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Nonlinear gravitational effects of large-scale local inhomogeneities on Cosmic Microwave Back-
ground (CMB) anisotropies are studied, based on the relativistic second-order theory of pertur-
bations in nonzero-A flat cosmological models, which has been analytically derived by the present
author, and on the second-order formula of CMB anisotropies derived by Mollerach and Matar-
rese. In this paper we derive the components of the CMB anisotropy power spectra in the range of
I =1 — 22 which are caused by asymmetric local inhomogeneities on scales of 300 Mpc. Using our
results it is found that there is a possibility to explain the small north-south asymmetry of CMB
anisotropies which has recently been observed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In most studies of Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) anisotropies, the comparison between observed and
theoretical quantities have so far been done, assuming the linear approximation for cosmological perturbations.
It seems to be successful enough to determine the cosmological parameters [1, 2, 3]. The present state of
our universe is, however, locally complicated and associated with nonlinear behavior on various scales, and
so the observed quantities of CMB anisotropies may include some small effects caused by large-scale local
inhomogeneities through nonlinear process. Recently it has been reported by Eriksen et al.[4, 5], Hansen et
al.[6, 7, 8], Vielva et al.[9] and Park[10] that there is a non-trivial north-south asymmetry in various quantities
about CMB anisotropies. These observational results may suggest the existence of the above effect.

In this paper we study these nonlinear effects of large-scale local inhomogeneities on CMB anisotropies, based
on the relativistic second-order theory of cosmological perturbations, which we have recently derived[11] and on
Mollerach and Matarrese’s second-order formula of CMB anisotropies[12]. In Sec. II, we show the second-order
perturbations in nonzero-A flat cosmological models and the corresponding CMB anisotropies. In Sec. III,
we derive the expressions for the second-order power (AC;) of CMB anisotropies, assuming a dipole form of
local inhomogeneities. In Sec. IV, we derive numerically the first-order and second-order anisotropy power
spectra, and consider the condition that the local inhomogeneities can cause the observed asymmetry of the
CMB anisotropy, assuming four simple model types of the radial dependence in local inhomogeneities. It is
found that there is a possibility that the observed decrease of low multipoles of CMB anisotropy[13, 14] also
may be explained together with the above asymmetry. The derivation of main equations in Sec. II and III are
shown in Appendix. Concluding remarks follow in Section V.

II. SECOND-ORDER PERTURBATIONS AND CMB ANISOTROPIES

First we review the background spacetime and the perturbations which were derived in the previous paper.
The background flat model with dust matter is expressed as

ds® = g, drtdz” = a®(n)[—dn* + §;;dz"da?], (2.1)

where the Greek and Latin letters denote 0, 1,2, 3 and 1,2, 3, respectively, and d;;(= 65 = 6/) are the Kronecker

delta. The conformal time n(= 2°) is related to the cosmic time t by dt = a(n)dn. The matter density p and
the scale factor a have the relations

pa® =3(d’/a)* — Aa®, and pa® = po, (2.2)

where a prime denotes 9/0n, A is the cosmological constant, pg is an integration constant and the units
8mG = ¢ =1 are used.

The first-order and second-order metric perturbations 61 guw (= hyuw) and §2 g (= £,0), respectively, were
derived explicitly by imposing the synchronous coordinate condition:

hoo = hOi =0 and foo = fOi =0. (23)
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Here we show their expressions only in the growing mode:

h] = P(n)Fj,

¢ = PaLI+ P2M! + QN[ + ¢, (2.4)
where F is an arbitrary potential function of spatial coordinates z', 22 and %, b} = §7'hy;, Nl‘ij = 0JN;; = N
and P(n) and Q(n) satisfy

2/
P’ 4+ %P’—l:o,

Q" + %G/Q’ =pP— g(P')Q. (2.5)

The three-dimensional covariant derivative |i are defined in the space with metric di* = §;;dz'dz? and their
suffices are raised and lowered by use of d;;. The functions L] and M; are defined by

_ 1 1
Lg — 5[_3EiEj—2F-Eij+§5ijF,lEl}’
. 1
M = 2—8{19EilEjl — 12F ;;AF — 36,5 [Ele,kl - (AF)ﬂ} (2.6)

and N is defined by

1 2
AN = % [(AF) - EklEkl] (2.7)
The last term C! satisfies the wave equation
i3 | 5 i
0c? = 2 (P/a)?G? + = |P — (P2 |G 2.
Ol = (PGl + =[P = 3(P)?] &, (2.8)

where Gf and G’f are second-order traceless and transverse functions of spatial coordinates, and the operator
O is defined by

0¢ = ¢" ¢y = —a~2 (82/6772 n %“Ia/an _ A) o. (2.9)

