular, from the 5<E(§2 ) (Z(¢))

factorization in (7.15) we explicitly get the correction terms to the FLRW cosmological
constant AFLEW) induced by the area distance fluctuations, i.e.,

2
RFLRW) _ p(ohys) 18 Hy 52(2(0), (7.16)

(1 +2(e)” 22(c) &

where, for clarity, we have reintroduced the full notation for the FLRW and physical
cosmological constants. Actually, the correction is induced by the matter density fluc-
tuations in an explicit and quantitative way. To see this, notice that from (7.15) and
the variance inequality (see (G.93) and (H.9) )

2
. 1 Ds (¢)(C(2(e)) — Dz (e 1))~
Varg (Yiz) = - @< G = g (R(0) ) dpge
(7.17)
2
2) )~ ~
= @(\S)(Z(C)) - (C%)(z(c))) > 0,

we directly get the lower bound

AN(FLRW) _ 02 As
A A S 6 Qm( 2(c) P

AFLRW) = (48)% O ) (1 + 2(e)* 2°(0) (7.18)

ﬁ?(c)
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8 Structures and the FLRW cosmological constant

The relation between the cosmologlcal constant deviation term 2=2 and the quadratic

A—A
A
area distance fluctuation term 6@ (Z(c)) may appear somehow accidental, and to
some extent without a physical rationale. However, this relation has a deep physical
interpretation. To this end, let us notice that from (6.2) and the expression (see (G.61))

of the FLRW area distance'?, we get

Ex Cz ]—maﬂmcn (8.1)
CSz (¢)s CSz(e) (Z(e))) — (1 —|—2(C))2 CS .

where Z(g(c is the PSL(2,C)-minimizing map (see Theorem J.1 and J.2). This

minimized Fgs 8- (s CS2(0 [C(2(c))] defines the (functional) distance

dz (o) [CSE@ CSE@} = Egs. ., ¢80, ()]

(8.2)
between the FLRW celestial sphere (E\Sg(c) and the physical celestial sphere CSz (.
This is also the distance, at the given reference scale set by 2 (c), between the FLRW
and the physical past lightcones €~ (p,g) and €~ (p,g). From (8.1) and (7.16) we
easily get

d? c (CSE c)s (CS
K(FLRW) _ A(phys) + g (¢) |: (¢) :|

2 r4(Z(c))

(8.3)

If we follow the mainstream hypothesis that AFLEW) ig indeed a constant (describing
Dark Energy), then the lower bound (7.18), and the explicit scale dependence of (8.3),
indicate that we must more correctly rewrite the above relation as

AFLRW) _ A (Phys) 9 dz (c) [CSE(C)7 CSE(C)}
UL FI(Z(0) ’

which implies that the physical cosmological constant A(p y %) is scale dependent and

(8.4)

that there is a contribution to AFLEW) coming from structure formation. As long
as this latter correction is negligibly small, its presence and the scale-factorization
(8.4) are not surprising since it is qualitatively in line with the backreaction effects
mentioned in the introductory remarks. It turns out, however, that the relative cor-
rection (K(FLRW) - Ag)(}g’s))//A\(FLRW) is not negligible when in the presence of the

typical nonlinear structures dominating our late-epoch cosmological neighborhood,

12These relations are here written in the case of the spatially flat FLRW model. The general case is dealt
with in the Appendix.
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(FLRW) _ A(phys) and the functional dis-

and the explicit connection (8.3), between A
tance between €~ (p,g) and €~ (p, g), is a significant aspect of our analysis. To discuss
this point, let us observe that we can naturally extend the correction term in (8.4)
to the (instantaneous) observers along the past—directed worldline 7 — p> = J(7),
7 < 0,0f p:= F(0). If Z(7, ¢) denotes the cosmological decoupling FLRW redshift
associated'® with ps, then we can characterize the cosmological constant correction

term

9 dz(r,¢) |CSz(r.¢)y CSz(re)

N
bz o 742 (1,0) ’

(8.5)

as an effective field along the reference FLRW observer’s worldline 7 — p=. If p= is in
the homogeneity region, (8.5) is perturbatively small, since at that scale, the physical
spacetime (M, g,7v,(7)) is, according to our assumptions, an FLRW perturbation of the
reference FLRW background (M, g,7s(7)). The relative fluctuations in matter density

Azo) P (8.6)

Pz (7,c)

are very small (for a FLRW redshift Z(7) probing the CBM surface we have
[(Az ) p)/Pz3)| =~ 10 ~5) with a correspondingly small contribution, of perturba-
tive nature, to the area distance fluctuating terms 5@%)(2(?, ¢)), and 5%?(2(?, c)).
The cosmological decoupling region marked, according to pz, by the reference
redshift z' (7, ¢), is very small (approaching z (7,¢) — 0) since the physical (instan-
taneous) observer p,, associated with pz, is only perturbatively affected by the
surrounding structure formation gravitational dynamics. However, as p> enters the
pre—homogeneity region and approaches p, the situation changes in a significant way.
On can easily rework out the lower bound (7.18) at Z(7,¢) and exploit the relation
(8.4) to write

9 dz(r,0) {(C Sz (r,0) CSQ(T,C)}
on  ACLRWI4(3(7,0))

6 Q2(p7) (Az(mﬂ

2
n 1+ 2 232
> g (F20) (v ey e,

13The redshift Z (7) is the reference FLRW redshift measured by the FLRW observer (p;, :/;) As usual,
we assume that, at a given 7, there is a corresponding (instantaneous) physical observer p, with pz = p,,
and that the corresponding 4—velocities are distinct. The notational simplifications used in the paper also
apply here. The general case handling the role of a nonvanishing relative velocity can be easily obtained
using the techniques described in the Appendix.
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where the normalization to AFLEW) is a consequence of the assumed constancy of the
FLRW cosmological constant. The other cosmological parameters, such as Q2 (pz),
are as the notation suggests, referred to the observer p=. Thus, the contribution of
the effective field (8.5) in the balance relation (8.4) increases as structure formation
proceeds. As we enter into the fully non—perturbative regime associated with an FLRW
observer p located deeply into the pre-homogeneity region, the contribution of late—
epoch structures can be quite significant. To wit, for very low FLRW redshift 2 ~ 10~ 4
we typically probe late—epoch cosmic structures with density contrast Afjp ~ 10%. We

are in a high nonlinear regime for which the right member of (8.7) iszc(’)(l), as the
following analysis shows.

9 An example: Galaxy Clusters

Galaxy clusters are quasi—equilibrium systems that provide a primary testing ground
in modern high—precision cosmology[5]. The statistics likelihood of their occurrence
in a given model universe is quite sensible to the corresponding cosmological model
parameters, in particular from 24, and observational sky surveys have promoted their
use to test and constrain cosmological parameters, even at the level to discriminating
among the possible alternative explanations of the nature of dark energy[5]. Grav-
itational nonlinearities on scales of a few Mpc are typical of clusters, and current
surveys, such as the Dark Energy Survey[1], provide data and information about the
nonlinear regime, whose analysis requires a delicate interplay between numerical sim-
ulations and analytical tools. Thus, it is unsurprising that clusters feature in our

analysis, providing further evidence of the strong constraint that (8.7) puts on the

interpretation of QE\FLRW) as the density of constant dark energy. Clusters are struc-

tures that tend to virialize, where redshifts are due to the local relative motion of
the constituent galaxies and their gravitational fields. The neighborhood of a physical
observer located at a cluster barycenter p is decoupled from cosmological expansion.
The local redshift z does not have a cosmological meaning, and the physical observer
refers to the FLRW redshift z to characterize the peculiar velocities of her neighbor-
ing galaxies with respect to the idealized FLRW Hubble flow. The situation changes
as we gather our astrophysical data from the cluster’s outskirts, where the infalling
galaxies couple to the cosmological expansion. The radius of this region defines the
cluster’s physical radius. A typical cluster has a physical radius that can be estimated
to be in the range of ~ (1 — 3)Mpc. In our case, for an observer located at the
barycenter of the Local Group, the physical radius is of the order (0.95 — 1.05) Mpc
(see e.g., section 4 of [86]). The reference FLRW redshift Z, associated with a cluster
radius is formally given by the approximated formula derived from the linear Hubble
law, viz., CRad ) ~ éco, where CRad(.y = r(; Mpc is the radius of the cluster (in

Mpc), and where, for pedagogical purposes, we use Hg = 100h Km s—! Mpc™! with
h = 17—&). Thus, the FLRW reference redshift z, associated with the cluster radius
Rad(; can be estimated as 2z, ~ %7‘(0) x 107* ~ 10~*, where we factorized out
the prefactor (7/3)r() that depends on the vagaries of the cluster considered ([86]
provides, as a reference, the figure z. ~ 2.4 x 107%). This is the pivotal value of

the redshift marking the inner cosmological boundary of the pre-homogeneity region
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in the cluster (the Local Group) below which spacetime uncouples from the FLRW
background cosmological expansion. It is worthwhile to stress that we are here deal-
ing with an explicit version'* of the notion of finite infinity, presciently introduced
by George Ellis in 1984 [31]. Explicitly, let us stress that the sphere centered on the
observer, with a radius equal to the physical radius of the cluster, isolates the viri-
alized core of the cluster from the expanding Universe. The 3—dimensional timelike
cylinder generated by the world history of this sphere is the associated Ellis’ finite
infinity surface. This 3—dimensional cylinder is the hypersurface on which to impose
the cosmological coupling of the subsystem defined by our cluster (Local Group) and
the outside cosmological spacetime. From this finite infinity point of view, the min-
imum Egs g = infe,) Egg cg. [C(z)] of the celestial spheres distance functional
(5.1) takes its maximum at the redshift z., and characterizes the functional distance
between the physical and the reference FLRW past light cones. Inhomogeneities, in the
form of the inner core density contrast, leave their imprint on the boundary defined by
the cluster’s physical radius through two related mechanisms: (i) A direct geometrical

alteration of signal propagation that via the relation (7.15) is described by 5(5%)~ cs

and (%) A positive contribution to the FLRW cosmological constant AFLEW) due to
52 , or, more expressively, to the distance functional F . If we assume the
CS;, CS. CS:, CS.

typical cluster density contrast |ps(p) — pz(p)|/pz(p) ~ 10°, and take the Planck value
O ~ 0.3 for the average FLRW density[73], then as we approach the inner cosmo-
logical boundary at Z ~ 10~%, where cluster dynamics decouples from cosmological
)

2, CS; |
good agreement with the estimates of § (1) obtained in this regime using FLRW per-

turbation theory[11, 42, 52, 85]. From the inequality 52 > ((52) )? we have
€S, Cs. €8s, Cs.

(5&3 cs > 107'° and by taking the concordance ACDM model value Q4 ~ 0.7, the

relations (7.15) and (8.7), evaluated for Z = Z. ~ 10~%, provide

expansion, the relation (7.15) provides |5@% ~ 1075, A result that is in very

(2)
A;FLRW) — A(phys) _ 65@2,%2 - 1)
A(Phys) Qa1 +2)%z ~ 12 ’

Zc

Thus, as we approach the inner cosmological boundary in the pre-homogeneity region,
the contributions (8.3) and (8.4) to the cosmological constant are of the same order
of magnitude as the assumed FLRW contribution AFLEW) If we assume a Coper-
nican point of view, then the FLRW observer is strongly tempted to identify Agcont)
with an average contribution to AF LEW) " statistically mediated over all fundamen-
tal observers, and generated by the growth of structures in the pre-homogeneity
regions. This latter point of view is potentially significant for interpreting late—epoch
observations in the presence of inhomogeneities.

14 Another significant development of the notion of Ellis’ finite infinity has been put forward by D. L.
Wiltshire[91].

24



10 Discussion

We have described how a rigorous analysis of the relation between the reference FLRW
and the physical celestial spheres can strongly impact the interpretation of dark energy
as a constant field described by the FLRW cosmological constant AFLEW)  In this
analysis, we highlighted a novel technique based on the role of a distance functional
between celestial spheres, a functional that originates in imaging and that can be
directly related to the relative fluctuations in area distance, an observable quantity
whose connection with the growth of cosmic structure is intensively investigated (see
e.g., [54] for an informative review). In the late epoch, when the cosmological expan-
sion decouples from the local virialized gravitational dynamics of cosmic structures,
our distance functional keeps the memory of the non—perturbative density contrast
associated with gravitational clustering. It provides a (FLRW )redshift-dependent pos-
itive contribution to the cosmological constant, which, at late epoch, is of the same
order of magnitude as the FLRW cosmological constant itself. It is important to stress
that regardless of its size, this contribution is a rigorous mathematical consequence
of describing the physical past light cone from the reference point of view of the
FLRW light cone. It is a highly nonlinear effect that cannot be easily controlled by
order—of-magnitude estimates, as was often stated in the past[88]. According to the
scale-dependent factorization (8.4), the result proven here can be interpreted, from

(FLRW)
A

the mainstream FLRW point of view, as a parameter splitting of Q in two dark

energy sectors induced by the effective field (see (8.5))

id%\(r,c) CSz(r,¢)5 CSz(m)}

2m 74(z(1,0)) ’

(10.1)

that can be thought of as associated with the Finite Infinity Surface surrounding each
fundamental FLRW observer when evolving in the pre-homogeneity region. We have a
physical sector Agp hys) /3HZ describing, for low FLRW redshift 2, dark energy as a term
of yet unknown origin; and the cosmic structure term A(;(mt) /3HZ describing the effect
of nonlinear structures. For the cosmological mass parameter ?27(5 LRW), geometry—
growth splittings of this sort are familiar[54] when comparing geometry and growth of
structures. But it must be stressed that whereas the usual geometry—growth splitting
can be quite ambiguous, our analysis provides a strong foundation to the splitting for
the dark energy parameter QE\FLRW). Our splitting is scale-dependent, reaching its
maximum on the finite infinity surface surrounding the given FLRW observer, where
the virialized structures couple with the background FLRW cosmological expansion.
In these regions, typically identified with the physical radius of clusters, this effective
field contributes as an effective cosmological constant of the same order of magnitude

as the assumed AFLEW) - According to the nature of the effective field (8.5), it is clear

that the explicit redshift parametrization of our QSXFLRW) splitting bears relevance to

the coincidence problem, according to which the expansion of the Universe appears
to have started accelerating at the same epoch when complex nonlinear structures
emerged. As such, it is worth emphasizing that the effective field contribution emerging
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from the geometrical relation between the physical and reference light cones is by con-
struction scale-dependent and, consequently, redshift—dependent. This feature arises
naturally within our non—perturbative framework and does not rely on additional
dynamical assumptions. Remarkably, this behavior is consistent with recent observa-
tional analyses by the DESI Collaboration [26], which indicates that dark energy may
exhibit a redshift evolution of its equation—of state parameter w(z). In this respect,
our result offers a non—exotic interpretation of such an evolution, suggesting that the
apparent dynamics of dark energy could reflect the underlying scale dependence of
spacetime inhomogeneities. It would be particularly relevant, in future work, to quan-
tify explicitly the redshift dependence of this correction term and compare it with the
DESI findings. Such an analysis is technically delicate, since it requires a consistent
treatment of the distance functional at different redshifts and a refined understand-
ing of how the geometrical distance redshift relation emerges in the inhomogeneous
regime. Nevertheless, this investigation could shed light on the link between structure
formation and the apparent dynamical behavior of dark energy, offering new insights
into the coincidence problem.
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11 A Geometrical Analysis Appendix

In this commented appendix, we provide a detailed discussion of the geometrical
analysis results we have used. It comprises approximately seventy pages of relevant
mathematical guidelines to the complex landscape that, by way of contrast, we have
too briefly described in the main body of our text. We start with some (well-known)
notational remarks.

A The standard FLRW model in a nutshell

The weak cosmological principle and the attendant Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) spacetime play a primary role in the current interpretative standard

of cosmology. Let us recall that in terms of the FRLW coordinates (f‘, 0, 4,5) , and of the

proper time 7 of the comoving fundamental FLRW observers, the FLRW spacetime
metric g reads

§ = —di + a2(7) [di® + L20) (0% + sin?0ap?)]
(A1)
%sm (\/Ef), k>0
f#)=q9 % k=0
\/Lksmh V—=k#), k<0,

where a(7) is the time-dependent (dimensionless) scale factor, and k is the spatial
curvature (in units of inverse area) of the 3-dimensional spatial sections

~

(757 = {a=G®.00.60) € M| 3 = Glrmoonar} . (A2)

g-orthogonal to the fundamental FLRW observers. These latter characterize the FLRW
Hubble flow defined by the family of preferred chronological geodesics

Ys : Rso — (M, 7) (A.3)

F o 5,(7) = (F(7),0(7), 8(7)) ,

with 4-velocity 4, := dv;ig) 9(¥s,¥s) = —1, and where the label s := (7, 5, (;AS)\TZO is

a shorthand notation for the comoving (Lagrangian) coordinates adapted to the flow.

The mass-energy content of FLRW spacetimes (M, g,7,(7)) has the perfect fluid struc-
ture (but does not necessarily comply with the equation of state of a perfect fluid). If
PELEW) and pFLAW) respectively denote the matter density and the pressure of the
fluid, then

j;(gll:“LRW) _ (//){FLRW) + ﬁ(FLRW)) G iy + pPFEE Gy (A.4)
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where u = % is the 4-velocity of the FLRW fundamental observers 7 — 5(7)
describing the cosmic fluid flow world-lines. Note that p{FLEW) describes all matter
contributions to the energy density (baryonic, radiation, and dark matter) but not
the dark energy contribution. The FLRW Hubble parameter H(7) and the decelera-
tion parameter ¢(7) describing the relative variation of the scale factor a(7) and its

(dimensionless) second-time derivative are respectively defined by the relations

~ a(7)

H(T) := dci' Ina(7), q7):=-— m, (A.5)

where a(7) := % a(T). Another basic quantity related to the scale factor a(7) is the
cosmological redshift Z of an emitting source, stationary with respect to the FLRW
fundamental observers, i.e.

) i MO =IGE) _ alf=0) (A6)

where X(?) and X(? = 0) respectively are the emitted and the received wavelengths of
the signal. If we normalize (at the present time 7 = 0) the FLRW metric by setting
a(T =0) = 1, then we can express the scale factor a(7) in terms of Z by setting

1

) = 157

(A7)

The Einstein field equations and the matter evolution equations associated with FLRW
spacetimes are

N 1 ~ . o~ PSS
Rap(@) — 5 R(@) G + AT G = 8 T LAWY G pUFLRW) — g (A.8)

where Rg;(g) and R(g) are the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of the FLRW
metric; we denoted by AFLEW) the FLRW cosmological constant, and where V is the
covariant derivative of the Levi-Civita connection associated with g. For the FLRW
family of metrics (A.8) reduces to the Friedmann-Lemaitre equations (see e.g. [39])

a(7) 4m ~FLRW) (~ ~NFLRW) (~ L ~(FLRW)

—t = - — - A . A.

i = PE) @) g (4.9)
PR ) 3 H(R) (pFER) 4 () = (A-10)
-

87 A(FLEW) k
202 _ ~NFLRW) (~ _
H*(T) 5P 7)) + 3 27 (A.11)

If a(T) # 0, these expressions reduce to the conservation law (A.10) and the Friedmann
equation (A.11). In this connection, it is useful to introduce the dimensionless density
parameters respectively associated with the matter density p(FLEW) | the radiation
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density ,BﬁFLRW)7 the cosmological constant AF LEW) = and the curvature k of the

spatial sections,

FLRW
qerLaw sy — P QULRW)(7) .= M7
mn ,Ocrit(T) " pcrit(T)
(A.12)
QUILRW) 2y . m QUEEEW) (2 = 3k
A T 871G () F T 81 G pern(7)
where .
. . 3HA(T
pcrit(T) = ( ) (A13)

8t G
is the critical matter density of the FLRW model. (Even if we typically assume ¢ =
1 = G, for clarity, we have written the gravitational constant G in the above densities.)
The present-day values (denoted by a subscript ” 0”) of the various contributions of
these constituents are estimated as [72, 73]

QLR <001, QEFW) —94x 1075, QU —0.32. (A.14)
Notice that Q%LRW) is usually considered negligible (assuming flat spatial section and

that the local fluctuations in curvature are irrelevant); the matter contribution splits
into the ordinary matter term (~ 5%) indicated with the subscript ”b0” (baryons) and
the cold dark matter term (~ 27%) indicated with the subscript "C DM 0”:

QUELEW) — .05, QULIW) —0.27. (A.15)
In terms of the present-day densities, the Friedmann equation (A.11) for 7 = 0

provides the Bahcall Cosmic Triangle relation [7]
QI(CIBLRW) + Q%LRW) n ﬁgoLRW) + QE\FOLRW) _q (A.16)

conveniently representing the dynamical status of the Universe. Evaluated for the
spatially flat case, Q,(:)LRW) ~ 0, it provides the present-day contribution to dark

energy, R
QR — 0.68. (A.17)

As long as the pressure pFEEW) ig agsumed to be small as compared with the mat-
ter density pFLEW) | we can exploit (A.7) and the scaling properties of the matter
and radiation densities [39], to write the Friedmann equation (A.11) in terms of the
(normalized) Hubble rate of expansion ratio H(z)/Hy, according to

H(Z)\’ ~ ~ . ~ . ~
(B2) = (8™ + QEEE) (1 + 29 + ™)+ 9+ AT,

Hy
(A.18)
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In the FLRW modeling, the spacetime exhibits a constant matter density distribution
p(T) on spatial hyper-surfaces at constant proper time 7, and we can confidently deal,
via FLRW perturbation theory, with small amplitude fluctuations (p(7) — p(7))/p(7)
in the observed physical matter density field p(7). As small as they may be, these fluc-
tuations play a fundamental role in the early Universe. Acting as seeds of gravitational
clustering, they give rise to the complex network of structures we observe today. This
straightforward geometric scenario together with the assumption of a constant Dark
Energy, in the form of a cosmological constant AFEEW) - Cold Dark Matter (CDM),
and inflation, is the stage of the standard paradigm of modern cosmology, the ACDM
model. The resulting picture is indeed quite successful in delivering a relatively accu-
rate physical and geometrical representation of the Universe in the present era'® and
over spatial scales ranging from'® ~ 100~ Mpc to the visual horizon of our past
lightcone [47], [53], [81], where h is the dimensionless parameter describing the relative
uncertainty of the actual value of the present-epoch Hubble-Lemaitre constant Hy.

