
Prepared for submission to JHEP

Can Chameleon fields be the source of both the
dark energy dipole and the CMB dipole?

M. Yarahmadi, 1 S. Fathi,1 A. Salehi,1

Department of physics, Lorestan university,Khoramabad, Iran

E-mail: yarahmadimohammad10@gmail.com, shahriar.f89@gmail.com,
a.salehi.phy@gmail.com

Abstract: Recent research shows that the local group is moving toward (l, b) = (276, 30)

relative the cosmic background radiation at a speed of about 600kms−1 which is known as
the cosmic background radiation dipole.The exact cause of this movement is still unknown.
Areas with high mass densities such as galactic superclusters seem to be one of the causes of
this flow.There are several methods for simulating the motion of local clusters,one of which
is the bulk flow .The bulk current can be seen as a mass movement of a large part of the
universe.This anisotropy at local scale, seems to have the same origin as the anisotropy at
the larger scale.In this paper, anisotropies on both small and large scales were investigated
using chameleon fields.The data used are Type Ia supernovae (Pantheon catalog for a total
of 1,048 supernovae in redshift (0.15<z<2.3)).The results showed that on a smaller scale
(less than 150 MPa) the direction of motion of the local group galaxies is the same as the
direction of the bulk, and on larger scales, the direction of the bulk current is the same as
the direction of the current of dark energy dipole.
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1 Introduction

With the studies carried out on cosmic background anisotropy by Conklin in 1969[1] Henry
in 1971[2], and Smoot et al. In 1977[3], the best justification for this anisotropy was the
movement of local group galaxies toward cosmic background radiation, which is called cos-
mic background radiation diploe or CMB diploe,which is a more famous term. Immediately,
many studies were conducted to measure the exact amount of local cluster velocity and the
cause of this movement. Initial assumptions were that the Virgo supercluster, located ap-
proximately 17 megaparsecs from the local group galaxy, was responsible for the move.
However, studies by Villumsen and Strauss in 1987[4] showed that a high-density mass
distribution over long distances was needed to justify the motion of a local cluster. Studies
done by Shaya in 1984[5] , Tammann in 1985[6], and Aronson et al.[7] in 1986 illustrated
that the difference in direction between the CMB dipole and the stream flowing, toward
the center of Virgo in the direction of the Hydra-Centauri superclusters is approximately
32 MPa; As a result they reported that this supercluster attracts the local cluster. In 1987,
Dressier et al.[8] studied the motion of the galaxies of the Hydra-Centaurus cluster and
showed that the cluster was moving at a speed of approximately 500 kms−1 relative to
the background radiation. As a result, this supercluster cannot be the only cause of local
cluster motion, and a large mass distribution over a longer distance must be the source
of this motion. Linden-Bell et al. (1988)[9] then investigated the motion of 400 spiral
galaxies that covered all angles of the sky, showing that these galaxies were moving toward
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a massive mass called the Great Attractor at a distance of 50-70h−1Mpc. The galactic
coordinates are (l, b) = (325,−7.25), flowing. In 1992, Bothun et al.[10] studied 48 spiral
galaxies adjacent to the Great Attractor using the Tully-Fisher relation to demonstrate
that these galaxies were moving toward the Great Attractor. After the first Kobe satel-
lite results were published, accurate measurements of the speed of the local group galaxy
were carried out by Kogut et al.[11] in 1993. Using the first data from the satellite, they
estimated the speed of the local group at 627kms−1. With the development of catalogs
such as (2MASS) for galactic coordinates (l, b) = (276+3

−3, 30+3
−3), Hoffman et al.[12] 2001,

and Kocevski and Abiling 2006[13] studies indicated that to reconstruct the local group’s
dipole motion, the local group must be studied for distances farther away from the Shapely
supercluster at 150h−1Mpc. Although studies conducted up to 2008 have had a good con-
vergence in the reconstruction of the motion of the local group galaxy, these results usually
revealed a directional difference of 10 to 30 degrees.On the other hand, studies that sought
to find the direction of motion of local group galaxies using the peculiar velocity of galax-
ies; did not reach a definite conclusion to justify the motion of local group galaxies; they
concluded,however, that galaxy clusters posed a collective and cohesive movement and that
they have a certain direction to the cosmic background radiation called the bulk current.
Until 2008, studies were conducted at depths of 150h−1Mpc, but in 2008[14], Kashlinsky,
Atrio-Barandela, Kocevski and Ebeling analyzed three-year WMAP data, the cinematic
use of Sunyaev–Zeldovich’s data, and data covering up to 300h−1Mpc, and provide some
evidence. The coordinated motion and coherent flow of galaxy clusters at speeds of 600-
1000 kms−1 were found in the direction of the galaxy coordinates, which were close to the
constellations Centaurus and Vela. Researchers have speculated that the move maybe a
remnant of the impact of pre-inflation invisible areas of the world. In 2009 and 2010, the
results obtained by Kashlinsky et al.[15]-[16] were corrected by Watkins, Feldman, and Hud-
son, and they achieved a velocity of (l, b) = (282+11

