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The current standard models of cosmology (SMoC) – specifically ΛCDM and warm dark matter
models – served for a few decades as the basis of research in astronomy and cosmology, and have
been studied extensively. However, fundamental tensions between observations and theory have
emerged. This updated review has two purposes: to explore new tensions that have arisen in recent
years, compounding the unresolved tensions from previous studies, and to use the shortcomings
of the current theory to guide the development of a successful model.
In any representative volume, more than 90 per cent of all galaxies have thin, extended star-forming
ancient disks. But these structures are too fragile to withstand the repeated mergers that dark matter
would induce. According to SMoC cosmological simulations, galaxies in the Local Group around
the Mpc scale should be distributed in a spheroidal configuration. Observations show that they
are instead arranged in thin planes. This poses major questions on the nature and dynamical
history of the Local Group. Furthermore, there exist mutually correlated planes of satellite dwarf
galaxies located around the Andromeda and Milky Way galaxies. These planes may have been
created by the tidal forces generated by a previous encounter between the two galaxies. Also the
configuration of the nearby M81 group poses challenges to the SMoC. None of these structures
could exist in the presence of dark matter, because dynamical dissipation would cause the galaxies
to merge within a Gyr time scale. In addition, the El Gordo galaxy cluster has been observed
at a redshift at emission of 𝑧e = 0.87 to already have reached a mass of ≈ 2 × 1015 𝑀⊙ , being
impossible in the SMoC. In the light of the growing evidence for large-(>few hundred Mpc)-scale
inhomogeneities, we have shown that the Hubble Tension is simply caused by the matter bulk flows
of the large scale structure. These observations suggest that the Universe is more inhomogeneous
and that structures grow more rapidly than what is allowed by the SMoC on the Gpc scale. Novel
tensions have emerged from observations of the early Universe. For instance, galaxies of mass
109 − 1010 𝑀⊙ have been detected in the redshift range of 10<∼ 𝑧e <∼ 20, indicating a faster galaxy
formation than predicted in the SMoC. An independent indication for such early galaxy formation
comes from the downsizing timescales of early-type galaxies and their associated rapid formation
of central super-massive black holes (SMBHs).
We discuss a few candidate models of cosmology from the literature, but most fail on all or a number
of the above problems. Given the nature of the tensions, the real Universe needs to be described
by a model in which gravitation is effectively stronger than Einsteinian/Newtonian gravitation at
accelerations below Milgrom’s acceleration scale. Interestingly, Milgromian dynamics (MOND)
coincides with the generalized Poisson equation given by the non-linear p-Laplacian when 𝑝 = 3
with 𝑝 = 2 providing the standard Newtonian Poisson equation. A promising model that solves
several of the above tensions is 𝜈HDM. While it embraces MOND, eliminating the need for dark
matter, it retains dark energy and consequently the SMoC expansion history. However galaxy
formation appears to occur too late in this model, model galaxy clusters reach too large masses,
and the mass function of model galaxy clusters is too flat and thus top-heavy in comparison to the
observed mass function.
The above mentioned evidence casts doubts on the viability of dark matter and dark energy as
fundamental components of the Universe, with severe consequences. Specifically, the Hot Big
Bang Theory cannot provide a good fit to the CMB power spectrum without invoking both of these
components. Consequently, inflation – introduced to justify why causally-disconnected regions of
the CMB should be homogeneous on a flat geometry – would also cease to be needed. The models
that have been simulated to-date with these boundary conditions appear to not be able to generate
structure rapidly enough to be consistent with the high-redshift JWST observations. Given all the
noted anomalies, the classes of models that relax these boundary conditions should be explored.
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1. Introduction

The development of the ΛCDM and ΛWDM models of cosmology, based on the required
existence of cold or warm dark matter particles (CDM and WDM, respectively), rightly counts as
one of the greatest achievements of physics (e.g. [1–4]). Hereinafter, to simplify terminology, we
will refer to ΛCDM and ΛWDM (e.g. [5]) jointly as the currently favoured standard model of
cosmology, or SMoC (this includes fuzzy dark matter, see Sec. 2).

The SMoC accounts for the observed expansion of the Universe, the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) and allows the numerical quantification of the formation of model galaxies, model
galaxy clusters as well as the filamentary distribution of matter on Mpc and Gpc scales.

Recent high-resolution simulations use a range of algorithms to compute gravitational po-
tentials, most commonly opting for smooth-particle hydrodynamics or adaptive mesh refinement
methods. These simulations also incorporate additional physical processes beyond gravity, includ-
ing hydrodynamics, star formation, and feedback from both stars and massive black holes. As a
result, it is now possible to directly compare simulated galaxy populations with the respective obser-
vations. Yet, a growing body of observational constraints – covering scales from open star clusters
to the cosmological horizon – have highlighted several discrepancies. Some of these discrepancies
are especially troubling. Given these, it is useful to develop and study different cosmological models
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in order to improve our appreciation of the current SMoC, while perhaps also finding directions that
might lead to fruitful advances away from it. In this process, it is important to develop models that
allow the simulation of structures down to galaxies. This requires, like the SMoC, the alternative
model to provide equations of motion that can be integrated in a computer to solve for structure
formation on all scales. The emphasis here is thus set on computable models of structure formation
down to the scales of galaxies or smaller, rather than a more theoretical discussion of abstract mod-
els. We emphasise that any theoretical approach away from the current SMoC needs to be guided
by the constraints noted here, namely by the non-existence of dark matter particles in galaxies and
that the real Universe appears to be structured on all scales that have been probed so far and up to
the horizon scale, and needs to be able to have formed galaxies with baryonic masses >∼ 109 𝑀⊙ by a
redshift 10<∼ 𝑧e <∼ 20 subject to these observations being spectroscopically confirmed (see possible
tension pT3 below).

Two such new model universes that can be simulated in a computer are presently being
studied in detail. The first is the Angus model of cosmology (AMoC). It rests on a traditional or
conservative approach by adopting the same expansion history as the SMoC. The AMoC is based
on the Milgromian equations of motion, rather than the Newtonian ones. A less-conventional or
neoconservative model1, the Bohemian model of cosmology (BMoC), is now being studied in Bonn,
Prague and Nanjing and will be reported elsewhere.

This contribution can be viewed as an update on the previous assessments of the SMoC ([6–8]),
outlining the motivation for studying non-dark-matter based models (Sec. 2). Some such alternatives
are discussed in Sec. 3. A particular case, the AMoC, allows the computation of galaxies and larger
structures and is briefly described in Sec. 4. The conclusions are available in Sec. 5. Appendix A
provides a short introduction to MOND.

2. Motivation

2.1 Standard (dark-matter-based) Models of Cosmology

In the following the postulates and hypotheses underlying the SMoC are discussed with the
aim of confronting these with those underlying the AMoC (Sec. 4) and for paving the way for
constructing the BMoC.

The current SMoC rests on five fundamental postulates: (A1) The locally observed laws of
physics (as embodied in the standard model of particle physics, the SMoPP) are valid everywhere.
(A2) Cosmological redshifts are given by expanding space along the line of sight.2 (A3) The Equiv-
alence Principle applies and Einsteinian gravitation is universally valid. (A4) The Cosmological
Principle applies, i.e., the global coordinates of the Universe are characterized by homogeneity and
isotropy. Thus, the large scale structure of the Universe is represented by the Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric , 𝑑𝑠2 = 𝑐2 𝑑𝑡2 − 𝑎e(𝑡)2 (

𝑑𝑥2 + 𝑑𝑦2 + 𝑑𝑧2) , where 𝑐 is the speed

1“Neoconservative” in terms of relying on less-exotic physics than the current SMoC, exotic physics encompassing
inflation, dark matter particles and dark energy.

2This is a fundamental postulate not further mentioned and underlies all models discussed here. A cosmological
redshift does not signify a velocity but the photon wavelength is stretched through the space expansion. A galaxy at a
high redshift is stationary apart for its peculiar velocity, but it appears to be receding due to the expansion of space along
the line of sight.
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of light, 𝑑𝑥, 𝑑𝑦, 𝑑𝑧 are co-moving three-dimensional distance intervals and 𝑎e(𝑡) = (1 + 𝑧e)−1 is the
time-dependent scale factor with 𝑧e(𝑡) being the redshift (e.g. [3]), so that a present-day separation
of 1 Mpc spanned 48 kpc at redshift 𝑧e = 20. (A5) All baryons and leptons have a primordial origin,
i.e. they formed in the electroweak epoch (10−36 s to 10−12 s) before the four fundamental forces
separated [9, 10].

Given these five postulates, auxiliary hypotheses need to be invoked to account for some
observations:

(AH1) A cosmic inflationary epoch during the earliest stages of the Big Bang (e.g. [11]) is
needed to ensure for the homogeneity and isotropy of the observed CMB. Inflation was introduced
[12] to explain why causally-disconnected regions of the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
should be homogeneous, and why the geometry of the Universe is flat. Given that the observed
Universe appears to adhere to exactly the same SMoPP3, inflation also ensures causal connection
of every part of the Universe. The model universe is implied to be flat and this is supported by
the angular distance of the three baryonic oscillation peaks in the observed CMB that serve as a
standard ruler [15].4 (AH2) Dark matter particles need to make up about 95 per cent of all of the
matter. This is motivated by the gravitational anomalies observed in galaxies that appear as missing
mass in the adopted gravitational theory, as well as through the three major acoustic peaks observed
in the CMB power spectrum. It is important to note that there is no motivation from the SMoPP
for the existence of additional such particles. In order to not interfere with the tight experimental
constraints available for the SMoPP, the dark matter needs to be made of particles that are not in the
SMoPP and that only interact with SMoPP particles via gravitation and at most through the weak
force. Dark matter particles can be cold, warm or fuzzy, depending on their kinetic energy and
Compton wavelength set during the matter creation era during inflation. Ultimately, each version
needs to account for the observationally deduced dark matter content of dwarf (diameter < 500 pc)
galaxies constraining the Compton wavelength to be small such that the dynamics of galaxies is
not much affected in comparison to standard CDM particles with a negligible Compton wavelength
[17–19]. (AH3) With A1–A5 and AH1 & AH2 an expanding model universe is obtained that slows
with time through its eigengravity. Observations lead to the result that the real Universe expands
more rapidly than thusly expected [20–23]. This discrepancy can only be remedied by invoking,
as a third auxiliary hypothesis, that dark energy (DE) accounts for about 67 per cent of the total
energy content of the Universe. Adding such a constant term is allowed by Einstein’s theory of
general relativity. DE, an energy density, leads to a time-increasing rate of expansion, starting about
5 Gyr ago. The expansion history of the SMoC is conveniently given by eq. 36 in [24]. Postulates
A1-A5 together with AH2 imply that Newtonian gravitation can be used to model the evolution
of structures in an isotropic and homogeneous background expansion described by the Friedmann
equations for times later than 𝑧e = 1100.

Given the above, six parameters define the current (today, at time 𝑡 = 𝑡0) state of the model
universe in terms of its expansion rate, mass components, initial density fluctuations and curvature
(see [15]): The Hubble-Lemaitre constant 𝐻0 ≈ 67.4 ± 0.5 km s−1 Mpc−1, the baryon density
parameter Ωb,0 ≈ 0.05, the dark matter density parameter Ωc,0 ≈ 0.26 (leading to the matter density

3Variations of the fundamental constants are being searched for, see [13] for a recent review. See also [14] for a
suggestion to measure the possible variation of 𝑐.