So Cf represents the second-order gravitational waves caused by the first-order density perturbations.
The velocity perturbations §; u# and §z u* vanish, ie. §u’ = §u’* = 0 and fu® = fu’ = 0, and the
density perturbations are

1 rd
5olp = 5 (G P ~1)AF
1 (1 a 1 )
gP/P = W{g(l— EP)(3F,1F,1+8FAF)+§P[(AF) + FrF i
1 2a 1ad
+ 1P = 22Q|IAF)? = FuuFu] = == PPUFuFu + 3(AF)?] . (2.10)

Next let us consider the CMB temperature T' = T°) (1 4 6T /T, which T is the background temperature
and 6T /T(= 61 T/T + 62 T/T) is the perturbations. The present temperature T is related to the emitted

background temperature Te(o) at the decoupling epoch by Te(o) =(1+ ze)Téo), the temperature perturbation
7 = (6T/T). at the decoupling epoch is determined by the physical state before that epoch , and the present
temperature perturbations (67/T), is related to (67/T). by the gravitational perturbations along the light
ray from the epoch to the present epoch. The light ray is described using the background wave vector k* (=
dxz*/d)), where X is the affine parameter, and its component is k(O# = (1, —¢?), and the ray is given by
08 =X, (Ao — \)e'], where €’ is the directional unit vector.

The first-order temperature perturbation is

Ae
§T/T =1+ % / d\P'(n)F ije'e’. (2.11)
1

Ao



Using the relation dP/d\ = P’ and dF/d\ = —F e, this equation is expressed as

§T/T =01+ 0, (2.12)
where
01 = 7 3(P'Fa). — (PFa)ue!
0, = % /A ™ NP () F ¢, (2.13)

©; and O3 represent the intrinsic and Sachs-Wolfe effects, respectively. The latter can be divided into the
ordinary Sachs-Wolfe effect O4,. and the Integral Sachs-Wolfe effect ©;s,,, where

6sac = [(P”F)e - (P”F)O]7

/ " NP () F (2.14)
A

o

N~ N

6isw =

The second-order temperature perturbation is

1 L[
0T/T = Il(Ae)[Efl(Ae)—T] —[AD 4 7€) / dAAW
Ao

ML a0 0" [ s A T 1y
- dA{—A +AOAD 4 dNA (A)}Jr—.d , (2.15)
)\O 2 )\ 8dl

o

where (1, 2) = (\, A\, — \) in the integrands and

1 [ -
Il()\e) = —5/)\ d)\PlEijGZGJ,

AW = —%PF,ijeiej,

h
=

)
&
|

1 . . o
—§[PL§ + P2M] + QN ;; + Clle'e. (2.16)

Now let us assume an appropriate form of F' as follows, to represent a situation including local inhomogeneities:
F(x) = Fp(x) + Fr(x), (2.17)

where the part of primordial density perturbations (Fp) and the part of local homogeneities (F,) are expressed
as

Fp = / dka(k)e’™,
F = R(r)Y,"(0,9). (2.18)

In the former equation, a(k) is a random variable, Y™ (6, ¢) is spherical harmonics, and (r,0, ¢) is the polar
coordinates, i.e. 72 = (z1)? + (22)? + (23)2. For the above F(x), we have the first-order density perturbation

1 /a
5olp = W(EP —1)(AFP+AFL),
_ L(“_/P’ _ 1) {—/dka(k)kzeikx—ké(?‘)ym(@ ¢) (2.19)
pa2 o 1 ’ ) :
where
S 1d I(l+1)
R(r) = 5= ("Ry) - =——5—R (2.20)

with R, = dR/dr.



The part of AFp is for the ordinary primordial perturbations, so that by the averaging process, we have
(ak)a(k)) = 2m)*Pr(k)d(k + k), (2.21)
with
Pr(k) = Prok™*(k/ko)" T2 (k), (2.22)

where T (k) is the matter transfer function [15] and Pgyo is the normalization constant. Then the average value
of (51p/p)? is

(olo?) = | ! (“—P'—1)]2[(2w)—2/dk7>F(k)k4+(AFL)2]

pa? \ a
= [ (&r )] [en2Pm [atmor 2w+ @RP] @)

The part of local inhomogeneities represents a realization of cosmic variance (in our neighborhood) in primordial
perturbations with small /. In order to consider directly the north-south asymmetry, we assume in the following
a simplest case with [ =1 and m = 0, i.e. F, = R(r)cosf. As the observational background of this dependence,
there is an asymmetric distribution of galaxies within 200 — 300 Mpc around us. According to the studies of
galaxy number counts in the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (Yasuda et al.[16]), the galactic number density in the
stripes toward the Southern Galactic Cap is larger than that in the stripes toward Northern Galactic Cap. Such
an asymmetry of matter distribution may extend to the region on these scales.
Then the first-order temperature perturbations are

