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One problem of the ΛCDM model is the tension between the S8 found in Cosmic Microwave Back-
ground (CMB) experiments and the smaller one obtained from large-scale observations in the late
Universe. The σ8 quantifies the relatively high level of clustering. Bayesian Analysis of the Redshift
Space Distortion (RSD) selected data set yields: S8 = 0.700+0.038

−0.037. The fit has 3σ tension with the
Planck 2018 results. With Gaussian processes method a model-independent reconstructions of the
growth history of matter in-homogeneity is studied. The fit yields S8 = 0.707+0.085

−0.085, 0.701+0.089
−0.089,

and 0.731+0.063
−0.062 for different kernels. The tension reduces and being smaller then 1.5σ. With fu-

ture measurements the tension may be reduced, but the possibility the tension is real is a plausible
situation.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of latest breakthroughs in cosmology is the fact
that our universe is not only expanding but also acceler-
ating. This fact is proven from different data sets, such
as Supernovae type Ia (SNIa) [1–9], cosmic chronometers
[10–13] and Baryon Acoustic Oscillation (BAO) [14–23]
and the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) radiation
analysis [24–29]. Assuming homogeneous and isotropic
volume, the accelerated expansion is explained by the
presence of the dark energy [30–38].

The ΛCDM model suffers from well known problems
[39, 40], such as the coincidence problem and the dis-
agreement between the measured value of the vacuum en-
ergy density and the predicted one from Quantum Field
Theory. Despite the good agreement with the majority of
cosmological data [29], the model seems to be currently
in tension with some recent measurements, such as the
present value of the mass variance at 8h−1Mpc, namely
the σ8 tension [41–47]. There is 2σ tension between the
constraints from Planck on the matter density Ω

(0)
m and

the amplitude σ8 of matter fluctuations in linear the-
ory and those from local measurements. Planck derives
σ8 = 0.811± 0.006 [29], local measurements find smaller
values: 0.75±0.03 from Sunyaev-Zeldovich cluster counts
[48], 0.808+0.009

−0.017 from DES [49] and 0.772 ± 0.029 from
KiDS-450 weak-lensing surveys [50]. Another parameter
that quantifies the matter fluctuations is the combina-
tion:

S8 = σ8

√
Ωm,0/0.3. (1)

where Ωm,0 is the matter density. There are many claims
how to solve the tension: from the observational point of
view or from a theoretical point of view [51–86]. Here
we use the updated data-sets of the fσ8 measurements,
including the collected data set from 2006-2018 [87–91]
(collected by [57]) and the completed SDSS extended
eBOSS Survey, DES and others [92–112]. From more
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FIG. 1. Growth of matter data set. The blue line is the pre-
diction of Planck 2018 results with 5σ error. The yellow line
preforms the best fit model with the full data set (5σ error).

then 100 points we select different points from differ-
ent redshifts. With Bayesian analysis and with Gaussian
Process (GP) we analyse the S8.

The plan of the work is the following: Section II formu-
lates the theoretical background for the standard models
in cosmology. Section III constraints the parameters with
Likelihood analyses. Section IV uses the Gaussian Pro-
cess Regression method and estimates the corresponding
cosmological parameters. Finally, section V summarizes
the results.

II. GROWTH OF MATTER PERTURBATIONS

In this section we present the basic equations required
in our analysis. We begin with the Hubble parameter in
a flat ΛCDM universe given by:

H(a)2 = H2
0

[
Ωm,0a

−3 + (1− Ωm,0)a−3(1+w)
]
, (2)

where H0 is the Hubble constant, Ωm,0 is the present
day value of the matter density parameter, a is the scale
factor and w is the dark energy equation of state. The
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Index Survey z fσ8(z) Refs
1 2MTF 0.001 0.505 ± 0.085 [113]
2 6dFGS+SnIa 0.02 0.428 ± 0.0465 [114]
3 2MTF, 6dFGS 0.03 0.404+0.082