4Possible evidence for a small curvature has emerged [16]
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parameter Ωm,0 ≈ 0.31) and the dark energy density parameter ΩΛ,0 ≈ 0.69 which follows from
the condition Ωtot = 1 for a flat universe. The age of this model universe is 𝑡0 = 13.8 Gyr. Note
that as the SMoC expands the fraction of its energy content that is in dark energy increases, while
the total energy content in matter is fixed. The scalar spectral index, 𝑛s ≈ 0.97, defines the initial
power-spectrum of fluctuations stemming from the inflation period, and the power is normalised
by the observed abundance of galaxy clusters yielding the the present root-mean-square matter
fluctuation averaged over a sphere of radius 8 ℎ−1 Mpc, 𝜎8 ≈ 0.81, and the model has no curvature.

2.2 Tensions between the SMoC and observations

The literature on the problems facing the SMoC comprises a large body and the reader is
encouraged to explore it and the suggested solutions (e.g. [25–29]). Here only a concise discussion
is summarised of some of the tensions between the SMoC and data with the aim of spelling out
the minimal challenges that any new cosmological model (e.g. the AMoC, Sec. 4) must address in
order to qualify as a tangible alternative model.

The need to introduce AH1 (inflation) and AH3 (dark energy) is met with four fundamental
tensions: (FT1) Observational and experimental data disfavour the inflationary scenarios at the
core of the SMoC. Ljjas, Steinhardt & Loeb (2017, [30]) argue that the theory of inflation needs to
be questioned because the simplest models of inflation have been ruled out by Planck data, inflation
is unstable and postmodern inflation lies outside of normal science as it cannot be tested (see also
[31]). (FT2) The “cosmological energy catastrophe” [6] arises from the fact that, in the SMoC,
there is currently no accepted standard as to why the existence of dark energy would not violate the
principle of energy-momentum conservation. Dark energy is taken to be a constant vacuum energy
density. So, as the universe expands, the larger volumes imply that in the SMoC, the Universe
tends towards an infinite energy content [2, 32–34] – i.e., cosmological models with dark energy
do not conserve energy. In particle physics, dark energy can be interpreted as the energy density
of the vacuum. It has been argued (e.g., Zumino 1975 [35]) that if there exist equal numbers of
degrees of freedom for bosons and fermions, then the total vacuum energy equals zero. If this
symmetry were broken, then a field would have a net sum for the zero-point energy of normal
modes. The cut-off scale of its momentum must be set at the Planck scale where the effects of
gravity and quantum mechanics become comparable. The resulting prediction from the SMoPP
exceeds the observed energy density of dark energy by approximately 120 orders of magnitude. This
discrepancy is widely regarded as the worst prediction in the history of physics. Hence, the dark
energy term defies current understanding of vacuum energy in the context of space expansion and
the SMoPP. (e.g. [36–40]). (FT3) The large-scale properties implied by dark matter would exclude
any candidate particle (or system)5 that originates from the SMoPP. There is no evidence for the
existence of dark matter particles that is independent of the assumed gravitational theory (A3 above),
since all laboratory-based searches have lead to null results [43]. (FT4) Another major unsolved
problem of the SMoC that is relevant for all alternative models is the baryon asymmetry, because
at the moment the physical process of creating more matter than antimatter during inflationary
baryo-leptogenesis remains unknown (e.g. [44–46]).

5A now disfavored dark matter candidate are massive compact halo objects (MACHOs), which have been ruled out
by microlensing surveys in the mass range 0.6 × 10−7 – 15𝑀⊙ [41] and 0.3 – 30𝑀⊙ [42].
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The above FTs are not a reason to discard the model since they may merely indicate our current
lack of physical interpretation of inflation and dark energy. Upholding the SMoC to be the correct
model necessitates a continued significant research effort to progress on these tensions (e.g. [47]).
The lack of experimental evidence for dark matter particles is also not detrimental, because the
dark matter particles may have the property that the non-gravitational interaction cross section with
SMoPP constituents may be negligible, rendering the dark matter particles undetectable in any
experiment. It is therefore permissible to assume the SMoC to be valid.

As any mature theory, the SMoC needs to be tested and compared with advancing observational
data. In the past, the SMoC (in the form of the ΛCDM model) has been heralded as being successful
in accounting for observational data (e.g. [48, 49]) while serious issues had also been noticed [6–8].
At the present time, the comparison of the SMoC with state-of-the art observations has lead to the
recognition of certain tensions:

(T1) Lack of observational evidence for dynamical dissipation by extended particle-based dark
matter halos: If dark matter particles do exist, then they will populate massive and extended dark
matter halos around the baryonic galaxy components (e.g. [50–52]). This is a strict prediction of
the SMoC. Galaxy–galaxy encounters will consequently suffer dynamical dissipation (i.e. Chan-
drasekhar dynamical friction when one galaxy is significantly minor compared to the other) when
the extended dark matter halos begin to touch each other and the galaxies will slow down their
relative velocity and fall towards each other to merge. This dissipation can be calculated (e.g.
[53, 54]). It leads to every galaxy growing, in the SMoC, through many mergers to its present-
day mass. Likewise, the bars of disk galaxies are rigid rotators and as a body suffer dynamical
dissipation on the dark matter halos of their galaxies – in each barred galaxy the dark matter halo
absorbs the kinetic energy of the rotating bar which consequently slows down. In addition to the
lack of evidence in a variety of data for mergers dominating galaxy growth noted previously ([8] and
references therein), this dynamical dissipation is excluded by the observed fast rotation speeds of
galactic bars which should typically be slow in the presence of the dark matter halos (Roshan et al.
2021, [55]). The calculations falsify the existence of dark matter halos with a confidence of 10𝜎.
That is, even when using distinct cosmological structure formation codes, SMoC hydrodynamical
simulations are unable to replicate the bar pattern speeds observed in real galaxies.

An interesting result concerning dynamical dissipation due to the expansive and massive dark
matter halos of the SMoC are available for the nearby (≈ 3.3 Mpc distant) M81 group of galaxies.
The distribution of HI gas throughout the system of more than three interacting galaxies constrains
the past encounters between the galaxies, which, in the SMoC, are all together within the inner
region of their dark matter halos such that dynamical dissipation is pronounced. Yun (1999 [56])
reports that the model system merges too rapidly to account for the observed tidal structures.
This conclusion is shared by the independent numerical modelling by Thomson et al. (1999
[57]). Both of these groups thus come to the same conclusion, namely, that numerical modelling
with dark matter halos does not lead to agreement with the observed system. Both of these are
conference proceedings and neither group returned to the problem. The more recent modelling of
the M81 system by Oehm et al. (2017 [58]) verifies the absence of dark-matter-based solutions.
This work shows that the three major galaxies in the system must have approached each other from
large (Mpc-scale) distances, in violation of the Hubble flow, to all meet at virtually the same time
(the present time when we observe the system) just before they merge. This is arbitrarily unlikely
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in the SMoC, leading to the strong exclusion of the existence of dark matter halos.
Independently of dynamical friction, a dark matter halo protects a dwarf galaxy from being

tidally perturbed for most of its orbital history before it merges or disintegrates [59]. There is thus
only a brief window of opportunity to observe significantly perturbed baryonic galaxies. The large
number of tidally deformed dwarf galaxies in the Fornax galaxy cluster rules this out, as shown in
the detailed study by Asencio et al. (2022 [60], Fig. 1 here). That the ultra-diffuse dwarf galaxies

Figure 1: The tidal susceptibility, 𝜂rtid = 𝑟h/𝑟tid, of dwarf galaxies in the Fornax galaxy cluster. Dwarf
galaxies in dark matter halos have a large tidal radius, 𝑟tid, compared to their observed half-mass radius, 𝑟h,
and thus a small 𝜂rtid value. A dwarf will be visibly tidally perturbed (i.e. close to destruction) if 𝜂destr ≈ 1
(the thick horizontal orange bar), while the observed galaxies have, when interpreted in terms of the SMoC
being valid, 𝜂rtid ≈ 0.25 (the orange contours). The observed degree of tidal perturbation together with
the expected dark matter halo masses places the ΛCDM models well below the nominal 𝜂destr ≈ 1 value,
therewith invalidating the dark-matter halo hypothesis at more than 5𝜎 confidence. Without dark matter and
in MOND (see Appendix A), on the other hand, the expected 𝜂rtid values are comfortably in the region where
the dwarf galaxies are expected to be tidally perturbed (blue shaded region). We show the 1𝜎 (inner solid
line), 3𝜎 (dashed line), and 5𝜎 (outer dotted line) confidence region for MOND (blue) and ΛCDM (orange)
models. The grey-shaded region is unphysical because for a dwarf within this region the threshold at which
it starts to appear perturbed would be higher than the threshold at which the dwarf is destroyed by the tides.
For more details see fig. 14 in [60]. With kind permission from Asencio et al. (2022 [60]).

(UDGs), some of which are reported to be lacking dark matter, are in strong disagreement with
galaxies formed in the SMoC has been reported by Haslbauer et al. (2019a [61]). And, additional
significant evidence against the existence of CDM and WDM particles comes from the very recently
reported smooth lensing signal of multiply lensed images of background galaxies by Amruth et
al. (2023 [62]). With the authors knowing dark matter exists, the lack of lensing sub-structure is
explained with axions with a de Broglie wavelength of 𝜆dB ≈ 180 pc. This however poses problems
for the presumed dark matter content of ultra faint dwarf galaxies (UFDs) [63] with radii that are
smaller than 𝜆dB. Dalal & Kravtsov (2022 [18]) conclude that the constraints provided by the UFDs
make fuzzy dark matter have indistinguishable properties to cold dark matter on the scales probed.
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Neither this nor the above constraints on the existence of dark matter particles using dynamical
friction and Fornax dwarf galaxies are discussed by Amruth et al. (2023 [62]). Also, the reader is
reminded of an early observation by Dubinski et al. (1995 [64]): the great lengths of the tidal tails
produced during galaxy–galaxy encounters are not possible with the massive and extended dark
matter halos that must surround major galaxies in the SMoC because the tidally expelled material
cannot propagate out of the deep potential wells to the observed distances from the host galaxies.

Summarising, the sum of the above evidence using completely different and independent
methods compellingly disfavours the existence of dark matter particles of any mass.

In addition to this failure of the dark-matter models to match the data, additional tensions have
emerged:

(T2) Asymmetrical tidal tails: Open star clusters that orbit the Galaxy on near-circular tra-
jectories lose stars through the energy equipartition process. As a result, the evaporation of stars
into the leading or trailing tails in a cluster in the Solar neighbourhood is a stochastic process,
as shown by Pflamm-Altenburg et al. (2023 [65]). That is, within Poissonian differences, there
should be an equal number of stars in both tails. But the tidal tails of open star clusters in the Solar
neighbourhood are asymmetrical with the nearest cluster, the Hyades, at a distance of about 45 pc
showing more stars in its leading tail at the 6.5𝜎 confidence level (Kroupa et al. 2022 [66]). These
data rule out the validity of Newtonian gravitation on the pc scale unless another explanation for
this asymmetry can be found. The only possibility would be that the Hyades suffered an encounter
with a massive (≈ 107 𝑀⊙) perturbing object, as demonstrated by Jerabkova et al. (2021 [67]). But
there is no independent evidence for such a massive perturber in the Solar neighbourhood. Also,
the detailed structure of the observed tidal tails of the Hyades shows a radial symmetry between the
leading and trailing tail despite the different number of stars in them, which is not plausible if the
number asymmetry had been produced by an encounter [65].

