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Large-Scale Bulk M otions C om plicate the H ubble D iagram
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W e investigate the extent to which correlated distortions of the um inosity distance—redshift re—
Jation due to largescale bulk ows lim it the precision with which cosm ological param eters can be
measured. In particular, peculiar velocities of type la supemovae at low redshifts, z < 02, may
preventa su cient calbration ofthe H ubble diagram necessary to m easure the dark energy equation
of state to better than 10% , and din inish the resolution of the equation of state tin e-derivative pro—
“cted orplanned surveys. W e consider sim ilar distortions of the angulardiam eter distance, aswell
as the Hubble constant. W e show that the m easurem ent of correlations in the largescale buk ow
at low redshifts using these distance indicators m ay be possble with a cum ulative signalto-noise
ratio of order 7 in a survey of 300 type la supemovae spread over 20,000 square degrees.

PACS numbers: PACS num ber(s): 9585.52 0480Nn, 97.10Vm

Introduction.| The challenge to discover the nature
of dark energy is pushing all m ethods and m easures
of cosnology to their limis. The lum inosity dis-
tances to type la supemovae (SNe) which st re-
vealed the cosn ic acceleration Er}', :_2:, :_3], are now
being pursued to obtain tighter constraints on cos—
m ological m odel param eters EZJ:, E, :_6, -'j]. O bser-
vational program s, such as the Supemova Legacy

________________ E ssence
htp//www ctio noao edu/ w sne/), the C amegie Super-

nova Projct (nttp://csplleocl/ cspuserl/CSP htm i),
In addition to ongoing e ortsby existing groups, are cur-
rently underw ay, hoping to achieve 10% constraintson
the dark energy equation of state param eter. In order to
decisively advance our understanding, and test fora pos—
sible tin eevolution ofthe dark energy, a dedicated space—
based m ission isplanned aspart oftheNA SA /DOE Joint

D ark Energy M ission (JDEM ).

T he lum inosity distanceredshift relation, how ever, has
a basic lin ftation as a tool for cosm ology in an inhom o—
geneous universe. Large scale structures distort the dis—
tances and redshifts. Tt is well known that peculiar ve—
Jocities of SN e Induced by the intemalproperties of host
galaxies and clusters contribute a random com ponent to
distance estim ates which can be reduced by averaging
over m any SNe. Furthem ore, gravitational lensing of
SN light reduces the accuracy w ith which the true lum
nosity distance can be determm ined for an individual SN
[B,:Q, :_f(_i,:_l-j], thereby com plicating an easy interpretation
ofthe Hubble diagram . The e ect com es from the slight
m odi cation of the observed SN ux due to lensing by
the intervening large-scale structure {_l-Z_i, :_1-2_5, :_ffl, :_1-5] and
correlates distance errors of SN e spread over the sky at a
few degrees or lkss, due to survey geom etries in the form
of \pencil beam s" or long, but narrow strips f_l-é] Our
prin ary concem in this paper is large-scale buk ows
f_l-:/!], peculiar m otions that are coherent on scales above

60 M pc, which correlate individual SN distance esti-

m ates spread over ten or m ore degrees angular scale. In
this case the e ect com es from the slight D oppler shift—
Ing of both the source and ocbserver, a ecting both the
Inferred redshift and the ux, resulting In a non-lnear
correction to the lum inosity distance. This correlated
noise cannot be reduced sim ply by increasing the sam ple
size and is expected to a ect the error budget from low
to Interm ediate redshifts (z < 02). Because the Hubblk
diagram at these low redshiftsm ust be pinned down ac—
curately In orderthatwem ay hopeto ndapossbletime
variation in the dark energy equation of state t_l-§', :_1-9'], i
follow s that accounting for buk m otions is a necessity.

F luctuations and anisotropies in lum inosity distance
have been studied previously, w ith m ost of the focus on
om alim R0, 21] and the role of gravitational lensing
eg. [_iz_i]) . The attention has only recently expanded to
Inclide peculiar m otions Q-,f.] O ur Intention is to exam —
Ine the consequences of correlated distortions of um inos—
ity distances due to buk m otions for the interpretation
of the Hubbl diagram and e orts to extract cosm ologi-
cal nform ation about dark energy. Tuming the problem
around, we w ill also exam Ine w hether low -redshift SNe
can provide a way to m easure argescale bulk ows.