−11, 6
+6
−6). In 2013, data from the Planck

Space Telescope showed no evidence of dark currents at this scale, and claims denied the
evidence of gravitational effects beyond the visible universe. Using Planck and WMAP’s
data, they have seen evidence of dark currents; thus, studies on finding the direction of
motion of galaxies in the local group have posed a newer enigma called the bulk flow, for
which a definitive answer has not been determined yet. Most studies of bulk flow pursue
three main goals: 1. Calculate the direction and size of the bulk speed 2. The degree
of convergence of the velocity of the bulk with the direction of motion of the galaxies of
the local group 3. Investigating the degree of convergence for the motion of the bulk and
the motion of the galaxies of the local group with supergroups such as Virgo, Hydra, Cen-
taurus, Coma and Shapley because it is thought that these supergroups which are located
at different distances are the source of the bulk current and the direction of local cluster
motion. In this paper, in addition to the above, we determine the range of parameters of
the Chameleon model using the bulk current and the degree of convergence of the bulk
current with the dipole direction of dark energy.
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2 Theoretical model

As mentioned, the bulk current can be seen as a coherent and coordinated motion of a
large part of the universe. This motion involves the mass movement of galaxies, galaxy
clusters, supernovae, and other cosmic objects relative to a frame of reference (usually
cosmic background radiation). Different definitions and formulations of bulk velocity have
been reported that may seem different in appearance but are fundamentally the same.
Nusser et al.[25] have put forwards a way to determine the velocity of the bulk through the
following equation:

B(r) =
3

4πr3

∫
x<r

v(x)d3x, (2.1)

v(x) is the peculiar velocity of objects within the volume of the sphere under study with
radius r. More often than not different samples such as galaxy clusters and supernovae are
studied. Although it is expected to measure the velocity of the bulk for all samples, they
lead to almost the same answer; notwithstanding the more uniform the sample distribution,
the less computational error, and different methods and catalogs for measuring the velocity
of the bulk. The peculiar motion of supernovae causes changes in their luminosity distance
and oscillations in their luminosity distance, which is expressed by the following formula:[29]

dL(z, υDF , θ) = d0L(z) + ddipoleL (z, υDF , θ), (2.2)

Where d0L(z) is the luminosity distance of the supernova and obtained from the following
relation:

d0L(z) = c(1 + z)

∫ z

0

dz′

H(z′)
, (2.3)

.
In the above relation, H(z), the Hubble parameter and z redshift, υDF are the velocity

of the bulk and d
(dipole)
L (z, υDF , θ) is the dipole domain of the velocity of bulk, which is

obtained from the following equation:

d
(dipole)
L (z, υDF , θ) =

υDF (1 + z)2

H(z)
. cos(θ). (2.4)

Where θ is the angle between the supernova line of sight and the dipole direction
(bulk flow direction). It should be noted that the luminosity interval may be disturbed
for other reasons, but other sources of disturbance are important in redshift greater than
1.[30] Considering that in this article we have used 211 supernovae that are less than 0.1
in redshift, other sources of disturbance can be omitted. It is important to note that
although the bipolar fitting method (so-called dipole fit) seems to be a model-independent
method, looking at the equation, it can be seen that this method is completely similar to the
cosmological model through the Hubble parameter. Because the evolution of the Hubble
parameter depends on the cosmological model and this parameter is one of the most basic
cosmic parameters that is analyzed and fitted in different models both directly and through
other parameters that are related to this parameter.
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3 Chameleon fields