B The physical spacetime and its FLRW avatar

The key ingredient of our analysis is a list of properties of the actual physical spacetime,
which, for the reader’s convenience, we introduce as a phenomenological definition of
sorts.

Definition B.1. (The physical cosmological model) We model the actual Universe
with a cosmological spacetime (M, g,7vs(7)) complying with the following assumptions

e M is a four-dimensional smooth manifold, diffeomorphic to V) x R where
V) ~ R3 orS? (the three-sphere) is the three-manifold topologically modeling the
cosmological space sections.

e M 1is endowed with a smooth Lorentzian metric g. When considering the geometry
of the associated lightcone, the regularity of g can be lowered by requiring only the
continuity and Hélder continuity of the components of the metric and their first
derivatives.

e The Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is required to be statistically isotropic and homoge-
neous in Neyman’s sense, viz. (M, g) is diffeomorphic to a perturbed FLRW metric
g, only on scales larger than the scale Ly 2 100h~! Mpc that marks the transition
to homogeneity.

e The metric g is a solution of the Finstein field equations and of the associated
matter evolution equations

1
Rab(g) - iR(g) Jab + A(phys) Gab = 87TTab7 ve Tab = Oa (Bl)

15 Characterized by the actual temperature of the cosmic microwave background Toyp = 2.725 K as
measured in the frame centered on us but stationary with respect to the CMB.

16The actual averaging scale marking the statistical onset of isotropy and homogeneity is still much
debated [89]. For the sake of the argument presented in this paper, we adopt the rather conservative estimate
of the scales over which an average isotropic expansion is seen to emerge, namely 70 — 120 b~ Mpe, and
ideally extending to a few times this scale [92].
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where Rqp(g) and R(g) are the Ricci tensor and the scalar curvature of the metric
g; we denoted by AP"9) the physical cosmological constant (assumed to be poten-
tially distinct from the corresponding FLTW value A(FLRW)), and where V is the
covariant derivative of the Levi-Clivita connection associated with g.

e The energy-momentum tensor Ty, describes matter and radiation that are dis-
tributed in a statistically isotropic and homogeneous way only on scales larger than
Lyg; their local physical properties and dynamics are determined by the appropriate
theoretical and phenomenological models provided by astrophysical observations.

e We associate to the spacetime manifold (M, g) the phenomenological fundamental
observers defined by a family of preferred chronological geodesics

vs : Rsg — (M, g) (B.2)
T — vs(7),

parametrized by proper time 7 and labeled by suitable comoving (Lagrangian) coor-
dinates s adapted to the flow. We denote by s = d’y;iy), 9(¥s,¥s) = —1, the
corresponding 4-velocity field.

e The fundamental observers (B.2) describe the average motion of matter in the
Universe and characterize a phenomenological Hubble flow which is (statistically)

isotropic and homogeneous only on sufficiently large scales L 2 Lyg.

The patchwork of assumptions collected in Definition B.1 is admittedly vague, and an
explicit characterization of (M, g,~vs(7)) as a phenomenological background solution
of the Einstein equations [58] is a task that remains to be settled. Yet, the critical
point for present consideration is whether a less ambitious task, still providing an
explanatory framework in the pre-homogeneity region L < Lg, can be technically
addressed. The currently most profitable strategy is to confine the analysis to our past
lightcone, where we have direct control over the physical and geometric description
of the model and its relation to observations. To make sense of Definition B.1 in
this restricted setting, we must focus on our role as a given fundamental observer.
The information we receive travels along our past lightcone, and our perspective is
limited to the vantage point associated with a single spacetime event. We are unable
to move away from this "here and now,” a consequence of the fact that the observed
region of the Universe is approximately on the order of 10'° light-years, whereas the
diameters of our galaxy and the Local Group are much smaller. Thus, even with long-
term astronomical observation programs, the observative time scales are tiny, even
at the galactic and cluster scales. Yet, for technical reasons, we must associate with
the phenomenological observer a small proper time scale around the chosen data-
gathering event. We collect these remarks in the following characterization of the
phenomenological (instantaneous) observer.

Definition B.2. (The phenomenological observer) Let Rvg 3 7 — ~(7) € (M, g)
denote the worldline of an observer in the family of phenomenological fundamental
observers defined by (B.2). To select a (small) proper time observational scale around
the data gathering event p € (M, g), let fix a proper-time interval —6 < T <6, § >0,
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and let

Reg 37+ (1) € (M,g), —0<7<9, ~(r=0)=1p (B.3)
be the corresponding geodesic segment contained in T — ~(7) and centered around
the spacetime point p := (7 = 0) reached with a 4-velocity v(p) := (7 = 0) by the
chosen observer. The pair

(p, ¥(p)) (B.4)
characterizes the (instantaneous) phenomenological observer who gathers cosmological
data at the selected event p. Received data are organized and described in the phe-
nomenological observer’s Local Rest Frame (LRF) defined by the spacetime tangent
space T,M endowed with a g-orthonormal frame {E(i)}i:17,..74, associated with the
4-velocity ¥(p), i.e.

LRF, := (TpM, {E(i)}i:1,,“,4’ 9p (E(i)7E(k)) =ik, Ea) = ﬁ(p)) (B.5)

where 11, s the Minkowski metric in T, M.

For simplicity, we often refer to the phenomenological observer as the physical observer.

As emphasized by E. Kolb, V. Marra, and S. Matarrese in[58, 61], FLRW observers
and the associated FLRW spacetime have, from a best-fit point of view, a natural role
also in the presence of nonperturbative inhomogeneities. We implement this role by
introducing on the same differential manifold M, arena of the physical (M, g,v(7)), a
family of reference FLRW cosmological models that, following the notation established
in Section A (see (A.1) and (A.3)), we denote by (M,g,7(7)). This family provides
the candidate FLRW spacetime potentially best fitting the physical (M, g,v(7)). We
characterize the corresponding reference FLRW observer as follows.

Definition B.3. (The reference FLRW observer) Let us consider the family (A.3)

dvs(7)

of fundamental observers, with 4-velocity s := =5, g(¥s,¥s) = —1, defining the

Hubble flow of the candidate reference FLRW model (M,q,~(7T)),

Ys : Roo — (M, 9) (B.6)

T 73(7) = (7(7),0(7), 6(7)) -
Let Rug 2 7 +— A(T) € (M,9), with ¥(T = 0) = p, denote the worldline of the
observer in the family (B.6) passing through the same observational event p chosen
by the phenomenological observer (B.4). For a given proper-time interval —6 < T <

o~

6, with 6 >0, let
Rog 37— 5(7) € (M,§), -6 <7<36, v(r=0)=p (B.7)

be the geodesic segment contained in T — ~(7) and centered around the spacetime
point p. If we denote by ¥(p) := Y(T = 0) the corresponding FLRW 4-velocity, then

(p, 5(1?)) (B.8)
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characterizes the (instantaneous) FLRW observer who gathers cosmological data at
the selected event p. The associated FLRW observer’s Local Rest Frame is defined by

LRF, := (TpM7 {E(i)}izl,...A‘ Jp (E(i)7 E(k)) = Nik, Ea) = %(P)) , (BY9)

where {E(i)}izl)mA denotes a Gp-orthonormal frame associated with the 4-velocity
¥(p)-

The reference FLRW observer (p,%(p)) is chosen in such a way as to eliminate the
dipole anisotropy induced by the motion with respect to the CMB. 1If (p, ;(p)) is iden-
tified with our solar system, this motion is characterized by the velocity ~ 370 km s~*
along the direction defined by the celestial coordinates RA = 168°, and Dec = —7°.
However, for our cosmological best-fit purposes it is more appropriate to identify
(p,%(p)) with the center of mass of our Local Group of galaxies whose motion rel-
ative to the CMB is characterized by a velocity v, = 620 £ 151Kms™* [73].
This CMB-normalization also controls the dipole anisotropy of the physical space-
time (M, g,~vs(7)) when we probe the homogeneity scale; however, this control does
not extend to the pre-homogeneity region, where the phenomenological Hubble flow
is characterized by the background motion of nearby clusters of galaxies and differs
quite significantly from the reference FLRW Hubble flow. To take care of this impor-
tant degree of freedom, we assume that the physical observer (p,7(p)) moves, relative
to the CMB-normalized FLRW observer (p,5(p)), with a relative velocity v(p), possi-
bly depending on the observational scale. Explicitly, at the observational event p, in

the FLRW local rest frame (B.9) we can write (with ¢ = 1)

S v (p)Ew) +3(p)
1 - Ju(p)]?

Y(p) = , (B.10)

where v(p) is the relative 3-velocity of the physical observer (p,4(p)) with respect to
the reference FRW observer (p, a(p)) introduced above.

Remark B.1. It must be stressed that the FLRW instantaneous observer so introduced
strictly adopts Neyman’s weak cosmological principle [64, 66]. In particular, in her
reference role, she interprets the dynamics of the Universe as a realization of a homo-
geneous and isotropic random process on the FLRW background [66, 83]. Deviations
from this controlled statistical behavior are associated with large, nonperturbative,
peculiar velocities and gravitational vagaries with respect to the FLRW Hubble flow.
These fluctuations can generate skewed statistics in the pre-homogeneity region[3],
[78] that may signal significant deviation from an FLRW perturbative picture and pro-
vide a further reason to introduce and keep distinct the roles of the physical observer
and her FLRW avatar. These remarks on the FLRW observer’s reference role in the
pre-homogeneity region are critical to ensuring the nature of our result is understood.
O
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C The directional Celestial Spheres

To put the FLRW reference role described above at work, we begin by introducing the
past null cone in the physical observer’s local rest frame (T, M, {E;}),

C™(T,M, {Eu)}) = {X =X'Ey #0€ T,M| go(X,X) =0, X'+r =0},

(C.1)
where 7 := (Zizl(X“)2)1/2 is the comoving radius parametrizing the family of 2-
spheres
3
SHT,M) = {X € CT(T,M) | X* = —r, > (X*)? =12 re Ry}, (C2)
a=1

which foliate C~ (T, M) /{p}. We think of S?(7,,M) as providing the apparent repre-
sentation of the sky, at a given value of the comoving radius r, in the local rest space
of the (instantaneous) observer (p,(p)). In particular, the 2-sphere SZ(T,M)|
equivalently, its projection on the hyperplane X* = 0 in T,,M,

r=1 or,

3
S* (T, M) := {X =X'E; #0€T,M|X'=0, ) (X*)?= 1} , (C.3)
1

a=

can be used to label the (spatial) past directions of sight constituting the field of vision
of the physical observer (p, 4(p)). In the sense described by R. Penrose [68], this is a
representation of the abstract 2-sphere of past null directions

S (p) =S? ~ C U {0}, (C.4)

describing, in the physical spacetime (M, g,7s(7)), the past-directed null geodesics
reaching the physical observer (p, ¥(p)). Explicitly, let

n(03¢) = Zna(97¢)E(a)a Oéagﬂa O§¢<27Ta

a=1

denote the spatial direction in T,,M associated with the celestial angular coordi-
nates (0,¢) € S*(T,M), (by abusing notation, we write n(0,¢) € S?(T,M)).
Any such spatial direction characterizes a corresponding past-directed null vector
5(97(;5) € C™ (T;IJM’ {E(’L)})7

00, ) == (n(0, ¢), —7(p)) , (C.5)
normalized according to g, (¢(,¢),%(p)) = 1. The corresponding past-directed null

rays
R>o > r — rd(n(0,¢)), (6,¢) € S? (T,M) , (C.6)
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are the generators of the null-cone C'~ (TPM , {E(i)}). According to the geometrical
optics approximation, we can assume that optical (and gravitational wave) data prop-
agate along null geodesics, and a photon reaching (p, §(p)) from the past-directed null
direction £(0, ¢), is characterized by the (future-pointing) wave vector

k) (8.6) == —v{(6,6) € T,M, (C7)

where v = —g, (k(p), "y(p)) is the photon frequency as measured by the physical
observer (p, ¥(p)). We explicitly characterize the parametrization role of (C.3) by
introducing the following definition.

Definition C.1. (The physical celestial sphere) The spherical surface S*(T,M)
endowed with the round metric

he:(0,0) = dO* + sin®0dg? (C.8)

and the associated solid angle (area) measure dugz(0,¢) = sinfdfde, defines the
physical celestial sphere of sky-directions

CS(p) = (S*(T,M), hs2) , (C.9)

providing, in the instantaneous rest space (TpJ\J7 {E(i)}), the geometrical representa-
tion of the set of all directions towards which the physical observer (p, 4(p)) can look
and collect (optical and gravitational wave) data from astrophysical sources.

Another basic ingredient in the cartography of the astrophysical sources on the celes-
tial sphere (C.9) is provided by the past-directed null exponential map based at the
observation event p. To characterize it, let W), C T,M denote the maximal domain
of existence of the set of causal geodesics emanating from the point p,

Ax  Ix — (M,g) (C].O)
n— Ax(m), A0) =p, AN0) = X €W, g,(X,X) <0,
where I'x C R>( denotes the maximal interval of existence associated with the chosen

X € W,. The past-directed null exponential map based at the observation event p is
defined by restricting W, C T,,M to the set of past-directed null vectors according to

exp,, : Wp NnC~ (TpM, {E(z)}) — M

X —  expy (X) == Ax(1). (C.11)
Let us recall that the past lightcone €~ (p,g) € (M,g) with the vertex at p, is the
set of all events ¢ € (M, g) that can be reached from p along the past-pointing null

geodesics issued from p. In our cosmological setting, we have the following more specific
characterization of €~ (p, g).
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Proposition C.1. Asn(0,¢) varies over the celestial sphere CS(p), the corresponding
set of null rays in C~ (T,M,{E(})

ré(n(0,¢)) € C~ (T,M,{E}), 7€ Iy, (0,¢) € CS(p), (C.12)
parametrizes the null geodesic generators

ré(n(0,¢)) — expp(rﬂ(n(ﬂ,gb))), (C.13)

of the physical past lightcone
¢ (p,g) = exp, [Wp NnC~ (TpM7 {E(i)})] ) (C.14)

The geometrical structure of €~ (p,g) is characterized by its terminal points, the
last—points on the null geodesic generators that lie on the boundary 01~ (p,g) of the
chronological past of p. Any such terminal point

q (v, 0,9) := exp, (r« £(n(0, $))) (C.15)

is said to be: i) a conjugate terminal point if the exponential map exp,, is singular at
(rv, 0,9); 1) a cut locus terminal point if the exponential map exp,, is non-singular
at (r«, 0,¢) and there exists another null geodesic, issued from p, passing through
q(rs,0,0), (see also [8], [67]). We denote [57] by T (p), the set of all terminal points
associated with the past null geodesic flow issuing from p. In the presence of cut points,
E(p,g) fails to be an embedded submanifold of (M, g).

Proof. The characterization of €~ (p,g) is a direct consequence of the definition of
the celestial sphere CS(p) and terminal points [57], and of the properties of the (null)
exponential map [8], [67]. O O

The exponential map representation of the past lightcone €~ (p, g) afforded by Propo-
sition C.1 provides a natural setup for a description of observational data gathered
from € (p,g). It emphasizes the basic role of past-directed null geodesics and pro-
vides the framework for interpreting the physical data in the observer’s local rest
frame at p. In particular, as we shall prove in the next sections, it allows us to repre-
sent on the celestial sphere CS(p) the actual geometry of the observed sky at a given
length scale. This role of the null geodesics and the associated exponential map exp,
is well-known and quite effective in a neighborhood of p, where we can introduce nor-
mal coordinates associated with exp,,. Yet, it is delicate to handle in regions where
exp,, is not a diffeomorphism of W, N C™ (TpM , {E(i)}) onto its image. Our strategy
is to start with the standard description [37], [39] of observational data coming from
%~ (p, g), associated with the usual assumption that the exponential map is a diffeo-
morphism!” in a sufficiently small neighborhood of p. Then, we move from this smooth

17From an observational point of view, this geometrical setup is appropriate also in the weak lensing
regime describing the alteration, due to the effect of gravity, of the apparent shape and brightness of
astrophysical sources.
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description to the more general, low regularity (Lipschitz) case typical of the actual
past lighcone €~ (p,g) . In this connection, it is worthwhile to stress that the stan-
dard normal coordinates description is strictly associated with the assumption that
the metric of (M, g) is sufficiently regular, with components g;;(z‘) which are at least
twice continuously differentiable, i.e. g;;(z*) € CK(R* R), for k > 2. Under this
hypothesis, there is a star-shaped neighborhood Ny(g) of 0 in W, C T,,M and a cor-
responding geodesically convex neighborhood of p, U, C (M, g), restricted to which
exp, : No € T,M — U, C M is a diffeomorphism. In such U, we can intro-
duce the geodesic normal coordinates (z*) of the observed event ¢ € ¢~ (p,g) N U,
according to

=X o exp;1 : M N U, — Ny(g) CR* (C.16)
¢ > a'(q) = X' (exp, '(q))

where X¢ (exp; 1(q)) are the components, in the g-orthonormal frame {E(;} of the
vector exp;l(q) € W, CT,M. Thus, in €~ (p,g) N U, we can write,

exp, : C~ (T,M, {Eu}) N No(g) — € (p,g) N Up (C.17)
ré(n(8,¢)) = r (n“(@,(b)E(a) — E(4)) > exp,(rf(n)) = q,

with 2°(q) = (2%(q), 2*(q)), a = 1,2,3, explicitly provided by

xz(q) = Xt (expgl(q)) = (rn%0,¢), —r) . (C.18)

If we move from the rather complex picture associated with the physical cosmological
spacetime (M, g, v(7)) to the reference FLRW scenario provided by (M, g, 7(7)),
the definitions of the corresponding celestial sphere and exponential map are quite
standard, and we can easily write down their characterization. We start by introducing
the FLRW observer’s past null cone according to

- (TPM, {E(i)}) = {)? = KBy £0e T,M| §(X,X) =0, X4 +7= 0} ,
(C.19)

where 7 is the FLRW comoving radius in the hyperplane X4 = 0. In analogy with
(C.11), we introduce characterize the the past-directed FLRW null exponential map

~

based at the observation event (p,¥(p)). Let /Wp C (T,M, {E(i)}) denote the maximal
domain of existence of the set of FLRW causal geodesics emanating from the point p,

Ay i Iy — (M,g) (C.20)

o~
—~

7 Az@, MN0) =p, M0) = X e W, g,(X.X) <o,

where 1. ¢ € Ry denotes the maximal interval of existence associated with the chosen
X € W,. The past-directed FLRW null exponential map based at the observation
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event p is defined by restricting Wp C T,M to the set of past-directed FLRW null
vectors according to

&b, : W, C™ (LM AEq}) —  (M.9) (C.21)

X o amp,(X) = A1),

where 77 — X)? (1) is the FLRW past-directed causal geodesic emanating from the

point p with initial tangent vector )\)?(0) = Xe (T, M, {E(l)}) With these nota-
tional remarks, we characterize the celestial sphere describing the field of vision of the
FLRW observer (p, ¥(0), {E(x)}), and the associated FLRW past lightcone ¢~ (p, 9)
according to the following definition.

Definition C.2. (The directional FLRW celestial sphere and the associated past

lightcone). Let us consider the 2-sphere in T, M defined by'®
SY(T,M) := {X =X'Eg #0 e T,M|X =0, ) (X%)?= 1} . (C.22)
k=1

providing the celestial coordinates, in (T,M, %(p), {E(,i)}), of the past-directed null

geodesics issuing from the reference FLRW observer (p, ¥(p)). As in the case of the
physical celestial sphere, §2(TPM) 18 naturally endowed with the directional round
metric

he»(0,6) == df* + sin?0dd®, 0<O<m 0<¢<2m, (C.23)
and the associated area 2-form dyg, (5, :ﬁ\) = det(hgg)dgd;ﬁ\ = sinfdldg, that
parametrize, in the instantaneous rest space (TpM, {E\(i)}), the solid angle measures
that the FLRW observer associates with the astrophysical sources. These notational
remarks characterize the directional FLRW celestial sphere (E\S(p) and the associated
past lightcone & - (p,q) according to

CS(p) = (@2 (T, M), hgz) , (C.24)
and
C(p.9) = &, O (T,M, {Ew})| < (M), (C.25)

We denote by

-~ ~ o~ —

G (p.5: 70) = {q € M| ¢ = &, (7(7(6,9)), 0<7 <7, (0.6) € C5p)}
(C.26)

18To emphasize that the round 2-sphere s? (Tp M) is parametrized by the FLRW observer in terms of the
celestial coordinates (8, ¢) we denote it as gz(TpJVI) to avoid notational confusion with the round 2-sphere
S?(T, M) parametrized in terms of (6, ¢) by the physical observer.
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the portion of ¢ (p, g) accessible to observations for a given value 7y of the FLRW
comoving radius 7. In the FLRW case (C.21) is, for any finite interval Iy, a smooth

diffeomorphism'?, and in convex neighborhoods, U, C (M, §), of p we can introduce
normal coordinates by

7 =X o&xp,’ : (M,9)N U, — R, (C.27)

where X¢ are the components of the vector Xe T, M with respect to the g-orthonormal
frame {E(;)}i=1,... .4 with E4) = (p).

D The reference cosmological redshift

In comparing the physical and reference celestial spheres CS(p) and ((/:\S(p)7 a funda-
mental role is played by locating astrophysical sources in terms of their cosmological
redshifts. This role is (apparently) simple for the FLRW observer due to the relation
(A.6) connecting the wavelength of the signal of an emitting source, stationary with
an FLRW fundamental observer, with the scale factor a(7). This connection associates
the FLRW cosmological redshift with a distance and scale indicator. Conversely, the
redshift of a source comoving with the phenomenological Hubble flow can hardly be
used as a reliable distance indicator. In particular, in the pre-homogeneity region near
our observation point, gravitational clustering generates galactic structures, typically
clusters, that tend to virialize. Hence, redshifts are not of cosmological origin; they
are mainly due to the local relative motion of the constituent galaxies and their grav-
itational fields. The clustering neighborhood, V(. (p), of the physical observer located
at the barycenter p of such structures is decoupled from cosmological expansion, and
the local redshift z does not have a cosmological meaning. In the situation at hand,
the physical observer refers to the FLRW redshift z only to characterize the peculiar
velocities of her neighboring galaxies with respect to the idealized FLRW Hubble flow.
The situation changes as we gather our astrophysical data from the cluster’s outskirts,
where the infalling galaxies couple to the cosmological expansion. The radius of this
region defines the cluster’s physical radius, and we need to keep track of this length
scale when handling the cosmological comparison between the physical and the ref-
erence FLRW past lightcones. To circumvent these difficulties, we must discuss the
relationship between the FLRW and the physical redshift. We start with a detailed
analysis of the structure of the redshift of an astrophysical source as measured by the
FLRW observer (p, 3(p)).