Calkulktional M ethod.| In order to further quantify
these statem ents, we will rst summ arize the errors in—
duced by peculiar velocity uctuations. The e ect re—
sulting from wvelocities nvolve two di erences: rst, the
Inferred redshift ism odi ed by the di erence in the veloc—
ity ofthe source relative to the observer, pro ected along
the line of sight; second, the m otion at the observer leads
to a dipole correction to the distance. In com bination, we
cbtain (see, Ref. p0] or details including their equation
315;alo 1, 23):

4
dr,

al>»

a
Vsne 5~ (Vsne Vobs) i @)
where A is the unit vector along the line of sight, vsye
is the SN velociy, vops is the velocity of the observer,

is the com oving radialdistance to the SN, and the prin e
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FIG . 1: Correlations in peculiar velocities, C"" (z1;Z2; ), as a function of two SN redshifts, z and z; and their profcted

angular separation

. On the kft, In panel (@), we consider the correlations as a function of when z= 7z = 2z, and also wih

z1 xed at 02 wih z, varied. On the right, in panel (b) we consider the correlations as a function of redshift, wih z; = z,

for variety of illustrative

values. The horizontal line show s the intrinsic SN m easurem ent error corresponding to m = 0:d.

P eculiar velocities correlate SN e separated at 10 to 100 square degrees on the sky at redshifts around 0.1, but extra covariance
from SN e at redshifts greater than a few tenths is negligble com pared to the intrinsic error. T he lensing variance overtakes

the e ect due to correlated m otions at redshifts starting at z

denotes the derivative w ith respect to the conform altim e.
T he covariance m atrix of errors in um nosity distance is

2
Coviyy a5+ C7V @iizyi 45) 2)

where 2 isthevariancetem thata ectseach distance
ndividually (.g. due to random velocities, or the in—
trinsic uncertainty in the calbration of SN light curves).
CY (zi;z5; ij) isde ned asthe correlation, at redshifts z;
and z; w ith a profcted angular separation of ;5 on the
sky, due to velocity uctuations. Eq. @') de nes the full
covariance m atrix due to peculiar velocities. T he covari-
ance In lum inosity distances can be com puted, follow ing
Refs. 24, 25], whereby

. X 2141
C" (zijzy; i3) = s 5—F 3)
7 even
k*dkPyy (kizi;z5)h &l i 5008 15)hk jsh i)
- 1 =2
a® al 5
with F1= 01 1)!=R¥2 (=2)"]cosl =2, and the summ a-

tion is over even values of 1. W e assum e that SNe are
point sources that trace the linear velocity eld, but if
there is a velocity bias, then the correlations could be
enhanced. N ote that Py, (k;z;i;zy) is the power spectrum

of velocity uctuations between redshifts z; and z; re—
spectively, which can be w ritten as

Pyy (k;zi;2z5) = D °(2:)D °(2))Pum )=k’ @)

where P, , isthemass uctuation power spectrum and
D is the mass growth factor. This form only accounts

02, depending on the velocity-velocity separation angle.

for linear uctuations at large scales. The variance re—
lated to velocity uctuations can be obtained in the lm it
where z; = zy and i3 ! 0. W e additionally included
nonlinear velocities, corresponding to intermalm otions of
SN e w ithin halos such as groups and clusters, and found
that these also do not a ect error estin ates. T his is due
to the fact that the velocity-induced variance is sm aller
than the intrinsic eror, .. The e ect on the Hubblk
diagram , how ever, is not negligible since correlations be—
tw een errors are dom lnated by the largescalebuk ows
at low redshifts.