Evidence for the accelerated expansion of the universe and time-dependent changes in the
micro structure has led to the introduction of a scalar field with mass H0, which is the
current Hubble constant value. If such a field exists, it must be paired with matter in order
to satisfy the principle of equivalence. In 2003, Justin Khoury and Amanda Weltman[31]
studied these fields and contented that the mass associated with these fields depends on
the local density of matter in the universe. They also showed that the interaction range
of these fields on Earth is about 1mm and on scale of the solar system is of the order of
10 − 104AU . In these studies, all the boundaries and principles of general relativity have
been entered, and it is predicted that Newton fixed measurement probes such as the SEE
will achieve a value of a single order of magnitude at its present value on Earth in the
future. Considering the normalized action of Hilbert-Einstein as:

SEH =

∫
d4x
√
−g 1

16πG
R =

∫
d4x
√
−g

M2
pl

2
R, (3.1)

In the presence of a scalar field φ and potential V (φ), another sentence as:

Sφ = −
∫
d4x
√
−g
{

1

2
(∂φ)2 + V (φ)

}
. (3.2)

is added to the action. To introduce Chameleon fields, a set of fields ψ(i)
m by action:

Sm = −
∫
d4xLm

(
ψ(i)
m , g(i)µν

)
, (3.3)

which are coupled to scalar field φ , is added to them. In these relationships:

g(i)µν ≡ e2βiφ/Mplgµν , (3.4)

βi is also a coupling constant for every small element of matter. So the total action is
expressed as follows:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
M2
pl

2
R− 1

2
(∂φ)2 − V (φ)

}
−
∫
d4xLm

(
ψ(i)
m , g(i)µν

)
(3.5)

as a result

S =

∫
d4x
√
−g

{
M2
pl

2
R− 1

2
∇µφ∇µφ− V (φ)− 1√

−g
Lm

(
ψ(i)
m , g(i)µν

)}
. (3.6)

φ, the equation of motion of the Chameleons is obtained as follows:

∇2φ = Veff,φ(φ). (3.7)

For a non-relativistic matter(wi ≈ 0), the effective potential is simplified by the follow-
ing equation:
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Veff (φ) = V (φ) +
∑
i

ρie
βiφ/Mpl . (3.8)

Since exponential potentials play an important role in describing the period of inflation,[32]-
[33] we examine the Chameleon field equations in the presence of potential V = V0 exp

(
−

α φ
Mpl

)
. Here α, is a dimensionless constant that describes the potential slope. The

Chameleon field equation in the presence of exponential potential is obtained as follows:

φ̈+ 3Hφ̇ =
V0α

Mpl
e

−α
Mpl

φ
− β

Mpl
ρme

β
Mpl

φ
, (3.9)

Here H is the Hubble parameter which is determined by the Friedmann constraint as
follows:

3H2M2
pl =

1

2
φ̇2 + V0e

−α
Mpl

φ
+ ρme

βφ/Mpl (3.10)

(2Ḣ + 3H2)M2
pl = −1

2
φ̇2 + V0e

−α
Mpl

φ
− γρmeβφ/Mpl (3.11)

The effective energy density in the Chameleon field is ρeff = 1
2 φ̇

2 + V (φ) + ρme
βφ/Mpl

and the effective pressure is Peff = −1
2 φ̇

2 + V (φ). In the previous studies, important pa-
rameters (α, β) in Chameleon field have been investigated and the range of these parameters
has been fitted with observational tests[34]. These two parameters play an essential role in
the dynamics of the universe. Another feature of these two parameters is that the stability
range of critical states of the Chameleon model is determined by these parameters. The
above equations are a nonlinear set of second-order differential equations whose analytical
solution is possible only for certain cases. Therefore, they can be examined in terms of
numerical calculations. In this article, these variables are defined as follows:

Θ =
ρme

βφ
Mpl

3H2M2
pl

, Υ =
φ̇√

6HMpl

, ζ =
V

3H2M2
pl

. (3.12)

Friedman’s constraint is written as follows:

Θ + Υ 2 + ζ = 1 (3.13)

Therefore, the system equations are simplified as follows:

dΘ

dN
=
√

6βΘΥ − 2Θ
Ḣ

H2
, (3.14)

dΥ

dN
= −3Υ +

3α√
6
ζ − 3β√

6
ΘΥ

Ḣ

H2
, (3.15)

dζ

dN
= −
√

6αΥζ − 2ζ
Ḣ

H2
, (3.16)
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Which is N ≡ ln(a). “Using constraint (16), the above equations are reduced to the
following two equations: ”Also, Ḣ

H2 is calculated as follows in terms of new variables:

Ḣ

H2
=

3

2

[
−1− γΘ − Υ 2 + ζ

]
(3.17)

The above parameter is one of the basic parameters through which both the equation
of state is expressed and calculation the luminosity distance is made. The equation related
to the luminosity distance is coupled with this equation with the system equations. In this
way, by introducing two new variables τ = d0L(z),Γ = H, Equation (3-3) can be converted
to the following differential equations.