Let Mq) = ¢/7(q) denote the wavelength of a signal emitted, at the event § €
¢~ (p,9), by a source locally at rest with respect to the instantaneous FLRW funda-
mental observer (g, 4(Q)). If X(p) = ¢/VU(p) is the corresponding wavelength received
by the FLRW observer (p, %(p)) at p, we get the expression (A.6) of the FLRW

9As already stressed, the situation is quite more complex for (C.11), since the physical exponential map
exp,, is of low regularity (Lipschitz) along the past null cone €~ (p, g).
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cosmological redshift of the emitting source (g, (7)), i.e.

g = =0y 20 - 2@ (D.1)
a(7g) (@)

where a(7) is the scale factor of the FLRW spacetime metric g (see (A.1)). We can
measure redshifts accurately even for extremely faint galaxies, and in a regime where
one has a linear Hubble (cor)relation between the cosmological expansion velocity
and distance, the associated cosmological FLRW redshift z can be used as a distance
indicator. We have an explicit relation between the comoving radius 7 (which is not an
observable quantity), the cosmological redshift z, and the (FLRW) Hubble parameter
H(Z) (see (A.18)), given by

JUBR = odz!

7(Z2)  HEY
Conversely, the use of redshift by the physical observer (p,¥(0)) as a distance indica~
tor of sorts is quite delicate since the knowledge of the corresponding distance-redshift
relation is tantamount to knowing the actual cosmological geometry in the pre-
homogeneity region. In this region, the motion of cosmic structures characterizes the
phenomenological Hubble flow, which deviates significantly from a linear Hubble rela-
tion due to the gravitational interactions between galaxies. Their motion is described
by peculiar velocities, not due to the expansion of the Universe, which can be[25] of
the order of 100 — 300 Km/sec, a significant fraction of the reference FLRW reces-
sion velocity over the scales that characterize the pre-homogeneity region. In line with
our modeling assumption on the nature of the physical spacetime (M, g,~v(7)), this
fraction becomes less significant for distant galaxies, and one typically assumes that
peculiar velocities can be ignored on the largest scales where homogeneity takes over.
According to this latter remark and the FLRW best-fit strategy, it makes sense to
use the candidate FLRW spacetime as providing the cosmological expansion reference
standard also in the pre-homogeneity region.

(D.2)

To characterize explicitly the reference role of the FLRW redshift 2, let us consider
the FLRW description of a signal emitted, at an event ¢ € € (p,g) N €~ (p,9),
by a source associated with the phenomenological Hubble flow 7 — ~4(7). On the
physical celestial sphere CS(p) the source emission is described as coming from a region
B(q) C CS(p) centered around the spatial unit vector n(q) := n(6(q), #(¢)) € CS(p)
pointing to the source. This region subtends a solid angle measure

1 (B(q) = /B( : dusz(0, ¢) (D.3)

describing the apparent area extension of the source as seen by the physical observer
(p, 4(p)) at p. Moreover, if n(a) € CS(p), with a = 1,2, are two points?® on the

20By a slight abuse of notation we indicate the angular coordinates (0, ¢) of a point on S? with the
corresponding versor n(6, ¢).
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physical celestial sphere CS(p) subtending the diameter of the region B(q) C CS(p),
then the physical observer associates with the source its apparent angular diameter

diames (B(g) = de» [n(1), n(2)] , (D.4)

where dge denotes the distance function on the round unit sphere (S?, hg2).

o~

With an obvious adaptation of the above framework, the FLRW observer (p, ¥(p))
describes the source emission on the FLRW celestial sphere CS(p) as coming from a
region B(q) C CS(p) centered around the spatial unit vector n(q) := n(6(q), #(q)).
In analogy with (D.3) and (D.4), we can associate with the source its solid angle area
measure

i(B@) = [ dusa@.9). (D.5)

B(q)

and its apparent angular diameter

—

diam (E(q)) = d, [A(1), A(2)] (D.6)

where 6%2 denotes the distance function on the round unit sphere (gg,ﬁgz).

The physical and the FLRW observers are in relative motion with respect to each
other; consequently, the above geometrical data on the appearance of the source on
the celestial spheres CS and CS are distinct. To compare them requires a delicate
nonperturbative analysis, which is the central theme of this work. The first step in
this comparison analysis is to assume that the FLRW observer can identify: (i) The
spacetime region C (M, g, (7)) in which the emission event ¢ occurs; (ii) The cor-
responding peculiar velocities of the phenomenological Hubble flow with respect to the
reference FLRW Hubble flow; (i) The presence of strong local gravitational fields
affecting the null geodesics propagation from the emission event ¢ to the observation
event p; (i) The FLRW redshift Z) marking the boundary of the region surround-
ing p where the phenomenological Hubble flow decouples from the reference FLRW
cosmological expansion. Under these assumptions, the FLRW observer can associate
with the astrophysical source moving along the phenomenological Hubble flow and
(instantaneously) located at ¢, the following redshifts:

e (I) The FLRW cosmological redshift z(q) associated with the location ¢ in the
reference FLRW model. This term is present as long as the source is coupled to the
cosmological expansion, namely if Z(¢q) > Z();

e (II) The Doppler redshift 2{(4°PPD) (¢) associated to the peculiar velocity of the source
with respect to the reference FLRW Hubble flow;

e (III) The gravitational redshift 2(97%) (¢) associated with the null geodesics distor-
tions with respect to the reference FLRW null geodesic connecting ¢ to p according
to the FLRW observer (p, ¥(p)). In selecting the FLRW observer, we have factorized
out the CMB dipole anisotropy induced by our Local Group motion; it follows that
2(doppl) (¢) is associated only with the peculiar motions of galaxies (and clusters) gen-
erated by the local isotropic over-densities or under-densities in the pre-homogeneity
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zone. According to the FLRW observer (p, ¥(p)), the phenomenological Hubble flow
terms 2(4°PP) (g) and 2(97%)(q) are always present in the pre-homogeneity region.
They are dominant in the decoupling region z(q) < Z), where they eventually
account for the total redshift the FLRW observer attributes to the source ¢. This
redshift is no longer of cosmological origin.

Under the assumptions (i), (i7), (iii) described above®!, the actually measured total
redshift, Z(*Y) of the source can be factorized, for z > Z(¢), according to

( ) (14 3(0) - 5)(1 + 20mD(@) (1 +20)(q)), 7 2 5
1+ 20(g)) =
(1+2rrD (g))(1+ 207 (q)),, 2 < ().
(D.7)

This factorization of the FLRW redshift implies a corresponding factorization in the
standard relation (D.2) that connects, in terms of the (FLRW) Hubble parameter
H(Z) (see (A.18)), the comoving FLRW radius 7 associated with a source ¢ to the
corresponding FLRW redshift z. Let us assume that the observation point p is located
at the barycenter of a cluster of galaxies, then the comoving radius associated with a
source located at the FLRW redshift z(q) factorizes according to

z dz’
r(z =7 (z — D.
T =7 (Fo) + Z(e) H(z')’ (D8)
where 7 (3(0)) is is identified with the cluster radius. This radius can be formally

evaluated according to the standard FLRW relation (D.2), i.e.

Z(e) dz’
7 (Z = D.
r (Z(C)) /O H(A/) ) ( 9)

z
an expression that has only an indicative reference value, as it does not take into
account the fact that in the decoupling region, the cosmological redshift-distance rela-

tion does not hold. Yet, since we use z only in an FLRW reference role, in what follows,
we adopt (D.9), and factorize 7 (2(¢)) according to

dz’

o Z(e) z dz’
7 (2(q) = /0 W + /2<C) W (D.10)

The radius 7 (2(6)) is typically derived from physical models exploiting the fact that
a cluster is a gravitationally virialized system. The typical physical radius can be

21Even for the FLRW reference observer it is notoriously difficult [39] to resolve the contributions
z(dorpl) () and 2(97%Y) (q) from the total redshift £(*°Y) of the source, and the factorization (D.7) is possible
only under the assumptions (2), (%), (447).
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estimated in the range ~ (1 — 3)Mpc. By exploiting (D.10) and the linear Hubble
law Z ~ Hy7 (Z) in the above formal reference sense, we can associate to 7 (Z(¢)) a
FLRW reference redshift 1074 < Z,) < 1073,

The vagaries of the peculiar velocities in the pre-homogeneity region imply that there is
no privileged choice of the local rest frame (T, M, { E(,)}, 7(p)) of the physical observer
with respect to the FLRW local rest frame (T},M, {E(a)}, a(p)) (with @ = 1,2,3).
From the point of the reference FLRW observer who is looking at sources in the pre-
homogeneity region, the natural choice for the physical observer is to optimize the
relative velocity and orientation of (T,M,{E4)},¥(p)) in such a way that the FLRW
celestial sphere at a given redshift Z is as close as possible to the physical celestial
sphere, in a sense that we make precise later on by introducing a natural optimization
functional. In other words, in the pre-homogeneity region, we need to optimize the
choice of (T, M, {E(4)},7(p)) with respect to (T, M, {E,)},¥(p)), an optimization that
will be Z-dependent. To this end, let vz(p) denote the relative 3-velocity of the physical

~

observer (p,¥(p)) with respect to the FLRW observer (p,¥(p)), defined by the relation

O v p) By + ()

Wg(p) - m 9

(see (B.10)) where we have explicitly introduced the FLRW redshift dependence in
the 4-velocity vector 4(p) labeling. According to (D.7), and the Doppler rescaling
induced by the observers’ relative velocity v z, we can characterize the physical red-
shift z in terms of the total redshift 2 (**!)(¢). To this end, let us consider, at an
event ¢ € (M, g,vs(7)), an astrophysical source (q, ¥(q)) stationary with respect to
the phenomenological Hubble flow 7 — ~,(7). Let us assume that physical signals
from (g, ¥(q)), travelling along the null geodesics generators of the physical lightcone
%~ (p,g), are gathered at the event p by the physical observer (p,~(p)) as well as by
the FLRW observer (p,/";(p)). This latter, enforcing the FLRW point of view, ana-
lyzes the data with respect to the reference FLRW Hubble flow by attributing to the
source (¢, ¥(¢)) a cosmological redshift Z(¢) > Z), a Doppler redshift 2 (doppl) (¢) due
to the peculiar velocity of (g, 4(g)) with respect to the FLRW Hubble flow at ¢, and
possibly a local gravitational redshift 2 (97av) (q) due to the presence of strong gravita-
tional fields in the region where (g, ¥(q)) evolves. Under the hypotheses (i), (i), (iii)
described above, the FLRW observer collects this redshift according to the formula
(D.7) providing the total phenomenological redshift 2 (**)(g) of the source (¢, ¥(q))

(D.11)

~

as measured by the FLRW observer (p,(p)). Since (g, ¥(q)) is stationary with respect
to the phenomenological Hubble flow, its phenomenological redshift measured at p by
the physical observer (p,¥(p)) is provided by

(1 + 2(0) = \ T2 (1 + 200(g)), (D.12)
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where vz denotes the relative 3-velocity of the physical observer (p,(p)) with respect
to the FLRW observer (p, ¥(p)). It follows that we can profitably factorize the physical
redshift z in terms of the reference FLRW cosmological redshift z. We have

Definition D.1. The physical redshift parametrization
Let (q,%(q)) denote an astrophysical source that according to the reference FLRW

~

observer (p,~(p)) is located at cosmological redshift Z(q), and is affected by a Doppler
and gravitational redshift 2(@°PP) (q)) and 297 (q)). If vz denotes the relative 3-
velocity of the physical observer (p,y(p)) with respect to the FLRW observer (p,¥(p)),
then we define the physical cosmological redshift z(q) of the source (q,7%(q)) according
to

1+vs

o+ 2t (g)), (D.13)

(1 +2(q) =

where (1 4+ Z (9 (q)) is given by (D.7).

Remark D.1. The parametrization (D.13) is a delicate issue in any best-fit strategy
since the relative velocity vz is 2 dependent. As stressed above, to take care of this
dependence, we fix the reference FLRW redshift z and adjust the relative velocity v
(and the associated spatial orientation) of the physical observer (p, 4z(p)) in such a
way to optimize, in a sense that we discuss in the next sections, the correspondence
between the reference FLRW lightcone €~ (p, ) and the physical lightcone €~ (p, g)
at the FLRW reference scale set by the chosen Z. (|

E The geometry of celestial cartography

As stressed in the previous section, the celestial sphere CS(p) of the physical observer
(p,¥(p)), and the celestial sphere @(p) of the FLRW ideal observer (p,%(p)) cannot
be directly identified as they stand. The velocity fields 4(p) and %(p) are distinct and
to compensate for the induced aberration, CS(p) and (;S(p) can be identified only up
to Lorentz transformations. In the standard FLRW view, this reduces to the familiar
kinematical boost taking care of the dipole component in the CMB spectrum due to
our peculiar motion with respect to the standard of rest provided by the CMB. In the
pre-homogeneity region, i.e. when we consider scales < 100h~! Mpc, the situation
is relatively more complex. As discussed above, even if we factor out the effect of
coherent bulk flows due to the non-linear local gravitational dynamics, the variance
in the peculiar velocity of the sources, with respect to the average rate of expansion,
can be significant [92]. This variance implies that a global kinematical boost cannot
handle the complex pattern of local inhomogeneities and the peculiar motion of the
sources in this region. To address this issue, we need to provide a scale-dependent
characterization of the Lorentz transformations connecting the past null directions
on the physical celestial sphere CS(p) with the past null directions on the reference

FLRW celestial sphere CS(p).

To describe the scale-dependent Lorentz transformations connecting the null directions
of CS(p) and CS(p), we use the well-known correspondence between the restricted
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Lorentz group and the six-dimensional projective special linear group, describing the
automorphisms of the Riemann sphere S? ~ C U {oo}, i.e.

PSL(2,C) = {A € Mat(2,C)| det(4) = 1}/ {£ L}, (E.1)

the group of unimodular 2 X 2 complex matrices quotiented by its center (+ the 2 x 2
identity matrix I2). More expressively, PSL(2,C) can be viewed as the group of the
conformal transformations of the celestial spheres that correspond to the restricted
Lorentz transformations connecting CS(p) to (E\S(p) Let us recall that the elements
of PSL(2, C) can be identified with the M6bius transformations of the Riemann sphere
S? ~ C U {c0}, i.e. the fractional linear transformations of the form??

¢:CU {0} — CU {0} (E.2)
aw +b

w — ((w) = wrd a,b,e,d € C, ad — be # 0,

Strictly speaking, the map (E.2) is in the projective general linear group PGL(2,C),
but this is the same as PSL(2,C) since every nonzero element of C is the square of a
nonzero element. Thus, without loss in generality, we can normalize the transformation
¢ by assuming that

ad — bc = 1. (E.3)

Let X = ﬁ(g, (E) denote a point on the FLRW celestial sphere ((f\S(p), and let @ denote
its stereographic projection®® on the Riemann sphere C U {oo}, i.e.,

Mg : CS(p) — CU{c} (E.4)
. X! 4+iX? _ COS(ZSina—F ] sin;ﬁ\sing

X — Mg (X*) = - -
1-X3 1 — cos@

g)

)

with 0 < 6 < 7, 0 < ¢ < 27. It is worthwhile to stress once more that the celes-
tial spheres (E\S(p) and CS(p) play the role of a mapping frame. A celestial globe
where astrophysical positions are registered, and where the Lorentz transformations
(é\S(p) — CS(p) must be interpreted actively as affecting only the recorded astro-
physical data. In other words, the Lorentz transformations affect the null directions in
(E\S(p), mapping them in the corresponding directions in CS(p). To set notation, we
provide a few illustrative examples [68] of the PSL(2,C) transformations associated
with the redshift dependent Lorentz group action between the celestial spheres (E\S(p)
and CS(p). If we sample the pre-homogeneity region, the relative 3-velocity v z(p) of
the physical observer (p, ¥(p)) with respect to the FLRW ideal observer (p, 5(p)) is
redshift-dependent and given by (D.11). We stress that the physical observer adopts
the given FLRW Z as the reference cosmological redshift. If the map between (E\S(p)

22T avoid a notational conflict with the redshift parameter z, we have labeled the complex coordinate
in C U {co} with w rather than with the standard z.

23From the north pole # = 0 € (E\S(p)
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and CS(p) is a pure Lorentz boost in a common direction, say E® = ES, then the
associated PSL(2,C) transformation is provided by

PSL(2,C) x CS(p) — CS(p) (E.5)

. . 14+ vz(p) .
boost boost . d
(C(g) ,w) — (3 (W) = w = T w,

1+vz ig the relativistic Doppler factor, and w is the point in the Riemann

1—vsz

sphere corresponding, under stereographic projection, to the direction n(6, ¢) € CS(p).

where

Conversely, if (E\S(p) and CS(p) differ by a pure rotation through an angle a > about a
common direction (say E?), then the associated PSL(2, C) transformation is given by

PSL(2,C) x CS(p) — CS(p) (E.6)

(¢ @) — @) = w = e .

The PSL(2,C) map connecting the celestial spheres ((f\S(p) and CS(p) is obtained by
composing (E.5) and (E.6) and is fully determined by the images, on the physical CS,
of three distinct astrophysical sources of choice (e.g. Cepheid variable stars) selected,
at the given redshift z, on the FLRW celestial sphere ([/Z\S(p) Explicitly, we have the
following result.

Proposition E.1. (The PSL(2,C) map) Let {#;)}, j = 1,2,3, denote the three null

directions on CS(p), associated to the three selected astrophysical sources {q(;)} that

according to the FLRW observer (p,¥(p)) are located at FLRW redshift zZ. Given such
reference data, the Mobius transformation (zy € PSL(2,C) connecting (E\S(p) and
CS(p) is determined by the images {(z)(W¢;))} € CS(p). The choice of these images
characterizes a rotation through an angle o 5 followed by a boost with rapidity 8z =
1+vs

17’(}2’

log

where vz(p) is the relative velocity of the physical observer (p,%(p))
with respect to the reference FLRW observer (p, %(p)) The resulting fractional linear

g

transformation mapping the celestial spheres CS(p) and CS(p) is provided by

PSL(2,C) x CS(p) — CS(p) (E.7)

(G B) — (@) = w = memg@_

Proof. From a geometrical point of view, the characterization of (E.7) is a direct
consequence of the definition of the Mobius transformation (E.2). We can write

aw+b (b (fw+1)
(e (w) = cwird <c> m a,b,c,d € C, (E.8)
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which implies that {z)(w) is fixed by the three complex equations

b a d
; = a17 g = 027 E = 053’ (E.g)

where the complex numl/)grs a1, asg, ag describe three, non-coincident, null directions
on the celestial sphere CS(p). From a physical point of view, this geometrical result
is simply the statement that, by adjusting the relative velocity and orientation of the
physical observer, we can associate the three specified positions on (E\S(p) with three
given sources on the physical celestial sphere C S(p). It is important to stress that under
a general Mobius transformation, two or all the three distinct points {@;)} € (6\8(1))
may collapse into a single image point {((z)(w(;))} — wo € CS(p). We need to control
these possible degeneracies since distinct sources for the FLRW observer (p, §(p)) must
go into corresponding distinct sources for the physical observer (p, ¥(p)). Identifications
are indeed possible under the effect of gravitational lensing, caused (via the exponential
map expp) by the behavior of the physical null geodesics, and not?* by the action of
Cz € PSL(2,C). O O

Besides the directional aberration and the velocity-induced boost, the PSL(2, C) action
relates also the physical comoving radius 7(2) in (T, M, {E)}, ¥(p)) to the FLRW
comoving radius 7 (2) (see (D.2) and (D.8)) according to

. [1+vz(p)
14+ wzp) = (2 2 az
V1 = wvzp) < (o) + o) H@’)) -

From a physics point of view, this is a special relativistic effect associated with the
radial parametrization of the null geodesics reaching the observers, (p, ¥(p)) and
(p, ¥(p)), from a given source. Explicitly, we can consider, in the local inertial frame

(pr, {’E\(a)},a(p))7 the image of two photons emitted, at distinct times, by a source

q. As seen in (T, M, {E(a)},a(p)), the (images of the) two photons travel from the
past towards the origin (i.e., p = 7 = 0) along the radial axis by keeping a con-
stant radial separation, say Ty, between them. On the other hand, in the local inertial
frame (T, M, {E(q)},7(p)) associated with the physical observer (p, ¥(p)), and mov-
ing with a (signed) radial velocity v z(p), the separation between the (images of the)
two photons is provided by the well-known special relativistic transformation rule
1—vs2

synchronizing the emission time of the second photon with the arrival, at p, of the

first photon.

o = To describing optical aberration and from which (E.10) follows by

24Unless one is willing to consider the admittedly artificial configuration (at least in our specific cosmo-

logical setting) of a relative velocity, between the two observers (p,¥(p)) and (p, % (p)), that approaches the
speed of light.
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Proposition E.1, the reference role of the FLRW redshift z, and the map (E.10) suggest
that along with the directional celestial spheres (E\S(p) and CS(p) we can profitably
introduce their versions at the given cosmological redshift z.

Definition E.1. The celestial spheres associated with the field of vision at redshift z
of the FLRW observer (p, 4(p)) and of the physical observer (p, 4(p)) are respectively
defined by

3
CSz(p) = {)? =X'Eq #0€ T,M|X'=0, ) (X%)? = ?2(2)} (E.11)
a=1

and

3
) 1 -
CS;z = {X = X'y #0 e T,M | X'=0, Y (X*)? = (1 . ZA) ?2(2)} :
a=1 z

(E.12)
where (see (D.2) and (D.8))

dz’
H(Z') '

7(Z) =7 (Z) + (E.13)

Z(e)

is the FLRW comoving radius expressed in terms of the (FLRW) Hubble parameter
H(Z) (see (A.18)) and of the presence of a cosmological decoupling region of comoving
radius 7 (E(c)).