In Figurel @), we show the lum inosity distance covari-
ance C"V (z4;24; i3) with equal redshifts and also with
z; = 02 for di erent values of z5, as a function of the
separation angle ij. In Figure 1 (b) we show the covari-
ance as a function of z = z; = z; for several illustrative
values of ;5. For reference, we also plot the varance
as a function of redshift z and com pare it to an intrin-—
sic SN m agniude error of m = 0:, which is the ex-
pected levelto which SN light curvesm ay be calbrated
In upoom ing searches. W e note that the recent Supemova
Legacy Survey (SNLS) has reached an average intrinsic
error of 012 (in m agnitudes). Peculiar velocities are a
concem for SN e sgparated by angular scales of tens or
m ore square degrees as seen In Figure 1 @), and at low
redshifts, z . 02,asseen In Figure 1 ).

To determ ine the inpact on cosm ological param eter
estin ates, we com pute the F isher inform ation m atrix

X edy (z) @dy (z)

F = —Cov ')
Cov “)ij oD

5
o ©)

ij
If the errors are uncorrelated in the Hubbl dia-
gram , then the nal error on a given cosm ological
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FIG . 2: Expected errors on cosn ological param eters due to the peculiar velocity covariances. In Figure 2 @) (left panel) the
expected errors on a constant dark energy equation ofstate, w = wo,and them atterdensity param eterare shown. In F igure 2 (o)

(right panel) the expected errors on the dark energy equation of state param eters, wo and w1, wherew = wo + (1
0f 0.01, are shown. W e have assum ed a survey of 300 SN e out to a redshift of 02 over

assum Ing a prior uncertainty on o

a)wi, and

10,000 sgr. degrees, such as the Supemova Factory, and another 1700 SN e between redshifts 02 and 1.7 in 10 sqr. degrees on
the sky, such as from SNAP /JDEM .W e break the error ellipses to covariances from lensing and peculiar velocities.

P
param eter obtained by model tting is = N (zi).
But in the case that there are correlations between

data pomnts due to buk ow the nal error is
close to _ e 1+ N (z3) 1Ir®= N (z;) where r
Cov (i;j)= Var@@)Var(j) is the average correlation be-

tween data points. The Imit r ! 0 corresponds to the
case of uncorrelated errors, but in the lm it of perfect
correlation, r ! 1, the error rem ains as it Wih no in -
provem ent from the number of SNe in the survey. For
0< r? < 1, whilke there is an in provem ent w ith increas-
Ing the SNe sam ple size, in the lim it of large num bers,
the error on an individual param eter w ill not in prove
beyond r it.

Anaysis.| To estin ate coam ological param eter m ea—
surem ent errors, we consider a survey with 2000 SNe,
sin ilar to the combined Supemova Factory and the
Supemova A cceleration Probe (SNAP) proposal for a
JDEM .W e distribbute 300 SN e unifom ly in redshift be-
tween 0 to 02 over an area of 10,000 sqr. degrees, and
1700 between redshifts 02 and 1.7 over 10 sgr. degrees.
W e calculate the covariance m atrix of size 2000 by 2000
obtained by assum ing a distribution of separations that
peaks at roughly one half of the diagonal of the survey
geom etry (assum ed to be a square).

In Figure 2, we summ arize our results related to cos—
m ological param eter estin ates. Here, we have consid-
ered the m easurem ent of four param eters, the m atter
density param eter [ , the Hubbl param eter h which
can also be considered as an overall nom alization to
the Hubbl diagram (and a ected by low-redshift bulk

ow s), and assum e a dark energy equation of state given
by w@) = wo+ (1 a)w;. Our ducial test m odel
is a coam ological constant plus cold dark m atter, w ith

Wo = 1;w; = 0 and matter density , = 03. In

Figure 2@),weassume w; = 0 exactly and consider the
measurementof , andw = wo. In Figure 2 ), we set
aprioron , wih ( 5)= 0:01,and considerm easure-
ment ofwy and wi . The error ellipses show the expected
errors based on which part of the covariance is included.
T he innemm ost ellipse is the case w here covariance is ig—
nored and only intrinsic noise is lnclided whik the out-
emm ost ellipse is the case where both peculiar velocities
and lensing covariance are taken into account. W e can
see that the velocity correlations dilate the W un-—
certainty by  25% in the case illustrated by Figure 2 @),
and thewy, w; uncertainty by 20% in the case illus-
trated by F igure 2 (p) . Including the e ects ofboth veloc—
ities and weak lensing, orwhich the variance rather than
covariance betw een sources is dom nant, we see that the
uncertainties expand by 40% ; 150% on wo; n respec—
tively In case @), and 50% on wo; w; In case ).