(T3) Exponential galactic disks and rotation curves: The merger-driven dark-matter model
has not yielded an explanation as to why observed disk galaxies have radial exponential surface
mass density profiles (Wittenburg et al. 2020 [68]). Given the observed distribution of baryonic
matter in a disk galaxy, it is not possible to calculate or predict from this the rotation curve of the
galaxy because the model dark matter halos show a large dispersion of concentrations and shapes
and spins (e.g. [52]). Given the dispersion of concentrations and masses, the model rotation curves
do not fit the observed shapes [69, 70]. This mismatch suggests the observed rotation curves to not
be related to dark matter halos. Small-scale (<∼ 1 kpc) wiggles in the rotation curves are matched
by density variations in the baryonic matter distribution and cannot be modelled with dark-matter
halos (“Renzo’s Rule”, e.g. [71]).

(T4a) The Impossible Local Group: Disks of Satellites / Planes of Satellites: The Galaxy
[72–75], Andromeda [76–78], Centaurus A [79, 80], M81 [81], NGC 253 [82] and the galaxy pair
NGC 4490/85 (Karachentsev & Kroupa, submitted) and most other galaxies (Ibata et al. 2014
[83]) have a large fraction of their satellite galaxies arranged in vast rotating planar structures.
Since the orbits of the satellites are confined to disks, these systems are reminiscent of planetary
systems requiring a dissipational process for their formation rather than the spheroidal distribution
of dark-matter bearing satellite galaxies expected from the merger tree in the SMoC (Pawlowski
2021a,b [84, 85]). Even on its own, the Milky Way disk of satellites presents a significant challenge
for the SMoC as pointed out for the first time by Kroupa et al. (2005 [73], update [75]). The
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combined tension of only three (the Galaxy, Andromeda and Centaurus A) existing simultaneously
is above the 5 sigma confidence (Asencio et al. 2022, [60]). But in total there are now six such
systems, and in fact, as pointed out by Chiboukas et al. ("in the few instances around nearby major
galaxies where we have information, in every case there is evidence that gas-poor companions lie in
flattened distributions"), the existence of flattened, rotating systems of satellite galaxies appears to
be the norm rather than the exception. That is, the dark-matter-based structure formation models are
inconsistent with the observations with more than 5 sigma confidence.6 The only known physically
plausible process to create the observed phase-space correlated satellite galaxies is through them
having formed as tidal dwarf galaxies in tidal arms pulled out in galaxy–galaxy encounters. Such
tidal dwarf galaxies lack dark matter though and thus the SMoC predicts there to be primordial dwarf
galaxies (being dominated by dark matter) and tidal dwarf galaxies (lacking dark matter) which
therefore have different radii [7]. This dual dwarf galaxy theorem is evident in high-resolution
SMoC simulations (Haslbauer et al. 2012b [89]), who show that the observed population of both
types of dwarf galaxies (being indistinguishable [90]) poses a significant tension for the SMoC.

(T4b) The Impossible Local Group: it’s highly symmetrical multiple-planar structure: Pawl-
lowski, Kroupa & Jerjen (2013, [91]) discovered that all non-satellite galaxies in the Local Group
are situated in two ≈ 100 kpc thick Mpc-scale planes (the dominant plane, LG1, containing more
galaxies), as shown in Fig. 2. In Fig. 2, the line joining the Milky Way and Andromeda is per-
pendicular to the plane of the figure, and the Local Group moves w.r.t. the CMB along the upper
right diagonal. The two planes, LG1 and LG2, are also perpendicular to the plane of the figure
(both planes being seen edge-on) and are symmetrically and approximately equidistantly placed
about the line joining Andromeda and the Galaxy. The origin of this Mpc-scale highly symmetrical
multiple-planar structure is entirely unknown. Why do the galaxies not fall towards the barycentre
of the Local Group? – the Local Group should be virialising, and in this process becoming pressure
supported and spheroidal.

Just outside of the Local Group is another similar (i.e. thickness of ≈ 100 kpc) Mpc-scale
plane of 5 galaxies, the NGC 3109 association, which is parallel to and offset by 0.3 − 0.5 Mpc
from the dominant plane LG1 (Pawlowski & McGaugh 2014, [93]). A few Gyr ago the NGC 3109
association, itself a plane approximately parallel and similar to LG1 in extension and thickness,

6Recently, some authors have revisited the Disk of Satellite (DoS) problem arguing that the Milky Way satellite
system is short-lived but normal in ΛCDM: Xu et al. (2023 [86]) find the probability of the observed configuration
of 11 classical satellites to be about 1/231. Ignoring that the Milky Way, Andromeda and Cen A actually have more
satellite galaxies in their disk configurations than only 11 in each, observing three such independent plane-of-satellite
systems simultaneously in our immediate cosmological vicinity would have a probability of 8 × 10−8 (consistent with
the more accurate calculation available in Asencio et al. 2022 [60]). Despite this, the ΛCDM authors argue that the
DoS is consistent with the SMoC, therewith apparently introducing a renormalisation of the concept of probability.
Sawala et al. (2022 [87]) likewise renormalise the likelihood of the Milky Way DoS elevating it to the status of being
a normal occurrence, finding the DoS of 11 classical satellite galaxies to be a short-lived configuration but count this
to be consistent with the SMoC. Since the configuration lasts a few hundred Myr only, it would constitute a remarkable
coincidence of observing the DoS just now when higher-life appeared on Earth: it’s emergence being heralded by the
Great Constellation of Satellite Galaxies. However, they [87] base their analysis on erroneous calculations (e.g. the
apogalactic distances of the Large and Small Magellanic Clouds are far too small and the errors on proper motion
measurements of the satellite galaxies are taken inappropriately into account in the orbit integration causing the unnatural
short-lived phase of the DoS) and misrepresent the previous work by [75] in terms of the combination of Gaia and HST
proper motions. [88] confirm that a large fraction of the Cen A satellites are in a coherently rotating disk.
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Figure 2: The highly symmetrical multiple-planar arrangement of matter in the Local Group (LG) of galaxies.
The observer is at infinity and looking at the LG along the direction joining the Milky Way (MW, black) and
Andromeda (M31, magenta). The MW satellite galaxies (with Galactocentric distance ≤ 300 kpc, most being
of dwarf-spheroidal, dSph, type) are the black + signs, while the M31 satellites (most being of dSph type,
with M31-centric distance ≤ 300 kpc, except for the Pegasus dwarf-irregular (dIrr) and Andromeda XVI,
both of which are further but are considered to belong to the Great Plane of Andromeda, i.e., to M31’s
DoS, because of their positions and velocity vectors) are magenta crosses. All other galaxies (most being of
dIrr type) in the LG are shown as orange and purple circles, being 𝑑LG ≤ 1500 kpc from the point midway
between the MW and M31. These galaxies are in two major planes indicated by the purple (the "LG2" plane)
and orange (the "LG1" plane) solid lines. These planes are about 100 kpc thick (root-mean-square heights
≈ 50 kpc, the dashed lines), and are approximately equidistant from the line joining the MW and M31 (the
viewing direction here). No galaxy or system has been detected outside of these planes. The black solid
arrows show the Galactocentric line-of-sight velocities of the galaxies (as seen from the Sun), and the large
grey arrow shows the direction of the motion of the Local Group w.r.t. the CMB. Updated version of fig. 9
in [91] (using data from [92], updated until 2021).

was in the Local Group as it coherently moves away from it. The physical origin of this plane and
the reason for its orientation and apparent association and movement relative to the dominant LG1
plane defy current understanding.

These data that uncover a rather extreme symmetrical organisation of matter over Mpc scales
demonstrate that an infall-history in the sense of the SMoC in which groups form from mergers
is clearly ruled out. The placement and motion away from the Local Group of the NGC 3109
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association also rules out the action of Chandrasekhar dynamical friction on dark matter halos,
because the coherent receding motion of the entire NGC 3109 association constituting galaxies
with significantly different masses would not be possible under the action of dynamical friction,
this conclusion being consistent with T1 above. Are other nearby galaxy groups also as organised?
This is unclear because the 3D relative distances between galaxies in a group are too large for the
detection of a Local-Group-like symmetric 3D structure.

Thus, both the highly symmetrical multiple-planar structure and the motion of the NGC 3109
association falsify the SMoC with essentially infinite confidence. At the moment there exists no
theoretical framework able to explain these data.

(T5) Only a few per cent of all galaxies are ellipticals. These formed on the short downsizing
time-scale, and the formation of super-massive black holes (SMBHs) likewise occurred extremely
early and rapidly: It is known by observation since more than three decades that elliptical galaxies
make up only a few per cent of all galaxies with the vast rest being rotationally supported disk
galaxies [94, 95]. In 2014 Vogelsberger et al. [96] wrote “Simulating the formation of realistic disk
galaxies, like our own Milky Way, has remained an unsolved problem for more than two decades.
The culprit was an angular momentum deficit leading to too high central concentrations, overly
massive bulges and unrealistic rotation curves. The fact that our calculation naturally produces a
morphological mix of realistic disk galaxies coexisting with a population of ellipticals resolves this
long-standing issue. It also shows that previous futile attempts to achieve this were not due to an
inherent flaw of the ΛCDM paradigm, but rather due to limitations of numerical algorithms and
physical modelling.” This is interesting in view of Stewart et al. having written in 2008 [50],“Our
results raise serious concerns about the survival of thin-disk-dominated galaxies within the current
paradigm for galaxy formation in a ΛCDM universe. In order to achieve a 70 % disk-dominated
fraction in Milky Way-sized ΛCDM halos, mergers involving ≈ 2 × 1011ℎ−1 𝑀⊙ objects must not
destroy disks. Considering that most thick disks and bulges contain old stellar populations, the
situation is even more restrictive: these mergers must not heat disks or drive gas into their centers
to create young bulges.” In spite of the positive depiction of the SMoC results by Vogelsberger,
Haslbauer et al. confirm, in 2022 [97], the conclusion by Stewart et al. by demonstrating that
the most modern and highest resolution hydrodynamical SMoC simulations are in more than 13𝜎
conflict with the above observation that disk galaxies dominate by far the galaxy population (Fig. 3).

This severe conflict between the real galaxy population and the SMoC calculations is robust
because it persists in the most recent highest resolution simulations that involve very different
types of computer codes and sub-grid baryonic physics descriptions. Haslbauer et al. (2022 [97])
demonstrate that even a massive improvement in resolution will not be able to remedy this disaster.
The reason for this model failure is that galaxies grow mostly through mergers and these destroy the
existing thin disks such that the majority of galaxies formed in SMoC simulations are puffed-up,
bulge-dominated or spheroidal. In contrast to the model, there is a pre-prominence of very thin disk
galaxies in the real Universe, a significant fraction (roughly 30 per cent) lacking bulges [98].