The physical celestial sphere CS 5 s naturally endowed with the round directional
metric and measure defined by

hse(z) 1= 1r2(Z) (d6* + sin® 0 d¢?®) ,
(E.14)
dps2(zy = r2(2) sinf dfdée

with dsz( 2y denoting the hsz(z)-distance function. Similarly, the FLRW celestial sphere

CS z is endowed with the radial counterpart of the round metric (C.23) and measure,

R o n2(2 72 27 72\ 1 —vz(p) 2/~ 2 s 27 172
hgagzy =T (2) (d@ + sin® 6 d¢ ) = (1 - ) r°(z) (d@ + sin” 6 d¢ ) ,
(E.15)
Qs - = 72(3) sinfdddg = (L2220 1 2(5) singadas
8*(%) 1+ vz(p) 7

where (0, ¢) = ei®= (5, (Z) is the rotation described in Proposition E.1. We denote by
dgg(g) the distance associated with the round metric hgz(g).
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These characterizations imply the following result.
Lemma E.1. The PSL(2, C) map
PSL(2,C) 3 () : CS(p) — CS(p), (E.16)

defined by (E.7) can be extended to the physical (CSz(p), hs2(z)) and the FLRW
celestial sphere (CS 3, h§2(2)) according to

((E\S 7 hga 5y = C(*g)(hs%z))) — (CSE = (3 ((E\S 2) ; h82(2)> -0 (BE17)

In other words, the directional geometry of (6\8 2 h§2(2)) and (CSz, hs2(z)) are
mapped into each other under the action of the PSL(2, C) map ((z) and its pull back.
This is not surprising since it is a direct consequence of the above definitions. How-
ever, the celestial spheres carry more sophisticated information than the directional
geometry used to characterize the sky coordinates of astrophysical sources. This fur-
ther geometric structure is often ignored in the usual approaches to cosmology?®, yet,
it can be made explicit by transferring, by means of the null exponential map, geo-
metric data from the physical and FLRW past lightcones €~ (p, g) and €~ (p,g) to
CS z and (E\S Z.

F The geometry of the sky sections

As the FLRW reference redshift Zz varies, the images of the celestial spheres CSz(p)
and CS z under the exponential maps exp, and &Bp define the sky sections of the

physical and FLRW past lightcones €~ (p, g) and & (p,g). We discuss in detail the
geometry of these sky sections and its subtle connection with the actual description
of the astrophysical sources on the physical and FLRW celestial spheres.

Before addressing the problems related to the Lipschitz nature of the physical past
lightcone, let us assume, for the moment, that the exponential map exp, is a local
diffeomorphism from a star-shaped neighborhood Ny(g) of 0 € W, C T,M into a
corresponding geodesically convex neighborhood of p, U, C (M, g) (see (C.16)). Then,
according to (C.14) and to the Gauss lemma applied to exp, : C~ (TpM, {E(i)}) N
No(g) — €~ (p,g) N U,, we can assume that the past lightcone region ¢~ (p,g) N
Up \ {p} is smoothly foliated by the r-dependent family of 2-dimensional surfaces ¥ z,
the cosmological sky sections at (reference) redshift z, defined by

S = exp, [CS2] = {exp, (r(3) €(n(6,9)) | n(6.9) € CSE)}.  (F.1)

25Some of the relevant aspects of this geometric structure are implicitly dealt with on the past lightcone
without formalizing, as we do, the role of the null exponential map.
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These surfaces are g-orthogonal to all null geodesics originating at p, i.e.
g (T exp,(r(2)0), Texpp(g))|expp(T(2)é) =0, (F.2)

where T"exp,,(...) denotes the tangent mapping associated to exp,,, and u is the generic
vector tangent to CSz. As long as exp, is a diffeomorphism, each surface ¥z €
% (p,g) N Uy, \ {p} is topologically a 2-sphere endowed with the Z-dependent two-
dimensional Riemannian metric

2 *
9% =% gl (F.3)

induced by the inclusion ¢t 3 : X 5 < € (p,g) of £z into €~ (p,g) N U, \ {p}.

By proceeding similarly, we can define the FLRW cosmological sky sections
=&, [C8:] ¢ ¢ (0.9) (F.4)
= {&, (7(2)U7(8,9))) | 0.9) € CSw)} .
as smooth 2-spheres, orthogonal to the null geodesics generators of the FLRW past

lightcone G- (p,g). Contrary to what happens in the case of the physical sky sections
Y 2, the FLRW sky sections are always well defined (since e/@p is a diffeomorphism?°),

and each X z carries the 2-dimensional round metric

~(2 —~
52 =729

- (0,9 ° (F.5)

induced by the inclusion S. oo ¢ (p,g). When stressing the metric structures of
the sky sections ¥ z and X 5, we respectively write

(Z 2 g?) and (i 2 fq\(?) . (F.6)

Actually, under the assumptions we have made on the nature of the physical spacetime

(M, g), we can be quite more specific on the nature of the two-dimensional geometry
of the surface (Z 2 gg)). We have the following result.

Proposition F.1. (The physical metric on the celestial sphere CS;)

1

Let (Egl, gg)) and (232 , gé?),denote two sky sections of €~ (p,g) respectively

associated with the reference redshifts zy and za, with Zy > Zz1, and let

r(Ze)d(n) == r((1 —e)zy + €z2)¥(n), 0<e <1, n(0¢) € CS(p), (F.7)

26 As long as we do not extend the FLRW modeling to the Big Bang singularity, clearly not the case in
the analysis discussed here.
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be the null ray segments interpolating between the celestial spheres CSz, and CSg,.
Then, the map
Fz z,(e) = exp, (r(zo)f(n)), 0<e<1 (F.8)
which interpolates between the sky sections ¥z, = F3, 3,(0) and X3, = F3, 5,(1), is a
diffeomorphism, and
6% = Pl (F.9)
where FZ - denotes the pull-back action associated with the map (F.8). This action

can be naiumlly extended to the celestial sphere CSz (p) by using the null exponential
map

exp, : CSz(p) — (Eg, g(g)> ) (F.10)

z

to characterize on the family of redshift-dependent celestial spheres {CSz(p)} C
C~(T,M, {E@}) the corresponding family of pullback metrics

Z — hz = exp, g(;) oexp,, (F.11)

transferring to the physical observer’s null cone C~ (T, M, {E;)}) the redshift depen-
dent geometry of the past lightcone sections {¥z }. It follows that each celestial sphere
CSz (p) is naturally endowed with two distinct metrics,

((CS;(p), h§2(g), hg) . (F.12)

the directional round metric TLSZ(E), and the physical metric hs transferred, by the
null-geodesic flow, from the sky section ¥z = exp,(CSz(p)). Whereas the former
gives the celestial coordinates n(0,¢) and comoving radius r(Z) of the astrophysical
sources ¢ = exp,(r(z)l(n(0,9))), the latter provides more specific geometrical and
physical information on the sky section X5 .

Proof. These results are a direct consequence of the definition (F.1) of the sky section
Y z and of the assumed diffeomorphic nature of the exponential map exp,,. The relation
(F.8) simply reflects the fact that, as r(2) varies, the geodesic null rays

exp, (r(z) £(n)), n(0,¢) € CS(p) (F.13)

are the generators of the past lightcone €~ (p, g) transferring geometric information
among the sky sections {X z}. Later on, we prove that Proposition F.1 can be suitably
extended to the less regular case of a bi-Lipschitzian exponential map exp,,. 0o O

Proposition F.1 extends naturally to the sky sections {i z} of the reference FLRW
past lightcone €~ (p, g). In analogy with (F.8), we denote by

~

s 5(6) == o, (?(@Z(ﬁ)), 0<e<l (F.14)
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the diffeomorphism interpolating between the sky sections f)gl = F\gh 5,(0) and f)gz =
F3, 3,(1). In particular, the FLRW version of the map (F.9) reduces to a conformal
diffeomorphism, i.e.

/9\2(12) = A{ Z2 923) = 9251 Z2 gg)’ (F.15)
with [ 1
0.z, = f(f(il)) (1 + 2) (F.16)
f(P(Z2) (1 + 21)

Given the geometrical nature of the FLRW coordinates (see (A.1) and (A.7)), we have
an explicit characterization of the FLRW counterpart ﬁg of the family of pullback
metrics (F.11), on the reference FLRW family of celestial spheres {@g(p)} Using
the the standard FLRW coordinates (7, 5, 5, 7 ), the metric induced by the inclusion

of the sky section i;:, at comoving radius 7, into €~ (p, g), is given by
07 = D) £ ) (6 + sin® 0ad?) | (F.17)

where a(7(7)) is the FLRW expansion factor a(7) evaluated in correspondence with
the given value of the radial coordinate 7 € pr . To compute the pullback of (F.17)
on the celestial sphere CS o (), let yfl = (?q,é\q, qASqJA'q) the normal coordinates of
the event ¢ € 5 7 C G- (p, ) associated with the observation of a given astrophysical
source whose worldline intercepts f],c at ¢q. The equation for the radial, past-directed,
null geodesic connecting ¢ to the observation event p is [36]

.

dr = —
TS

, 7(p) =0 ="7(p), (F.18)

which integrates into the expression that provides the (matter-comoving) radial
coordinate distance between p and ¢

T 47
-5 (F.19)

Thus, the pull back of the metric (F.17), evaluated at eiﬁpfl(q), can be written in
terms of 7, as

Ry = h(Fy, 0,09 = a2(7) f2 (7)) (dég + sin? éqdai) : (F.20)

If we introduce the dimensionless FLRW cosmological redshift corresponding to the
event g,

Z(q) == 2Z(7y) = -1, (F.21)
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where ag = a(7 = 0), and normalize ag by setting ap = 1, then we can rewrite (F.20)
as

> PO (e w2
hzq = m (deq + sin qu(,‘bq) . (F22)
Since ¢ is the generic point on i’g, the family of pullback metrics
S S il G C)) BT R S e

characterizes on the reference FLRW family of celestial spheres {((/:\Sg(p)}7 the FLRW
counterpart of (F.11).

F.1 The Lipschitz nature of the physical sky sections

The presence of a pre-homogeneity region around the observer at p makes the above
smoothness assumptions characterizing the definition of the physical sky sections X »
and of the associated celestial spheres CS z quite unrealistic, even for large Z where
the foliation {(X 2, gg))} probes the homogeneity region of €~ (p, g). The point is
that null geodesics coming from large Zz sources must travel through the low redshift
pre-homogeneity region to reach us at the event p, and the vagaries of the local distri-
bution of astrophysical sources imply that the physical past lightcone is not smooth.
In particular, €~ (p,g) may fail to be the boundary 91~ (p,g) of the chronological
past I (p, g) of p, (the set of all events ¢ € M that can be connected to p by a past-
directed timelike curve), because past-directed null geodesics generators of €~ (p, g),
A [0,6) — (M, g), with A(0) = p, may leave 91~ (p, g) and, under the action of
the local spacetime curvature, plunge into the interior I~ (p, g). In such a situation,
the mapping

expp‘%f(pm :CSz — ¥z = exp,[CS4] (F.24)

is no longer one-to-one, and the cosmological sky section ¥ 5 fails to be a smooth
surface. From the physical point of view, this is the geometrical setting associated
with the generation of multiple images of astrophysical sources in the observer celestial
sphere CS z. The restriction of the exponential map exp,, to the past lightcone €~ (p, g)
is quite difficult to handle in such a low-regularity framework, and as the reference
redshift Z varies, the development of caustics in €~ (p, g) generates cusps and crossings
in the surfaces {3 2}, to the effect that they are no longer homeomorphic to 2-spheres.

The mathematical framework for handling such a low-regularity past lightcone scenario
is to assume that the sky sections X z are Lipschitz surfaces. Under such assumption,
their metric geometry retains a controllable behavior with respect to the Lebesgue and
Hausdorff measures even when ¥ 2 is everything but a smooth surface. The Lipschitz
structure of the generic sky section X 3 is characterized by a maximal atlas A =
{(Uq, pa)} such that all transition maps between the coordinate charts (Uy, pa) of
Xz,

Pap = PBO 90;1 t o (Ua N Ug) — v (Ua N Us), (F.25)
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are locally?” bi-Lipschitz maps between domains of the Euclidean space (R?,6), i.e.,
there exist constants c,g > 1 such that

capt 12 =yl < 10ap(@) = Cap(¥)] < cap lz —yl, Va,y € o(Ua) Nep(Up).
(F.26)
Rademacher’s theorem [41], [76] implies that the transition maps .3 on X 3z have
differentials dy,ps that are defined almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue
measure, and which are locally bounded and measurable on their domains. They deter-
mine [30] a bounded measurable version of the tangent bundle and associated tensor

bundles?® These assumptions allow us to characterize the metric g(?, induced by the
inclusion ¥ 3 < € (p, g) (see (F.3)), as a positive definite symmetric 2-tensor defined
almost everywhere? on X . For technical reasons [30] we also assume that there are

constants cg > 1, associated with the Lipschitz atlas (Ug, ¢g) of X z, such that

c5 % ldos(g) wle < 92 (@) (w,w) < & |dps(q)wlpe . g€ Us, (F.27)

holds, almost everywhere, for all tangent vectors w € T,% z. Under these assumptions
(23, g(z)) defines a Riemannian Lipschitz surface [30]. The characterization of the

z
distance function associated with this extended version of the sky section (X z, 9(22))

is slightly delicate since the metric 9(22) is only defined almost everywhere on X 5. To
take care of this problem, let us denote by N the generic set of Lebesgue measure 0
in (X3, g(?). Given any two points g1, ¢o € X 2, consider the set Lip™ ([a,b] — X )

of all Lipschitz paths
P2 * la,b] >t — P(1,2)(t) € Xz, P(1,2)(a) =41, P(l,z)(b) =42, (F.28)

such that the pre-images, P 12) (N), of the null set N have Lebesgue measure 0 in the
interval [a, b]. To any such path, we can associate the length functional

dp(1,2)(t) dpa 2 (t)
LY (pia)) ;:/[b] \/gg)( w(®) draa®) 4 (F.29)

that can be minimized, for a given zero-measure set N C Xz, to provide the
corresponding distance

av (Q(1)7 (I(z)) = inf {LN (/)(1,2)) y P(1,2) € LipN([a,b] =X 2)} . (F~30)

27Since ¥z is compact, the transition maps between the coordinate charts (Uas pa) can be taken to be
bi-Lipschitz and not just locally bi-Lipschitz.

28In full generality, we can associate with a Lipschitz manifold a version of the tangent bundle which is
only a topological fiber bundle and not a vector bundle.

29In presence of cut points on %€~ (p,g), the inclusion map ¢, : £ 3 < €~ (p, g) of the sky section X 2
into €~ (p, g) is Lipschitz, thus Rademacher’s theorem allows us to define the pullback metric g|s 5 =

«
Ly gly— (p,g) dlmost-everywhere.
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Finally, if we let the zero-measure set N vary over X z we define the distance function

associated with (X z, 9(22)) according t0®’

dz - (), 4) = sup d¥ (g, 9c2)) - (F.31)

These remarks imply that (3 2, g(zg)) has a Lebesgue measure, locally defined, in any
Lipschitz coordinate chart (Uy, po = (0, ¢)), by

dpyw = \/det g2 do do (F.32)

and characterizing the canonical full-measure class of (2 (2)) We denote by

A = [ duge (F.33)

z

the corresponding area of (X z, g(zg)).

Let us consider the physical celestial sphere ((CS;, d§2(g)) endowed with the dis-
tance function dgz(z) associated with the round metric (E.14), and the corresponding
Riemann-Lipschitz sky section (X z, dx, .) endowed with the distance function (F.31).
To preserve the Riemann-Lipschitz nature of the sky sections (X3, dx.) as the
reference FLRW redshift Zz varies, we need to assume that the (null) exponential map

epr| = ((CS;, dgz(g)) C TpM — (E % dgg) C %ﬂf(p,g), (F.34)

is a bi-Lipschitz map. Namely, we make the following assumption.

Bi-Lipschitz regularity. For any given reference redshift z , the exponential map
(F.34) associated with the past-directed null geodesics flow between the celestial sphere
(CS 3, dﬁg) and the sky section (X z, ds; ), is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism. Namely,
there is a redshift-dependent constant ¢z > 1 such that expp‘ - together with its
inverse epr;1| 2 s a bijection satisfying the uniform Lipschitz condition

ez M dsa(z)(r(2) Um), 7(2) Unz)) < ds . (exp,(r(2) €(m)), exp, (r(Z) {(n2)))
< ez dg(z)(r(2) L), r(Z) L(n2)),  (F.35)
for all 7(Z)€(n1), r(Z)€l(n1) € CSz. The smallest constant ¢z such that (F.85)

holds for all r(Z)£€(n1), r(Z)€(n1) € CSyz characterizes the Lipschitz constant
Lip; (exp,) of the map exp, : CSz — ¥ 3, ie,

| [ (e, 2 ), e, ((2) )
Lips (expy) = p{ dsa(2)(r(2) £na), 7(2) €0ma) } (F:56)

30Details of the characterization of the distance function on Riemann Lipschitz manifolds are discussed
in [29, 30].
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where the sup is over all couples r(Z) €(n1), r(Z)£€(n1) € CSz withny # ne. O

A result geometrically proved by M . Kunzinger, R. Steinbauer, M. Stojkovic [59],
(based on work by B.-L. Chen and P. LeFloch [24]), and by E. Minguzzi [62], implies
that in the bi-Lipschitz setting the exponential map retains an appropriate form of
regularity in the sense that locally, for each point p € M, there exist open star-shaped
neighborhoods, No(p) of 0 € T,M and U, C (M, g), such that exp, : No(p) — U,
is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism [59]. In particular, each point p € (M, g) possesses a
basis of totally normal neighborhoods. It is worthwhile to stress that geodesic normal
coordinates can still be defined. Still, the transition from the current smooth coordi-
nate systems®' used around p € M to the normal coordinates associated with exp,,
is only continuous. It follows that we can assume that X 5 is topologically a 2-sphere,
and we mimic the effect of the many lensing events that may affect ¥ > by assuming
that it has the irregularities of a metric surface with the fractal geometry of a 2-sphere
with the locally-finite Hausdorff 2-measure associated with dy, . described in Section
G.2 below.

As the formulas above show, keeping track of notation when working with the maps
exp, : CSz — ¥z gives rise to quite unwieldy expressions, thus, whenever
possible, we introduce the following shorthand notation.

Remark F.1. (A notational remark) Recall that if z is the generic point on the celestial
sphere CSz € (T, M, {E(;}) pointed by the spatial vector r(2)n(z) i.e.

CSz 3z :=r(Z)n"(2)Ey), (F.37)

where n(x) € CS, then the corresponding null vector on C' ~(T,,M, {E(;)}) is given
by

r(2)l(x) = r(2) (n"(x)E@) — Ewu)) (F.38)
Since notation wants to travel light, the correspondence = <> {(z) suggests denoting
with the same symbol ”2” both the points on the celestial sphere CS z(p) as well as
the associated null vectors on the past null cone C' ~(T,,M, {E(;}). We can indeed
unambiguosly associate to the given point z € CS z, the vector r(Z) n(z) € CS z(p),
characterizing the direction of sight n(z) € S? ~ CS(p), and the comoving radius
r(Zz) associated with the null vector (F.38). Thus, if there is no danger of confusion
in what follows, we can safely use the shorthand notation

exp,, (z) = exp, (r(2)l(z)) , (F.39)
to denote the exponential map associated with the null geodesic issued from p along

the past-directed null vector r(2)l(z) € C~(T,M, {E}) . O

This simplified notation proves particularly useful in discussing the geometric relations
between the observer’s celestial sphere and the past light cone sections. We start by

31Recall that M is a smooth manifold and that the low Lipschitz C1'! regularity is caused by the metric
g, and not by the differentiable structure of M.
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comparing the metric geometries of CSz € T,M and of the associated sky section
Y 3. To this end, let us pullback on the physical celestial sphere CSz € T, M the
distance function dy ., and define on CSz € T, M the physical distance function
dcs . according to

des . (2, y) = (expyds ) (z, y) (F.40)
= ds . (exp,(2), exp,(y)) ,

for all z,y € CS; such that exp,(z), exp,(y) € (Xz ds.). The bi-Lipschitz
condition (F.35) and (F.36) can be rewritten (in the adopted shorthand notation) as

Lipz ' (exp,) dg2(z)(2,y) < des.(x, y) < Lips (exp,) dgz2(z)(z,y),  (F.41)

showing that on the physical celestial sphere CS z two distances coexist: ds2(z) and
dcs. . The former is the distance associated with the natural round metric (E.14)
that encodes the measured angular separation between the two astrophysical sources
2 and y as they appear on the celestial sphere CS . The physical distance dcs .
describes the metric structure of (£ z, dx ) as conveyed on CS z by the null geodesic
flow via the null exponential map pull-back action expj ds. .. The distance function
dcs ;. provides the actual separation of the sources q; = exp,(r) and g2 = exp,(y)
on the sky section ¥ . Thus, with the celestial sphere of the physical observer CS 2
we can naturally associate two distinct metric structures

(CS3, ds>(z; des ) - (F.42)

Remark F.2. Strong gravitational lensing phenomena provide evidence that two dis-
tinct images x, y € CSz, with ds2(z)(2,y) # 0, may correspond to the apparent
images of a single source located at the event ¢ € ¥ z with exp,(z) = exp,(y) = ¢,
and dx . (q1,92) = 0. Since

ds; . (exp,(2), exp,(y)) < Lipz (exp,) dg2(2)(2,y) (F.43)

strong lensing, taking the form of multiple images of a single physical source, i.e.,
dy . (expp(x), expp(y)) = 0 with ds2(z)(2,y) # 0, is compatible with a Lipschitz
characterization of exp;. However, we cannot have reasonable control over the very
complex topological structure of the sky section X, induced by a cascade of (strong)
lensing events of this type. Moreover, the corresponding caustics and singularities at
the terminal points on 3 provide a level of detail irrelevant to the present cosmological
analysis. Such a complex behavior is not allowed if exps is restricted by a bi-Lipchitz
condition, providing another compelling reason for adopting (F.41). Explicitly, the
bound

Lipz: ! (epr) dS"’(E)(x?y) < ds. (epr(m), epr(y)) ) (F44)
implies the injectivity of exps. In particular, any two distinct source images x, y €
CSz with dg2(z)(x,y) # 0 necessarily correspond to two distinct physical sources
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exp,(r) and exp,,(y) on the sky section Yz separated by a distance that, according to
(F.44), is controlled by the Lipschitz distortion of the null exponential map,

dy . (expp(x), expp(y)) > LipZ ! (expp) ds2(zy(z,y) > 0. (F.45)

This bi-Lipschitz scenario can be relaxed to a Lipschitz scenario under suitable
circumstances, which will be described later. ([l

G Area distance on a biLipschitz past lightcone

The bi-Lipschitz framework described in the previous sections allows us to do anal-
ysis on the sky sections (X z, ds; ), in a way not too dissimilar to the smooth case.
Yet, the complicated nature of the metric geometry of the sky sections X 5 is better
explored if we introduce the associated s-dimensional Hausdorff measure J#° (3z),

0 < s < 2, and its connection with the standard Riemannian measure of (X z, gg) )
as a Riemannian Lipschitz surface (see (F.27)). It is relatively easy to show that in the
bi-Lipschitz setting, the two measures, the Hausdorff 72 (¥ z) and the Riemannian
area A(Xz), coincide as measures of full support. Yet, 5#° (X z) better captures the
actual observable aspects of the metric geometry of sky sections, providing a direct
connection with the operative way the angular diameter distance and the area distance

of astrophysical sources are introduced in astrophysics.

