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Balázs Pál1,2*, Tze Goh3†, Gábor Rácz4†, István Szapudi3†

1*Department of Physics of Complex Systems, ELTE Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary.
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Abstract

We present the results of a novel type of numerical simulation that realizes a rotating Universe with
a shear-free, rigid body rotation inspired by a Gödel-like metric. We run cosmological simulations
of unperturbed glasses with various degrees of rotation in the Einstein–de Sitter and the ΛCDM
cosmologies. To achieve this, we use the StePS N-body code capable of simulating the infinite Universe,
overcoming the technical obstacles of classical toroidal (periodic) topologies that would otherwise
prevent us from running such simulations. Results show a clear anisotropy between the polar and
equatorial expansion rates with more than 1 % deviation from the isotropic case for maximal rotation
without closed timeline curves within the horizon, ω0 ≈ 10−3 Gyr−1; a considerable effect in the era
of precision cosmology.
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1 Introduction

Recent analyses of cosmological surveys indicate
a statistically significant anisotropy in the expan-
sion rate of the Universe (e.g., Migkas et al
(2020); Mohayaee et al (2021); Mc Conville and
Ó Colgáin (2023)), suggesting new aspects to cos-
mology beyond the Lambda Cold Dark Matter
(ΛCDM), the current concordance model. One
possible explanation for a direction-dependent
anisotropy could be a cosmological rotation of the
Universe itself.

The idea of a rotating Universe is not new; for
a review, see Obukhov (2000). While numerical
approaches of a rotating Universe were considered
previously by e.g. Buser et al (2013), it has never

been studied using cosmological simulations in a
full 3D setting. The concept of cosmic rotation is
also not without merit: rotation is pervasive in the
Universe, from microscopic scales to large astro-
nomical structures. Planets, stars, galaxies, and
even galaxy clusters all exhibit rotational motion.

Although Lanczos (1924) was the first to
describe the Einstein Static Universe in a rotating
(cylindrical) setting, Gamow (1946) was the first
to propose the intriguing idea that the rotation of
galaxies might be induced by an intrinsic, global
rotation of the Universe itself. The first ground-
breaking work to lay out a cosmological model of
a rotating Universe was made by Gödel (1949),
introducing a homogeneous, swirling dust solution
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to the Einstein’s Field Equations (EFE) with a
negative cosmological constant.

Gödel (1949) proposed this model as a peda-
gogical example to show that the EFE contains
solutions counterintuitive to our contemporary
concept of ”absolute” time; his model admits
closed time-like curves (CTCs), violating causal-
ity in the Universe. Nevertheless, it spurred a
series of studies in the following decades, such
as those by Silk (1966, 1970); Hawking (1969);
Collins and Hawking (1973) and others. It became
evident that the causality issues can be addressed,
while retaining the possibility of cosmic rotation
(Obukhov, 1992).

Recent observations of the Cosmic Microwave
Background (CMB) radiation made by the Planck
satellite clearly indicate that the Universe is
isotropic within 10−5 K around its mean temper-
ature (Planck Collaboration et al, 2020). These
measurements can tightly constrain rotation
through the effects caused by shear (anisotropic
rotation), as it would introduce a preferred direc-
tion, manifesting as an anisotropy in the CMB, in
addition to the rotational and orbital motion of
the Earth and larger systems it is part of (Barrow
et al, 1985). However, these types of constraints
still allow isotropic models with global vorticity,
as proposed by (Obukhov, 1992).

Planck measurements were tested against
homogeneous models with anisotropic rotation,
collectively referred to as Bianchi cosmologies
(Saadeh et al, 2016). Planck eventually con-
strained out these cosmologies (Planck Collabora-
tion et al, 2016), placing a stringent upper limit
on rotation to (ω/H)0 < 7.6× 10−10, leaving only
those models permitted that ensure a shear-free
or parallax-free Universe, i.e. Gödel-like metrics
(Obukhov, 2000).

The notion of ’rotation’ becomes conceptually
challenging when we consider the Universe in its
entirety. Gamow (1946) original proposed that the
axis of rotation may be out of the scope of our
telescopes, while Hawking (1969) only considers
rotation to be the vorticity of objects nearby1 to
the observer. As Hawking (1969) assesses, there
is no need to designate a global axis of rota-
tion if said rotation is spatially homogenous; if all
observers see a ”local” vorticity, then the Universe

1Nearby compared to the Hubble radius, but far away with
respect to the galactic scale.

effectively rotates. Others, e.g. Pathria (1972)
argued that the Universe might be the interior of
a black hole with its Schwarzschild radius equal to
the Hubble radius. If we consider it to be a Kerr
black hole, spinning close to its maximal possible
angular velocity – just like all observed black holes
(Daly, 2019) –, then we have a rotating (black
hole) Universe.