While elliptical galaxies form readily in the SMoC, Eappen et al. (2022 [99]) demonstrate that
the age distribution of the stellar particles in these is much broader than in real observed ellipticals
which are known to follow downsizing such that the more massive galaxies formed faster and earlier
([100, 101] and references therein). The work by Eappen et al. shows that the distribution of ages
of stellar particles in the model early-type galaxies is inconsistent at more than 5𝜎 confidence with
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the short formation time-scales of the real early-type galaxies. In the SMoC elliptical galaxies need
time to build-up from many mergers.

A directly related problem for the SMoC is that there is no natural physical process that would
form SMBHs because the conditions in the first dwarf dark matter halos cannot form these and
mergers typically eject any forming massive black holes if present [102, 103]. While simulations
of galaxy formation in the SMoC need to place pre-existing seed-SMBHs into the dark matter halos
(e.g. [104]) without understanding where they come from, a physically more accurate calculation
of the rapid formation of early-type galaxy components (ellipticals and classical bulges) shows
SMBHs to arise very naturally and without exotic physics at their centres (Kroupa et al. 2020
[103]). However, in the SMoC early-type galaxy components cannot form rapidly enough, as
discussed above.
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Figure 3: The probability density distribution of the on-sky ellipticity, 𝑞sky, of galaxy images in the real
Universe (solid black and dashed grey lines) in comparison to SMoC simulations (green, red and blue data,
EAGLE simulations yielding comparable distributions, see fig. 4 in [97]). Perfectly thin disk galaxies without
observational uncertainties give a distribution between 0.1 < 𝑞sky < 0.5 only (fig. 14 in [97]), while spherical
galaxies have 𝑞sky = 1. The SMoC models are in more than 13𝜎 disagreement with the data (table 3 in [97]).
Reproduced with permission from Haslbauer et al., being fig. 4 in [97].

(T6) The Hubble Tension and the KBC void: The measurement of the Hubble-Lemaitre
constant using supernovae 1a (SN1a) has become highly significantly discrepant with the same
constant deduced from the observed CMB (if it is interpreted as being the standard CMB, i.e.
the surface of last scattering, SoLS, or the photosphere of the Hot Big Bang, see Sec. 5). The
SN1a measurement of the current expansion rate of the Universe out to a few hundred Mpc yields
the local value of the Hubble-Lemaitre constant, 𝐻local

0 = 73.04 ± 1.04 km s−1 Mpc−1 [105]. The
global expansion rate is measured from the CMB to be 𝐻

global
0 = 67.4 ± 0.5 km s−1 Mpc−1 [15].

Both values confirm that the present-day Universe is expanding more rapidly than one without dark
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energy if these numbers are interpreted with the assumption that the SMoC be valid. However, the
difference between 𝐻local

0 and 𝐻
global
0 (the “Hubble Tension”) is extremely significant. The usual

interpretation of the Hubble Tension is that it points towards a more complicated physical theory for
dark energy, such as early dark energy models, that temporarily change the expansion rate ([106]
for an overview) and thus also affecting the age of the universe. Goldstein et al. (2023 [107]) rule
out canonical dark energy models formulated to solve the Hubble Tension using the properties of
absorption systems along the line of sight.

On the other hand, the difference between 𝐻local
0 and 𝐻

global
0 is a natural consequence of the

about 0.6 Gpc-scale under-density of matter by a factor of about two to 20 per cent (the Keenan-
Barger-Cowie, KBC, void) within which the Local Group is situated because galaxies fall towards
the sides of the void as a result of the gravitational field (Hoscheit & Barger 2018 [108], Haslbauer
et al. 2020 [109]). The existence of such a Local Hole has been known since at least 2003 through
the work of Tom Shanks and collaborators [110–114] and was also noticed by Igor Karachentsev
(2012 [115]). While the Hubble Tension can naturally be explained by this under-density (i.e., there
is no Hubble Tension since there is a void or hole), the scale and depth of this KBC void or Local
Hole is in tension with the SMoC (see Fig. 4) at more than 5 sigma confidence (Fig. 5) since the
SMoC universe becomes homogeneous on scales larger than about 100 Mpc [109].

Haslbauer et al. (2020 [109]) thus argue that the observed KBC void needs effectively stronger
gravitation for this underdensity to be able to develop over a Hubble time. Note the consistency of the
conclusions reached here with those above: that stronger effective gravitation is required for growth
of the observed density difference (Haslbauer et al. 2020, [109]) is consistent with the exclusion of
the existence of dark matter (T1) which also implies the necessity for stronger effective gravitation
given the mass deficit observed in galaxies when assuming Einsteinian/Newtonian gravitation.

The existence of a 200 Mpc-scale under-density in the supernova data was initially suggested
by Ó Colgáin (2019 [116]) and has been confirmed independently over 90 per cent of the sky
[114]. Such a KBC void or Local Hole was declared to be incompatible with the supernova
distance-redshift relation (Kenworthy et al. 2019 [117], but see Haslbauer et al. 2020 [109] who
discuss their error), and Brout et al. (2022 [118]) argue that their upgradet Pantheon+ sample shows
no evidence of any low-redshift variation in the matter density. But their fig. 16 is in actuality
consistent with a significant increase of the matter density with increasing redshift up to a value
of 0.3. Subsequent independent analyses have found that supernova data alone actually reveal a
preference for a local void [119, 120]. Also, according to the results of [121], the preferred void
parameters are remarkably close to those of the KBC void. This thus indicates a consistency between
results obtained from galaxy number counts and from supernovae. Watkins et al. (2023 [122])
quantify the bulk flow of matter of about 450 km/s within a distance of about 270 Mpc finding it to
be consistent with the SMoC with a probability of 2.1×10−6. Noteworthy is that a similar bulk flow
would be evident in the data by the Local Group being present in the KBC void (see fig. 8 in [109];
Mazurenko et al., submitted). There are indications that the void extends to 0.5 < 𝑧e <∼ 2 through the
Hubble-Lemaitre constant decreasing systematically with increasing redshift to the global Planck
value (fig. A1 in [123], fig. 5 in [124], fig. 2 in [125], fig. 5 in [126, 127]; fig. 3 in [128]; fig. 6 in
[129]).

Cosmology-model-independent measurements of the Hubble-Lemaitre constant are needed to
shed light on the apparently somewhat nontransparent issue of cosmological expansion. Applying
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reverberation-mapped quasars for cosmological constraints cannot determine the Hubble constant
independently from the normalization of the observed broad-line region radius-luminosity relation.
First, one can assume the value from other measurements (see e.g. Zajacek et al. 2021 [130]).
Second, if the cosmological constraints of the quasar sample are consistent with the better established
cosmological probe, one can merge the two. Cao et al. (2022, [131]) analyzed reverberation-mapped
CIV+MgII quasars jointly with BAO+H(𝑧e) data and obtained the Hubble-Lemaitre constant value
of 𝐻rev

0 = 69.15±1.77 km s−1 Mpc−1 for the flat LCDM model. The tight UV- and X-ray luminosity
scaling relation of quasars (Lusso et al. 2019 [132], 2020 [133]) allow an independent method for
measuring the expansion rate of the Universe, but the results suggest a significantly larger value
of 𝐻UV−X

0 than 𝐻local
0 for 𝑧e > 3 than is compatible with any of the other measurements. Apart

from the "Hubble Tension" above, these disparate measurements are for now not taken as being
problematic for any cosmological model, since understanding the baryonic processes that lead to
the reverberation process and the UV- and X-ray fluxes need to be improved significantly.

A model-independent constraint on the expansion rate and thus age of the Universe can however
be obtained using cosmic chronometers and from the oldest stars (see Sec. 5).

CMB Underdensity

Hubble tension
Mass
conservation

Modified
gravity
necessary

z=1100 z=0

Figure 4: Taking the CMB as the initial boundary condition at redshift 𝑧 = 𝑧e = 1100 (left vertical dashed
line) which defines the allowed initial density variations in the cosmological model, structure growth in
the model is calculated (black arrow). Assuming all matter to be created during the inflationary era (for
consistency with the assumed CMB boundary condition) implies mass conservation and the calculation yields
the possible density contrasts and void sizes at 𝑧 = 𝑧e = 0. Given that the SMoC models cannot account
for the magnitude and extension of the observed matter density contrasts, new models are required that need
effectively stronger gravitational forces to grow structures from the assumed CMB boundary condition and
assuming matter conservation to remain valid. An example of such a model is the AMoC, i.e. the 𝜈HDM
model [109]. Reproduced with permission from Haslbauer et al. (2020 [109], their fig. 11).

(T7) Large-scale matter inhomogeneities: More than 5 sigma evidence for large-scale (>
0.5 Gpc) inhomogeneities in the observed matter distribution comes from line-of-sight motions of
galaxy clusters (Migkas et al. 2021 [134]), the distribution and line-of-sight velocities of quasars
and active galactic nuclei [135], as well as in the distribution of gamma-ray bursts [136]. Dupuy
& Courtois (2023, [137]) use the CosmicFlows-4 catalogue to infer, from the observed galaxy
kinematical field, the variations of the gravitational potential on Mpc scales within a distance of
about 0.4 Gpc. They find that the inferred super-clusters are significantly larger in volume than
allowed by the SMoC, indicating large-scale variations of the matter density that is not consistent
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Figure 5: The observed local under-density not corrected for the redshift space distortion (RSD), 𝛿 = 1−𝜌/𝜌0,
versus the ratio 𝐻local

0 /𝐻global
0 . 𝜌 is the mass-density of matter between a radius of ≈ 40 Mpc and ≈ 300 Mpc

from the Local Group and 𝜌0 is the corresponding cosmic mean mass density. The green point is for no
Hubble Tension and no under-density, i.e., it corresponds to the ΛCDM expectation on the probed spatial
scale. The red point is the observed datum with error ellipses plotted in terms of the measurement confidence
levels. The blue points show the apparent cosmic variance inΛCDM at the indicated confidence level. Notice
that a 5𝜎 fluctuation is not enough to get within 5𝜎 of the local observations. Thus, the observed KBC void
(the red dot) cannot occur in a ΛCDM universe. This is fig. 2 in [109].

with the SMoC. The about 500 galaxies in the Local Cosmological Volume (within radius around
us of ≈ 11 Mpc) have good estimates of their average and current star-formation rates, both being
approximately equal [138]. Using this constraint, Haslbauer et al. (2023, [139] calculate the star-
formation rate density backwards in time finding that the observed Lilly-Madau maximum of this
quantity near a redshift of about 1.9 (at "cosmic noon") is not evident in the Local Cosmological
Volume. Since the cosmological principle dictates the galaxies in the Local Cosmological Volume
to be representative of galaxies elsewhere, Haslbauer et al. [139] deduce that the maximum of the
star-formation rate density at "cosmic-noon" is due to a ≈ 5.1 Gpc-distant matter over-density. This
inhomogeneity, observed by us at the present time, amounts to the Local Cosmological Volume
being a under-dense region by a factor of a few relative to the regions observed about 5.1 Gpc in
the past.