ST/T =0Op +©Orcosb, (2.24)
1
where
1 o 2 ikx
Op = —5 dka(k) dAP"(n)(kp)”e™,
1 [ N
or = § / AP (1) R (2.25)
A

o

and 7 in Eq.(2.11) was here neglected, because we pay attentions to the Sachs-Wolfe effect in the low-I cases
such as [ < 30.
The former equation can be rewritten as

Or = [ dkalo{=5(P")a + (P )uPi ()] + 5 3021+ DR i)} (2.26)
1
where
Ae
Ory = [ NP )i(kr) = (P24 1) (04 Do (o) = i )]+ re) (PY)c. (227

In these equations, we have n = X and r = A\, — A. In the derivation of Eq.(2.27), we used the relations[17, 18]

elkx — gikrn — Z(—i)l(Ql + 1)1 (kr) P (1) (2.28)
!

and
(20 + DP(p) = (L 4+ 1) Py (1) + L1 (1), (2.29)

where p = cos 6 and 0y is the angle between the vectors k* and e’. In the above equation for O, 6 is the angle
between x3-axis and the vector €?, i.e. e! = sinf cos ¢, e? = sinfsin ¢, e3 = cos .
The second-order temperature perturbation consists of three components:

gT/T=0Orp+OLL+Opp, (2.30)



where O p is a component including the product of primordial perturbations and local inhomogeneities, O 1, is
a component including only the product of local inhomogeneities, and © pp is a component including only the
product of primordial perturbations. In this paper we are concerned mainly with studying how CMB anisotropies
are influenced by local inhomogeneities, and © pp is small enough, compared with ©p in the first-order. From
now, therefore, we neglect © pp and treat only ©; and O p.

In Eq. (2.15) for 6 T/T, the term with A® includes P/, M7, N}/ and Cf. The terms with N/ and C/ are

small, compared with the terms with Pij and Mf , because we have Q/P? < 10~2 always and the contribution

of gravitational radiation is very small. So they are neglected in the following.
For Oy, we obtain from Eq. (2.15)

O = @g)z + ®(L2£ cos® 0, (2.31)
where
(0) 1 e 2
of) = — dAP’(n)r*Q{RQ + ZP(13(R,)? + 12R R/ - 6(R/r)2]}, (2.32)
Ao
Ae 2 Ae Ae P -
o — 1( / dAP'R,M) 1 / AAPP (R )%+~ / PR,y | dAP(NR.,.(N)
8 Ao 45, 45, Ao
1 [ 5 1
n d P/ - T 2 - rr 2
+ 3 /A h { 2(R,)? = R,y = £ (R/7)
1
+ ﬂP[7(RM)2 ~7(R,/r)* —6r'R,.(R, — R/r*) —6r *R(2R, — R/r)]}. (2.33)

For ©pp, we obtain from Eq.(A23) in Appendix using the relation (2.29) and performing partial integrations

1
OLp/cosd = /dka(k)Z(—i)l(zl + DAL P(), (2.34)
l
where
Ae Ae -
Wy = [~(P")eikr) + A AP ji(kr)] % /A AP ()R (%)
)\C . ! DI /1 5 d /
- d/\jl(kT>{PP Rrr+(P )ePRrr+——(PRT)
\ * AN

’ 1 d?

P/ rr = I\0

+ R, + 7 a2
3 2

d Ao -
_ = /1.2 _ 2 "
=PPR Ry = Ry fr+ R)%) = = [P /A D d/\P(/\)RM()\)]}

[7TP'R+ PP'(4R . + 9R /1 — 9R/1?)]

Ae A Ae
+ / ANP"R . | d\P"(N)ji (k) + / AR (kG (kr)[(P))e P + (P) P
Ao Ao Ao

+ k25 (kro) (P P}, (2.35)

and we neglected the terms with ¢y in Eq.(A23) because they vanish in the k integration. Since the primordial
random perturbations are rotationally symmetric and the local inhomogeneity is assumed to be proportional to
cos 6, it is reasonable that O p is represented as the product of cosf and rotationally symmetric perturbations
(cf. Eq.(2.34). The latter can be expanded using the Legendre polynomials.