Despite the elusive nature of the definition
with diverse interpretations in the literature, in
this article, we consider an infinite and homoge-
nous Universe, where the vorticity of the galaxies
around any observer is similar and non-zero. We
also consider the rotation to be shear-free and
parallax-free, attributes that are still permitted by
the most recent CMB measurements.

2 Simulation

We examine the effects of a shear-free, rigid-body
rotation of the Universe on its expansion rates
using numerical N-body simulations. This rotation
is modeled around a central observer, effectively
representing a global vorticity field at cosmolog-
ical scales. However, simulating such a rotating
Universe presents significant technical challenges.

State-of-the-art N-body simulations typically
utilize a toroidal topology, where the Universe
is represented as a periodic cube (Davis et al,
1985). Such simulations are only capable of sim-
ulating a finite portion of the Universe through
the introduction of said periodic boundary condi-
tions and approximating force calculation schemes
(Ewald, 1921; Hernquist et al, 1991), primarily for
numerical convenience.

In a toroidal Universe, a global rotation would
appear as a constant velocity field, which would
not possess any acceleration, as we would expect
from a rotating object. To overcome this limita-
tion, we use the StePS2 (cosmological) N-body
code from Rácz et al (2019) that is capable of sim-
ulating the entire infinite Universe. The approach
of StePS is based on the stereographic projec-
tion of a sphere onto a plane. Generalizing this
projection to a higher dimension, we are able
to compactify the entire 3D Universe onto a 4D
hypersphere, where the Universe is represented as
a finite volume with isotropic boundaries, which

2https://github.com/eltevo/StePS
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coincides with the physical expectations (Rácz
et al, 2018).

2.1 Initial conditions

We generate a spherical, homogenous distribu-
tion of particles in a ’glass’ configuration, which
is a perfect lattice of particles with no gravi-
tational force acting on them. Although cosmo-
logical simulations typically start with additional
perturbations applied to the glass to seed large-
scale structure (LSS) formation, in this article we
choose to study an unperturbed glass only to iso-
late the effects of rotation from the LSS formation.
Cosmological perturbations in a rotating simula-
tion are left for future work. Characteristics of the
simulations are summarized in Table 1.

Taking the glass described above, we apply the
Hubble flow – an outward radial velocity vHubble =
H0 · r to the particles – and various degrees of
global rotation. Latter is applied by giving each
particle an angular velocity ωinit around the z-axis
in the coordinate system of the simulation.

Due to expansion and momentum conserva-
tion, rotation decays over time by a factor of a−2,
meaning we choose the initial angular velocity of
the particles to be

ωinit = ω0 · (1 + zinit)
2
,

where ω0 is the angular velocity at z = 0, i.e.
the present time and zinit is the initial redshift.

We require that rotational velocities are less
than the speed of light within the horizon. This
is approximately equivalent of having no closed
time-like curves within our Newtonian simulation.
The maximal value of ω0 thus can be estimated
from the assumption that for Ω, the angular veloc-
ity of the Universe at a given time, Ω ≪ H0

√
a

always holds. The corresponding upper limit is
ω0 ≈ 10−3 Gyr−1 for the present time.

Besides the non-rotating case of
ωinit = ω0 = 0, we run simulations with 5 different
degrees of rotation, namely

ω0 =
{
10−5, 5× 10−5, 10−4, 5× 10−4, 10−3

}
,

all in units of Gyr−1. Although, in this study we
only discuss the difference between the ”station-
ary” simulation and the one with the maximum
possible angular velocity ω0 = 10−3 Gyr−1. We
expect the vorticity to have a stronger effect at

the earlier stages of the Universe, while decaying
to negligible levels at later times.

Dsim [Mpc] Npart Mpart [M⊙] zinit

1000 15× 216
[
5× 1011, 1016

]
63

Table 1 The relevant simulation parameters used
throughout all simulations, such as the diameter of the
simulation volume in the Euclidean space Dsim, the
number of particles Npart, the variable mass of the
particles given as an approximate interval Mpart, and the
initial redshift zinit.

2.2 Cosmology

To get a more robust understanding of the effects
of rotation, we run our simulations in both an
Einstein–de Sitter (EdS) and a ΛCDM cosmolog-
ical setting.

We use the EdS model – a special case of the
Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW)
Universe with a vanishing curvature and cosmo-
logical constant – as a form of baseline model
that helps us to verify our results obtained from
the ΛCDM simulations. Comparing the two cos-
mologies, we expect to see a stronger anisotropy
between the parallel and perpendicular expansion
rates in the ΛCDM model compared to the EdS
model.

The relevant cosmological parameters we used
for all simulations can be found in Table 2.