This evidence for large-scale inhomogeneity stands in contrast to the indirect evidence for a
smoother Universe gleaned from weak lensing analysis (e.g. [140, 141]). This is related to the
“sigma 8 tension” that comes from the analysis of CMB data yielding a more clumpy universe than
galaxy-cluster observations and may be related to us being in the KBC void (see also “pT4” below).
The recent review by Aluri et al. (2022 [142]) covers the above and further observational indications
for a violation of the cosmological principle, these authors stating that “it is equally plausible that
precision cosmology may have outgrown the FLRW paradigm, an extremely pragmatic but non-
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fundamental symmetry assumption.” Related to the large-scale structure, (Mohayaee et al. 2021
[143]) document that the CMB reference frame is inconsistent with the AGN and quasar frame such
that corrections for peculiar velocities of the SN1a data would invalidate, with high (but not quite
5𝜎) confidence the deduction that dark energy exists. Essentially, since the SN1a events occur in
galaxies that share bulk flows that systematically deviate from the Hubble flow over large scales,
inference on cosmological expansion based on SN1a data does not yield the correct value of the
Hubble-Lemaitre constant.

Meanwhile many groups have found the Hubble-Lemaitre constant to decrease with redshift
(see T6 above). This may be interpreted to be due to a changing equation of state of the Universe
(Krishnan et al. 2021 [144]), but a plausible interpretation is also that we are in a 5-Gpc (in radial
distance) under-density within which the KBC void or Local Hole is merely the small-scale (Gpc-
scale across) local observation causing the Hubble Tension. Either way, the SMoC is invalidated
by these observations and new physics is needed to explain them.

(T8) The El Gordo and Bullet galaxy clusters: The mass of the binary galaxy cluster El Gordo
(≈ 2 × 1015 𝑀⊙) and its existence so early in the Universe (at redshift 𝑧e = 0.87) is in tension with
the SMoC at 6.16𝜎 confidence (Fig. 6), as shown by Asencio et al. (2021 [145], update: [146]).
By 𝑧e = 0.87 the SMoC model universe is not old enough to have grown two neighbouring galaxy
cluster that each weigh near 1015 𝑀⊙ and which have already fallen through each other. The binary
Bullet galaxy cluster adds to the tension as it is also unlikely to occur in the SMoC [147], both
binary clusters raising the tension with the SMoC to 6.43𝜎 [145].

0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
a

14.25

14.50

14.75

15.00

15.25

15.50

15.75

16.00

16.25

M̃

1σ

3σ

5σ

−10

−8

−6

−4

−2

0

lo
g 1

0
(N
/(
δM̃
×
δa

))

Figure 6: The tension of observing an El Gordo-type cluster collision in the ΛCDM model with mass
≈ 1015.5 𝑀⊙ = 10𝑀 𝑀⊙ , when the redshift 𝑧e = 1 (expansion factor 𝑎(𝑡) = 0.5), is 6.16𝜎 (solid red contour
line). The observed double cluster is at the red dot with 20 per cent uncertainty in mass. The levels of all
the contours are shown on the colour bar. The 5𝜎 contour is at 𝑀 = 15.293 when 𝑎(𝑡) = 0.5. The El Gordo
double galaxy cluster cannot exist in the SMoC. For further details see fig. 7 in [145].
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In the following possible tensions are listed:7
Possible tension 1 (pT1) arises in the anomalies of the observed CMB in view of the physics

of the inflationary epoch: [148] report “the lack of variance and correlation on the largest angular
scales, alignment of the lowest multipole moments with one another and with the motion and
geometry of the solar system, a hemispherical power asymmetry or dipolar power modulation, a
preference for odd parity modes and an unexpectedly large cold spot in the Southern hemisphere”.

(pT2) Cosmological-scale hemispherical asymmetries: The southern celestial hemisphere has
a more than 5𝜎 larger number of early-type galaxies with suppressed star formation rates than the
northern hemisphere (Javanmardi & Kroupa 2017 [149]). While this was interpreted to be due to
unknown biases in the galaxy catalogues, the southern celestial hemisphere also has more power
and a higher temperature in the observed CMB than the northern hemisphere, the Planck data
confirming the WMAP measurements [148, 150]. Furthermore, Shamir (2022 [151]) and Shamir
& McAdams (2022 [152]) point out the existence of correlations of disk galaxy spins over large
regions of spatial volume with significant differences between the two hemispheres. Are these
asymmetries connected?

(pT3) A critical aspect constraining any model of structure formation is how quickly the first
galaxies emerge. The observations performed with the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST)
indicate that the real Universe appears to have already formed massive galaxies with stellar masses
≈ 109−11 𝑀⊙ at redshifts 10<∼ 𝑧e <∼ 20, i.e. much earlier than possible in the SMoC (Haslbauer et
al. 2022 [153]), as shown in Fig. 7 (see also [154] on spectroscopic confirmation). SMoC-ΛWDM
models of structure formation come under more stress through such observations since in these the
most-massive galaxies that can form at a given redshift are less massive than in the SMoC-ΛCMD
models [155].

(pT4) Related to this, a possible tension concerning growth of structure from inflation through
to the dark-matter-halo mass function constrained through weak-lensing observations has emerged
(e.g. [159]). This problem is related to the “sigma 8 tension” and raises questions concerning
the empirical normalisation (based on the abundance of galaxy clusters, e.g. [160]) of the power
spectrum of perturbations generated during inflation and how this transfers during linear structure
growth to the power spectrum of matter at 𝑧e ≈ 130 used to seed cosmological structure formation
simulations (e.g. [161]).

(pT5) Only about 50 per cent of the baryons that ought to be in the universe according to the
SMoC have been discovered (e.g. [162]). While this is seen as an important problem for the SMoC
with the understanding that the missing baryons are in the filaments and between galaxies awaiting
to be discovered, this "missing baryon" problem may simply be a consequence of the KBC void or
an even larger-scale inhomogeneous matter distribution (T6, T7 above).

Reviews of the theoretical approaches to cosmology in view of the above tensions are available
in [37], [25, 163] and [164]. An independent review of the tensions and failures of the SMoC, given
astronomical observations, is provided by Peri & Skara (2022 [13]), while Banik & Zhao (2022
[165]) provide an assessment of these in comparison to a Milgromian universe.

7A “possible tension” is meant to be a tension that would falsify the SMoC with at least 5 sigma confidence provided
further observations confirm the tension.
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Figure 7: The stellar masses of the most massive galaxies already existing at redshift, 𝑧 = 𝑧e, in the ΛCDM
simulations (coloured points). The observed galaxy candidates depicted as grey and black errorbars are more
than 10 times more massive than the most massive galaxies formed in the ΛCDM simulations (coloured
points). GN-z11 is a spectroscopically confirmed galaxy detected with the Hubble Space Telescope [156].
[157] updated the physical properties of the galaxy candidates GL-z11 (now labeled as GL-z10 in [157]) and
GL-z13 (now GL-z12) in the accepted version of their paper. Their updated redshifts and stellar masses are
visualised as grey errorbars in the figure. These authors updated these values after Haslbauer et al. (2022
[153]) got accepted for publication such that [153] were not able to include them in their analysis. However,
the updated values do not change the conclusion of [153] in any way as can be seen by the grey error bars
(GL-z10 and GL-z12). Haslbauer et al. (2022 [153]) also discuss if the tension between the observed very
early existence of massive galaxies can be alleviated if the galaxy-wide stellar IMF (gwIMF) was top heavy
(thereby leading to smaller real masses), but the calculations suggest that the reduction of the observed
masses does not suffice to push them into the SMoC-allowed regime. More calculations with complex star-
formation histories are needed to verify this conclusion. If the SMoC simulations had been performed with
a systematically varying gwIMF then the stronger feedback energy from stellar populations with a top-heavy
gwIMF would lead to smaller stellar masses of the model galaxies, thus not solving the problem, since both
the observed and the model masses would be reduced. The [153] model stellar populations assume dust-free
galaxies (as suggested by [158] to be the case). Credits: Modified version of fig. 2 in [153].

In Summary: taken at face value, the above compilation demonstrates there to be no dark matter
on the scales of galaxies, and the real Universe to be significantly more inhomogeneous on scales
up to a few Gpc than allowed by the SMoC. The SMoC thus fails on essentially all scales. This
failure can be visualised using the theory-confidence graph [7]. Based on the SMoC-confidence
graph originally shown in fig. 14 of Kroupa (2012, [7]), we present an updated version in Fig. 8.
Fig. 14 from [7] is now the inset plot in our new figure. The numbers of the “tensions” known
in 2012 are retained and the reader is directed for a description of these in [7]. None of these
pre-existing tensions have been resolved as of the current year. Since black squares (1: inflation, 2:
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dark matter, and 5: dark energy) denote phenomena that are treated as "new physics" in the SMoC,
we exclude them from contributing to the loss of confidence. Some of the older tensions presented
in [7] are here overwritten by more modern tests, so they are absorbed in the new tensions (T1–T8)
documented in this contribution. Thus we have: tension 8 in [7] becomes now T4a (i.e. 8 → T4𝑎),
and likewise 17 → T8, 16 + 21 → T6, 22 → T9. For most of the tensions documented in Sec. 2.2
there are formal confidence results, and the downward drop corresponds to this amount of loss of
confidence (e.g.: a 5𝜎 tension is displayed here as a drop in confidence by 6 orders of magnitude).
For the “possible tensions” (pT numbers) there are no formal confidence results and thus each is
taken to correspond to a drop in confidence by 50 per cent.

The fundamental cosmological principle: Thus, as discussed above, observational evidence
suggests that (i) the SMoPP is valid on all observed scales, but (ii) there is no sufficiently large scale
where the Universe is homogeneous, i.e, the cosmological principle has not been verified on the
scales reached by observation.

Therefore, all cosmological models based on the cosmological principle of homogeneity and
isotropy (i.e., all models based on FLRW geometry) may be flawed. Future efforts to develop
reliable cosmological models should consider in earnest the evidence for inhomogeneities on all
scales. Given the detrimental performance of the SMoC, in the following Sec. 3 some alternative
models are discussed.

3. Towards alternative models

Among the cosmological models which have been proposed over the years, we will be dis-
cussing some of those which challenge the three pillars of cosmology (inflation, dark matter, and
dark energy) as well as the assumption of homogeneity and isotropy. Thus, in the following Sec. 3.1–
4 a number of cosmological models are discussed that are relevant for the tensions documented in
Sec. 2.2. Table 1 gives an overview of these.

3.1 Based on General Relativity / Newtonian gravitation

The tensions (T1–T8) between the observations and the SMoC listed in Sec. 2.1 thus comprise
pc to Gpc scales and at all redshifts. These tensions imply that more exploration of the SMoC is
called for. For example: [47] argue, given that detailed observations are consistent with the dark-
matter plus dark-energy SMoC (in contradiction to the evidence reviewed above), the increasing
data volumes need advances in machine learning to cast new light on the cosmological tensions.
[166] propose extensions by including a dark big bang. Schiavone et al. (2023 [167]) suggest that
a 𝑓 (𝑅) dark energy model can lead to an apparent variation of the Hubble constant thus accounting
for the Hubble tension (T6 above). [168] suggest that non-Gaussian exponential tails in inflationary
perturbations generated by primoridal quantum diffusion can account for the observed large-scale
inhomogeneities and the existence of El Gordo-type galaxy clusters. All of these suggestions retain
dark matter as an essential pillar of the models and do not address the falsifications of its presence
reviewed above.