G.1 The angular diameter distance

The definition of the angular diameter distance does not directly involve the Hausdorff
measure of the region over which the visible portion of the source is extended. Yet, the
Hausdorff measure provides an operational characterization of the angular and area
distances of the source. Their relevance in cosmology cannot be underestimated since
both are observable quantities as long as we consider sources of known intrinsic size.

We start by defining, in a rigorous geometrical way, the angular diameter distance of
an astrophysical extended source described by a region B (ghys) (¢) C X3z from which
signals are gathered by the physical observer (p, ¥(p)). In the bi-Lipschitz case, the
image3? of this region on the physical observer’s celestial sphere is provided by a

corresponding region Bz(q) C CS z(p) such that
hys
BY")(q) = exp,(B=(q)). (G.1)
As the notation suggests, we assume that B(thys) (¢) is centered around a point ¢ € ¥ 5

that, for technical reasons, we characterize as the geometrical barycenter of the region
considered. Explicitly, let ¢i,... qx denote points in B(ghys)(q). We define q as the

321f exp,, is only Lipschitz, we may have multiple inverse images of B(thys)(q).
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minimizer of the function

k

hys 1

B (q) 5 q +— o(q) = 3 > dy (g, q) - (G.2)
j=1

Since ¥ 3 is a Riemann-Lipschitz surface, such a minimizer exists and is unique. We

denote by r(Z)n(z) € CSy its celestial sphere coordinates , i.e.,

Yz 3 q = expy (2(q)) = expp (r(Z)ln(2))) , (G-3)

where r(2)l(n(z)) = r(Z)(n(z) — Ew)) € C~(T,M, {Ey)}). Together with these
technical and notational remarks, it is also useful to introduce, at the source location
g € X3, the associated directional celestial sphere CS(g) in the local rest frame
(TyM, {E(q) iy, E(q)) = 7(q)}. The actual visual size of the source on ¥ z spans
the region

B(ghys)(q) — epr (B 2((])) C 22 (G4)
={d ez ¢ =exp, (), 2’ € Bz(q)},

where, adopting the shorthand notation intoduced in Remark F.1, we have associated
to the celestial sphere points 2’ € Bz(q) C CS3z the corresponding past-directed
null vector 7(2){(z") € C~(T,M, {E(;)}) and set

exp, (z') := exp, (r(2){(z")) . (G.5)

. . (phys) . .
The diameter of the region B."""(q) is given by

diamy, , (B(ghys)(q)) ‘= sup {dg2 (g1, @2) | q1, @2 € B(zphys)(q)} . (G.6)

Since B (q) = exp,(Bz(q)), we can exploit the pull-back of the function diamy;

z
(phys)
z

to associate the physical diameter of B (¢) with the image of the source on the

observer’s celestial sphere CS z(p).

Remark G.1. We cannot directly measure diamsy; , (B (ghys) (q)). Yet, reliable estimates
are possible as long as we have physical information on the nature of the sources. Typ-
ically, this information (still gathered via the signals reaching us along null-geodesics)
is provided by the total rate of emission of radiant energy, the luminosity I of the
source considered. Further properties of the signals (e.g., a periodicity) can allow us
to classify the source in a type whose physics is largely understood. In such a scenario
(familiar in astrophysics for the Cepheid variable stars and the SN1a supernovae), the
intrinsic size of the source can be reliably inferred. [
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(phys)

The knowledge of the intrinsic size of the source B."""(q) allows us to estimate

the diameter diams . (B(ghys)(q)) and attribute, by exploiting the pull back action
under exp,, its intrinsic size to the region B z(q) C CS z(p). Taking into account the
definition of the physical distance function dcs. (see (F.40)), we get

diamcs . (B 2(q)) := sup {dcs. (z1, z2) | 21, 22 € Bz(¢)} (G.7)
= sup { (exp; ds, 2) (21, x2) | T1, To € Bg(q)}
= sup {dg2 (expp(ml), epr(.’Eg)) | Ty, Ty € Bg(q)}
= sup {dE z (qb CI2) ‘ 4o ‘= expp(xa)}azl’z , Lag € B’z\(q)}

= sup {dzg(QL @) | e, € B%’hys)(q)}

. diamy, (B(thys)(q)) .

Note that on the celestial sphere (CS(p), ds2), the diameter diam (B 2(g)) has a visual
angular span given by
diamg: (B (g)) = <o), (G.8)

where 42223 is the angle, subtended on CS(p) ~ S? by the vectors n(x1) and n(zz)

poynting to the apparent sky directions of ¢; and g5 .

The knowledge of diamy, . (B (ghys) (¢)) allows us to introduce the following
Definition G.1. (The angular diameter distance) If B%hys)(q) € X3 is the visible

region of an extended source of known intrinsic diameter diamy . (B(ghys)(q)), then
its angular diameter distance from the observer p is defined by

; (phys) :
diamy, . (B% mee. (B
D(g,ng) (q) . 1a1nsy; - ( Z (Q)) _ dia CS 2 ( Z(Q))

z " diamg2(B3z(q)) —  diamge(B3(q)) (©4)

where diamgz (B z(q)) is the angular span (G.8) of the source on the observer’s
directional celestial sphere S* ~ CS(p) .

In the assumed bi-Lipschitz setting, the angular diameter distance can be bounded
in terms of the isometric distortion of the null exponential map between the metric
spaces (CSz, dg2(z)) and (¥ 3, dx ),

exp, : (CS 2 dsz(g)> — (E 2, ds 5). (G.lO)

We have
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Lemma G.1. IfLips (expp) > 1 denotes the Lipschitz constant of the exponential
map exp, : (CSz, ds2(z)) — (X2, ds.) (see (F.36) and (F.41)) then

1 +wvz(p) -

Lip;1 (expp) = o-() 7(z) < D((mg)(q) < Lipg(expp)

— z

— 1(%).
(G.11)
where 7( Z') is the FLRW comoving radius in (T, M, {E)}) associated to the source
B3(q), and vz(p) is the relative velocity, at the given redshift Z, of the physical
observer with respect to the reference FLRW observer.
Proof. For notational ease, let us use the shorthand notation
Lip; := Lip; (exp,) . (G.12)
According to (F.41) we have
Lip; ' diamgz 2y (Bz(q)) < diames. (Bz(q)) < Lipz diamgz(z) (Bz(q)) , (G.13)

which, from the definition (G.1) of angular diameter distance, provides

1 di z Bz an .
lamgz )é 2(q)) < D(A g)(q) < Lip» (G.14)

diams:(z) (B 2(q))
Lip; diamg: (Bz(q)) ~— % - *  diamg (B2 '

(9))

The stated result follows by exploiting the relation

diamgz(g) (Bg(q)) (3 = ngw oz
diame (Bo(g)) )T m (%), (G.15)

where r(Z) is the physical comoving radius and where we have exploited (E.10)
connecting r(2) to the reference FLRW comoving radius 7(z). O O

Lemma G.1 clearly shows how the isometric distortion of the exponential map
exp, : (CS3z ds2(5)) — (¥ 3, ds.), defined by the corresponding Lipschitz con-
stant Lip ; (expp) > 1, affects the angular diameter distance D(gng)(q). The uniform
bound (G.11) also indicates that we can optimize this distortion by tuning, at the
given reference FLRW redshift z', the relative velocity v z(p) of the physical observer
with respect the FLRW observer.

From a cosmological point of view, angular diameter distance is often characterized
as a distance defined in terms of the astrophysical source’s physical and angular size
by considering a bundle of rays diverging from the observer to the emitting source,
subtending a solid angle dwo at the observer and spanning a cross-sectional area dog
at the emitter. Under the assumption that the source is an astrophysical object of
known intrinsic size, we can define the notion of area distance Do (and the associated
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angular diameter distance) between the observer and source by mimicking an inverse
square law by setting

doy = D% dwo , (G.16)
The quantity Do is, in principle, measurable as long as physics allows us to estimate
the ”intrinsic size” dwp, and we can measure the apparent solid angle dog. This char-
acterization, although simple, is quite effective, as already stressed, since it can be
related to energy flux measurements. Our definition above is a rewriting of (G.16)
where we took care of defining the relevant quantities involved in (G.16) on the geo-
metrical spaces where they make mathematical sense®®, namely the observer celestial
sphere CS 3 and the corresponding lightcone section X5 .

G.2 The Hausdorff measure and the area distance

In the previous section, we introduced the angular diameter distance by taking care of
the geometry involved. The definition of the associated area distance sketched above
is more delicate. As already stressed, there is a subtle interplay between the usual
Lebesgue area measure of a region of the sky section Xz, and the corresponding Haus-
dorff measure. The former is easier to manipulate from a formal calculus point of view;
the latter better captures the actual, observable aspects of the metric geometry of sky
sections. Since in the bi-Lipschitz setting, both induce the same full two-dimensional
measure on Yz, we may be tempted to dismiss the rather complex Hausdorff sce-
nario however the Hausdorff measure plays a role in understanding the non-smooth
geometry of (X z, dx .), and better connects with actual observations.

Let us start by defining s-dimensional Hausdorff measure 2% (X 3) of the sky section
(¥3,dx.). For s € R>g, the Hausdorff measure .#° (X 3) is computed in terms of
coverings of small diameter that probe the detail of the metric geometry of (X z, ds . ).
Explicitly, let {U,(Z)}32; be a collection of sets U,(Z) C X3 such that ¥z C
U2, Ua(7) and diamy . (Ua(7Z)) < 0,Va, with 6 > 0, and where

diamy; . (Ua(2)) == sup {ds . (q1, 2) | @1, @2 € Ua(2)} (G.17)

denotes the diameter of U, (Z) in the metric space (X z, ds ). With these notational
remarks along the way, we have

Definition G.2. For s € Rxg, the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the sky
section (¥ z, ds ) is provided by

H°(Xz) = lim 5 (X5) = sup J45° (X3), (G.18)

where

s . > /2 diamsy, . (Us(2)))°
A5 (Xz) = inf {;F(S‘f‘l) < > 5 > }> (G.19)

33The usual characterizations of the angular diameter distance and area distance are directly framed on
the lightcone, confusing the domain of definition of the null exponential map (the past null cone in T}, M)
with its image (the past lightcone). From a physical point of view, this is a good approximation near p.
Yet, it is difficult to handle as we move away from p.
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() := fooo e ®xt "l dx denotes the gamma function, and where the infimum is taken
over all coverings {Ua(Z)}52, such that diam Uy (Z) < 6.

For a detailed discussion of the standard measure-theoretic properties of the Hausdorff

measure see [41]. Notice that if U, (2) is isometric to a Euclidean metric disk of radius
x8/2

r, then, for s = 2, the term appearing in (G.18) normalizes the Hausdorff

T(5+1)
measure of U, (%) to the Lebesgue measure 712 of the disk®® of radius 7 .

As long as exp,, is a bi-Lipschitz map, we have the following result.

Proposition G.1. Let Lipy > 1 denote the Lipschitz constant Lip E(expp)
describing the isometric distortion of the bi-Lipschitz exponential map exp,
((CS 2, dsz(g)) — (Zz,ds.), then the two-dimensional Hausdorff measure
H? (Z3) is the Riemann-Lipschitz area (F.33) of ¥z,

2 X)) =A%y = / d,ug@. (G.20)
5. 7z

Moreover, we have the uniform bound

47 L+vz()) a2/~ R T Lin 14+ vz (p) 2205
Lipzz (1 - UE(?)) P(Z) < A(®2) < drLip (1 - vg(p)) (), (G21)

where 7( ) is the reference FLRW comoving radius, and vz is the relative velocity of
the physical observer with respect to the FLRW observer.

Proof. These results easily follow from the standard behavior of the Hausdorff measure
under the action of a Lipschitz map [41]. Let us start with the case in which exp,, :
(CSz, ds2(z)) — (X2, ds.) is only Lipschitz. Let {V,}52, be a collection of sets
Vo C CSz(p) such that CSz(p) C UL, Vo and diamg(z) (Vo) < 0,Ya, with
§ > 0. We have exp,(CSz) C U, exp,(Va), with

diamy; . (exp, (Va)) < Lipz diamgz(z) (Vo) < Lipz 6. (G.22)

If we compute the s-dimensional Haurdorff measure at resolution Lip ; §, we get

iy <diamg . (prp (Va))> (G.23)

s > ’/TS/2 diam§2(2) (Va) s
< (Lips
< ()" X iy (5

S/2

34 _
For s =2 = Teri
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Up to the (Lipyz)® prefactor, the inf of the above sum over the coverings {V,}52,
defines the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure (at resolution §) J4° (CSz). Thus, we
have

Hip. s (exp, (CSz)) < (Lips)® 5" (CSz), (G.24)

and

IN

lim 4%, 5 (exp, (CSz))

J (Lips)* A5 (C52)

= #* (exp, (CSz)) < (Lipz)* #° (CS3) (G.25)

Since CSz is the smooth round two-sphere, 7% (CSz) can be identified with the
standard area measure of CSz for s = 2. The bound (G.25) implies also that

H° (exp, (CSz)) = #° (£z) =0, for s > 2, (G.26)
and that the Hausdorff dimension of ¥z, defined by
dimy (Xz) = inf {s € Ry | #° (X3) = 0}, (G.27)

is dim% (23) = 2.

If the null exponential map exp,, : ((CS;, dsz(g)) — (X%, dx.) is by-Lipschitz,
then it is injective (see Remark F.2) and it admits an inverse

exp, ' 1 (Xz,ds.) — (CSsz dsxz)) (G.28)
qQ+— T = expp_1 q) = zt Euy,
with S2°_ (2%)2 = r2(Z) = (2*)%. The bi-Lipschitz condition

1
Lipz

ds2(z)(z,y) < ds. (exp,(z), exp,(y)) < Lipz ds2(z)(z,y), (G.29)

implies

Tin- ds. (q1, @2) < ds2(z) (exp, (q1), exp, '(q2)) < Lips ds. (a1, ¢2), (G.30)

where, as usual, we set Lip; := Lips (expp). It follows that also expp_1 is bi-Lipschitz
with the same metric distortion of exp,, i.e.

Lips (expljl) = Lip; (expp) , (G.31)

and we can extend to expp_1 the argument leading to (G.25). With the obvious shift
in notation, we get the lower bound

A4 (CS3z), (G.32)



which, together with (G.25) and dim» (¥5) = 2, provides

1
Lip

- A% (CSz) < H#? (8z) < Lipz #7(CS3z). (G.33)

z

Since 2(CSz) is simply the standard area measure of the round 2-sphere
(CSz, hsz(z)) (see (E.14)), and 72 (X z) is the Riemann-Lipschitz area (F.33) of ¥z,

%2 (Zg) = A(E g) = / d/_Lg(Az)7 (G34)
we get
dr (1 4+0v:(P)\ <2/~ o (1+vz(0)) 22/~
< A3 < d4rlipz [ ————% , .
Lip? (Fg) 7o < Ama) < amt (F28) 725), @99
which implies the stated result. (I [

Remark G.2. As already stressed, the Hausdorff measure captures quite efficiently the
geometry of the measurement process in astrophysical observations. Signals reaching
us from an extended source Bz(q) are often organized in observational bins repre-
senting the spatial regions from which we receive the relevant energetic information.
Depending on the nature of the observation, these spatial regions can be associ-
ated with a finite covering {V,,} of Bz(q) with a spatial resolution § > 0, defined
by diam(V,) < 0. The corresponding Hausdorff measure 4¢°(B z(q)) provides a
good approximation to the actual Hausdorff measure and, when possible, to the area
measure A(Bz(¢)). O

We can extend the above analysis to the visible region B(ghys)(q) = exp, (Bz(q)) C
3 » characterizing the extended astrophysical source ¢ € X 5 introduced in Definition
G.1. The following result is a direct consequence of Proposition G.1.

Lemma G.2. (The Hausdorff measure of an extended source) The 2-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of the region B(ghys) (q) == exp, (Bz(q)) C ¥z characterizing the
portion of the extended astrophysical source ¢ € X 5 wisible by (p,¥(p)), is given by its
Riemann-Lipschitz area

#* (B(g)) = 4 (BY () = du o, (G36)
BI" (q)

9z

and we have the uniform bound

ﬁ
S
A

z

<A (B(phyS) (q))

IN

w(B =(q)) Lip% (m) 72(%), (G.37)
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where w(B z(q)) is the solid angle subtended by the region B z(q) on the celestial sphere
CSz(p), and we adopted the notation of Proposition G.1. O

Since B(ghys) (q) = exp,(Bz(q)), and exp,, is a bi-Lipschitz map, we have

A(B(ghys)(Q)) ::/ . dug@ :/ d,ug@ (G.38)
B(ZP ys) (q) z expp(B 2((])) z
= / exp, (d,ug@)
B z(q) z
/ expy, (dug(p)
B z(q)

dpsz2
djise Hs2

where dug2 := sinfdf d¢ is the solid angle measure on CS z(p), and we introduced
the pull back measure on the celestial sphere CSz (p)

dpp . = exp, (dug(;)) . (G.39)

According to (G.38), duy, . is such that

[ . = A (B2 @), (G.40)
B z(q)

namely, duy, . transfers to the observer’s celestial sphere CS z(p) the information on

the physical area of the source emission region B(ghys)(q) = exp,(Bz(q)) visible by
(p,%(p)). Let us consider the ratio

ABY")(q))  Alexp,(B=(q)))

= (G.41)
w(Bz(q)) w(Bz(q))
1 / d,U,hA
- T 4
w(B=2(q) JB.(q dus:
1 d,U,hA
= — = d[l, 2 s
P2(2)w(B2(9)) Jp.q) dusz
where we have parametrized B(Zf’hys)(q) = exp,(Bz(q)) in terms of the celestial
sphere image B z(q)), and introduced the comoving radial factor 72(Z) to rewrite the
solid angle measure dug» in terms of the round measure dygzzy = r2(2) dus> on

CS z(p). Finally, we have denoted by w(B z(¢q))the solid angle spanned by B z(g) on
the directional celestial sphere CS(p). We have the following result.
Proposition G.2. (The Area Distance)
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Let diamgz(z)(Bz(q)) = 6 > 0, and let us denote by x, := exp,'(q) the normal
coordinates on (CSz (p), hs2(z)) associated with the bi-Lipschitz null exponential map
exp, : CSz(p) — Xz. The density (a Radon-Nikodym derivative)

dun - (y) -
diy) Y€ Bz(q) (G.42)

is locally summable over B z(q) N (CSz(p), hs2(z)). It follows that the limit

. Alexp,(Bz(q)) . 1 dpun .

T wB) e w(Ba) /BZ@ dpe W W) (GA3)
. 1 dpin R

= Jim 2(2)w(B=(9) /Bg(@ s (v) dpus2(z) ()
dpun -1 . P2
(522) vy @) = D2Gay).

evaluated by the observer (p, ¥(p)), exists almost everywhere on B z(q¢) N CSz (p). The
scalar density D%(xq), so defined, is the squared area distance between the physical
observer (p,%(p)) and the source ¢ € X 5. In terms of the metric distortion Lip 5,
the reference FLRW comoving radius 72(Z), and the relative velocity vz of the phys-
ical observer (p,%(p)) with respect to the FLRW observer (p,3(p)), the squared area
distance D%(z,) is uniformly bounded according to

L (14020 2,2 5 o (L2 2
Lip% (1 —vz(p)) P(2) < Dalmg) < Lipg (1 —’Ug(p)) (%), (G44)

Proof. The limit in (G.43)

: 1 dpin - _ (s —1
611_1310 W /BA (v) d#s%z)(y) = (dugz ) (eXPp (@), (G.45)

exists by the Lebesgue-Besicovitch theorem (see e.g. [41]), and the uniform bound

(G.44) is a direct consequence of (G.37). O

The area element dy;,. and the solid angle measure dyugz possess several significant
properties that are worth recalling. To wit, let

r(z) — r(2)¢, € C™ (Tpl\/[7 {E(i)}) , 0<r(Z) <r(zZy), (G.46)

denote the null ray in 7, M pointing to z, € CZz, with exp,(z,) = ¢ € Xz Ify is
a point source varying along the null geodesic

r— exp,(rty), 0 <7< r(q), (G.AT)
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then, according to the Gauss Lemma (see (F.1), (F.2)) the area 2-form @

2(y)

associated with d,ug@) , is g-orthogonal at y to the null geodesic tangent vector®®
Z(y)

(exp, )« (7(y)€y). Moreover, if m (1), m(z) is an orthonormal basis in T}, ¥z(,), then the

evaluation of the cross-sectional area fa @) (m(1), m(2y) in a small neighborhood
v 92y

oy C Yz of y is, for diam(a,) — 0, independent?® of the four-velocity (y) of the
source at y.