In general, an aller separations at high redshift lead to
an increase in param eter errors from lensing, whik at low
redshifts correlations at the scales ofa few tens sgr. de—
grees Increase the peculiar velocity contribution. A com —
bination of large area ( 10,000 sqgr. degrees) at z < 02
and a snallerarea ( a few tens sqr. degrees) at higher
redshifts provides the optin al com bination, though co—
variances are not sin ply reduced to zero in that case.

T here is som e possbility to use the digpersion in the
Hubbl diagram as a m easure of peculiar velocity uc—
tuations. This is summ arized in Figure 3, where we
plotthe angularpow er spectrum of line-ofsight pro fcted
velocities as a function of ift In the form of m s

uctuations given by v s = FC1=2 c. The pbtted
power spectrum is equivalent to the Fourder transform
of Eq. (3) except that we have not included factors of
(1 a=a’ ) which relate uctuations in the velocity eld
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FIG. 3: e m s uctuations in the line-ofsight projcted
velocities ?C1=2 cin km /s as a function of the m ultipole.
W e show the angular power spectrum at di erent redshifts.
T he diagonal, dot-dashed lne is the expected noise power
spectrum for velocity m easurem ents for a sam ple of SNe w ith
an intrinsic uncertainty of 0.1 m agnitudes and a surface den-
sity of 50 sr b, A Iong the lines of a survey such as the Su-—
pemova Factory, which expects 300 SNe at low redshifts,
z= 001 0:208, and assum ing the survey to be spread over
a fractional sky area fg, = 0:5, we plot the expected error
boxes for angular power spectrum m easurem ents binned in
multipole space, for the m ean survey redshift. The velocity

uctuations are detected at the cum ulative signalto-noise ra—
tio 7.

to that of the lum inosity distances estim ated w ith SNe.
W e are assum ing that an indiridual distance estim ate,
com bined w ith redshift and an extemal estin ate of the
overall nom alization of the SN light curve, can be con-
verted to an estin ate of the peculiar velociy Q-é] n
Figure 3, we also show the uncertainty related to pe-
culiar vebocity uctuation measurements, Z =N where

vel is the Intrinsic error in the velocity m easurem ent
from each SN and N is the surface density of SNe (In
sr 1). Assum ing an intrinsic uncertainty of 0:1 mag—
nitudes, then ye1 = ntCcz=2:17 (n km /s) which at
z 0:02 is 275 km /s. W e also assum e no uncertainty in
the observer’s velociy, and that the m easurem ents are
not lim ited by uncertainties in coan ological param eters
such as the Hubble constant or a ected by any system —
atic biases. At low redshifts, surveys such as the Su-
pemova Factory expect 300 SNe over 2 sr so that
ushg an estin ate of 50 sr ! for the surface density and
fay = 05 for the fractional sky coverage, we obtain the
expected error boxes for binned m ultipole m easurem ents
In Fig. 3. The lineofsight profcted velocity anisotropy
pow er spectrum is detected w ith a cum ulative signalto-
noiseratio of 7 forthenoise curve and errorbars shown
In Figure 3. However, this is not a signi cant detection
for detailed cosn ological param eter estin ates. For com —
parison, unlike the low velocity anisotropy \signal" cap-—
tured by low redshift SNe, i m ay be possble to study
clustering statistics of lensingm agni cation w ith sam ples

0fSN e at a redshift beyond umi:y w ith signalto-noise ra—
tios of order thirty orm ore [22., 27-]

W hile peculiar velocity uctuations in the Hubble di-
agram do not provide extra cosm ological inform ation,
there are signi cant in plications for distance estim ators
and cosam ological probes. For exam ple, due to the corre—
lations, a full Nyt N o Fisher m atrix, as opposed to
a redshift-binned am aller version, is required in order to
obtain coam ological param eter accuracy estin ates. P re—
sum ably this isnot a problem since the correct treatm ent
of SN calbration uncertainties already requires the fiill
Niot Nyt (Or even larger) covariance m atrix f28] The
challenge is signi cant, how ever, asone can neither ignore
an all correlations nor assum e som e arbitrary cosm ology
to estin ate covariance am ong m easurem ents which are
then used to extract new coam ological param eters. T he
11l covardance m atrix m ust be established as a function
of coam ological param eters to obtain an accurate gauge
of coan ological param eter uncertainty.