The deduction that dark energy drives an accelerated expansion is dependent on how to time-
and spatially-average observational quantities in an evolving inhomogeneous Universe [169, 170].
The calculations suggest the following: if the Universe is thought to be homogeneous and isotropic,
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Figure 8: The SMoC-Confidence Graph: the cumulative loss in confidence that the Standard Model of
Cosmology (SMoC) is a valid description of nature. The numbers 1-20 are based on a previous review
(Kroupa, 2012, [7]), where an original form of the current plot appeared. Black squares (1, 2, and 5,
representing inflation, dark matter, and dark energy, respectively) are treated in the SMoC as “new physics”,
so they are not assigned a loss of confidence. Upward blue triangles indicate failures, still current, already
recognized in [7], while downward blue triangles (T1–T8) represent newly identified tensions where the loss
of confidence was computed formally, as presented in Section 2.2. From the same section come the possible
tensions (pT1–pT5), shown with red circles. Wherever the loss of confidence was not computed formally,
we assign a drop in confidence by 50%. The inset graph zooms into the falsifications up to 2012.
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Model inflation? DM? dark energy? role of CMB simulations?
SMoC yes yes yes SoLS many

timescape yes yes no SoLS no

MMoC
(𝑅h = 𝑐𝑡)

no yes no
SoLS

with dust reprocessing
at 𝑧e ≈ 16

no

SIV in progress no no in progress no
AeST yes no yes SoLS no
AMoC
(𝜈HDM)

yes no yes SoLS a few

BMoC no no no
starlight (𝑧e < 𝑧∗form > 20)

with dust reprocessing
at 𝑧e <∼ 𝑧∗form

starting

Table 1: The models discussed here. Each row represents the following cosmological models: discussed
in Sec. 2.1: the Standard Model of Cosmology (SMoC), in Sec. 3.1: models based on inhomogeneity
(timescape), the Melia 𝑅ℎ = 𝑐𝑡 model (MMoC), the scale-invariant vacuum model (SIV), the Aether Scalar
Tensor model (AeST), in Sec. 3.2 and 4: the Angus model (AMoC, alternatively known as 𝜈HDM) and in
Sec. 5: the Bohemian model (BMoC). "DM" stands for cold, warm or fuzzy dark matter which is introduced
by the respective model to account for the mass deficit on galaxy and cosmological scales. "SoLS" is the
surface of last scattering, i.e. the photosphere of the Hot Big Bang. 𝑧∗form is the redshift at which stars begin
to form. The column "simulations?" lists if computer simulations of cosmological structure formation are
available.

while in reality significant inhomogeneities develop over time in a model without dark energy, then
the inferred observational quantities appear as if the Universe has dark energy and an accelerating
expansion (Wiltshire 2007a,b, 2009, 2019, [171–174]). Wiltshire describes filaments (walls) and
voids with separate homogeneous metrics, and their statistical average at large scales simplifies to a
statistical homogeneity8. An interesting aspect of the timescape cosmological model is that the ages
of different regions diverge such that in the model universe voids are older than galaxy clusters. The
same oldest stars will thus appear older in voids than in dense regions, and measuring the global
age of the universe is challenging and can only be achieved statistically.

This timescape cosmological model thus suggests dark energy to be an apparent effect and
addresses (but we do not yet know if it also accounts) for tensions T6–T8. The timescape cosmo-
logical model makes a good case for dark energy to not be real, but it does not account how the
large density contrasts can develop in a self-consistent model that has the observed CMB as an intial
boundary condition. The reality of dark energy is also questioned by the analysis by Mohayaee et al.
(2021 [143]) of the directionality of the bulk flow of galaxies and of the measured 𝐻0 value and the
lack of convergence to the CMB frame with increasing distance. A directionally-dependent value
of the dark energy density parameter ΩΛ based on SN1a data which aligns statistically significantly
with the CMB dipole was previously reported independently by Javanmardi et al. (2015 [179]),

8Note that gravity in a homogeneous and isotropic metric, such as the FLRW metric, will produce inhomogeneities at
sufficiently small scales. This is distinct from the inhomogeneity and anisotropy intrinsic to the geometry itself, proposed
e.g. in the Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi (LTB) metric [175–178].
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supporting the conclusions reached by [143].
Since the light-horizon (𝑅h, the distance travelled by light over the age of the universe) equals the

gravitational radius of the universe, Melia & Shevchuck (2012 [180]) emphasise that the coincidence
is “disturbing” as it can only occur once in the SMoC (and, by implication, in any model such as the
AMoC insisting on the same expansion history as the SMoC). They also point out that “this equality
may actually be upheld for all cosmic time 𝑡 which, however, would not be entirely consistent with
ΛCDM, or any other cosmological model we know of.” They therefore argue that the observed
Universe expands according to 𝑅h = 𝑐 𝑡 such that the gravitational radius and the light-horizon
radius are equal all the time (see also Melia 2012 [181]). This expansion fits the SN1a standard
candles as well as the SMoC [182]. Neither dark energy nor an inflationary epoch are needed in this
Melia model of cosmology (MMoC, [183]), and it therefore may allow the formation of galaxies at
higher redshift than the SMoC [184], avoiding possible tension pT3 (Sec. 2.2). The MMoC thus
appears to provide an interesting alternative to the standard expansion history of the SMoC (that
has an initial very brief inflationary growth, then coasting expansion that slows due to eigengravity
and then accelerates again due to dark energy) by avoiding fundamental tensions FT1 and FT2
(Sec. 2.2). Within the MMoC paradigm, interesting insights as to the origin of the observed CMB
are emerging in terms of the primordial power-spectrum [185]. While in the MMoC the observed
CMB is interpreted to form at 𝑧e ≈ 1100 as in the SMoC as the photosphere of a Hot Big Bang (but
without inflation), Melia (2022 [186]) argues that the observed CMB anisotropies result from a dust
screen formed from the first star formation near 𝑧e ≈ 16, therewith possibly accounting for pT2.

While the work on the timescape cosmological model and the MMoC needs to be kept in mind
in the following, these models require dark matter to dominate the matter content by being based on
Newtonian gravitation. That is, they retain FT3 and FT4 and thus suffer from tensions T1-T5 that
are a result of needing dark matter to dominate the matter content of the model universe. Given the
track-record of verified predictions of the MOND paradigm as emphasised in the award-winning
book of Merritt (2020 [187]), see also Appendix A below), it may appear useful to study models of
structure formation being based on this general framework.

In this context, Maeder (2017a,b,c [188–190], see also Gueorguiev & Maeder (2022 [191])
study cosmological models based on the hypothesis that macroscopic empty space is scale-invariant,
a property related to MOND (Milgrom 2009 [192]). This Scale-Invariant Vacuum (SIV) theory
is based on Weyl’s Integrable Geometry, furnished with a gauge scalar field. The main difference
between Milgromian dynamics and the SIV theory is that Milgromian dynamics is equivalent to a
global scale invariance of space and time, where the scale factor is a constant [192], while in the
SIV theory the scale factor is a function of time [193]. Maeder (2023, [194]) points out that the SIV
theory tends to MOND in the weak field limit. The SIV model of cosmology keeps the physical
properties of General Relativity in a model universe void of matter, being based on scale invariance,
homogeneity and isotropy of empty space. The scale invariance, given by the absence of matter such
that a scale cannot be defined, is broken in the presence of matter and a characteristic acceleration
scale emerges that is similar to Milgrom’s constant 𝑎0 as a consequence of the equilibrium of the
SIV and Newtonian dynamical accelerations. This approach leads to the deep-MOND limit being
an approximation of the SIV theory at low densities and for systems with time-scales shorter than
a few Myr. Cosmological models based on SIV have an accelerated expansion but no dark energy,
while flat rotation curves of galaxies are given by the space-time scale invariance, similarly as in
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MOND, thus avoiding the need for dark matter (and therewith solving T1). According to [195]
SIV is challenged by Solar System data, and it appears difficult for the theory to account for the
asymmetric tidal tails of star clusters (T2). Also, the accelerated expansion inherent to the model
raises the question of energy conservation since space is associated with quantum vacuum energy
(FT2). The requirement for homogeneity and isotropy of the SIV theory appears to be in tension
with T6–T8. Inflation in SIV is being studied (Maeder & Gueorguiev 2021 [196]). The role of the
CMB has not yet been explored in this theory (Maeder, private communication), but the growth of
density fluctuations has been studied with favourable results [197], the analytical solution for the
early Universe being documented by Maeder (2019 [198]). More detailed tests are needed, and
these would be best approached with simulations of structure formation. This requires equations of
motions to be available to integrate particles through time [188].

3.2 Based on non-Newtonian models

The level of the tensions on well observed galaxies suggest, when taken at face value, a need
to explore models of structure formation that differ fundamentally from the SMoC, the timescape
cosmological model and the MMoC, in order to open up or to reject possible new directions of
investigation.

In order to avoid the tensions emanating from dynamical friction on dark matter particles
in a Newtonian universe, a different theory of gravitation might be tried. Various alternatives
to Newtonian dynamics have been suggested (e.g. emergent gravitation related to the entropy
of space, [199]; gravitational dipoles, [200]; tensor-scalar-vector modified gravity, [201]; scale-
invariant dynamics, [194] ). But these formulations do not readily allow the equations of motion of
particles to be written down for numerical integration thus inhibiting structure formation simulations
down to the scale of galaxies, and/or they have been found to be in tension with observational data
(respectively: [195, 202–204]).

A hint which models might be feasible to study in a first step towards this goal is the inferred
absence of dark matter particles (T1) together with the documented success of MOND [205–208]
on the scales of galaxies [71, 165, 209] as well as its promise on cosmological scales ([210] and
[211]). While Milgromian dynamics is briefly introduced in Appendix A, here the available results
are summarised. These results motivate us to explore cosmological models based on Milgromian
dynamics.

Briefly, by postulating that Newtonian gravitation (represented by the 𝑝 = 2 p-Laplace operator
in the Poisson equation) shifts to the 𝑝 = 3 p-Laplace operator when the gradient of the potential
falls below Milgrom’s constant 𝑎0 = 1.21+0.27

−0.27×10−13 km/s2 = 3.90+0.86
−0.86pc/Myr2 [212], one obtains

a theory of gravitational dynamics which is, as far as all tests so far conducted, consistent with the
data. By being able to calculate the local gradient of the gravitational potential from the matter
density field, Milgromian dynamics thus allows the equations of motions of particles to be written
down and integrated in a computer. This is an essential aspect of any new model of cosmology we
might want to study. Assuming the equations of motion of particles to be based on Milgromain
dynamics has immediate implications for the tensions catalogued in Sec. 2.2:

(T1) Dynamical dissipation is not active because dark matter particles are not needed to boost
gravitation, and the large number of perturbed dwarf galaxies in galaxy clusters at any time are
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natural in Milgromian dynamics (Fig. 1, as shown by Asencio et al. 2022 [60]). UDGs are natural
in MOND [61], but this needs to be verified with cosmological simulations.

(T2) On the pc-scale, the evidence that stars evaporating from open star clusters preferentially
populate their leading tidal tail in Milgromian dynamics as observed supports the necessity to switch
away from the Newtonian equations of motion (Kroupa et al. 2022 [66]).

(T3) Recent hydrodynamical simulations with star formation of collapsing post-Big-Bang gas
clouds have shown rotating disk galaxies with radial exponential density profiles with the observed
physical sizes emanating naturally (Wittenburg et al. 2020 [68], Nagesh et al. 2023 [213]). The
observed distribution of baryons allows an exact prediction of the rotation curves of galaxies in
MOND (e.g. Lelli et al. 2017 [214]).