Cosmology Ωm Ωr Ωk ΩΛ H0

EdS 1 0 0 0 67.66
ΛCDM 0.3089 0 0 0.6911 67.66

Table 2 The relevant main cosmological parameters, i.e.
the matter density Ωm, radiation density Ωr, curvature
density Ωk, and the cosmological constant ΩΛ, as well as
the Hubble constant H0 used throughout the simulations.
While density parameters of the EdS model are exact, for
the ΛCDM model and H0 we used the currently known
best values of cosmological parameters as measured by
the Planck telescope from the CMB radiation (Planck
Collaboration et al, 2020).

2.3 Counteracting the emerging
curvature

Expansion in a rotating Universe can be described
using two different scale factors, one associated
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with the parallel (a∥) and one with the perpen-
dicular (a⊥) components of the velocity field in
relation to the axis of rotation. This direction-
dependence introduces a term in the Friedmann
equation that behaves similarly to spatial curva-
ture. However, this is not a physical curvature of
spacetime but an apparent one resulting from the
rotational motion.

Nevertheless, modern cosmological surveys
indicate that the Universe is flat. To compen-
sate for the emerging curvature and ’flatten’ the
rotating simulations, we scale the angular velocity
components when setting up the initial conditions.
Since this curvature originates from the kinetic
energy (KE) of the rotation, our goal is to restore
the total KE of the system to match the case of the
same Universe without rotation, containing only
the Hubble flow.

The total KE can be described for both the
rotating (r) and non-rotating (nr) cases in terms
of the parallel (∥) and perpendicular (⊥) – with
respect to the axis of rotation – velocity compo-
nents as

KE =
1

2

∑
i

Mi

(
V 2
∥, i + V 2

⊥, i

)
, (1)

However, if we scale both the parallel and
perpendicular components equally, this anisotropy
would remain. Due to the nature of rigid body
rotation, parallel components are not affected by
the rotation.

Hence, we are looking for some scalar s to
adjust the perpendicular velocities in the rotat-
ing simulation, ensuring that the total kinetic
energy matches that of the non-rotating case.
From Eq. (1), we can arrive to the obvious solution
for s as

s =
V 2
⊥, nr

V 2
⊥, r

,

where V 2
⊥, nr and V 2

⊥, r are the mean of the
squared perpendicular velocities for the non-
rotating and rotating cases, respectively, before
adjusting the values of the latter. During the gen-
eration of initial conditions, after applying the
Hubble flow and adding angular velocity ωinit

to the particles, the perpendicular velocities are
scaled by s to compensate for the apparent curva-
ture introduced by rotation as

V scaled
⊥, r, i =

√
s · V naive

⊥, r, i . (2)

3 Results

We measure the expansion rates of a rotating Uni-
verse both parallel and perpendicular to its axis
of rotation, searching for potential anisotropies in
the cosmic expansion. First, we calculate the cos-
mological scale factor – i.e. the average expansion
(or contraction) of distances for a set of particles
– for each cosmological simulation. Additionally,
we also determine the Hubble parameter in the
direction parallel and perpendicular to the axis of
rotation.

To compare the expansion at any given time t,
we need a reference point at some time t0, which
we selected as the initial conditions. The scale fac-
tor is then defined as the average of the ratio of the
distance of each particle at t, i.e ri(t) to the dis-
tance at t0, i.e ri(t0), weighted by the mass of the
particles mi. Additionally, this value is normalized
by the total mass

∑
i mi. This gives us the value

of the scale factor in a cosmological simulation for
any given time t as

a(t) =
1

N
∑

i mi
·

(∑
i

mi ·
ri(t)

ri(t0)

)
. (3)

In regular cosmological simulations, the scale
factor is always calculated with isotropy in mind,
so for all particles at the same time. However, in
a rotating Universe, the expansion is anisotropic,
as detailed in Sec. 2.3. This necessitates a more
thoughtful approach to measuring the scale factors
both in the parallel and perpendicular directions.

We calculate the scale factor parallel to the
rotation axis in two joint, closed spherical sec-
tors, both centered around the rotation axis, but
in opposite directions (see left panel of Fig. 1).
Similarly, the scale factor in the perpendicular
direction is measured in an ”equatorial belt” (see
right panel of Fig. 1).