In the above equations, we used the auxiliary functions defined by

HOEr) = gl (k) = (U D k),
2 _ —
it k) = 2111[(21(27311)(2(?5 1)jl(m_léé—ll)jlfz(k’”)_%ﬁ”(m] (2:36)



IIT. POWER SPECTRA OF CMB ANISOTROPIES

The CMB anisotropies in the present analysis include the contributions from primordial perturbations and
local homogeneities, and only the former perturbations are regarded as statistically random quantities. In order
to derive the power spectra, therefore, we take the statistical average () only for the contribution from the
primordial perturbations, and ((67/T)?) is expressed as

(OT/TP) = (6 T/T)?) + 2 T/T 4 T/T), (3.1)
where we took first two terms and neglected higher order terms. For the first-order anisotropies, we have
(6T/T)*) = ((©p)*) + (O1)* cos 6, (3.2)

where O, is defined in Eq.(2.25) and

@y () =Y 20 (33)
1
The power spectra C; are
Ci = (1) [ dk*Pe(i) 0 ()P (3.4)
where Ty is the present CMB temperature and
H (k) = —(P")o — E(P)ejr(kre) — (P")ejo(kre) + /A " NP o),
HE W) = GHP o~ (P () = (P () + [ AP ), (35

For [ > 2, we have

Ae
M) = K)o hr) = (P)edilhr) + [ dAP"Gi(hr). (36)
Ao
In the derivation of Cj, we used Eq.(2.21) for (a(k)a*(k’)), and the formulas for P;(u f P(p)Py(p)dp =

2/(2l+1),0 for 1 =1",1#1, respectively.
For the second term of Eq. (3.1), we have

<?T/TQT/T>:<®p@LP>+®L®LLCOSH, (37)
where
011 cosd = 0 cosf+ O) cos® 0 (3.8)
and
1
(©rOLp)/ cosf = £ (2m)"! S @+1) / dkk>Pp(k)yHD 1Y), . (3.9)
1
If we put (©pOrp) in the form
2l
(To)(0rOLp) = 3 ;A(Jl cos 0, (3.10)

l

we have

AC) = ( )/dkk2 Prk)yHO 1Y | (3.11)



where Hg) is expressed by performing the A differentiation in Eq.(2.35) as

A

Ae e B B B
HY = / A\ @ ji(kr) + [~ (P")eji(kre) + / AP jy(kr)] x d\P' (MR, (V)
Ao Ao Ao
Ae P Ae
+ / ANP"R . | d\P"(N)ji (k) + / AR {kj D (kr)[(P))e P + (P) P"]
Ao Ao Ao
+ k2 (kre) (P') P}, (3.12)

where

LS
Il
I

1 1
PP”R)TTT + |:2PI/IP + §Pl _ (P/I/)GP:| Rﬂ‘r _ §P”R7T _ P/I/R

1 .
— —(3P'P" + PP")(4R ., +9R /7 — 9R/1*) + P"" / d\PR.,.,

7 >\O
2
+ ?[(P’)Q + PP"|(4R o + R /7 — 18R . /1% + 18R /13)
1
- ?PP’(4R7TTTT +9R /7 — 2TR 1 72 + B4R . /13 — B4R /1)
3
+ ?PP’kQ(RM — R./r+ R/r). (3.13)

It is found by numerical calculations that the dominant contribution to AC; comes from the last two terms
(proportional to PP’) in @, especially the terms with highest-order differentiations with respect to r.

The total anisotropies in Eq.(3.1) consist of the rotationally symmetric component (((©p)?)), the asymmetric
component ({(©pOp)), and the dipole and quadrupole components with (07)? and ©;01. The key point
in this paper is that the north-south asymmetry affecting the CMB power spectra of [ > 2 is caused by the
component (0 pO; p) which is proportional to cos6.

IV. SIMPLE MODELS OF LARGE-SCALE LOCAL INHOMOGENEITIES

In order to study the gravitational influence of local inhomogeneities on CMB, we consider a simple model
with north-south asymmetry, in which F7,(x) is expressed as

Fr(x) = R(r) cosb. (4.1)

This corresponds to the case [ = 1 and m = 0 in Eq.(2.18). For R, four types of functional forms are considered
and compared :

1
R= Rpexp|—alz —1)%, §R0[1 + cos 2 (z — 1),

Roz? exp[—a(x — 1)?], and %Rogf[l + cos 2 (x — 1)] (4.2)

in the interval x = [x1,x2] with = r/r., where 1 = r1/r. = 0.5 and x9 = ro/r. = 1.5. In all types we have
R =0 for x > x9 or x < x1. Ry is the normalization constant and a constant « is chosen as 20. Here agr, is
assumed to be ~ 300h~'Mpc (Hp = 100h km/s/Mpc). These types are called in the following the Gaussian
type (G), the sine type (S), the modified Gaussian type (MG), and the modified sine type (MS), respectively.
In the first two types, R is radially symmetric around the surface x = 1. In the second two types, R has small
asymmetry around it.

First, we derive the first-order CMB anisotropies for comparison. They are calculated using Eq.(3.4). In Table
I, the behavior of [(I 4 1)C; is shown for n = 0.97. The root mean square (A4;) of (I 4+ 1)C4¢ for I =2—11
is 0.172 for n = 0.97, where A; = {le;[l(l +1)01]2/10}2¢, € = 21/ [Pro(Ty)?] and Ty is the present CMB
temperature. The normalization constant Ppo can be determined as Ppro = [870(uK)?/(2.7K)?|(27) /A1 =
2.1 x 1078, so that it may be consistent with the observed CMB anisotropy.