(T4, T5) Computations of interacting galaxies have shown galaxy mergers to be much rarer in
Milgromian dynamics since dynamical dissipation on extended dark matter halos is non existent
[215]. Galaxies can thus orbit about each other multiple times without merging. This implies
that galactic disks remain (even if warped). If a galaxy forms from a typically rotating gas cloud
(see T3 just above) then the vast preponderance of disk galaxies would follow naturally. The
disks/planes of satellite galaxies are naturally produced in galaxy–galaxy encounters as populations
of co-orbiting tidal dwarf galaxies (Banik et al. 2018 [216], Bilek et al. 2018, 2021 [217, 218],
Banik et al. 2022 [219], see also [220]). This also implies galactic bars to remain fast [55]. The
dual dwarf galaxy theorem is automatically obeyed and is consistent with the observed dwarf galaxy
population because all dwarf galaxies (tidal tail and primordial) follow the same dynamical laws and
become indistinguishable apart from youth and metallicity differences [7, 89]. Polar ring galaxies
have shown rotation velocities of their extended polar rings that are systematically larger than the
rotation speed of their host which arises naturally in MOND (Lueghausen et al. 2013 [221]).

(T5) The downsizing time-scales of the rapid formation of elliptical galaxies arise naturally
from initial non-rotating gas clouds (Eappen et al. 2022 [99]). Sub-grid physics describing star
formation and gas heating and cooling are not critical for these outcomes (Wittenburg 2020 [68],
Eappen et al. 2022 [99], Nagesh et al. 2023 [213]) such that cosmological structure formation
simulations in Milgromian dynamics of a largely baryonic universe with galaxy-scale resolution
are expected to lead to a population of galaxies that should have the correct properties. The rapid
formation of spheroids (bulges, elliptical galaxies) produces the exact environment in which SMBHs
form naturally and fast (Kroupa et al. 2020 [103]), while the rarity of mergers leaves these at the
centres of their hosting galaxies as observed (Lena et al. 2014 [102]).

(T6, T7) The existence of, the size and depth of KBC-like voids arise naturally in a Milgromian
universe (Fig. 4 here, Haslbauer et al. 2020, [109]). Concerning the Hubble Tension and the general
problem of how quickly the overall Universe expands and thus how old it is, the oldest observed
stars provide a cosmology-model-independent measure of the local age of the Universe. Their ages
are reported to be consistent with the global value, 𝐻global

0 (see Sec. 5, with a tendency towards an
older local Universe). The stellar ages thus indicate that the Planck cosmology may be closer to the
background-level expansion. This means that the Hubble Tension is most likely due to the galaxies
having developed peculiar velocities as they fall towards the matter overdensities surrounding the
KBC void (Haslbauer et al. 2020 [109]). Solutions involving more complex dark energy models,
such as early dark energy, that would affect the age of the universe and thus the ages of the oldest
stars, are therefore not necessary. Systematic large-scale matter motions of nearly 1000 km/s over
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500 Mpc as reported by Migkas et al. (2021 [134]) appear to be naturally obtained in MOND-based
cosmological models of structure formation (Candlish 2016 [222]).

(T8) The existence of the El Gordo and Bullet clusters with their respective masses and redshifts
appears to be well accounted for in a Milgromian universe (Katz et al. 2013 [223], Asencio et al.
2021 [145]). A minor tension has emerged in MOND with the gravitating masses of galaxy clusters
being larger by about a factor of two than the observed baryonic masses (Sanders 1994 [224]).
However, this tension may be due to the previous analyses lacking pressure corrections and/or
having used inadequate profiles for the baryonic matter content (Lopez-Corredoira et al. 2022
[225]).

But some tension between MOND and the data have emerged as follows. MOND Tension 1
(MT1): Ultra-faint dwarf satellite galaxies (UFDs) have half-mass radii between 20<∼ 𝑟h/pc<∼ 500
and masses in stars between about 102.5 to 104 𝑀⊙ (e.g. [63, 226]). Safarzadeh & Loeb (2021
[227]) show that the observed line-of-sight velocity dispersion in these objects is approximately
constant between about 4 to 10 km/s while it should be decreasing with the mass in stars to values
below 1 km/s. The analytical estimates of the theoretical velocity dispersion taking into account
the external field of the Galaxy may not be correct though, and self-consistent simulations of the
evolution of UFDs are needed to address this tension with rigour. This is needed since simulations
of such objects done in Newtonian gravitation have uncovered hitherto unknown solutions of quasi-
stable remnants of satellite galaxies that are not in virial equilibrium and appear to be dominated
by dark matter but contain no dark matter (Kroupa 1997 [228], see also [229]). Such work needs to
be redone in Milgromian dynamics.

(MT2): Based on hydrodynamical simulations of isolated disk galaxies that are based on initial
conditions given by present-day observed galaxies and that allow for star formation to develop in
the simulations, Nagesh et al. (2023 [213]) calculate the pattern speeds of the bars that form in
these models. As for real galaxies, they find the bar length to be larger and the bar to be weaker for
the more massive models, but bar pattern speeds, while being constant in time, to be slower than
inferred for the real galaxies and in particle-simulations only. Formally the models disagree with
the observed bar pattern speeds at more than 5𝜎 confidence, but a rigorous comparison needs to be
done with respect to galaxies formed in cosmological structure formation simulations, as was done
above for the SMoC case (T1).

(MT3): Tension between MOND and data is also evident for the globular cluster NGC 2419
[230], but detailed stellar dynamical modelling [231] taking it’s possible birth conditions into
account may alleviate these [66].

(MT4): Also, some tension is evident in the Solar System with the external field from the
Galaxy leading to the secular precession of the perihelion of Saturn in combination with that of
Earth not favouring the usual interpolating function needed for modelling galaxies between the
weak-field MOND and strong-field Newtonian regimes [232], but other interpolating functions are
consistent with the Solar system and galactic data [233].

(MT5): Furthermore, the GAIA wide-binary-star data (binaries with separations larger than
a few thousand astronomical units) have, as applied so far, been suggesting non-conformity with
Newtonian dynamics, and appear to be in agreement with MOND ([234–237], Banik et al., sub-
mitted). This test sensitively dependents on the multiplicity properties of the low-mass stars being
used (Clarke 2020 [238]) as well as on stellar astrophysics and evolution, such as the stellar mass-
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luminosity relation and the possible pre-main sequence nature of the stars. A pre-main sequence
star will be calculated to have a larger mass if it is wrongly thought to be a main sequence star, and
so this bias hides the effectively stronger Milgromian gravitation. Further work is needed before
final conclusions can be reached, but the most recent analysis of the Gaia DR3 wide-binary data by
Chae (2023 [237]) strongly supports Milgromian gravitation.

(MT6): The Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC) is currently passing the MW at near-pericentre
of its orbit at a distance of about 50 kpc from the MW. While the mass in stars and gas of the LMC
(≈ 4 × 109 𝑀⊙ ≈ 5 per cent of the MW baryonic mass) is consistent with the baryonic Tully-Fisher
relation, given the observed rotation curve, its gravitating mass as deduced from the reflex motion of
the MW suggests a larger gravitating mass (10–20 per cent of the MW, [239]). Does this suggest that
some dark matter needs to be present to boost the gravitating mass of the LMC, therewith breaking
the success of MOND? This deduction would be premature because the expected reflex motion of
the MW needs to be calculated in MOND taking into account that the fully self-gravitating MW
disk is breathing and oscillating in 3D which might feign some of the reflex motion. The same is
true for the stellar streams that also constrain the gravitating mass of the LMC [239].

In Summary, from pc to Gpc scales, nature appears to comply to Milgromian dynamics rather
than Newtonian dynamics plus dark matter, a deduction also reached by Banik & Zhao (2022 [165])
based on an independent assessment. In his award-winning book, Merritt (2020 [187]) applies the
formalism of the philosophy of science to address the merit of the MONDian research programme
in comparison to that of the SMoC programme, finding that only MOND has repeatedly predicted
observational facts in advance of their discovery. Based on the criteria as applied in the philosophy
of science, MOND is therewith the more viable and a progressive research programme.

Adopting Milgromian dynamics avoids most of the tensions of Sec. 2.2. A few tensions have
emerged as noted here, but these need rigorous further analysis in order to ascertain if they might
lead to a falsification with at least 5𝜎 confidence of MOND in general, or of MOND in terms of
its interpretation as a gravitational theory or as a theory of modified inertia. Also, at the moment it
remains unclear whether the correct fraction of elliptical versus disk galaxies will truly emanate from
structure formation in Milgromian dynamics. It is also unclear if a Milgromian-based cosmological
model will account for the observed Gpc-scale density inhomogeneities and bulk matter flows.
Self-consistent cosmological simulations are required to directly address this question as well as
whether the distribution of galaxies in phase space and in galaxy clusters comes out comparable to
that in the observed Universe.

The construction of a fully self-consistent cosmological model based on one set of relativistic
field equations that quantify how matter curves space dynamically would be needed. This under-
lies the interpretation of gravitation as a strictly geometric effect.9 The recently developed new
relativistic theory of modified Newtonian dynamics (the Aether Scalar Tensor – AeST) model by
Skordis & Zlosnik (2021 [243]) proposes such a formulation and accounts for the standard CMB,
the standard matter power-spectrum in the linear regime and that gravitational waves propagate with
the speed of electromagnetic waves, 𝑐. It reproduces both the putative successes of the SMoC on
cosmological scales and those of MOND on galactic scales. The AeST model requires an initial

9 Gravitation is not well understood and according to another interpretation it may be an effect emerging from spatial
entropy differences [199, 240], or it might arise as a consequence of the wave-nature of matter [241, 242].
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inflationary epoch, all matter being created during the Hot Big Bang, and dark energy to account for
the observed expansion rate, as deduced from the observed CMB being interpreted as the surface of
last scattering and from the SN1a data. It has a very similar expansion history as the SMoC because
the AeST model satisfies the usual Friedmann equations. It is therewith subject to fundamental
tensions FT1 and FT2. The AeST model fails to account for the observed inhomogeneities as it aims
to reproduce the SMoC rather than observations (tensions T6–T8, [165]), and has also been found to
encounter problems with weak lensing by galaxies (Mistele 2023 [244]). The AeST model requires
more investigation, but here it is not discussed further as at present we do not have a computer
programme that allows the equations of motion of baryons to be integrated self-consistently in view
of the additional fields this model requires.

Given all the above, here a pragmatic and computationally-accessible approach is taken by
combining theoretical knowledge that may be viewed to be reliable to provide first steps towards a
holistic understanding of cosmological physics. We begin with the Angus model of cosmology.

4. The Angus model of cosmology (AMoC) – the 𝜈HDM model

The AMoC constitutes a first conservative and thus careful step towards a Milgromian cos-
mological model by retaining postulates A1–A5 and auxiliary hypotheses AH1 and AH3. The
AMoC removes AH2, i.e. cold or warm dark matter particles, from the computer experiments. In
the AMoC the generalised Poisson equation based on the p-Laplacian which connects the baryonic
overdensities with the Milgromian gravitational potential is applied rather than the standard Poisson
equation (Appendix A). While postulate A3 (Einsteinian gravitation is valid globally) seems in
conflict with this ansatz, the argument can be made that Milgromian dynamics emerges despite A3
due to the quantum vacuum affecting the motions of matter particles when space-curvature falls
below the acceleration 𝑎0 [245].