−0.081 [100]
4 6dFGS, SDSS 0.035 0.338 ± 0.027 [99]
5 6dFGS 0.06 0.38 ± 0.12 [101]
6 6dFGS 0.067 0.423 ± 0.055 [115]
7 SDSS DR13 0.1 0.48 ± 0.16 [116]
8 SDSS-MGS 0.15 0.490 ± 0.145 [117]
9 2dFGRS 0.17 0.510 ± 0.060 [118]
10 GAMA 0.18 0.360 ± 0.090 [119]
11 SDSS-LRG-60 0.25 0.3665 ± 0.0601 [120]
12 SDSS-BOSS 0.30 0.407 ± 0.055 [121]
13 BOSS DR12 0.31 0.469 ± 0.098 [90]
14 SDSS DR10, DR11 0.32 0.48 ± 0.10 [122]
15 BOSS DR12 0.36 0.474 ± 0.097 [90]
16 SDSS-LRG-200 0.37 0.4602 ± 0.0378 [120]
17 BOSS DR12 0.38 0.477 ± 0.051 [123]
18 BOSS DR12 0.40 0.473 ± 0.086 [90]
19 BOSS DR12 0.44 0.481 ± 0.076 [90]
20 BOSS DR12 0.48 0.482 ± 0.067 [90]
21 SDSS-BOSS 0.50 0.427 ± 0.043 [121]
22 SDSS-III BOSS 0.51 0.470 ± 0.041 [108]
23 BOSS DR12 0.52 0.488 ± 0.065 [90]
24 BOSS DR12 0.56 0.482 ± 0.067 [90]
25 BOSS 11 CMASS 0.57 0.438 ± 0.037 [106]
26 SDSS-III DR12 0.59 0.497 ± 0.058 [107]
27 Vipers 0.6 0.48 ± 0.12 [124]
28 SDSS-III BOSS 0.61 0.457 ± 0.052 [107]
29 BOSS DR12 0.64 0.486 ± 0.070 [90]
30 SDSS-IV eBOSS 0.698 0.473 ± 0.044 [96]
31 eBOSS DR16 LRGxELG 0.70 0.4336 ± 0.05003 [95]
32 Vipers 0.727 0.296 ± 0.0765 [125]
33 SDSS-IV eBOSS 0.74 0.50 ± 0.11 [94]
34 Vipers v7 0.76 0.440 ± 0.040 [126]
35 VVDS 0.77 0.490 ± 0.18 [118]
36 Vipers 0.80 0.470 ± 0.080 [127]
37 SDSS-IV eBOSS 0.845 0.289+0.085

−0.096 [92]
38 SDSS-IV eBOSS 0.85 0.35 ± 0.10 [93]
39 Vipers 0.86 0.48 ± 0.10 [124]
40 SDSS-IV eBOSS 0.978 0.379 ± 0.176 [103]
41 Vipers v7 1.05 0.280 ± 0.080 [126]
42 SDSS-IV eBOSS 1.230 0.385 ± 0.099 [103]
43 FMOS 1.4 0.494+0.126

−0.120 [112]
44 SDSS-IV eBOSS 1.480 0.439 ± 0.048 [97]
45 SDSS-IV eBOSS 1.52 0.426 ± 0.0777 [102]
46 SDSS-IV eBOSS 1.526 0.342 ± 0.070 [103]
47 SDSS-IV eBOSS 1.944 0.364 ± 0.106 [103]

TABLE I. The selected Red Shift Space Distortion data set
that be used in this paper.

scale factor is connected to the redshift via the relation
a = 1/(z + 1). Since we will discuss on low redshifts
(z < 2) we ignore the contribution of the radiation. The
matter density can then also be expressed as a function
of the scale factor:

Ωm(a) =
Ωm,0a

−3

H(a)2/H2
0

. (3)

The matter density perturbations in Fourier space de-

pend on the underlying cosmological model. The linear
matter perturbations grow according to:

δ′′m(a) +

(
3

a
+
H ′(a)

H(a)

)
δ′m(a) =

3

2

Ωm(a)

a2
δm(a) . (4)

The equation above has an analytical solution for the
growing mode, given by [128–131]

δm(a)

a
=2 F1

(
− 1

3w
,
w − 1

2w
; 1− 5

6w
; a−3w(1− 1

Ωm,0
)

)
.

(5)
The dependence on the wave number k disappears be-
cause of the assumption of small scales approximation.
We define the growth rate f and the root mean square
normalization of the matter power spectrum σ8 as:

f(a) =
d log δm
d log a

, (6)

σ8(a) = σ8,0
δm(a)

δm(1)
, (7)

A more robust and reliable quantity that is measured by
redshift surveys is the combination of the growth rate
f(a) and σ8(a):

fσ8(a) = a
δ′m(a)

δm(1)
σ8,0 . (8)

Equation (8) will be our key quantity, which will be tested
with the most recent data available in the following sec-
tions. Fig. 1 shows the data set we use in this work that
table I summarizes.