The first-order anisotropy ©1, due to local inhomogeneities is derived from Eq.(2.25) in the four types and
the ratios of their values to Ry in the four types are shown in Table II.

Next we derive the second-order anisotropy for local inhomogeneities of the above four types, using Eq.(3.11).
The behavior of AC; is shown in Table I for [ = 1 ~ 22. It is found that AC; change the signs often in this
interval of [ , but their absolute values are comparable and increase slowly with the increase of [. The total



TABLE I: CMB anisotropy powers I(I + 1)C; and I(l + 1)AC] in the case n = 0.97. The latter is caused by the coupling
of cosmological perturbations and local inhomogeneities of types G, S, MG and MS. Here & = 27/[Pro(T0)?], and Pro
and Ro are the normalization factors.

I+ 1)Ce 1073 x 21(1 + 1)ACIE/Ro

l G S MG MS mean
1 4.550 —1.07 =237 —-0.99 —-1.73 —-1.54
2 0.184 —0.54 —0.61 —-0.48 —-0.55 —0.54
3 0.177 0.50 —0.13  0.68 —0.016  0.27
4 0.170 —0.66 —0.86 —0.11 —-0.22 —-0.46
5 0.168 1.88 0.021 1.58 0.084 0.89
6 0.166 1.69 0.58 241 1.65 1.58
7 0.167 2.26 1.03 —0.031 -0.32 0.74
8 0.165 299 1.26 2.21 0.51 1.74
9 0.172 —5.32 —3.62 —-7.52 -3.93 -5.10
10 0.173 —1.49 —1.08 —-344 -3.36 —2.34
11 0.179 —5.04 1.02 -1.69 3.41 —0.58
12 0.176 —4.29 —1.79 -3.31 043 —2.24
13 0.191 537 3.11 1026 278 5.38
14 0.191 4.26 2.73 6.15 7.43 5.14
15 0.203 7.27 —9.40 451 —-9.52 —1.78
16 0.197 239 336 040 -—-0.84 1.33
17 0.215 —2.04 9.66 —11.56 3.02 —0.23
18 0.220 —4.90 —2.12 —4.33 —4.31 —-3.92
19 0230 —19.76 —8.06 —8.44 1.24 —-8.76
20 0.231 2.80 —6.55  3.65 2.13  0.51
21 0.240 32.68 13.26 35.11 12.92 23.49
22 0.260 2.49 13.18 —-0.79 1.44 4.08

TABLE II: CMB anisotropies caused by only local inhomogeneities of types G, S, MG and MS. Ry is the normalization
factor.

model types G S MG MS mean
Or/Ro 0.75 0.022 0.92 0.23 0.48
Orro/(Ro)? —9.1 x 10° —9.1 x 10 —9.1 x 10®> —8.7 x 10> —9.0 x 10?
Orr2/(Ro)? 2.6 x10* 1.6 x10* 3.1 x10* 24x10* 24 x10*

power is C; + 2AC; cos 6, and the north-south asymmetry is represented by the factor cos# in the second term,
which is positive and negative for the northern and southern hemispheres, respectively.

The ratios (A2/A;) are shown in Table ITI, where A is defined as the mean square root (Az) of 2I(I +1)ACE
inl =2~ 11, that is, Ay = {Z}iz[%(l +1)AC;]?/10}/2¢. The dipole component (I = 1) is separately treated
from the multiple components (I > 2). Here we remark that we have not specified the value of agr. yet, and Rg
is arbitrary. From Table III, we find that, as the mean value, we have

|Ro| = 7.5 x 107°(Az/A}). (4.3)

The second-order anisotropies Orr0/(Ro)? and Orr2/(Ro)? are derived using Eqgs.(2.32) and (2.33), and

TABLE III: Ratios of second-order CMB anisotropies (Az2) to first-order CMB anisotropies (A1). The former is caused by
the coupling of cosmological perturbations and local inhomogeneities of types G, S, MG and MS. Ry is the normalization
factor.

model types G S MG MS mean
(A2/A1)/|Ro| 1.6 x 10* 0.81 x 10* 1.7 x 10* 1.2 x 10* 1.3 x 10*




their values in four types are shown in Table II. For the above values of Prg and Ry, ©1,0 110 and Op o are
~ 3.6 X 1075(142/141), —5.1 x 1076(142/141)2 and 1.2 x 1073(142/141)2, respectively.