Therefore, to find the luminosity distance and finally calculate the bulk current, the
following equations must be solved simultaneously.

dΘ

dN
=
√

6βΘΥ − 2Θ
Ḣ

H2
, (3.18)

dΥ

dN
= −3Υ +

3α√
6
ζ − 3β√

6
ΘΥ

Ḣ

H2
, (3.19)

dζ

dN
= −
√

6αΥζ − 2ζ
Ḣ

H2
, (3.20)

dτ

dN
= −

(
τ +

e2N

Γ

)
(3.21)

dΓ

dN
= εΓ (3.22)

4 Numerical analysis and simulation

In this article, we use the Pantheon catalog, which contains information on redshift, distance
modulus, measurement error, and equatorial characteristics of 1048 supernovae in redshift
less than 2.3. In order to compare the previous studies in terms of galactic coordinates,
we first convert the equatorial coordinates of these 1048 supernovae to galactic coordinates
and then obtain the angle θ in terms of galactic coordinates. If n̂i is a single vector in the
direction of the supernova i of view, then:

n̂i = cos(li) sin(bi)̂i+ sin(li) sin(bi)ĵ + cos(bi)k̂ (4.1)

Where (li, bi) is the galactic coordinates of the supernova i. Similarly, if p̂ is a unit
vector in the bipolar direction, then,

p̂ = cos(l) sin(b)̂i+ sin(l) sin(b)ĵ + cos(b)k̂ (4.2)

Which (l, b) is the galactic coordinates of the bulk current. Thus

cosθi = (n̂i.p̂) = cos(l) sin(b) cos(li) sin(bi)+sin(l) sin(b) sin(li) sin(bi)+cos(b) cos(bi) (4.3)

– 6 –



We use the least squares statistical method to calculate the direction and value of the
bulk flow velocity

χ2 =
∑
i

|µi − 5 log10((d
0
L(zi)− ddipoleL (z, υDF , θi)/10pc|2

σ2i
(4.4)

The distance modulus µi is obtained from the following formula:

µi = 5 log10 dL(z) + 42.384− 5 log10 h0 (4.5)

Hubble constant h0 in unit 100kms−1Mpc−1 for three different redshift, we do the
numerical solution of the equations.
1. Redshift interval less than 0.035 is equivalent to an approximate distance of 140h−1Mpc

2. Redshift interval less than 0.06 is equivalent to an approximate distance of 250h−1Mpc

3. Redshift interval less than 0.1 is equivalent to an approximate distance of 422h−1Mpc

5 Redshift interval less than 0.035

From 1,048 supernovae, 124 supernovae are less than 0.035 in red transfer. The parameters
to be fitted are (l, b, υDF ) and the parameters of the Chameleon model (α, β). We have
fitted these parameters by programming in Maple software and 2 × 105 data. We have
written this data on the rectangle using several other software programs.In Figure 1(top
panel), the probability distribution function of the bulk current on a rectangle is written
in galactic coordinates. The simulation results with data greater than 2 × 105 indicate
that the bulk current is moving in the direction (l, b) = (286+14

−12, 16+12
−8 ) at a speed of

273kms−1. In this redshift, the Hydra-Centaurus supercluster exists. The current of the
bulk is approximately in the direction of this supercluster. This result is in good agreement
with the results of Kashlinsky [14]-[16] studies who obtained the value (l, b) = (287+9

−9, 8
+6
−6)

for redshift less than 0.03 in the region (1− σ). Fint et al.[21] Also used 117 supernovae in
the range of less than 0.1 in their research work and obtained the bulk flow velocity in the
(l, b) = (290+20

