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TIME EVOLUTION OF THE CMB QUADRUPOLE
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ABSTRACT

I show that the quadrupole of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) evolves

more rapidly than previously expected, as a result of the acceleration of the Sun to-

wards the Galactic center. The acceleration, measured most recently by Gaia EDR3,

implies a fractional change in the quadrupole of ∼ 10−9 per year, an order of mag-

nitude larger than expected from the evolution in the last scattering surface of the

CMB.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.01806v2


2 Loeb

INTRODUCTION

Within a timescale of order the age of the Universe, ∼ 1010 yr, the large-scale

anisotropies of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) are expected to change as

a result of the change in the location of the last scaterring surface (Lange & Page 2007;

Zibin et al. 2007; Moss et al. 2008). Naively, one would expect anisotropies on the

largest scales - such as the quadrupole moment, to change most slowly. However, here

we show this not to be true as a result of the acceleration of the Sun towards the center

of the Milky Way. This acceleration was measured most recently by Gaia EDR3 to be,

v̇ = 2.32(±0.16)×10−8 cm s−2, towards the Galactic center (Gaia Collaboration et al.

2021).

CALCULATION

The velocity of the Sun relative to the cosmic frame of reference, ~v, results in a

CMB dipole moment, which is routinely removed from CMB anistropy maps. But to

second-order in ~β ≡ (~v/c), the motion also leads to a quadrupole anisotropy with an

angular dependence of (cos2 θ−1/3), where θ is the angle between the velocity vector

~v and the photon direction.

The fractional change in the CMB intensity as a result of the kinematic quadrupole

depends on photon frequency (Kamionkowski & Knox 2003),

(

∆Iν
Iν

)

Q

= F (x)β2, (1)

with F (x) = [xex/(ex − 1)][(x/2) coth(x/2)]. Here, x = (hν/kT ) with Iν =

[2(kT )3/(hc)2]x3/(ex − 1) being the CMB blackbody intensity at a frequency ν and

the mean CMB temperature T = 2.725K (Fixsen 2009). At the low frequencies of

the Rayleigh-Jeans regime where x ≪ 1, we get F (x) ≈ 1 and (∆Iν/Iν) = (∆T/T ).

CONCLUSIONS

The time derivative of equation (1) yields a kinematic variation in the quadrupole,

which for x ≪ 1 is given by,
(

Ṫ

T

)

Q

= 2~β · ~̇β, (2)

where from the Gaia measurement, β̇ = 2.44× 10−11 yr−1, and from the CMB dipole

β ≈ 1.23 × 10−3 (Kogut et al. 1993; Fixsen et al. 1994). The dot-product of the

acceleration vector towards the Galactic center and the CMB dipole velocity vector

yields a geometric projection factor of 0.065 (Loeb & Narayan 2008).

Given the quadrupole moment measured by the Planck satellite, Q ≡ (∆T/T )Q ∼

4.5 × 10−6 (Notari & Quartin 2015), the fractional time derivative of the CMB

quadrupole, as a result of the acceleration of the Sun towards the Galactic center, is
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given by,
(

Q̇

Q

)

≈ 10−9 yr−1. (3)

This rate of evolution is over an order of magnitude larger than expected from the

change in the last scattering surface of the CMB (Lange & Page 2007; Zibin et al.

2007; Moss et al. 2008).

The expected time evolution of the CMB quadrupole spectrum, F (x), in equation

(1), could potentially be measured - especially for x ≫ 1 where F (x) ≫ 1, with future

CMB spectral distortion experiments (Chluba et al. 2021).
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