Conversely, the solid angle measure dus2 has a more complex behavior related to its
behavior under a Lorentz transformation. Explicitly, let us denote by dug% ) the solid
Yy

angle measure on the celestial sphere CS(y) ~ S? associated with the generic point y

defined above. By exploiting the exponential map along the null geodesic (G.47) we
can pull back duS? ) to the celestial sphere CS(p) associated with the physical observer

(2, ¥(p)),
oxp’ (dﬂ%) , (G.48)
and compare it with the prexisting solid angle measure dug(z - The two measures are
related by the beaming effect characteristic of the Lorentz group action on solid angles,
i.e.
(ke um))”
() Ya(p ) A 2
exp,, (dﬂsﬁ )) = ) g dise | = ((y)) dusz (G.49)
(expy (k) Faw))) P

where k denotes the (future-pointing) wave vector associated with the signal emitted
by (y, ¥(y)) with wavelength A(y) and received by (p,”(p)) with a wavelength A(p)
(see (C.7)). The relation (G.49) plays a role in characterizing another basic distance
parameter, the galazy area distance D¢ (for a thorough presentation, see [32], [39]).
Roughly speaking, D¢ is characterized by the ratio between the cross-sectional area of
the source, dog, as seen by the observer (p,7(p)) and the solid angle dwg describing

the emission at the source, i.e.

- dO’G

D% - (G.50)

- de.

Since we have no information on the solid angle dwg in which the radiation was
emitted, the galaxy area distance is not directly observable. Yet, it is related to the
area distance and the luminosity distance. These relations are well-known properties
on which we do not belabor. Yet, for the sake of the reader, and due to the relevant role
of the area distance in our paper, we provide a brief proof of the relation between D?
and Dé. The standard proof, based on the analysis of the geodesic deviation equation,

350Obtained by pushing forward with exp,, the vector r(y)¢q € C™ (Tp M, {Ex})
36This is a basic property of null geodesic congruences proved and discussed by several authors [77], [71],
[32]
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is quite complex (it is described in full detail in [32]). We provide a simpler and shorter
proof here by exploiting the pullback action of the exponential map on the relevant
angular and area measures.

Lemma G.3. (The Etherington duality [40])

if
(14 2(0)) = /Tl (1 + 500(g)) (@51)

is the actual redshit of the source q expressed in terms of the FLRW reference redshift z
and of the Doppler 2 (4°PPY) (q) and of the gravitational redshift 297 (q) (see (D.13)),
then the galaxy area distance Dg and the area distance Dz are related according to
D = (1 + 2(q))* D%. (G.52)
Proof. We can directly work on the central null geodesic connecting the observer
(p, ¥(p)) with the source at (g, ¥(¢)). To the observer we associate the solid angle

measure dugz defined on the celestial sphere CS(p), and the physical area measure
dpip, . defined on CSz(p) by the pull back expy, duq@) of the area measure duq@) defined

at (g, ¥(q)). Finally, if CS(q) denotes the directional celestial sphere associated with
(¢, ¥(q)), then we can associate with the source the solid angle measure dugz2(g). In
such a framework, the role of the cross-sectional area of the source, dog, as seen by the
observer (p,¥(p)) is provided by the pullback measure duy, . at (p, 7(p)). The emission
solid angle dusz2(4) at (g, ¥(q)) corresponds to the dwg featuring in the ratio (G.50).
Since we need to compare all these geometrical data at (p, 4(p)), we can pull back the
source solid angle measure dpgz(4) to the observer’s celestial sphere CS(p),i.e.

exp,, (dus2(q)) - (G.53)

This is the representation on CS(p) of the source emission solid angle at (¢, ¥(q)). We
can compare this pullback solid angle with the solid angle measure dug2 defined on
CS(p). According to (G.49) we have

K 3a®) 2
exp,, (dMSQ(q)) = (exf);((li?q) %(z)))g d,uS?p) = (ig;;) dpsz . (G.54)

The galaxy area distance is defined as the relation
dﬂhg = Dé exp; (dugz(q)> y (G.55)
whereas from (G.43), defining the area distance Dz, we get

dﬂhg = ngd,uy . (G.56)
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If we take into account (G.54), the direct comparison between these two expressions
provides

2
D% = ) D% (G.57)

as stated. O

As already stressed, the area distance Dz(x,) is, at least in principle, a measurable
quantity for sources of known intrinsic size®”. Geometrically, it is a density, and one
has the useful
Lemma G.4.

[ Dra)dus(@) = A(S2) = A8z, ha) (C.58)
CSz (p)

Proof. This result follows easily from the same pullback chain that leads to (G.38).
Explicitly, we have

duy, -
/ D% dpg> = / PR e (G.59)
CS:(p) sz (p) dHs?

dins = AC8z,hz) = [ exp (g
/(CSz(p) CSz (p) p( 9z )

dp @ = / dp @
exp, (CSz)(p) ® 2z (p) ®

= A(®:). O

G.3 The FLRW case

The above analysis can be readily extended to the reference FLRW past lightcone
&= (p,g), the corresponding celestial spheres @g(p) and sky sections f)g. We do
not repeat all the FLRW versions of the technical results proven in the previous
sections. Suffices to say that given a geometrical quantity in the physical spacetime
(M, g,v(1)), we denote the corresponding quantity in the FLRW spacetime with a
circumflex accent. No ambiguities can arise since, as we have seen, th/\e definition of
the past light cone ¢ (p,g), of the corresponding celestial spheres CS;(p) and sky
sections ig, and of the exponential map e/@p are formally the same in (M, g,v(7))
and (M, g,7(7)), with the obvious replacement of the relevant quantities.

37To what extent D z(z,) is measurable is critically discussed by G. F. R. Ellis in the Editor’s note to
[40].
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As in Proposition G.2 the area element associated with the metric Az on @Z( p) (see

(F.23),
12 (7 (2)
dur = ———== dus .
Hp s 1 + 2)2 Hg2 (G.60)
characterizes the FLRW observer area distance between the FLRW observer (p, 5 (p))
and a source ¢ at redshift z according to

~ dug,.— f*(7(2))
Dg = = —3

dug: (1 + %)% (G.61)

where dpig, is the solid angle measure on the FLRW observer’s directional celestial
sphere CS(p).

One can show that relations similar to (G.58) and (G.59) also hold among the areas

-~

A(ig), A((E\Sg), and the area distance D3, i.e.

/A D () dpiza (z) = A(ig) - X(@sg,ﬁg) . (G.62)
CSz(p)
Explicitly,
. dpg, .
/A D%dyz, = /A "2 dus, (G.63)
CS: (p) T (p) iz

CS:z (p) i} CSz (p) z

= / . dpge = /A dpge = E(f} 2) .o
&xp,(CSz)(p) z Ez(p) N

G.4 Area distance and spacetime scalar curvature

The connection between area distance and spacetime scalar curvature R(g) is often
dismissed on the basis that R(g) enters only indirectly in the Raychaudhuri equation
governing null geodesics evolution [39]. As a consequence, the non-perturbative role
of R(g) in governing the fluctuations of area distance is underestimated, even if it can
be quite significant in high-precision cosmology. These fluctuations are particularly
relevant when we approach and cross the boundary of the spatial region V(. (p) where
the gravitational dynamics of the sources uncouples from cosmological expansion. As
discussed in Section D, this region is typically identified with the cluster of galaxies
whose barycenter characterizes the location of the physical observer p. We have the
following characterization.

Definition G.3. Let

Reg 37+ (1) € (M,g9), —0<7<d, (=0 =1p (G.64)
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be the timelike geodesic segment associated with the physical observer (p,7(0)) (see
Definition B.2). We assume that (p,7(0)) is located at the barycenter of a galactic
cluster, and we denote by W(y(7)), —6 <1 <6, the (portion of ) timelike world-tube
generated by the bundle of timelike geodesics describing the evolution of the cluster’s
galazies around the observer world history (7). The intersection

V(e (p) = OW(y(7)) N C™(p,9) (G.65)

between the timelike boundary OW (y(7)) of the cluster world-tube and the observer’s
past lightcone C~(p,g) defines the boundary of the cluster as seen by (p,%(0)). We
assume that OV (p) is a 2-dimensional surface (topologically S*) bounding a 3-
dimensional disk V) (p) describing, with respect to (p,+(0)), the spatial region occupied
by the cluster®®. To Viey(p) we associate:

® The comoving radius r(Z()) of Vi¢)(p), defining the cluster’s physical radius, mark-
ing the transition between the inner cluster region, whose gravitational dynamics is
uncoupled from the cosmological expansion, and the cluster outskirt where infalling
galazies are marginally affected by the outside cosmological expansion;

e The reference FLRW observer T —— J(T), —0 < T < 0, with 5(0) =: p can
characterize similarly her description of the cluster by introducing the cluster region
Viey(p), its boundary O V(e (p), and the corresponding FLRW cluster physical radius

T(Z(c))-

Notice that, following our notation, we have used, for the physical observers’ charac-
terization of the cluster region, the redshift value that the FLRW observer associates
with 7(Z(.)). Rather than a matter of notation, this choice is mandatory since the
uncoupling from cosmological expansion in the cluster region makes the use of the
physical redshift z useless®”.

To let the interplay between the spacetime scalar curvature and area distance emerge
from backstage, we exploit the Lorentzian version of the classical Bertrand-Puiseux for-
mulas [79], [70] that are associated with the geometrical interpretation of the various
curvatures on a Riemannian manifold in terms of length, area, and volume measures
of small geodesic circles, spheres, and balls. In the Lorentzian case, the corresponding
formulas are quite more delicate to derive since rather than geodesic balls, we have
to deal with small causal diamonds, [10], [45], [46], [63]. To write down the relevant
expression in our case and take into account the role of the cosmological uncoupling
at the physical boundary 0 V.)(p) of the cluster, we foliate the physical past lightcone
region W(y(7)) N C~(p, g) with a sequence of sky sections

{Zz) )21, with ¥z = 3‘7@)(10)7 and 11_1>H010 Y20y = P, (G.66)

38Since the cluster galaxies are in a small neighborhood of p, we can assume that V(C)(p) is contained in
the maximal spatial domain bounded by 9 V(.)(p)-

39 As discussed in Section D, the physical redshift z is not conducive to establish a reliable redshift-
distance relation when peculiar velocities and gravitational clustering induce significant peculiar velocities.
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starting from the physical boundary 0 17(6) (p) of the cluster and converging, asi — o0,
to the observation event (p,7(p)). Since we are sufficiently near p, we can assume,
without loss of generality, that there is a unique corresponding sequence {V(; (p)}
of maximal 3-dimensional regions [45], embedded in the causal past of p, J~(p,g),
such that the boundary of V(;)(p) is the corresponding surface ¥z ;. Each V(;(p)
intersects the world line segment v(7), —e¢ < 7 < 0, of the observer p at the
point pyy = Y(7w) = —r(Z(4))), with pqy = py and py — p as i — oo.
The Lorentzian Bertrand-Puiseux formula for the sequence of sky sections {¥z;}
involves at leading order in 7(Z (7)) the spacetime scalar curvature [45], and we have

the asymptotic expression

A(Eg(i)) = 4w r?(Z2 (i) (1 — %TQ(E(i))R(p) + ) , (G.67)
where R(p) is the spacetime scalar curvature of (M, g) evaluated at the observational
event (p,%(p)). The ... represents higher order corrections that can be expressed in
terms of powers of the (spacetime) Riemann tensor and its (covariant) derivatives.
The asymptotics (G.67) is particularly significant in correspondance of the initial
surface ¥z(1) of the sequence {¥z(;y}, marking the boundary 0V (p) of the region
Vie)(p) where the gravitational dynamics of the sources uncouples from cosmological
expansion, and where the cluster’s physical radius, r(%(.)), provides a natural length
scale to compare with the corresponding length scale set by the local scalar curvature
R(p(c)). In such a case, the asymptotic expression (G.67) takes the expressive form

A2z
M =1- i7“2(3(c))R(27) + .. (G.68)

It must be stressed that the asymptotics (G.67) (a consequence of the normal coordi-
nate expansion of the metric) is not a perturbative result, as often stated’’. There is
no better way of stressing this than noticing that, as (2 (¢)) — 0, i.e. for p;;y — p,
we get the Lorentzian Bertrand-Puiseaux formula providing the geometrical definition
of the spacetime scalar curvature at the observation point (p,¥(p)),

18 [4n 2 (2 (i) — A(Sz()]

= R(p). G.69
r(E(i)1)H1—> o+ r4(Z (1)) (p) ( )
According to (G.58), we have
/ D% (@) dpga(2) = A(Z24)) = A(CSzq), hz) 5 (G.70)
CSz () (p)

40T his misunderstanding is because the normal coordinate asymptotic expansion in terms of the curvature
tensor and its derivatives is often used in the perturbative analysis of geometrical field theories
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from which we get
A (E ?(i)) = 47 <Dgz\(z) >(CS 5 (G?].)
where

1
D) = D%, (x)d G.72
(D%)). = 1= [,y Dro () duse(2) (C.72)
is the average value of the area distance with respect to the solid angle measure on

the directional celestial sphere CS(p). Thus, we can rewrite (G.69) according to

18 [471' (ﬂ(?(i)) _ <D§(i)>cg)}

r(Z () — 0+ T r4(Z (1))

= R(p). (G.73)

In the reference FLRW case, we have similar asymptotics, and we can write, with the
obvious meaning of the symbols adopted

E(EM) = 477 2(2(i)) (1 - %?2(3(2'))1%@) + ) , (G.74)
and A(A )
A Yz 1 5. &

where f{(p) is the FLRW spacetime scalar curvature of (M, §) evaluated at the event?!

(P, 7(p))- As 7(2(i)) — 0, we get

ST [zm??(;@) ) (ig(i))}

AE@E) — 0+ T #(Z (1)) = R(p). (G.76)

We have also the FLRW version of the relations (G.70), (G.71),and (G.72), i.e.

/A Dgz(i)(l”) dug, (r) = A (Z 2@)) =A (CSE(Z'), hg(i)) , (G.77)
CSz ) (p)
( Z(")) ™ < z (i) >(I/:§ ’ ( )
and .
D? = D2, -

41 Generally, the sequence of points {P(s)} is distinct from the sequence {p(;)}; yet, both are assumed to
converge to p.
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from which we retrieve the FLRW Bertrand-Puiseaux formula*?

[ e - (5))

PE () — 0+ T ™ (Z (1))

= R(p). (G.80)

If we exploit the action of the PSL(2, C) map (E.17), then we can profitably compare
the asymptotics (G.69) and (G.76). To this end, let {@;},j = 1,2,3, denote the

three null directions on CS 3, associated to the three selected astrophysical sources

~

{@;)} that the FLRW observer (p,¥(p)) locates at FLRW redshift 2. According
to Proposition E.1 the map (z € PSL(2,C) connecting CSz and CS 3 is deter-
mined by the choice of the corresponding three images {(z) (W)} € CS(p). This
choice characterizes a rotation e*®# through an angle az around a common axis,
(the observers can conveniently choose E(3) = E(3)), followed by a boost with rapid-

ity Bz := log }fz; where v z(p) is the relative velocity of the physical observer

o~

(p,%(p)) with respect to the reference FLRW observer (p,¥(p)). Given such a setup,
let (7(2)¢(7 (0, ¢))) the past-directed null vector in T, M pointing to the coordinates
on CS z of an astrophysical source g at reference redshift z, and let

CSz 5> WU D, 9) — ¢ (FEURE,8) = ((2)Un(0,6)) (G81)

the corresponding coordinates on CS 3. We have (see (E.10))

r(%) = L+ v=lp) 7(2), n0,¢) = 7 (0,). (G.82)

To proceed with the comparison of (G.69) and (G.76), let us start by noticing that
the pullback of D% duge, under the PSL(2, C) map ((3), is given by

(s (D%dus2) = (D% o ((3)) ((sdps = D3:dpg © (2, (G.83)

where dpg, is the solid angle measure on CS. Note that, the pull back D% dug, © ((z)

1+vz(p)
1—vz(p)
tions, it is useful to introduce a shorthand notation that explicitly accounts for this

aberration factor. Thus, we define

contains the aberration factor induced by (G.82). To simplify computa-

1 —-—wvsz
14+ vz

D% (C(g), 1}2) du§2 = D% dugz o C(g) . (G84)

421 the FLRW case, the limit (G.80) can be easily connected to the limiting behavior, as 2 — 0, of the
Hubble parameter H(Z) and of the deceleration parameter g (see (A.5)). However, the explicit connection

with f{(p) is more useful for our purposes.
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By taking into account these notational remarks, the following chain of relations allows
us to pull back the average physical area distance from the physical to the reference
FLRW celestial sphere CSz). By integrating over its directional counterpart CS we
get,

(D2)es = o [ Db = L [ Dhane
T Jcs T J¢i2(TS)
(G.85)
1 * 2 1 2
= /«:As () (DEdus2) = )= (D%dpg. © ()
= 1 - ZA (D% (@ va))es -

By introducing this expression in (G.73) and taking into account the relation (G.82)
connecting r(Z ()) to 7(z (i)) , an easy computation provides

1847 (FP(3) — (DL (@ v2))s) 1+ v(p)
ELH,HM P (3) =T =) R(p), (G.86)

where, v(p) := limz__, gv; is the limiting relative velocity of the physical observer
with respect to the FLRW observer®®. Notice that the factor 1f5§ is bounded away
from zero**, which allows us to replace the original r(2) and 7(Z — 07 limits
with the more expressive Z — 07 limit. The comparison of (G.86) with its FLRW
counterpart (G.76) is immediate, and we get

Proposition G.3. For/l\ow reference FLRW redshift Z, the fluctuation between the

directional average on CS of the physical area distance D%(i) (Cz), vz) and of its

FLRW counterpart ﬁ% is related to the corresponding spacetime scalar curvature
fluctuation by the asymptotics

D%(Cz,vz) — D%) . s20m /. v

and by the corresponding 7 — 0% limit

D% ((z), vz) — D) _ ;
zl—ir>no+< o s 5 (R -G re) . o @

431n the case we assume that this relative velocity is z-dependent, a possibility that can be considered
when optimizing the appropriate choice of the observer when gathering data at a specific redshift.

44The aberration factor is a small perturbation of 1 since the typical peculiar velocities v z in the
pre-homogeneity region are of the order of a few hundreds Km s~ !. Thus, forc =1, vz ~ 10 5.
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Since at a given z, the squared FLRW area distance (G.61) is constant and given by

~ dps 27 (%
pe o U _ P

- : G.89

we can equivalently rewrite the left member of (G.88) as the relative fluctuation of
D% (¢(2), v z) with respect to its FLRW counterpart, i.e.

N AGE) <D%<<<z>,vs>—D’%> 5 (Ro) - 1200

z—ot (1 + 3)2 (%) ﬁ% & T 72 1 — v(p)

(G.90)
This latter expression can be made more explicit from the observational point of view
if we introduce the celestial sphere average of the mean fluctuation and the mean
square of the physical area distance Dz (((z), v z) with respect to the reference FLRW

area distance D%,

Wysy . 1L (Ds(Qz)(y)a vz) - f?z(y)) i
0z (Z) = = /6 B0 dpiz: (y) (G.91)
and ( )2
2}, ~ 1 Df(C(E)(y)a 'UE) - ﬁé(y)
%S)(Z) i 50 dpzs (y) - (G.92)

The variance associated with the relative fluctuation (Dz({(z), vz) — ﬁz)/(ﬁz) is
given by

)

fa 2
: D:leep v =D: sz _ i@ OIPNE
dm 68( D: ~ 0z (%) dﬂ@a—%g(z)—(@( )) . (G.93)

Moreover, as is easily verified, we have

o (G.94)

z

02(2) +200(%) = <

thus, (G.90) has the equivalent representation

O PEE) (e s L (5 Lt
i LI (506 +200'9) = 55 () - R<p(>29.5)

DZ(((z). vz) — 132;>
CS

If we specialize our comparison between the physical and the FLRW reference space-
times to the case where the FLRW has flat spatial sections, then f2(7(2)) = 72(2).
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Moreover, since the relation (G.90) involves the Z — 0T limit, we can evaluate the
comoving radius 7(Zz) by employing the standard Hubble formula z = Hy7(Z). In
such a framework, the previous asymptotic analysis and Proposition G.3 imply the
following result.

Theorem G.3. Let {¥z;)} be the sequence of sky sections foliating the physical
past lightcone region W(~(7)) N C~(p, g), describing the transition to the cosmological
uncoupling in the cluster region, and converging to the observation event (p,%(p)).
Similarly, we denote by {ig(i)} the corresponding sequence of sky sections foliating the

FLRW past lightcone region TV\\\/@(?)) ne- (p,9), and converging to the FLRW observer

(p,¥(p)). We can associate with the sequence {¥z(;} a corresponding sequence of

points piy = V(15 = —7r(Z(i))) on the physical observer’s world line segment v(7),
—e < 7 <0, such that (p, Y(74))) — (P, 7(p)) as i — oo. We denote by p(;) =
G = —T(Z2(0)), with By, ¥(7T)) — 0,3(p)) as i — oo, the corresponding

sequence for the FLRW observer’s world line segment 4(7), —e < 7 < 0. Note that
in general Dy # pay- If {CSz )} is the sequence of FLRW celestial spheres associated

with {ig(i)}, then we have the asymptotic expansion

02 (2(0) + 26 Y(2)

cs _ B 1+vz ) (Pwy) )
= R(p) - ——=~-%R e G.96
22() (1+ 2(1) T2 12 (R ~ TG RG) + o) (G.96)
where Hy is the present value of the Hubble parameter, and where ... represents higher

order corrections that can be expressed in terms of powers of the (spacetime) Riemann
tensor and its (covariant) derivatives. As Z — 0T, this asymptotics provides

@) > 1)/ >
. = (Z) +265°(%) 1 N 1+ v(p)
S S nm (0 g )

Proof. By taking into account the assumed spatial flatness of the reference FLRW
model and the low redshift Hubble relation, (G.97) follows by a straightforward rewrit-
ing of (G.90). The asymptotics (G.96) follows from (G.67) and (G.74) by replacing
the areas A(Xz(;)) and A\(ig(i)) with the corresponding celestial sphere averages of
the respective (squared) area distances (see (G.71), (G.78), and the normalization
(G.84)). O

Remark G.4. As we approach the critical FLRW redshift 2. signaling the transition
to the cosmological uncoupling in the cluster region, the asymptotics (G.96) can be
rewritten in the more expressive form

z c c c ~ + vz ¢ p(c))
= = ( ) < (p) 1 UAEC; (p(c)) R( ) .. .) .
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H Area distance fluctuations on the past lightcone

The averages 5<E(§1)( Z (4)) and 5@(\;)(2(1')) are the mean and mean square relative fluc-
tuations of the physical and FLRW area distance. This observation suggests that the
asymptotics (G.96) and the limit (G.97) are deeply connected with the random fluc-
tuations of area distances. In the situation at hand, and for the large redshifts z that
probe the homogeneity region, this possibility is naturally related to Neyman’s weak
cosmological principle, and it fits well within the standard ACDM model that assumes
a Gaussian power spectrum of CBM density fluctuations. However, this assumption
of Gaussianity, which drives the FLRW structure formation paradigm, fails in the
pre-homogeneity region due to strong gravitational clustering. In particular, the area
distance fluctuations are distributed in a rather complex and unpredictable way when
we approach the critical redshift Z(., and we enter the cosmological uncoupling region
where the Z — 0 limit is attained. Yet, the structure of the left member of the (G.97)
holds a strong connection with the moment generating function My (,, 52y associated

with a normal distribution of the area distance fluctuations, with mean m := 5@(\; ) (2)
and variance o2 = 6@%)(2) - (5@%)(3))2. To wit, for £ € R, we have
0.2 €2
£ > Min(m,o2) (§) = exp [ém + ]

0Dz 2
= e 006+ S - - (68(%)¢)

a relation suggesting that upon stabilization (i.e. normalizing the area distance fluc-
tuations to have mean value 0, and possibly variance 1), we may recover Gaussianity
by exploiting central limit theorem arguments.