None of these considerations will deter upcom ing
searches for SNe for coan ological purposes, though a
carefil consideration m ust be given to account for ve-
locity uctuations at low redshifts and lensing e ects at
high redshifts. Since peculiar velocity correlations are
only signi cantat z < 02, one can potentially ignore low
redshift SNe when tting distance data to cosn ological
estin ates. In this case, we nd that the param eter errors
are not signi cantly a ected by velocity correlations ex—
cept that the errors are ncreased by the fractional factor
In which the SN sam ple is reduced. In fact, this Increase
is largerthan the case where allSN e are used to estin ate
coam ology, but w ith a proper accounting of the correla—
tions. So, nstead of sin ply throw Ing aw ay data, such as
low redshift SNe, it m ay be best to keep the sam plk as
a whole, but develop techniques to acocount for peculiar
velocity correlations.

Since the ow, 6 multipoles In the velociy
anisotropy soectrum dom inate the SN distance covari-
ance, if such m ultipoles can be determ ined independently
of the SN m easurem ents then corrections, at least par—
tially, can be applied to the interpretations ofthe Hubble
diagram . If a signaltonoise ratio of 10 m easurem ent in
each multipole is adequate for a reasonable correction,
then independent bulk ow m easurem ents at redshifts
ranging over 0.01 to 0.1 must invole a source surface
density of 10° sr ' and an uncertainty i the velocity
m easurem ent of each ob fct below 100 km s '. Such a
surface density of sources and a velociy error m ay be
achievable w ith cluster studies of the kinetic Sunyaev-—
Zeldovich [2-9] e ectw Ji:h the upcom Ing P lanck surveyor

though foregrounds and intermalm otions w ithin c]usters
will contam nate buk ow measurem ents and reduce
the overall signalto-noise ratio levels [_5(_5] Another
approach w illbe to consider inform ation from an aln ost
allsky peculiar velocity survey based on Ilow-redshift
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FIG . 4: Correlations i the Hubble constant, C* ¥ (z1;22; ),
as a function of when z = z;. At redshifts less than 0.05,
the correlations are generally at the level of few times 10 4
and peak at angular scales 0of50 , suggesting that the Hubble
constant should show uctuations at the levela few percent,
atm ost, when divided to patcheson the sky at the sam e angu-
lar scale. A reliable detection of this few percent uctuation
is challenging given the low surface density of SN e expected at
low redshifts, sim ilar to the detection of velociy anisotropies
shown in Figure 3.

galaxy samples. In the past, the IRAS Point Source
Redshift Catalog (P SCz) has allowed m odeling of the
soherical ham onic m om ents of the velocity eld I_B-Zl:]
out to a redshift 0£0.02. W e encourage the developm ent
of techniques to use infom ation from such surveys to
correct the correlations In the low redshift part of the
Hubbl diagram .

Tt is Interesting to note that the din ensionless uctu-
ations of the angulardiam eter distance dy due to large-
scalebulk m otions are identicalto that forthe lum nosiy
distance,

G=dp = & =d.: (6)
This m eans our results for velocity covariances apply
equally to distancesbased on angulardiam eterm easure—
m ents. Possble scenarios include the distances to large
scale structure obtained through baryon acoustic oscik-
lations [_52_5], distances to galaxies using the Sunyaev-—
Zeldovich e ect (for a recent exam ple, see [:_3-3_:]) or other
features such as radio lobes [_§Z_i, :_?:E;], and probes of cos—
m ology using the A lcock-P azcynski {_3-§] test which em -
ply the angulardiam eter distance to a correlation ra-
dius. The survey details will di er In all cases, so that
the extent to which velocity correlations of low -redshift,
w ide-separation ob ects contribute noise w il also vary.