−20, 15+18
−18) at a speed of 292+96

−96kms
−1 region 0.015 < z < 0.035, which is in

good agreement with the result of our calculations in this paper in the (1− σ) region. The
shape of the(1 − σ) region corresponding to the direction of the bulk current on a sphere
is shown in galactic coordinates. Moreover, the findings of some previous studies and
the coordinates of important superclusters located in this red transition region are shown.
Another noteworthy point in Figure 1(low panel) is that the direction of motion of the
local group galaxy is very close to that obtained for the bulk current in this region. Other
parameters that are fitted are the parameters of the Chameleon model (α, β), which are
determined using the bulk flow model. In Figure (1), the probability distribution function
for these parameters is plotted for 200,000 data. As it is clear, the range of these parameters
is of the order of one, the same value which some other studies have already predicted .
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CMB dipole

Figure 1. Top panel: Probability distribution function related to bulk flow direction, written on
the rectangle in galactic coordinates and shown the results of some previous studies , in the redshift
less than 0.035 using 200,000 data and low panel: area (1−σ) is plotted for the bulk flow direction
written on the rectangle in galactic coordinates for redshift less than 0.035. Also, the coordinates
of important superclusters are shown in this redshift .
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6 Redshift interval less than 0.06

In the redshift 0.015 < z < 0.06, there are 174 supernovae. In Figure 2(top panel), the
probability distribution function for the bulk current on a sphere in galactic coordinates is
written. The simulation results with more than 2 × 105 data show that the bulk current
in this area is moving in the direction of (l, b) = (300+15

−18, 3
+10
−11), which is close to the

direction of the constellations Centaurus and Hydra. The Shapley supercluster is also
located in the redshift and it is thought that all superclusters are moving towards this
supercluster. This is consistent with the results of studies [24] ((l, b) = (295+18

−18, 14+18
−18))‌,

[13] ((l, b) = (306.44, 29.71)) , [36] ((l, b) = (282+11
−11, 6

+6
−6)) [37] ((l, b) = (290+39

−31, 20+30
−30))‌‌ .

Figure2 portrays the region (1 − σ) corresponding to the direction of the bulk flow on a
rectangle in the galactic coordinates. Another noteworthy point that is inherent in Figure
2(low panel) is that the direction of motion of the local group galaxy is at the edge of the
region’s confidence level (1− σ) in the direction of the bulk current, which is indicative of
the fact that the reconstruction of the direction of motion of the local cluster by Bulk flow
for distances less than 150h−1Mpc leads to better results.

7 Redshift interval less than 0.1

In the redshift interval 0.015 < z < 0.1, there are 211 supernovae. In this redshift, a value
obtained for the bulk flow direction is (l, b) = (302+10

−12, 5
+8
−9), which is consistent with the

results of the [23] ((l, b) = (283+14
−18, 12+14

−14))‌. Figures (3) demonstrate the results of this
simulation. As shown in Figure 3(low panel), the direction of movement of the local cluster
(CMB dipole) is outside the region (1 − σ) of the bulk current, which indicates that the
farther we go from 150h−1Mpc, The difference between the direction of movement of the
local cluster and the direction of the bulk flow increases. The results of many previous
studies for different areas are given in Table (1).

The other parameters that are fitted are the parameters of the Chameleon model (α, β),
which is determined using the bulk flow model. In Figure 4, the probability distributions for
these parameters are plotted for 60,000 data. As it is known, the range of these parameters
is of the order of one, which some studies have predicted the same value.

8 Comparison of bulk flow direction with dark energy dipole direction

One of the anisotropies observed by the analysis of observational data is the anisotropy
of the dark energy distribution or the dipole of dark energy. Since one of the most likely
causes of the universe’s accelerated expansion is dark energy, studies have suggested that
dark energy is distributed as a dipole, which causes the anisotropic expansion of the universe
and creates a preferred direction for cosmology[38]-[48]. On the other hand, it seems that
the direction of bulk flow on a large scale is close to the dipole of dark energy. As such
to investigate this issue, we calculate the dipole of dark energy in the Chameleon model.
Numerous studies have examined the dipole of dark energy in a variety of ways [38]-[48]
here using equation (2-1) in reference [38] and equation (5-22) in reference [45]. We deal
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Figure 2. Top panel: Probability distribution function related to bulk flow direction, written on
the rectangle in galactic coordinates and shown the results of some previous studies , in the redshift
less than 0.06 using 200,000 data and low panel: area (1− σ) is plotted for the bulk flow direction
written on the rectangle in galactic coordinates for redshift less than 0.06. Also, the coordinates of
important superclusters are shown in this redshift .
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Figure 3. Top panel: Probability distribution function related to bulk flow direction, written on
the rectangle in galactic coordinates and shown the results of some previous studies , in the redshift
less than 0.1 using 200,000 data and low panel: area (1 − σ) is plotted for the bulk flow direction
written on the rectangle in galactic coordinates for redshift less than 0.1. Also, the coordinates of
important superclusters are shown in this redshift .
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Figure 4. Probability distribution function related to Chameleon parameters (α, β) fitted to su-
pernovae type Ia in the Bulk flow model.