We select these regions in a way that the vol-
ume of the two spherical sectors combined equals
to the volume of the equatorial belt, meaning

2× Vsector = Vbelt.
This way, we can compare the scale factor evo-

lution in the parallel and perpendicular directions

4



Spherical sector(s) Equatorial belt

Fig. 1 A schematic representation of the regions used to
measure the scale factor in a rotating Universe. The left
panel shows the two spherical sectors used to measure the
scale factor parallel to the rotation axis, while the right
panel shows the ”equatorial belt” used to measure the scale
factor perpendicular to the rotation axis. This is a solid of
revolution that we can obtain by rotating a spherical sector
perpendicular to the rotation axis. The ”equatorial belt” is
effectively the absolute complement of two spherical sectors
inside the sphere, but with a distinct opening angle.

directly. We calculate the scale factor for particles
inside these regions for various opening angles of
the cones and the belt as given by Eq. (3), then we
aggregate them by taking the mean of the mea-
surements. Results shown on Fig. 2 indicate that
the scale factor in the parallel direction is always
smaller than in the perpendicular direction, as
expected.

The Hubble parameter is measured in the same
regions as the scale factor. The difference between
the squares of the parallel and perpendicular
components

H2
∥ −H2

⊥

is then calculated and it is shown on Fig. 3.
The values for both Hubble parameters are
obtained from the radial velocities of the particles
in the corresponding regions using the Hubble-
Lemâıtre law. Furthermore, calculating the ratio
of the Hubble parameters in both directions
reveals an anisotropy of approximately 1 %.

4 Discussion

The results of our simulations show that the evolu-
tion of a rotating Universe is significantly affected
by a global vorticity field. The rotation intro-
duces two different scale factors that describe the

9.56 9.58 9.60 9.62

0.98

1.00

1.02 EdS

Scale factor 0 = 10 3 Gyr 1

a = 1.003
a = 0.993

13.74 13.76 13.78 13.80
Time [Gyr]

0.98

1.00

1.02 CDMa = 1.008
a = 0.982

Fig. 2 Comparison of scale factor evolution, in both the
EdS (top panel) and ΛCDM (bottom panel) models. The
figures present the results for a rotating scenario with the
maximum possible angular velocity as indicated in the
upper right corner. Here, only the tail of the scale factor
evolution is shown, with simulations of both cosmologies
ending at z = 0, i.e. the present day. (Note the time dif-
ference between the EdS and ΛCDM universes.) The lower
ensemble of curves (here, represented with solid, orange-
colored lines) corresponds to the scale factors a∥ calculated
from polar spherical sectors with various opening angles,
while the upper ensemble (solid, blue-colored lines) repre-
sents the scale factors a⊥ in the equatorial belts. The two
dashed lines indicate the mean of the two sets of measure-
ments, ā∥ and ā⊥.

expansion rates, which is not present in the non-
rotating, true isotropic case. This leads to an
expansion history, where the average mass den-
sity of the Universe ϱ ∝ a−1

∥ a−2
⊥ , instead of the

usual ϱ ∝ a−3, with a measured anisotropy of
around 1 %, which is a significant deviation from
the concordance model in the era of precision
cosmology.

However, the exact description of this system
is yet to be fully understood. We modified the
Newtonian Friedmann equation by describing a
homogeneous dust sphere in a rotating reference
frame with some global, homogeneous vorticity.
This results in a difference between the parallel
and perpendicular components of the expansion
rates that can be expressed as

H2
⊥ = H2

∥ +Ω2 .
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100 EdS

|H2 H2 |  [1 / Gyr] 0 = 10 3 Gyr 1

10 1 100

Scale factor (a )

10 3

10 2

10 1

100 CDM

Fig. 3 Comparison of the difference of the Hubble param-
eter between the parallel and perpendicular directions
H2

∥−H2
⊥, in both the EdS (top panel) and ΛCDM (bottom

panel) models. The figures present the square root of the
results for a rotating scenario with the maximum possible
angular velocity as indicated in the upper right corner. As
discussed in Sec. 4, the square root of the difference does
not converge to the expected value of ω0 at the present
time, marked with a solid red line in the figure. Further-
more, we fit a c1/a2∥ + c2/a∥ curve to the data for both

cosmological models separately, and we plot the best fit as
a dashed line. These originate from the rotation and curva-
ture terms in the rotating Newtonian Friedmann equation,
respectively, where c21 ≡ R and c22 ≡ K, with R = ω0 in
theory.

However, this approach assumes that rotation
only affects the direction perpendicular to the axis
of rotation. In reality, the dependence of ϱ in a
rotating system implies a ’back-reaction’ effect of
rotation in all directions. Simulations prove the
existence of this effect, as seen on Fig. 3, where
H2

⊥ − H2
∥ does not converge to ω2

0 at present.
This highlights the issue that an additional term
is missing from the Friedmann equation that
is needed for the full description. This term is
curvature-like (c.f. Fig 3), suggesting that our
naive method of removing curvature in Sec. 2.3 is
unsatisfactory.

In a follow-up study, we will characterize the
missing curvature term in the Newtonian rotat-
ing Friedmann equation that is relevant to a
Newtonian rotating simulation.
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