Let us start by considering the sequence of relative fluctuations

Vi Dz (230, v2@) — Dz
(26) = By

izl}, (H.2)

associated with the corresponding sequence of sky sections {¥z(;)} and {f)g(i)} (and
associated celestial spheres). From the point of view of the physical past lightcone
C~(p,g), when moving from the initial sky section Xz(;) to ¥z, with & > 1,
the interpolating region E(z(1), z(k)) C C~(p,g) is subjected to the vagaries of the
gravitational dynamics of sources crossing Z(Z(1), z(k)) and interacting with its null
geodesic generators, i.e., altering the map exp, |=(2(1), 2(k)) - This process, in the clus-
ter region surrounding the observational event p, is random in the real-world context:
unpredictable data interact with Z(z(1), Z(k)), data that are not implied by the infor-
mation on the initial sky section ¥z(1y, marginally coupled with cosmological expansion.

The state of ¥z(1) (hence also the distribution of the corresponding area distance Dz (1)
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of its points as evaluated from p) does not determine the configuration of ¥z, for
k > 1. To put the situation at hand in a colorful way*®, the Laplace’s demon argument
ignores the real world and, in particular, our physical past lightcone context in the pre-
homogeneity region. A strong, non-Gaussian randomness of the terms Y (Z(¢)) of the
sequence (H.2) is at work here. Yet, from the point of view of the directional FLRW
celestial sphere (Eg, it is reasonable to assume that the area distance fluctuations are
identically distributed random variables on CS. These remarks motivate the following
Assumption H.1. In the low-redshift Z regime characterizing the cluster region, the
sequence of relative area distance fluctuations (H.2) is interpreted as a sequence of
mutually independent, square integrable random variables

CS — R (H.3)

(0, @) — Yz (0, ¢),
which are identically distributed according to the probability measure Pz on CS
defined by

1
P (dpgs) == Edu@. (H.4)
Explicitly, for I C R, let

Yzt (D) = {(8,8) € TS| Yz, 9) € 1} (H.5)
denote the subset of directions (é\, 5) € CS whose corresponding area distance relative

fluctuations Y{ z ;) (0, gg) take values in the interval I. The Yz ;) are assumed to be
independently distributed under the push-forward measure

1
—1 _ "
P (Y(g(i))(f)) = 0 /Y_l " duz, - (H.6)
(2(4))

Notice that, according to (G.91) and (G.92), the mean and the mean square
fluctuations associated with (H.2) are respectively given by

D20y e L
b (2(1) = = Yz @) digz » (H.7)
and )
@z = 2 -
0 (2(0) = = Y% ) dig: - (H.8)

The corresponding variance is provided by (G.93), i.e.

1 1)~y 2
Vargs (Yiz ay) = M/@ (Y(zm) — 0 (Z(Z))) dyiz,

45This remark owes much to discussions with George Ellis.
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=522 - (1zan)

As for what concerns the behavior of the sequence {Y(z;))} we have a first result that
is an immediate consequence of Kolmogorov’s Strong Law (of Large Numbers).
Theorem H.1. Let us assume that the area distance relative fluctuations Yz 1))(0, ¢)

are integrable and have a finite mean value 56%)(3(1)) = 6(’:%)(2(0)) over the the

cosmological decoupling surface ¥z1y := 0 V() (p). For (a, qg) € @, let

n

-~

CS > (8, 9) — Qu(d, ¢) ==

-~

1 ~
~ > Yizap(®, 6) € R (H.10)
i=1

denote the empirical mean associated with the sequence {Y{z iy (0, ¢) [ i > 1}, where

~ Dz ) (Cz(e))s V(o) — f)s(c)
Yizay (0, ¢) == ey

(H.11)

(0, )

is the area distance fluctuation, in the direction (57 ngS) € (E\S, evaluated at the clus-
ter physical radius surface V() (p) =: Xz(1). Then we have the P-almost sure
convergence result

B R (1) ~
P(Eg <nli>moo ﬁ Z Y'(g(i)) = 6(CAS (Z(C))) = 1, (H.12)
i=1
where )
O - _ .
(5@ (Z(c) = ir = Y(z(l))d,ugz (H.13)
is the mean area distance fluctuation evaluated at 0 Vie)(p) =: Lz ).

Proof. By hypothesis, the random variables Y|z ;) are mutually Pgs-independent,
integrable and identically distributed. Without loss in generality, we can shift them
according to (see (H.7))

Yizay = Yize) — 02 (Z()), (H.14)

so that they have zero mean. In a sound-bite version, we can exploit Komogorov’s
Strong Law [84] to conclude that, as n — oo, the empirical mean @Q,, defined by (H.10)

converges P-almost surely to the average 6<E(§1)( Z(c)) of Y(z(1)), according® to (H.12).

46 Actually, the convergence is also in LI(IP’Eg, R); see [84].
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Yet, to understand the emergence of the role of the cosmological decoupling surface
9V (p) in controlling the behavior of the sequence of random variables {Y (z ()},
we need to provide a few details of the proof of the theorem. To this end, let us
consider the interval I; := (i,00),4 € ZT, and associate with the generic ?(g(i)) the

subset?” of directions (@ qAS ) € CS whose corresponding area distance fluctuations
?(g(i))(e, ¢) are such that |?(g(i))(9, ¢)| e I, i.e., |?(g(i))(9, (Z))| > 4. Namely, the
subset of CS defined by the inverse image

4i0,0) = [Yizanl " () = {(0.0) € C8 | V(2 @.0)] > i} . (H15)

These events are distributed according the push forward measure Pz (Y (2 iy~ ' (1:))
(see (H.6)), and we can write

_ 1
P ([T (20| > i) = Pas (Ay) = —/ djiz, . (H.16)
& (Wizapl > 1) = P (4) = - e 1y

Let us remark that the event of having larger and larger fluctuations 7(3(1-))7 i.e., to
find a (measurable) set of directions (5, ngS) such that |7(2(i))(§ $)| > i for arbitrarily

large 4, is controlled by distribution of the limsup N2, Uj> 1 A; of the sets A; ((9\, QAS) .
This lim sup can be characterized as
limsup 4; (8,¢) := {(5, a) e CS ‘ (6,¢) € A;(6,4) for infinitely many z} .
1—00
(H.17)
Since the events {A;} are mutually independent, we have that the probability of the

event limsup,_, . A; is either 0 or 1. In particular, the Borel-Cantelli Lemma [84],
implies that

P (hmsup A) =0 (H.18)
71— 00
if -
i=1
In other words, the convergence of the above series implies that for any sequence of
mutually Pzz-independent events A; (6, ¢), Pgz-almost every direction ( ,0) € CS is

in at most finitely many A; (0 ¢>) i-e. samphng the Y{z () (0 ¢>) over all possible the

celestial sphere directions, we may have |Y(z(;) (9,¢)| > ¢ only in at most finitely
many cases. To prove convergence and the theorem, we start by bounding (H.19)

47In Probability theory, the {A;} characterize events in the probability space (@, 0, Pz), where o is

the Borel o-algebra over the directional celestial sphere CS. In this section, when we use the word ”event,”
we refer to it in its probabilistic sense.
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according to*®

> Ps (Yzapl > 9) Z/ < (Yl > t) dt. (H.20)
=1

Since the Y{z(;)) are identically distributed, the probability Pz (|7(g(1-))| > t) that
the ¢ — th relative fluctuation Y{z;)) is such that |7(g(1-))| is larger that ¢, with
i—1<t < i, is the same for all 7. In particular, we have

Pa (Y (zapl > t) = P (Y (zapl > 1) (H.21)

and we can write

> Ps (Yizayl > i) < Z/ s (Yzayl > t) dt (H.22)
=1
= /0 Ps (Y(zqyl > t) dt.

From the relation®?

/CS iz (0.9)| P (dusa)

which holds for any a € (0, 00), we get (for a = 1)

)
a/o ta_lpé\s (|Y(g(1))| > t) dt (H.23)

/O Pg (Y(zqpl > t) dt = E H7<z<1))(5, 55)H : (H.24)

where EF denotes the expectation value with respect to Pzs(dpg.) = dpg, /4m. Thus,

~

ZIP (¥ (2@l > i) < E? HY( an (@, ¢)H < . (H.25)
To exploit this result for controlling the P-almost sure convergence (H.12), let

E° [V (20, Ai / Y (2 (0,6) Pz (dpsgs) (H.26)

48We adapt to our particular case the elegant proof of Kolmogorov’s strong law provided by [84].
49The relation (H.23) is a particular case of a more general relation that holds on any o-finite measure
space and for any non-negative measurable function-see e.g. [84].
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denote the expectation value of Y (z(;)) over the region A; C CS (see (H.15)), and let
us consider the empirical mean

1 ¢ —
- > EF [Y(zq), Ai - (H.27)
i=1

According to (H.25), the sequence {EF [?(g(i)), Ai]} converges to 0, and consequently

also (H.27) converges to 0 as n — oo for almost every direction (é\, (Z) e CS. Finally,
to prove the P-almost sure convergence (H.12), it remains to control the convergence

of Y po | EF {??g(k)), Ak} /k2. This last step easily follows [84] from the bound

o EF ?22 7A — ~ ~
> | e ] ¢ e [7an@.9)] < . (H.28)
k=1

where S :=supgezs (0> ey -3)- O

Notwithstanding the control afforded by Theorem H.1, the distribution of the random
variables {Y(g(i))} can be quite complex. There is evidence of the presence of a non-
trivial skewness [78], indicating an asymmetry of the distribution of area distance

fluctuations about its mean value 6@% )( Z (4)). As a marker of this asymmetric behavior,

one can also use the median®® of Yz (i), defined [84] as any real number (or interval
of real numbers) a(;) € R such that

. 1
ag) = min [Peg (Yizap) < a6, P Vizap) 2 aw] = 5 (H.29)
Note that the assumed square summability of the {Y(z(;)} implies some control on

the deviation of the median(s) a(;) from the mean value 5(6%)(?(@')). We have
1)~/
’%‘) - %S)(Z(Z))’ < /2 Varg(Yiz @) - (H.30)

The complexity of the distribution of the random variables {Y{z(;))} and the potential
presence of skewness is not surprising, as already stressed, there is no FLRW Laplace’s
demon propagating the assumed Gaussianity of fluctuations from the observed portion
of the CMB last scattering surface to the pre-homogeneity region. The necessity to
control all the moments of {Y{z;))}, suggested by the similarity between the moment
generating function (H.1) and (G.97), indicates that to discuss the limiting behavior of
the sequence {Y(z())}, we need to stabilize it with respect to the mean and variance of

50The interplay between skewness, mean, and the median is complex and not particularly useful since
there is no direct connection between skewness and the (complex) relation between mean and median
featuring in Lévy’s analysis on the convergence behavior of a collection of random variables. The discussion
of this point about the area distance fluctuations is beyond our intention here.
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each term. Thus, following a standard procedure, we associate with (H.2) the sequence
{X(2@)) |7 > 1} of mutually independent, square integrable random variables whose
generic term is defined by

._ 1) : 1/2
Xzay = (Y<2(i>> — g (2 ())) Varg " (Yizap) (H.31)
with mean 0 and variance 1,

<X(g(i)) >@ =0, Var@(X(g(i))) =1, Vi>1. (H.32)

Given the null direction 7(2){() € C (T, M, {E(l)}) associated with the sky coor-

dinates ﬁ(é\7 (;AS) € CS, we introduce on the celestial sphere CS the random variables
defined by the partial sum

A PO 1 & ~
CS 5 @0, 9) = Sm(0, ¢) == — > X(zap(0, ¢) € R, (H.33)

which describes the emplrlcal averages, along the given direction n(@, ) of the m
random variables X(z(l))(Q ) evaluated at the points exp,, 7(Z(i) )¢ 1(7(0, 3)) € € Yz,

fori = 1,... m. Thus, as we move through the sequence of sky sections {¥z(;) }i*,, the
random variable S,, measures the empirical average of the fluctuations of the random

variable Y{ z ;) with respect to its mean 62) (Z(4)). Asin the case of the Yz (;)) (and
of the associated Xz (;))), if we consider the subset of directions (é\ (/5) € CS whose

corresponding empirical averages S (9\ qAS ) take values in I C R, then, the S, are
indipendently distributed over the interval I with respect to the push forward measure

% dyiz. (é;l(f)) . (H.34)

In general, the empirical averages S, do not converge as m — 0o0; however, according
to the central limit theorem [84], we have the following result regarding convergence
in distribution.

Theorem H.2. The distribution of S, with respect to the push forward measure
(H.34) converges to a Gaussian distribution N 1y of S‘m, with mean 0 and variance
1, i.e.

! ‘"
Jim dpg (S21(D) = du(Now). (H.35)
explicitly
lim EP [S*m 1] - <§m e 1> - L/exp B (H.36)
m — 00 ’ (E\S vV 27T I 2
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According to Theorem H.1 and the P-almost sure convergence result (H.12), the area
distance fluctuations {Y(zy)(0, ¢)} are such that

lim Z Yz = 05 (2(0) (H.37)

n—o00 N

P-almost surely. Thus, as m — oo, (H.36) implies that the normalized fluctuations
S, around (5(%)(2(0)) are normally distributed (with mean 0 and variance 1). More-

over, these fluctuations are independent from 5@%)(3(0)), and, in turn, 56%)(2(0)) is

independent from the Y(g(c))(g, 5) sample variance (H.9),

1 1), ~ 2
Vargs(Y(z(ep) = - - (Ymc)) — 0 (2(0))) dpigs

(H.38)
=02z - (62 )

In particular, 5(%)(3(0)) is indipendent from J(C%)(E(c)).

Proof. The first part of the theorem is a straightforward application of the Central
Limit Theorem [84] to the sequence of mutually independent, identically distributed,
square integrable random variables CS > ﬁ(a, (;AS) — S*m(§, (E ), with mean value 0
and variance 1, defined by (H.33). For the second part, note that from Sy~ No,1) and
(H.12) it follows that, for large m, the empirical mean of the normalized fluctuations
of Yz ;) around 56%)(2(0)) are ~ N(q,1) distributed. The independence of 5@%) (z(c))
from these fluctuations, and the independence of the mean value from the variance
are characterizing properties of the normal distribution. O

The results of Theorems H.1 and H.2 provide a deep interpretation of the asymptotic
and limit relations (G.96), (G.97), and (G.98) connecting 6.2 (% (i)) and 61 (% (i)
to the spacetime scalar curvature. To begin with, let us observe that in terms of the
sequence of relative fluctuations

v Dz y(Czay, vzw) — Dz
() = Doy
z (1

i>1 } , (H.39)

(see (H.2)) , we have the following result.
Proposition H.1. With the same setting of Theorem H.1, we have the P-almost sure
convergence

% Z [ @y T 2Y<z(z>>] = 02(2(0)) + 200(2(0)) (H.40)
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~

- l 20) €z v2(0) — Dy,

2
Dz(c)

~ 2
o (A=) - A(Ba0)).

where we exploited the relations (G.71), (G.78), (G.89), and (G.94). Let

D% (((2(0», =@) — D%,

z (1)
denote the area measure relative fluctuations, and let
_ AA, — EFIAA )

Var (A A( ))

the associated random wariable with mean 0 and variance 1. Let us consider the
associated empirical averages

_ Z (H.43)

and let us assume that they take values in some interval I C R. Then, the distribution
of A,, with respect to the push forward measure ]P’@\S(A;l(l)) converges for n — oo to
a Gaussian distribution No 1) of Ay, with mean 0 and variance 1, i.e.

i EF (A, \/ﬂ / exp{ ] du. (H.44)

Thus, for i — oo, the normalized area measure fluctuations (H.42) are mormally
distributed around the expected mean value (H.40).

3

Proof. The random variable YA(’L)) + 2Y{(z(;)) in (H.40) is a quadratic polynomial
and the P-almost sure convergence

n— oo

<hm %Z Y& ) + | = 02(2(0) + 2(56%)(3(0))> — 1, (H.45)

i=1

immediately follows from (H.12). Similarly, the central limit result (H.44) is a direct
consequence of Theorem H.2 and of the polynomial nature of the random variables
involved as expressed in terms of the Yz ) - O]
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H.1 Area distance fluctuations and curvature factorization
The asymptotics (G.87), associated with the spacetime scalar curvature, provides
A(C20) - A(Z20)  72(2(0)

4772(2 (o)) = 7 (ﬁ(ﬁ) - %23 R(p) + > . (H.46)

so that (H.40) can be rephrased as the P-almost sure convergence of the area measure
fluctuations to the expectation value of the scalar curvature deviation at the event p.
We have

Lemma H.1.

| lim L DL Cemyvzm) = Pia _ F2@) (A 14 vz () _
]PCS <nli>moo n Z f)zz(i) - 72 R(p) - T—vz (o R(p) =1.
(H.47)

Proof. The lemma is a direct consequence of the P-almost sure convergence result
(H.40) discussed in Proposition H.1 and of the asymptotics (G.87). The delicate point
concerns the removal, in (H.47), of the higher order, o(72(Z (c)), curvature contribu-

tions present in (G.87), and disappearing in the usual 7(Z) — 0 limit. This removal is
justified by observing that the empirical means

Dacgzvvfl)_ﬁa
3 ) Gy V26 2 () (H.48)

explore, as n — 00, the 7(2) — 0 limit by computing it in the P-almost sure con-
vergence sense. Roughly speaking, by P-sampling the cluster with the sequence of sky
sections {¥z(;)}, and {¥z(;)} (and associated celestial spheres), we are identifying the
whole cluster region with the ”observer” at p (see (H.2) ff.). O

As a consequence of this lemma and of the relation (H.40), we have also

52 (2(0) + 205 (F(0)  FA2(0) fn, . 14ee
- (1+2(c)C)82 T (R(p) —%R(p))- (H.49)

Since the (normalized) empirical averages A,, (see (H.43)) of the area measures are in
the n — oo limit ~ N(g ) distributed, we can promote (H.40) to a relation character-
izing the scalar curvature deviation in a probabilistic sense in terms of the statistical

independent quantities 6@%) (Z(c)) and (5@(\;) (Z (¢)). To this end, by tracing the Einstein
equations (A.8) and (B.1), respectively associated with the reference FLRW spacetime
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(M,g,7s(7)) and the physical spacetime (M, g,vs(7)), we get

~ V= A_A@Y ~ N (V)
R(p) — MR@ 4 (AKA> R se (2220 ), (inso)

where for notational ease we dropped the FLRW superscript from the FLRW cos-
mological constant term AFLEW) and matter density pFLEW) (just mantaining the
carat”), and normalized the physical cosmological constant A®"vs) and matter density
according to

2 1+ zZ(c .
AW e ZAE ; A (Phys) (H.51)
1 4+ vz,
P (p) = 177() p(p) (H.52)
Uz (e)

where p(p) and p(p) respectively denote the FLRW and the physical matter density
at p. We have assumed a pure matter scheme for both the reference FLRW as well
as for the physical spacetime. The characterization of p(p) in the pre-homogeneity
region should take care of the fact that the physical matter density data are gathered
from the past light cone (directly for the baryonic component, indirectly via the cold
dark matter assumption). Thus, we define p(p) in terms of the physical matter density
Pz, as described on the sequence of sky sections {233} foliating the physical past
lightcone region W(~(7)) N C~ (p, g), and converging to the observation event (p, ¥(p))
(see Theorem G.3). To this end, let us consider the map

((/:\Sg(i) — Zg(i) (H53)

(0,¢) — q := exp, (C(z) (5,5)) ,

in terms of which we can pull back p(;)zm on the corresponding celestial spheres

CSz ;). We define

pﬁ”ﬁ(i))(@,a@) = (exp, 06(2(1‘)))*17(5)2“)((])7 (H.54)
and denote by
_ 1 S
(v) ) = = (v) "
oV (Cx0) = 47 | #E0)(0.0) dnss (H.55)

the average density over (6\82(1-)7 and by ﬁ((E\Sg(i)) the FLRW reference density. It is
natural to assume that the relative matter density fluctuation

A(CSzs)) — P10 (0,)
p(CSz(;)

L'z @) (@5) = (H.56)
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characterizes a sequence {I'z(; : i € Z*%} of independent, identically distributed
random variables with respect to Pz. As in the previous case, the i.i.d. assumption
implies the P-almost sure convergence result

n (T v)
P(CSz(i)) — E¥[p3,.

lim =3 T = ( (A))A | z("], (H.57)

neen i p((CSE(i))

where Z(c) is the FLRW reference redshift marking the cosmological uncoupling
sky section ¥z() = 0V, (p). We identify this expression with the matter density
fluctuation at the observation point p, i. e.

R S Py (v)
pp) = p™ ) _ PCSx0) ~E ] Azp (HL58)
p(p) p(CSz () z()

and use this characterization in the expression for the scalar curvature deviation
(H.50). If we shift and normalize I'z (;) in such a way to have mean value 0 and variance
L,

= EF[Cz)] — Tz

Tz = , H.59
@) Var(Fg(i)) ( )
then, as in the case of Theorem H.2 and Proposition H.1, the distribution of
£, = 2 i T (H.60)
n - n z(4)» .

with respect to the push forward measure ]P’CAS(IU“; YI)),with I C R, converges for
n — oo to a Gaussian distribution N 1) of f‘m with mean 0 and variance 1, i.e.

lim EF [P, 7] = w1y H.61
Jim B[ 1] = o [ ew | =5 du. (H61)

Thus, for i — oo, the matter density fluctuations (H.60) are normally distributed
around the expected mean value (H.58). If we note that the cosmological term in
(H.50), being a constant, is statistically independent from the fluctuating term (H.58),
then by gathering all the results above, we have the following theorem.