Table 1. List of studies on bulk flow

Ref velocity redshift lo bo distance

kms−1 degree degree h−1Mpc

[16] 1000 z ≤ 0.03 287± 9 8± 6 300

[23] 407± 81 z ≤ 0.2 283± 14 12± 14 100

[13] 507 0.035 ≤ z ≤ 0.055 306.44 29.71 105− 165

[20] 249± 276 z ≤ 0.2 319± 18 7± 14 100

[18] 250+190
−160 0.045 < z < 0.06 287 21 90− 240

[23] 416± 78 z = 0.0167 282 60 100

[24] 473± 128 0.035 < z < 0.055 220 25 100

[25] 257± 44 0.035 < z < 0.055 276± 6 10± 6 100

[36] 416± 78 0.015 < z < 0.06 282± 11 6± 6 100
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with dipoles (details and equations of dark energy in red transfer less than 0.1 (equivalent
to approximately 300h−1Mpc distance) are given in the references mentioned). In Figure
5, the probability distribution function in region (1 − σ) for the dipole direction of dark
energy on a sphere in galactic coordinates is written and its direction is compared with the
direction of the bulk current in the same region. As can be seen from the figure, these two
regions overlap well, indicating a unifying convergence between the bulk flow direction and
the direction of dark energy dipole at distances greater than 150h−1Mpc with the direction
(1 to 3); it can therefore be concluded that the bulk current converges in the transition
to lower reds and at distances less than (150h−1Mpc) local cluster motion.However as the
distance increases, the degree of convergence decreases and the direction of the bulk current
approaches the polarity of the dark energy.

9 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that Chameleon fields can be the source of dark energy dipole
and cosmic background radiation dipole at the same time. On the other hand, the study
of region (1 − σ), in the redshift less than 0.035, showed that not only are our results
well consistent with studies that confirm the flow of the bulk, but also the direction of
movement of galaxies of the local group in region (1 − σ) in the direction of bulk flow.
These two are towards the Hydra-Centaurus supercluster, which is in the same redshift.
Similarly, in the redshift, it is less than 0.06 (in the direction of movement of the local
cluster in the region (1 − σ) in the direction of the bulk flow, and these two are in turn
in the direction of the Shapley supercluster. Although the Chameleon model justifies the
convergence between the direction of the bulk current and the motion of a local group galaxy
with good accuracy (1−σ) in the direction of high-density structures such as superclusters,
this may not come as a surprise at short distances,a concept which is thought to be the
source of all these mass distribution disparities. Despite this it is certainly interesting to
study the convergence of the direction of the bulk current with other cosmic anisotropies
that originate in the early evolution of the universe, and may be a response to the origin of
the bulk current, the direction of motion of the local group galaxies, and the formation of
large structures. One of these anisotropies observed by the analysis of observational data
is dark energy distribution or dark energy dipole anisotropy. Considering that one of the
most probable causes of the accelerated expansion of the universe is dark energy, studies
confirm that dark energy is distributed as a bipolar, which causes the anisotropic expansion
of the universe and creates a preferred direction for the universe to integrate. In this paper,
the dipole direction of dark energy in Chameleon model is obtained in the direction of
galactic coordinates (l, b) = (324+18

−18,−4+12
−12), which is in good agreement with the direction

of the bulk flow in the region (1− σ). Therefore, these studies reveal that the Chameleon
model can be a good option to justify anisotropy on both small and large scales. Given the
properties of these fields, they may also be a good justification for fixed spatial anisotropies
of fine structure constant(fixed fine structure constant dipole), which we intend to examine
in future studies.
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Figure 5. Comparison of bulk flow direction and direction of dark energy dipole in region (1− σ).
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