In order to examine the significance of Ry given in Eq.(4.3), we consider here the first-order density pertur-
bation due to local inhomogeneities. It is expressed as

1 sd ~
(iSp/p)L = E(EPI - 1)Rcos 0, (4.4)

where

R = (r.)?[(2*R.) 2 /2* — 2R/2?). (4.5)

The ratio (6M /M) of perturbed mass (M) to background mass (M) in the interval z = [x1, x2] is defined by

[ [ Goionataoan (3w - @i [ i)
3

T (%P 1) [(@2)" (@)’ / T2[(:v2R,m),m 9R)de. (4.6)

J

The factor [(a’/a)P’ — 1] can be regarded as having the value at present epoch, because the inhomogeneities are
at the place of z = 0.05 ~ 0.15, and it is equal to —0.456 for the concordant background model with ¢ = 0.27
and Ay = 0.73. Moreover, (pa?)o(r.)? = 3[ar./(c/Hp)]?, where we have used the unit ¢ = 87G = 1 in this
paper. Therefore we have

T2
J = —7.0(300h"'Mpc/agr.)? / [(#*R) .. — 2R]dx, (4.7)
T

where 22 — 1 = —(z1 — 1) = 0.5 and ¢/Hp = 3000h~! Mpc. After performing the integration in Eq.(4.7), we
obtain

J = (2.4,14.0,13.6,10.3) Ry (300h'Mpc/agr.)?, (4.8)

for types G, S, MG and MS, respectively, and their mean value is J = 10.1 Ry (300h~'Mpc/agr.)?. For R
given in Eq.(4.3), J leads to

J=17.6x10"%(A3/A1) (300h~*Mpc/aor.)? x Ry/|Ro|. (4.9)

On the other hand, the observed value of ((§M/M)?)'/2 is about 1 on the scale of 82~ 'Mpc and for the power
spectrum P(k) o< k™, we have M/M oc M~ ("+3)/6 oc p=(n43)/2 — =1.985 for p — (0.97. Since we are considering
a local inhomogeneity included in the sphere of radius 2agre, its scale is regarded as 4eagr. (~ 1200eh~Mpc)
with € ~ 1, so that the value of 6 M /M for the inhomogeneity is

(M /M )power = (8R! Jdeagr.) 2% /b = 4.8 x 1075 (be*-2%%) (300 Mpc/agr.) %%, (4.10)
where b is the biasing factor[19, 20]. If we assume |J| = (§M/M)power, We obtain from Eqs.(4.9) and (4.10)
Ay /A1 = 0.063(be" %)~ 1(300h~ *Mpc/agr.) 0. (4.11)
For this value of A2/A;, we have
|01 =2.3x1076/(be'985), O 10 = —2.0x1078/(be*9%5)2, Oy = 4.8x107/(be!%%)2  for n = 0.97, (4.12)

neglecting the factor of agr.. If be’9%5 ~ 1, these are small, compared with /C7/To(~ 5 x 1075) and /Cy/Tp(~
1072). If be!9%5 < 0.5, however, O 1 is comparable with \/Cs/Tp or larger than it.

Finally let us compare our above theoretical results with the observed anisotropy spectra by Eriksen et al.[4].
Here we assume that the matter density perturbations in the Southern and Northern hemispheres are positive
and negative, respectively, corresponding to the galactic number counts in SDSS[16]. Then we have Ry < 0 in
order that the directions # = 0 and m may be in the Galactic North and South, respectively. In our results
of calculations (from Table I), we find the trend that AC; for [ = 2,3 and 4 are positive for Ry < 0 and AC;
for [ > 5 change their signs in the period of Al = 3. This trend seems to be seen in Fig.2 of Eriksen et al.’s
paper[4]. Tt is found, moreover, that corresponding to the north-south asymmetry (proportional to cosf) the
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ratio AC;/C) seems to be 0.3 ~ 0.5 by reading the points in Fig. 2 of their paper. From Eq.(4.11) and Eriksen
et al.’s observational result, accordingly, we obtain the condition be!?%5 = 0.1 ~ 0.2. This condition can be
satisfied in the reasonable range of b. For instance we have € = 0.45 ~ 0.63 for b = 0.5.

Under this condition, O is comparable with 1/Cs /To, so that the measured value of Cy may be disturbed
by O 12, because of their similar angular dependence. ©p 2 and /Cs depend on Ps(cosf) and Ps(cos6y),
where § and §;, are the angles between a directional vector e and the x3-axis and between e and k, respectively
(cf. Appendix), but both of them may be measured as the quadrupole components. So its measured value may
have been given a value smaller than its theoretical expected value by the offset effect.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper we derived the asymmetry of CMB anisotropy powers (proportional to cos #) with comparatively
low [ using the second-order perturbation theory by assuming the local matter distribution is dipole-like. This
assumption seems to be rough, but it is consistent with the observed situation that the asymmetry of CMB
anisotropies disappears when they are averaged in the whole sky and the asymmetry in the distribution of
galaxies is also disappears similarly in the whole sky, though it has only a small north-south asymmetry. If we
add a correction term o cos? § to Fr, more realistic simulations to observed AC; may be obtained, especially
for [ > 20. Moreover, to clarify the relation between the derived asymmetry and non-Gaussianity, it is necessary
to investigate the multi-point correlations of anisotropies. Detailed analyses on these points are to be done in
the next step.