Theorem H.3. In the same probabilistic setting of Theorem H.1 and Proposition
H.1, and in the N(o 1)-distribution sense, we can factorize the relation (see (H.49) and

(G.98))

72( D (2(0) + 25%5(2(@)))
(1 + 2(0))* 72(2(c))

= (Rp) - 122 R)

(H.62)
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according to

1)/~ Am AE\ c ~ ~
@G - e (F20) 0+ 2 F
(H.63)
Q- (A AW
(g%am=g?<A§‘>u+2@f?@, (1.64)

where Qy = /A\/?) HZ, and Q= 87p/3 HZ are the present values of the FLRW
density cosmological parameters (see Section A).

Proof. The factorization (H.63) is a direct consequence of Theorem H.1, according to
which the area distance fluctuations interpreted as a sequence of i.i.d. random variables
{Yzu)) : @ € Z"} converge, in the P-almost sure sense, to the mean value 6@%)(2(0)).
In full generality, the sequence {Yz¢)) : @ € Z*} is not normally distributed.
However, according to Theorem H.2, based on direct use of a Central Limit Theorem,
the empirical means, S“n, associated with the stabilized random variables Xz ;) :=

(YV(E(i)) — (5(:%)(/2:\(2) )) Val"(;gl/Q(Y( g(i))) are N(O,l) distributed in the large n limit.

Mutual independence of the (normalized) fluctuations from 56(@1 ) (Z(¢)) and 5@(\82 ) (Z(c))
easily follows. Proposition H.1 extends this N 1) control to the distribution of the
area fluctuations (H.42), and by exploiting the P-almost sure convergence we got a
random variable version of the Lorentzian Bertrand-Puiseaux formula

n—oo N

n A (2) > O
1 3 lDQg(c) (e v2@) — D%(c)] 0= (2(0) + 265" (Z(0)

lim — = —
i=1 D% (I +2(c))

(H.65)

1 —’Ug(c)

_ PHEO) (R - 1 )

By exploiting this random variable rendering and the trace of the Einstein field

equations, we can connect the i.i.d. area distance fluctuations with the correspond-
ing i.i.d matter density fluctuations % whose sample mean I, is, for n — oo,
normally distributed N 1y like the X(z(;)) (see (H.61)). This, together with the
independence between 5(% )(E(C)) and (5(% ) (Z(c)) on one side, and the independence
between % and the constant term (/A\ — A®)/A on the other side, immediately

implies the statistical factorization (H.63). O
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I A distance functional between lightcones

We conclude this appendix by characterizing a functional distance between the physi-
cal and the reference FLRW lightcones. This distance provides a profound geometrical
meaning to the factorization (H.63) and its connection with the cosmological constant
problem.

We start by recalling that, as long as the null exponential map exp,, is a diffeomor-
phism, the map
2 2
Fas(0) 0,1 % (82, 62) — (35,62, (L1)
(6, y) — Fz 5(6 y) = exp, (r(Z) €(n(y)))

defined by (F.8) (see Proposition F.1), is a diffeomorphism interpolating between the
sky sections ¥z, = F%, 2,(0) and X3, = F3, 5,(1). Moreover,

2 X 2

gé\l) = F31 Z2 ’e:l géz) ’ (1'2)
where FZ - denotes the pull-back action associated with (L.1). This interpolation can
be extended to the case when exp, is only bi-Lipschitz since Rademacher’s theorem
implies that the pullback action

OF. _ (y)OFk .
(F/; Z g(g)) — Z1, 22 (y) 21,22 (y) (g('?))lk , (13)
1,229%2 ) o aya 8yb zZ2

is defined®! almost everywhere on Xz, . More generally, if we denote by
Gz (C Sz (p); hsz(z)) — (CS(E)(I?)’ h§2(3)> (L4)
ﬁ}\ — C( g)(’&)\) =

the extension of the PSL(2, C) action to the celestial spheres (E\S( 2)(p) and CSz)(p)

(see Proposition E.1), then we have the following result that provides a basic set-up for
the comparison between the physical sky section (X z, g(;) ) and the reference FLRW
sky section (f) 2, §2(2) ).

Proposition I.1. The map

7 — ¥:(q) = exp, o((z) o &xp, (q),

5IThe {y’} denote local coordinates on Sz, .
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defined by the commutative diagram

CS:(p) —Z0  CS(p)
l?p lexpp (L6)
(2239) 2 (2249

is a bi-Lipschitz map between the sky sections (i z,dg ) and (X2, ds ), with iso-
metric distortion Lip(vz) defined as the smallest redshift-dependent constant such

that
~ o~ 1+wvs
ds (@1.32) /150

Lip(+2)

< ds . (Y=2(q1),¥2(q2)) (L.7)

1 +vz(p)
1 —vz(p)

)

< Lip(¥z) dg (41,7 2)

for all q1,q2 € (f) 2 §§2)), and where we have inserted the aberration factor

that takes into account the relative velocity of the physical and FRW observers.
In particular, we have the uniform bound for the Hausdorff measure H*(X 3) of

(22 9P

arLip32(wz) (F22) 72(2) < H2 (D 2) < anLink(ve) (15220 72(9),
(L8)

Since the physical spacetime (M, g, vs(T)) is statistically Friedmannian for large red-
shifts, we can assume that there exists ez > 0, small enough, such that the isometric
distortion is given by

Lip(¢z) = 1 + ez, (1.9)
for allZ > Zy, where Zyg marks the assumed transition to statistical isotropy and homo-
geneity®®. The parameter ez characterizes, in the large Z regime, the (perturbative)
isometric distortion from the underlying FLRW geometry3. It follows that for Z large
enough, the map ¥z is (1 + €z)-biLipschitz and, up to the Lorentz aberration factor,
a quasi-isometry. In particular, ¥ zy can be deformed to a (locally) bi-Lipschitz con-
formal map, i.e. for allZ. >> Zy, there exists a positive Lipschitz function ® z, (((z) ),

52 As already stressed, the actual value of Zy is much debated. Mainstream analysis of cosmological data
put this value in the range Zzo ; 100 =200 h 1 Mpc)

53In the smooth case, this distortion is related to perturbation theory around the FLRW background
spacetime geometry. In this appendix, we do not belabor on this well-known subject.

93



defined up to PSL(2,C) transformations, such that>*

) oL (y) 99k (y)
(v5s), = "o o (02),,

ZcdZe aya 8yb Ze
(1.10)
1+ vz(p)) 42 ~(2)
- () o (),
<1 — ’Ug(p) zc(g(z)) ch b
where we have explicitly introduced the aberration factor (%) for later conve-
nience. The metrics gg) of all sky sections X5 can be obtained from g(;) under the

action of the bi-Lipschitz map Fs 5z (¢), 0 < e < 1, interpolating between the sky
sections Xz = F5 5 (0) and X5, = F5 5.(1), and defined by (see (1.1))

Fsz.(e) : [0, 1] (22, gf)) — (ch, g;?) : (L11)
(6, y) —> Fzz.(e, y) = exp, (r(z) {(n(y))) .

with ) » . )
OF: . (y) OF% 5 (y
2 _ * 2) _ Z, Ze Z, Ze (2)
9;° = Iz | 9z = Dy Dy (ggc)ik- (I.12)

(2)

It follows that for every zZ > 0, the sky section metric g=° is in the same conformal

class of 9(223 and we may assume that the map ¥ zy can be deformed to a (locally)

bi-Lipschitz conformal map for all Z. Explicitly, for each each sky section (¥ z, 9(32))

there exists a corresponding positive Lipschitz function ® 3, defined up to PSL(2,C)
transformations, such that

Yig?) = (%) P2(C() 9 . (1.13)

Finally, the conformal factor @22(((3)) can be locally computed in terms of the area

distances D% (C(z), vz) and 1323 according to

D2 (((z). vz2)

2%(((5) = B2 (1.14)

Proof. The first part of the theorem is a direct consequence of the definition of the
map 9z and of the assumed bi-Lipschitz nature of exp,,. The existence of the conformal
factor <I>220(§ (z)) for large redshifts z. >> zy follows by observing that the physical

54The conformal factor ® 2. (C(3) ) functionally depends on ¥ z), namely from the exponential maps
exp,,, &xp,, and from the PSL(2,C) map ((z). In the adopted notation for ® z, we stressed the role of
((z) since whereas exp,, e/ﬁ)p are fixed, the Mobius transformation ¢ (z) parametrizes ® z, and plays a
role in controlling the optimal distortion among the sky sections and the corresponding celestial spheres.
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spacetime (M, g, vs(7)) is (statistically) Friedmannian for large redshifts, and the
Lipschitz distortion (I1.9) of the sky section (X4, g(;c)) is a small perturbation of an

isometry. Under these conditions, if we pull back the metric g(g) from ¥z, to iA
under the action of the map 1z , we get a Riemann-Lipschitz surface (E 2 V% g jc))
which is an almost round 2-sphere. We can apply the Poincaré-Koebe unlformlzatlon

theorem® (see e.g. [2]) to compare by a conformal transformation, ¥% g ) to the
(rescaled) round metric g 920 defined of the FLRW sky section Egc ~ §2, If we define

2 s = 1 +wvz(p) 2 (.
D% ({(2), vz) - <1—’U3(p)> % (¢(2)) (1.15)

then the (normalized) conformal factor ®2Z (C( 2)s vg) is the solution, (unique up to the

SL(2, (C) automorphisms of (55, g£ ))), of the elliptic partial differential equation

~

n (Xz, 7gA ) defined by [9]

— A (B2, (((5), v2)) + RED) = R(L9D) 92 (¢z),vz),  (L16)

where Ag@ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator on (Eg , gA(Z)), and where we respec-

tively denoted by R(g (2)) and R(Y3 g3 ) the scalar curvature of the metrics g£ ) and
¥% g5 The quasi-isometry control on the Lipschitz distortion (I1.9) of the sky section

Xz, g(gc)) implies also a corresponding control on the conformal factor <I>%c ¢z, vz2),
but here we do not belabor on this point.

The extension of the map 1; as a conformal diffeomorphism for all 2 is explained in
the statement of the theorem, and it is a direct consequence of the pullback action
of the bi-Lipschitz map (I.11). In particular, we have that for every z > 0, the sky
section metric g(;) is in the same conformal class of g(zgz Thus, the map ¢ z) is a bi-
Lipschitz conformal map described by a z-dependent conformal factor CI%(C(Q)). The
geometrical content of ®2 (¢(z)) varies significantly with the redshift since it depends
on the vagaries of the physical exponential map (I.11) which interpolates between the
sky sections {X;}, as Z varies.

As already stressed, the solution of (I1.16) is not unique since we have a non-trivial

action of the PSL(2,C) automorphisms group of (Eg , g£ )) In our case, this action

can be explicitly described in terms of the PSL(2,C) map (z acting between the
celestial spheres CS;(p) and CS;(p). This remark follows by observing that we have
the equivalent characterization of the conformal factor ®2 (¢(#)) in terms of the metric

55The Poincaré—Koebe uniformization theorem states that every simply connected Riemann surface is
conformally equivalent to the open unit disk, the complex plane, or, as in our case, the Riemann sphere.
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celestial spheres (CS,(p), h.) and ((6\Sz (p), EZ) By massaging pullbacks, we have

Ltvs ) _ (g
(1_1,2523) ®I(¢(2)) 05 = wgg(z)) (1.17)

—-1\" (2
(2) © XDy ) 9z

Il
N
o)

o]
=)

S
o
o~

&b, ) (Cls) (exp) 627))

which, by taking the exp,, pullback of both members, provides

1+U2( ) exnF ’\(2) %
(ﬁ) expy (‘I’ﬁ(C(z))gg ) = ((z)hs (1.18)
Since
&b, (92(¢(2))57) = (92¢(2)) 0 &b,) &0, 57 = ¥2(((z)) he0 D, (119)

we eventually get

(1228) ©2(¢i2) b0 &, = ((2)he, (1.20)

showing that the celestial spheres (CS,(p), h.) and (((/:\Sg(p), ﬁz) are conformally
related via the composition of the maps exp,, and ((z).

To prove the relation (I.14) connecting the area distances with the conformal factor
®2({(z)), we use (I.13) to compute

() @2(¢e) diger = i dpyeo (1.21)
= (expp o((z) o e/@p_l) dug(}) = (C(z) o e/@p_l) (exp,, d,ug(}))

— (C(E) o e/)zl\jp_l) d'[/[,h‘é = (C(E) o e/@p_l) Dg d/J,SQ
= (&\pp_l)* (D? dpg, © C(E)) )

from which, by taking the éxp,, pull back of both members, we get

&b, ((F2l) 02(¢z)) duge ) = (128 92((=)) D dpg, o &0,
(1.22)
= DZdug, o ((z)
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2
0 (I)E(C(A)) o 6(\pp — (1;1)2517;) 135 o C(E) _ 125((2, vg)
z vz (P D?o&\p D?Oe/)—(f) B
2 P z D

where we exploited the relation (G.84) defining the (aberration) normalized area
distance D%((z, v3). O

Proposition 1.1 shows that the conformal factor ®:((z)), evaluated for a given source

q at FLRW celestial sphere coordinates y € CS;(p), can be expressed as the ratio
between the (normalized) physical area distance of the source, D((:(y), vz), and
the corresponding reference area distance ZA)(e/)E\pp(y)). It follows that ®:(((z)) is an
explicit and, at least in principle, measurable quantity, also when the exponential
mapping is not smooth.

J The comparison functional at a given FLRW
redshift

We can think of the conformal factor ®:(((z)) as stretching the elastic surface

(CS:(p), hz) on the rigid surface ((E\Sg(p),ﬁg). In [20, 21], we associated with this
stretching an elastic energy functional, whose structure was suggested to us by the rich
repertoire of functionals used in the problem of comparing shapes of surfaces in com-
puter graphics and visualization problems (see e.g. [56] and [50], to quote two relevant
papers in a vast literature). In particular, we were inspired by an energy functional
introduced, under the name of elastic energy, in a remarkable paper by J. Hass and
P. Koehl [51], who use it as a powerful means of comparing the shapes of genus-zero
surfaces in problems relevant to surface visualization. In the more complex cosmolog-
ical setting, we introduce thg follovAving comparison functional between the celestial
spheres (CS;(p), hz) and (CS;z(p), hz)

dpg,

(J.1)
where we exploited (1.22). As the notation suggests, Ecz . [Cz], is a functional of

[Dz(cz*, v:) — D;

Ees,, cs.G] = /A (@:((2) = 1)° dpy, = /A 5.

CSg (CSE

the Mobius map (z controlling, on the FLRW celestial sphere (/Z\Sg, the conformal
distortion between the FLRW metric h; and the pulled back physical metric

Gioyhs = (15428 022 bz 0 5, (1:2)

1—wvz(p)

defined by (I1.20). Note that one can easily rephrase the characterization of the compar-
ison functional Bz ¢ [¢z] in terms of the map ¢ defined by (1.5), acting between

the sky sections ig and X:.
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Lemma J.1. As an immediate consequence of the preceding remarks, we have

E(;\gi’ CS: [Cé] = Eiz[w@)] . (J'3>
Proof. By exploiting the pull back action associated with e/x\pp we can write

2
Bes, ol = [ (@ =1 dug, (1.4)
CS;
_ 2 s
= /A (®(exp,(y)) — 1)” (€xD,)"dug,.,

CS:

=/ @@ - 1) dus, (@
&Xp, (CS'%)

2
= /A ((I’ — 1) d,ug(f) = Ei E[¢(3)] . (J5)
O
Lemma J.1 shows that E@i’ Cs- [C(z)] can be used to compare sky sections at given red-

shift, and eventually, as the redshift varies, it compares the physical and the reference
FLRW past light cones in the pre-homogeneity region[20, 21].

From a geometric analysis point of view, the (bi)-Lipschitz continuous exponential
map exp,, admits a Sobolev (1,2)-norm, requiring that exp, and its first differen-
tial be square integrable. This property implies that the functional E@£7 cs. [Cz)] is
well-defined in the assumed bi-Lipschitzian setting here adopted, and that it can be

minimized over ((z) € PSL(2,C) providing a redshift-dependent distance functional
between the reference FLRW celestial sphere (CS;, ﬁz) and the physical celestial
sphere (CS;, hz), or, equivalently, between the corresponding sky sections ¥z and 2.

We have the following result.
Theorem J.1. (The distance functional at redshift Z [20, 21]).

For any given FLRW reference redshift Z, the functional Ess g [Cz)] can be
minimized over PSL(2,C), and

d:[CS:, CS:] = inf B 2 3.6

C(E)EIPHSL(ZC) csf,csé[g(z)] (J.6)

defines a redshift-dependent distance functional between the reference FLRW celestial
sphere (CSz, hz) and the physical celestial sphere (CSz, hz). Since

E(E\Sg,(CSg [Cz] = E§7z[¢(2)]~ (J.7)

the distance functional ds [(6\82, CS;] extends to a corresponding functional between

the sky sections (3z, ﬁé@)) and (Xz, 95(2)).
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Proof. Without loss in generality, we can safely assume that, for the given Z,

@\Se Dé
Since we can write (see (I1.14))

Dz((z), vz
B2((s) = St (19)

the condition (J.8) rules out an almost everywhere collapsing behavior of the confor-
mal factor ®z((z)) induced by the PSL(2,C) map ¢; : CS; — CS;. In particular,
let q(;) = e/x\pp(y(j)), j =1,2,3, denote the three selected sources on the reference

. o )/~
FLRW celestial sphere CS;, and let C((E)) (@) = ag)(k) = exp,(z¢;)(k)), be the
corresponding images in CS; . Then, if the sequences {z(;)(k)} converge to three
distinct points {Z(;)}, j =1,2,3, and (J.9) holds, the sequence {C((;))}keN is equicon-
tinuous and converges to the unique PSL(2,C) map Z(g) that takes y(;y to {T(;)},
7 =1,2,3. This is the configuration of interest in mapping our celestial spheres.
Under these conditions a minimizing sequence {C((if)) teen € PSL(2,C) for the func-

tional E(:\sé, Cs. [¢:] is equicontinuous, and by selecting a subsequence, we may assume

that {g‘((if))}keN converges to a smooth map E(z). Thus, given § > 0, there exists ko
such that for all k& > kg, we have

k
Egs, cs.ll@) € Pra., cs, [C((z))] +9, (J.10)

forall k& > ko. Since the choice of § > 0 is arbitrary, (J.10) implies that the functional

R )7 - . .
Egs. cs. [C(E)] is lower semicontinuous, i.e.,

v k
E@\SQ,(CSQ[C(E)] < hmlnf E(CS CSs [C( )]‘ (J.ll)

Hence, {C(A)} — ((z) minimizes Eq

CS:, CS: [C(z)] over PSL(2,C), as stated.

If, according to (J.6) we set

ds [(CASé, csg} —  inf E - E

¢(s) € PSL(2.0) CS:, CS: [C(E)} CS:, CS: [C(E)] > (J-12)

then, by exploiting the rewriting of the functional Egy g [C (3] in terms of the area
distances, is not difficult to prove that d; [(C S, CSZA} provides a redshift-dependent

distance functional between the celestial spheres ((E\Sg, ﬁz) and (CS;, hsz). Explicitly,
we have
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e (Non-negativity)

d: {@\Sg, (CSQ} > 0; (1.13)

(Isometry)

ds {@\Sg, CSQ} ~ 0, (J.14)

iff (([/3\85, Ez) and (CS;, C{E)hg) are isometric;
e (Symmetry)

d: [(CASﬁ, csg] — d: [(CSQ, 682] : (J.15)

® (Triangular inequality)

ds [(:\Sg, @g} < d: {@g, CS,@} + ds |:(CSQ7 (EVSQ} s (J.lﬁ)
where ~ refers to a third candidate spacetime (either another FLRW selected
for enlarging the possible choices among potential FLRW best-fitting candidates

or another physical spacetime among those candidates that the astrophysical
observations may suggest).

O

According to (G.60), the area element associated with the metric h: on ((/Z\Sg(p) is
given by duy = (1 + 2)~2 f3(F(2)) dpg., where dpg, denotes the solid angle measure
on the FLRW observer’s celestial sphere (:\Sg, where the radial density is constant.
It follows that if we consider a model FLRW spacetime with flat spatial sections,
then f2(7(2)) = 72(Z) and we can profitably rewrite the functional Ezz ¢ [(z)] in

terms of the mean square relative fluctuation 5<E(§2 )( z) of the area distance (see (G.92))

according to
SACIT Y
E— = ———-062(%). (J.17)

From this rewriting and (H.63), we easily obtain the following physical characterization
of the comparison functional Fzz ¢ -

Theorem J.2. The functional Ec_ ¢ [((z) minimized on the celestial sphere ((/ng(c)
associated with the cosmological uncoupling surface O V(. (p) is given by

~ — 2m (AZK A—A® ~
dz (c) [CSE(C)a CSE(C)} = Egs. . 5., CEe)] = E:] (K z7(e) .

(J.18)
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In particular, if in the pre-homogeneity region (Aﬁi(i:?)p)2 # 0, then we have the lower

bound

~ 2
N Qp, AE c) P 2 ~ ~
ds () |CSz (e, CSM} > (241{0) ( ﬁ;(j) > 1+ 2(c)?25%0c). (J.19)

This result implies that as long as there is a non-trivial matter density contrast in
the pre-homogeneity region (and for a cluster, this contrast can be very large), the

distance functional dz (. [(E\Sg(c), CSQ(C)} is different from zero.

Proof. The relation (J.18) follows from a straightforward substitution of the factoriza-
tion (H.63) of 5@%)(2(6)) into (J.17), and of the standard low redshift Hubble formula

Z = Ho7(%). The lower bound is a consequence of the variance inequality (see (G.93)
and (H.9) )

1 TP
Varg(Yzap) = = (Y(E(i)) — 0 (Z(Z))> dpige
(J.20)

= 52020 - (1Lza)) >0

The bound (J.19) follows from a direct computation exploiting the factorization

~ Qm AEC P
i) = 2 (2

— 2(¢))? 22(c .
= (528) 0z 2 (1.21)

provided by (H.63). O
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