III. BAYESIAN ANALYSIS

In order to test the standard models with the data sets,
we use Bayesian Analysis. The χ2 between the models
and the set is defined as:

χ2 = V iC−1ij V
j (9)

where V i = fσ8,i − fσ8(zi; Ωm, w, σ8). Here fσ8,i corre-
sponds to each of the data points. fσ8(zi; Ωm, w, σ8) is
the theoretical value for a given set of parameters values.
The covariance matrix which has been assumed to leave
the data points uncorrelated, with:

Cii = σ2
i . (10)

The effects of possible correlations among data points
can be estimated by introducing a number of randomly
selected nondiagonal elements in the covariance matrix
while keeping it symmetric. In this approach we intro-
duce positive correlations in 9 randomly selected pairs of
data points (about 20% of the data). The positions of
the non-diagonal elements are chosen randomly and the
magnitude of the randomly selected covariance matrix
element Cij is set to

Cij = 0.5σiσj (11)
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−0.30
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−0.088 0.701+0.077
−0.074 −0.96+0.30

−0.31

Planck 2018 0.311 ± 0.019 0.811 ± 0.006 0.834 ± 0.016 −1

FIG. 2. The posterior distribution for ΛCDM and wCDM. Rhe red distribution shows the fit for diagonal covariance and the
blue distribution show the fit with random covariance between the point. The upper panel presents the fit for ΛCDM and the
lower panel shows the fit for wCDM.

where σiσj are the published 1σ errors of the data
points i, j. The prior is a uniform distribution, where
Ωm ∈ [0.01; 0.9], w ∈ [−2.5;−0.5] and σ8 ∈ [0.5; 1.2]. Re-
garding the problem of data fit, we use the open-source
sampler emcee [132] with the GetDist [133] to present
the data.

Fig II presents the posterior distribution for ΛCDM
and wCDM. The red distribution shows the fit for di-
agonal covariance and the blue distibution show the
fit with random covariance between the point. ΛCDM

fit yields Ωm = 0.201+0.036
−0.033, σ8 = 0.857+0.044

−0.042 and
S8 = 0.700+0.038

−0.037. Including the random convariance
matrix we get Ωm = 0.192+0.037

−0.033, σ8 = 0.863+0.046
−0.043 and

S8 = 0.690+0.040
−0.038 .

The wCDM model fit yields Ωm = 0.198+0.038
−0.035, σ8 =

0.891+0.11
−0.095 and S8 = 0.722+0.072

−0.067. The equation of
state in this case is: w = −0.90+0.29

−0.30. Including the
random convariance matrix we get Ωm = 0.192+0.038

−0.034,
σ8 = 0.879+0.10

−0.088 and S8 = 0.701+0.077
−0.074. The equation of
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FIG. 3. The growth of matter data set with the corresponding
data from the Gaussian Process Regression for different Ker-
nels. The predicted shape presented with 1σ error. The initial
value of fσ8 from the GP with different kernels.

state in this case is w = −0.96+0.30
−0.31.

[134] measures the cross-correlation between red
MaGiC galaxies selected from the DES Year-1 data and
gravitational lensing of the CMB reconstructed from
South Pole Telescope (SPT) and Planck data. Joint anal-
ysis of galaxy-CMB lensing cross-correlations and galaxy
clustering to constrain cosmology finds S8 = 0.800+0.090

−0.094.
The tension between the RSD fit to the DES fit is 0.98σ.
Planck result gives 0.834±0.016 [29]. The difference with

the Planck fit is 3.2σ. The tension with the Planck data
implies that the tension is real.

IV. GAUSSIAN PROCESS METHOD

Gaussian Process Method (GPM) is widely used in cos-
mology [135–153]. In this section we use the GPM with
the fσ8 data in order to estimate the S8 with a model
independent approach. [105, 115, 154] estimate the value
of fσ8 for z ≈ 0. [105] measures 0.424+0.067

−0.064 while [154]
measures 0.384 ± 0.052. In order to find the fσ8(0) we
use the Gaussian Process (PG) algorithm as a model in-
dependent approach. The GP reconstructs a function
from data set without assuming a parametrization for
the function [135, 155]. Having a data set D:

D = {(xi, yi)|i = 1, .., n}, (12)

we can reconstruct in a function f(x) which describes
the data. In this case at any point x, the value f(x) is a
Gaussian random variable with mean µ(x) and variance
V ar(x). The function values at any two different points
are not independent from each other. Therefore, the co-
variance function cov(f(x), f(x̃)) = k(x, x̃) describes the
corresponding correlations. The possibilities for the Ker-
nel are wide. The current work uses the Radial Basis
Function (RBF):

k(x, x̃) = σ2
f exp(− (x− x̃)2

2l2
), (13)

The Matern kernel with ν = 7/2:

k(x, x̃) = σ2
f exp(−

√
7
|x− x̃|
l

)

(1 +
√

7
|x− x̃|
l

+ 14
(x− x̃)2

5l2
+ 7
√

7
|x− x̃|3

15l3
),

(14)

and Matern kernel with ν = 9/2:

k(x, x̃) = σ2
f exp(−3

|x− x̃|
l

)

(1 + 3
|x− x̃|
l

+ 27
(x− x̃)2

7l2
+ 18

|x− x̃|3

7l3
+ 27

(x− x̃)4

35l4
).

(15)

σf and l are two hyperparameters which can be con-
strained from the observational data. In order to calcu-
late the predicted behavior from the Gaussian Process
method, we use the open source code Scikit-learn [156].

Fig III shows the smooth behavior for different Kernels.
The table below presents the corresponding fσ8(z = 0).
The RBG kernel yields 0.358± 0.0241 while the Matern
Kernel gives 0.356± 0.025 for ν = 3.5 and 0.372± 0.017
for ν = 4.5. The total estimation gives closer value to
[154]’s measurement.

From the dependence of Eq. 5 and Eq. 7 we can es-
timate the parameters with the predicted point fσ8(0).
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wCDM RBF Matern ν = 3.5 Matern ν = 4.5

w −1.01+0.48
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−0.47 −1.00+0.47
−0.48
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Ωm 0.26+0.12
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−0.11

S8 0.704+0.087
−0.082 0.706+0.098
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FIG. 4. The final results of S8 estimations from different
methods: the Bayesian analysis and the Gaussian Process Re-
gression estimation. The models that were tested are ΛCDM
(upper panel) and wCDM models (lower panel).

The table under figure IV summarizes the best fitted val-
ues with different kernels.

The GPM ΛCDM fit yields very similar values for the
S8. The RBF kernel gives: S8 = 0.707+0.085

−0.085. The
Matern kernel gives S8 = 0.701+0.089

−0.089 for ν = 3.5, and
S8 = 0.731+0.063

−0.062 for ν = 4.5. The wCDM fit gives very

similar values: S8 = 0.704+0.087
−0.082. The Matern kernel

gives S8 = 0.706+0.098
−0.092 for ν = 3.5, and S8 = 0.730+0.067

−0.063
for ν = 4.5.

With the GPM the tension between the Planck S8 fit
and the RSD fit is reduced: 1.49σ for the RBF kernel,
1.47σ for the Matern kernel with ν = 3.5 and 1.58σ for
the Matern kernel with ν = 4.5. The results imply that
the tension is probably real and gives some window for
a new physics, however the tension most probably small.
The possibility for new physics is widely discussed with
different models [157–162].

In order to complete our analysis, we report the tension
for the wCDM model: 1.47σ for the RBF kernel, 1.29σ
for the Matern kernel with ν = 3.5 and 1.51σ for the
Matern kernel with ν = 4.5.

V. DISCUSSION

This paper analyzes the latest fσ8 data with the
standard Bayesian statistics and model independent ap-
proach. From a big collection of data points we find
a sub-collection for different redshifts. With Bayesian
statistics we find S8 = 0.700+0.038

−0.037 for ΛCDM and S8 =

0.722+0.072
−0.067 for wCDM.

With a model independent approach, we find the initial
value fσ8(z = 0) ≈ 0.36 ± 0.02. A fit with this initial
point we get closer values of S8 to the Planck value: In
all cases, the tension between Planck 2018 fit and the
RSD fit is smaller then 2σ. In future measurements the
tension may be resolved, such as J-PAS [163], DESI [164]
and Euclid experiment [165–167] or at least reduced as
we see in our analysis, but the possibility the tension is
real is plausible solution.

Public Source: The python files with the dataset
and the fit package can be found in https://github.
com/benidav/RSD-GPM.
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