In our result, AC;/C; depend not so on the distance to the local inhomogeneity (i.e. the value of agr.), but
sensitively on be(™+3)/2_ Tt was found that the behavior of AC; in the case n = 0.90 is not so different from that
in the case n = 0.97, so the conclusion in our result does not depend on n.

The northern and southern hemispheres were assumed here as those in the Galactic coordinate frame. However
our theory itself does not depend on any coordinate frames and can treat any local inhomogeneities which can
be supposed.

When the measurements of CMB anisotropies are more accurate, the relation between the local matter
distribution and the CMB asymmetry will be more realistic through the second-order perturbation theory.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF 6, 7/T
From Eq.(2.15), we obtain

Ae
§T/T = l[fl(Ae)]Q—AS)'/ dAAW
2 A

2
Ae 1 ’ ’ ’ 0[N -
— / dx{§A<2> £ ADAD 4O / d)\A(l)()\)}, (A1)
)\o >\o
neglecting the terms with 7 at the decoupling epoch. Each term in Eq.(Al) is expressed as follows:
1 [re o o
Il ()\e) = —§A d)\P/(FLJ'jele] + Fp,ijeze]), (A2)
so that
1/ [P SN2 1 [P o fAe o
[Il()\e)]2 = Z(/ d)\PlFL7ij€Z€J) + 5/ d)\P'FL,ije’e]/ dAP'Fp,ijeze], (A?))
>\o >\o >\o

where the term ([ A’\ “d\P'F;;e'e?) is neglected by the reason described in the text. Similarly we obtain

A(I)A(l)/ = iPPI[(FL)ijeiej)2 + 2FL)ij€i€jFp7kl€kel], (A4)



A A A
e 1 e . . e . .
A(l)”/ dAAW = ZP'/ [FL,mekel/ dAP(Fp,ij + Fpij)e'e’ +Fp,kl€kel/ AAPFy gje'e’ |, (A5)
Ao Ao Ao
and
Ae , 1 Ae X L
/ dAA®?) — _5/ dA\[P'L? +2PP'M/]e'e;, (A6)
Ao Ao
where
ji 3 2 i 1 i ’
Lie'e; = —§(FL,ie )* — FLFp jje'e’ + ZFL,lFL,l — 3Fp €' Fpje’
|
— (FLFpij + FpFp ij)e'e’ + gFquFPwlv
o 1 o
Mgelej = % [19FL,ilFL,jl — 12AFLFL)7;j]€leJ - 3[FL,leL,kl - (AFL)Q]
+ [38FL aFpji — 12AFLFpij — 12AFpFy, ijle'e? — 6[Fp i Fp i — AFLAFp)}. (A7)

Using the radial coordinate r, we have
Fpjef = R, Y™,
Fpjel = /dka(k)ikueikx, (A8)

corresponding to Eq.(2.18), where kx = kru, and
Fp;Fp; = i/dka(k)FL,jkjeikX,
FpjiFpj = — / dka(k)Fy, j k7 k'™, (A9)

To express Fp, jk/ and Fy, j k7 k! in terms of polar coordinates, we introduce two unit (three-dimensional) vectors
ey and ey together with €', and make an orthonormal triad vectors with components:

(e?) = (sin 6 cos ¢, sin O sin ¢, cos 0),
(eg) = (cos®cos @, cosbsing, —sinb),
(62,) = (—sin¢,cos¢,0), (AlO)

respectively, where 6§ is the angle between the vector ¢’ and the z°-axis. Using these vectors, we have r/dz" =
ei, 000" = r~1eg; and 9¢/dx' = (rsinf)~ley; for the polar coordinates (r, 6, ¢).
Moreover, the projection of k to the triad is expressed using another angles 6 and ¢ as

k' (eqs, egis €i) = k(sin Oy cos ¢y, sin Oy sin ¢y, cos by,), (A11)
where ¢; = (5ijej , etc, and the angle 6, is the angle between the vectors e and k* . Then we have