W e can also consider dimensionless uctuations of
the Hubble constant, inferred from either lum inosiy or
angulardiam eter distances. Usihg d;,, we note that

H !=d=dzid,=(@1+ z)] whersby

H
4, 4 4 )
H dL d dL

T he second term on the right lncludes the correction due
to the peculiar acceleration. At low redshifts, this is
equivalent to gy = g + 0+ (@0 Qz+ 0 @%));
w hich we obtain by perturbing the redshift expansion of
the lum inosiy distance. Here, y isthe fractionalpertur-
bationtoX = H;dyjzand ;= (I+1=2)8 @Ene Vobs):
(SeeRefs. [_2@, 23].) In principle, the deceleration param —
eter g, also varies on the sky and su ers from correla—
tions. Sim ilar to uctuations associated w ith distance In
Eqg. @), one can de ne a covariance for the Hubble con—
stant anisotropies using the line-ofsight procted cor-
relation function for the velociy eld. This covariance
is

X 21+ 1 2

cHH cos j5—F) ®)

(2iiz3; i3) =

7 even
dkPrnm &;zi5z5) ikl 5 joos 35Dk jysin i)

( )

0 a 0 a
D (Z'l) 1 _0 + i D (Z'l) 1 _0
a i a i
( " #0)
0 a 0 a
D (Zj ) 1 —ao + 3 D (Zj ) 1 _ao ;

j j
where F; is de ned below E(g. (’#_1:). Compared to uc—
tuations of the lum nnosity distance, anisotropies in the
Hubbl constant are larger by a factor of 3 5 de-
pending on the redshift and the deceleration param eter
(see Figure 4). The increase com es from the correction
to uctuations associated w ith peculiar acceleration in
Eqg. ¢_'/:). As shown in Figure 4, at redshifts between
0.025 to 0.05, uctuations in the Hubbl constant are
at most a faw percent, given that the correlations are
CHE (zi;25; 15) O (10 *) at angular scakes of 60 de—
grees. Detecting such a small uctuation from a low
redshift SN survey such as the Supemova Factory, how —
ever, w ill be challenging just as velocity uctuations are
m argihally m easurable from SN surveys. T his ism ostly
due to the low surface density of SNe expected at low
redshifts.

N ote that the expressions for the H ubble constant and
distance uctuations depend on the lne-ofsight source
and observer velocities separately. Hence, there is the
possibility of a \Hubbl bubbl," large uctuations in
H , if the m otion of the reference fram e de ned by the
sources, SN e or large scale structure, does not converge
to our reference fram e, de ned relative to the cosm icm i-
crow ave background {_3-]', :_§§', :_3-9',:_4(_]'] Forexam ple, a local
low density bubble could biasH high by 5% {1, 43],
although observations suggest that the reference fram es
have indeed converged by length scales 50 M pc/h



El-g:, :_414] N evertheless, our localm otion w ill induce cor-
related velocity uctuations if it is not rem oved from the
data properly.

To conclude, we have Investigated the correlated dis—
tortions of the lum nosity distanceredshift relation due
to largescalebuk owsand how these correlations lim it
the precision w ith which cosm ologicalparam eters can be
measured. At low redshifts, peculiar velocities correlate

of the Hubbl diagram , relative to the scenario where
one arbirarily assum es no correlations so that the er—
rors decrease by the square—root of the num ber of SNe.
T he increase in Individual error of a distant SN, or the
correction to variance from the velocity eld, however, is
negligble relative to an expected intrinsic error o£0.1 to
0.15 m agnitudes. T hese results are consistent w ith other
recent calculations on how peculiar velocities a ect cos-
m ological studies.w ith-SN.e .lg_:j!J_Tum.ing our argum.ents

around, we- nd-that the m easurem ent of hrge-scatebuk - -

ows at low redshifts using SN distance indicators is
challenging. At high redshifts, weak gravitational lens-
Ing m agni cation adds an extra dispersion to the light
curve and increases the individual errors of SN distance
estin ates. For surveys that are concentrated on sm aller

aregs on-the- sky, weak-lensing -also- comelates-distance - - -€11A . Cooray, D .
estih ates; but the dncrease-in-ndfxdual-varianees gen—

erally dom inates the error budget. W e also considered
sin ilar distortions of the angulardiam eter distance, as
well as the Hubble constant.
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