FLﬁiki = FLﬁl(elkiei + elekiegi + eﬁbkiem)
= k[FL ,cos0 + FL19T_1 sin 6 cos ¢r, + Fr (7 sin 9)_1 sin 0, sin @], (A12)
Fp k'K = K'K[Fpreie; + (Froo +rFL)r 2egieg; + (Fr,gg + rsin® 0F .
+ sin6cosOFy o) (rsinf) 2egieq;
+ 2(FL,r0 — T‘_IFLﬁ)T_leieej + 2(FL)¢¢ — T_lFL)d,)(T‘ sin 9)_16i6¢j
+ (Frggp — cot OFL )(r* sin @) tegieq;)- (A13)

Substituting Fp and Fy, in Eq.(2.18) with [ = 1 and m = 0 into Eq.(A3), we obtain

Ae ) Ae Ae _
(I)? = %(/ d)\P’RM) cos? 0 + %/ d\P'R ., cos@/ dAP’i/dka(k)kueka, (A14)
Ao Ao Ao

AM AW = ipp’[(RM)z‘cos?e —2iR . cosf / dka(k)(ku)zeikx}, (A15)
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A

A A
AW / dr AWM = ip" [RM / dAP(7) R, (F) c0s> 6 — R - cos 0 / d\P / dko(k) (kp)? et
A A Ao

o o

A
- / dka(k) (kp)? el / dAPR,,, cos 9] (A16)
Ao
For the terms in A(2)/, we have
FFje'e’ = RR ;. cos® 0 + / dka(k)e™ R . — (ku)?R] cos ), (A17)

FiF; = (R,)?cos®0 + R*sin?0/r® + 2 / dko(k)e™ik[R . cos Op — r~ ! Rsin 0 sin 0y, cos ¢y, (A18)

FyFje'e! = (R,.)%cos®0+ (R,)?sin?0/r® +2 / dka(k)e™™ [~R. ., cos 0(ku)?
— R, sin 0k*psin 0y, cos ¢y, (A19)

AFFeie’ = (Ryp+2r 'R, — 2 2R)R., cos 0

— / dka(k)e™™ (R, +2r 'R, — 2r2R)(ku)? + R.,..k*] cos®, (A20)
FiiFii—(AF)? = —4r YR, — 7 'R)(Rr +7 'R, — 7 2R)cos’ 0 + 2r (R, — 7 ' R)?
-2 / dka(k)k?e™™ (R .1 cos +r 1 (R, — v~ R)[cos § sin? O,
— 2sin@sin by, cos Oy cos pp] — (R +2r 'R, — 2r 2R) cos 0} (A21)

Using the above equations, we obtain ©p 1 and O p as follows:

1 Ae 2 1 Ae
O, — _( / d)\P’RTTcos9> _= / AAPP' (R, cos0)?
8\, 7 4 Jx, ’

1 A
+ Z/ d)\P”RM/ dAP(7)R .- (F) cos 6
Ao Ao

1 [ 5 1
+ —/ dAP’{—{RR,MJr—(R,T)?} cos? 0+ 72 R?sin” 0
Ao

4 4
1
+ ﬂP[19(R)TT)2 cos? 0 + 19(R'/r)?sin? 0 — 12R ,..(R v + 2r 'R, — 2r ?R) cos® 6
+ 127" YR, = 'R)(Ryr + 7 'R, — 17 %R)cos’ 0 — 6(R,, — r_lR)Q]} (A22)
and
1 >\e >\e )
Orp = — / d\P'R. ., cos 0 x / d\P' / dka (k) (kp)? et
) )\)\60 Ao |
+ 3 / dAPP'R ., cos 0 / dko(k) (kp)? et
/\ic A A
1 1" 2 tkx B\ =\ _1kx ikx B\ = =
- 1| P [ dka()(kp)?e [RM AP (i7)e™ + e dAP(n)R_,MP(n)} cos
Ao o Ao
1 Ae 5 X .
+ 7 / dAP’{—§R7T cos B i / dkou(k)kpe™™ — / dka(k)e™™ (R .. — (ku)*R] cos
>\o
1 )
-5 / dko(k)e™ 1 Rsin ik sin 0y, cos ¢>k}
1 [ :
+ %% d\PP’ / dka(k)e™™ {19[~R . cos 0(ku)* + R, sin 0k sin 0, cos oy
>\o

+ 6k2[(R,TT + 27°_1R,T —2r 2R)p® + R, ]cosf + 3k? [R,r cos 012
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+ 7 YR, —r ' R)(cos O sin’ O, — 2sin @ sin Oy, cos Oy cos px) — (R +2r 'R, — 2r 2R) cos 6]}
Ae
+ %(P’)e / dkou(k) (kp)? e / dAPR .. cos 0. (A23)
Ao

By integrating Eq.(A23) partially with respect to A, we obtain Eq.(2.34). In the process of integrations, it is
to be noticed that we use the boundary condition (R), = (R), = 0 and (d™R/dr™). = (d™R/dr™), = 0 for
1 <m <4,
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