In order to match closely the observed CMB and to ensure reproduction of the same expansion
history as the SMoC, the AMoC (Angus 2009 [246])10 is based on the assumption that the relic mass
density of 11 eV sterile neutrinos11 matches that of CDM in the standardΛCDM model, and that dark
energy contributes the remaining energy-density. In this model, the sterile neutrinos do not play a
dynamical role in galaxies and Local-Group-type structures and thus do not lead to Chandrasekhar
dynamical friction between galaxies, because they behave as hot dark matter and thus only contribute
to the masses of galaxy clusters. Angus & Diaferio (2011 [247]) show that further refinements to
the cosmological parameters are possible (see their fig. 1). Their result suggests that finding an
optimal fit to the observed CMB in 𝜈HDM would slightly increase the inferred 𝐻

global
0 , therewith

partially lessening the Hubble Tension. The AMoC is therefore defined by the same six parameters
as the SMoC (Sec. 2.1) in order to describe the current state of the model universe in terms of its
expansion rate, mass components, initial density fluctuations and curvature, with the only difference
that Ω𝑐 is replaced by the sterile neutrino mass density parameter Ω𝜈 ≈ 0.26 (see also Katz et al.
2013 [223] and Wittenburg et al. 2023 [248]). The inflation-produced CMB-reproducing matter
power-spectrum of the AMoC is very similar to that of the SMoC. Linear structure growth however

10The AMoC is often referred to as the “𝜈HDM” model, e.g. Haslbauer et al. (2020 [109]).
11Note that the possible existence of such sterile neutrinos as a hot dissipation-less matter component is motivated by

neutrino physics rather than only by evidence from cosmological observations and galactic dynamics.
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enhances the power on small scales in the SMoC due to the presence of cold or warm dark matter
particles that allow gravitational clumping of these components on small scales already prior to
𝑧e = 1100. However, by 𝑧e ≈ 200, the matter power spectrum of the AMoC falls off by orders of
magnitude on scales smaller than about 30 Mpc in comparison to that of the SMoC (fig. 2 in Angus
& Diaferio 2011 [247]) because the sterile neutrinos, being a hot dissipation-less matter-dominating
component together with the baryonic plasma and radiation component hinder early gravitational
clumping on small scales. In an AMoC simulation, neither galaxies nor other structures form in a
simulation box smaller than 30 Mpc. The simulation boxes therefore need to be larger than 100 Mpc
to capture structure formation since larger structures develop and collapse prior to smaller ones
within them. The available computations do not yet reach a resolution sufficient for individual
galaxies (Wittenburg et al. 2023 [248]).

Assuming Milgrom’s constant 𝑎0 is time invariant and noting its value to be 𝑎0 ≈ 𝑐 𝐻0/(2 𝜋)
implies that the universe as a whole transitions into the Milgromian regime at 𝑧e ≈ 3 (McGaugh
1999 [211]), although density contrasts can develop much earlier as a consequence of the stronger
effective gravitational field in MOND (Sanders 1998 [210]). It is safe to assume structure growth
to remain in the Newtonian regime down to 𝑧e = 200 when MOND-cosmological simulations are
initialised [223, 249].

Pioneering studies of cosmological structure formation in Milgromian gravitation had already
suggested larger and more massive structures to assemble more quickly than in the SMoC (Nusser
2002, [249]). Within these, Sanders (1998 [210], 2008 [250]) argues that galaxies form earlier and
more rapidly than in the SMoC, with voids being much larger and emptier than in the SMoC. Some
of this has been verified with actual cosmological simulations within the AMoC using dissipation-
less particles to trace the baryonic matter by Angus et al. (2011 [251]) and Katz et al. (2013 [223]).
These dissipation-less particle simulations indicate however that the present-day mass function of
galaxy clusters might be too flat, extending to too large masses than observed (fig. 5 in Angus &
Diaferio 2011 [247]; fig. 1 in Katz et al. 2013 [223]). As shown by Haslbauer et al. (2020, [109]),
this may be alleviated though by noticing that the Local Group is situated in the about 0.6 Gpc KBC
void such that the amplitude of the matter fluctuations within it are muted. This may also alleviate
the sigma 8 tension of the SMoC (pT4).

The AMoC thus avoids tension (Sec. 2.1) T1, accounts for T2 and appears to alleviate tensions
T3–T8 (with its role on T4 being unclear), although it may overproduce massive galaxy clusters
(T8). In an attempt to further address this problem and also the problem of galaxy formation in view
of tension T5, modern (first-ever) hydrodynamical simulations of the AMoC have been performed
in Bonn using the PoR code (Appendix A) and are being analysed in Bonn, Prague and St. Andrews
(Wittenburg et al. 2023 [248]). These simulations do indicate that possible tension pT3 (JWST
observations of very early galaxy formation) may worsen in the AMoC, since gravitationally bound
structures are detected only at 𝑧e <∼ 4. Fig. 9 demonstrates an example of a 𝑧e = 0 snapshot for the
baryonic and sterile neutrino density distribution obtained with these simulations.

5. Conclusions

This contribution is an update of previous 2012–2015 assessments of the SMoC ([6–8]). It
transpires that none of the problems previously identified have been solved, and many new problems
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Figure 9: Hydrodynamical simulations of cosmological structure formation in the AMoC (i.e. 𝜈HDM
model, 𝑧e = 0 snapshots of a 400 co-moving Mpc box). The simulations were performed by Nils Wittenburg
in Bonn with the PoR code (Appendix A). Upper panel: the mass density of baryonic matter projected onto
the xy plane. The density shown here is the mass-weighted average for the corresponding pixel. Bottom
panel: Similar to the top panel, but for the sterile neutrinos. The dense clumps in both panels are galaxy
clusters; galaxies are not resolved in these simulations. These simulations show that the mass-fraction of
sterile neutrinos to baryons increases towards more massive galaxy clusters, being insignificant on the scale of
galaxies (such that only MOND matters for their dynamics) while being consistent with the observationally-
deduced fraction [252] of about 100 per cent for massive clusters. Movies of the simulations are available in
Wittenburg et al. (2023 [248]). With permission from Wittenburg et al. (2023 [248] their fig. 3).
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arise on ever larger scales (T1–T8, pT1-pT5). This is visualised graphically by Fig. 8. The SMoC
appears to be under significant stress on all scales and all redshifts. There appears little alternative
but to face up to the possibility that the SMoC may need to be replaced by a different model. This
conclusion, drawn from a multitude of independent tests of the SMoC against data on all scales,
conforms with the SMoC having the unphysical property that it is energy non-conserving (FT2,
Sec. 2.2). But can an alternative model be constructed?

An important constraint is that any viable model ought to obey the fundamental cosmological
principle (Sec. 2.2) by allowing for significant structure growth on all observed scales, i.e. from kpc
to Gpc scales, and probably also on the scale of the entire Universe (T7, pT2 in Sec. 2.2). This
condition discourages most cosmological models that have been suggested to date, as most have
been constructed on the premise that the model be homogeneous and isotropic on large (> 100 Mpc)
scales to be in agreement with the wrongly-surmised success of the SMoC on these scales. Table 1
lists the models discussed here.

The perhaps most important clue as to how to construct a new model is the negative tests for
the existence of dark matter particles with the significance of the independent tests amounting to
well over the 5𝜎 rejection threshold of the hypothesis that dark matter exists (T1, Sec. 2.2). Since
there is also a lack of motivation from the standard model of particle physics for the existence of
dark matter particles, it might appear useful to study models without dark matter.

Given the documented success of Milgromian dynamics (with some tensions existing though:
MT1–MT6, Sec. 3.2), one way forward is to consider constructing cosmological models based on
Milgromian equations of motion rather than Newtonian ones [209]. Milgromian dynamics is, to
our knowledge, the only known other-than-Newtonian formulation of dynamics which is consistent
with Solar System data and also explicitly formulates the equations of motion to be used to integrate
a self-consistent system through time. Therefore a significant research effort (in Bonn, Prague and
St. Andrews) is currently concentrating on exploring the 𝜈HDM model (i.e. the AMoC, Sec. 4).
This model is traditional in terms of minimalistic departures from the current SMoC by retaining
the fundamental postulates A1–A5, and also the auxiliary hypothesis of inflation (AH1) and dark
energy (AH3). The model improves the situation significantly as it avoids the problems associated
with star clusters and galaxies and generates large voids with corresponding bulk matter flows
(thus alleviating T1–T8). But further tests using simulations need to be made to affirm if this is
truly the case. The possible tensions (pT1–pT5) remain though, and the results available from the
simulations done so far suggest that the AMoC fails on pT3 (model galaxies form by a redshift of
𝑧e ≈ 4 and thus far too late), and in that the mass function of galaxy clusters may extend to too large
masses and be too top-heavy compared to the observationally constrained one (Wittenburg et al.
2023 [248]). If each of the tensions associated with the AMoC correspond to a loss of confidence
by 50 per cent (we do not yet have rigorous tests), then the MT1–MT6 tensions plus the probable
failures with the mass function of galaxy clusters and the too-late formation of structures amount
to a remaining confidence of 0.4 per cent that the AMoC is a correct description of the Universe.
Furthermore, the AMoC retains the problems of the SMoC in terms of relying on inflation (FT1)
and dark energy (FT2), none of these being physically understood with inflation and dark energy
having no direct evidence by any other (non-cosmological) experiment. This model thus too does
not conserve energy and runs into the “cosmological energy catastrophe” (Sec. 2.2). Also, it does
not address the baryon asymmetry (FT4).
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In Summary, all models that allow the hydrodynamical simulation of structure formation down
to galaxy or galaxy-cluster scales and that rely on the initial conditions as set by the observed CMB
appear to run into problems. In particular, assuming this initial CMB boundary condition, the
SMoC produces too little structure on scales larger than 100 Mpc (apart from all the other problems
listed in Sec. 2.2), while the AMoC produces too much of it and structures emerge at too small a
redshift. It appears not possible to perform a SMoC or AMoC simulation that turns out a model
universe which agrees with the Universe in terms of the large scales and the quick onset of star
formation at 𝑧e > 10 as uncovered by the JWST. Therefore it might seem useful to explore models
that do not depend on inflation and on the CMB being the photosphere of a Hot Big Bang, and to
consider suggestions on the origin of the CMB in terms of other processes.

Such ideas are not new, with Rees (1978 ([253], see also [254, 255] and references therein)
having proposed that the CMB may have been produced by the first star formation with reprocessing
of the stellar emission through dust. In the context of the MMoC (the 𝑅h = 𝑐 𝑡 model), Melia (2022,
[186]) suggests the CMB to be the (standard) surface of last scattering or photosphere produced at
𝑧e ≈ 1100, just as in the SMoC, but the temperature fluctuations in it to stem from 𝑧e ≈ 16 as a
consequence of the CMB photons scattering on dust produced by the first generations of stars. [186]
notes evidence for this through the frequency dependence in the CMB power spectrum observed
by the Planck satellite. Vavrycuk (2018, [256]) suggests the CMB to be entirely dust-reprocessed
star light over cosmological distances, given the observed traces of dust between galaxies in the
present-day Universe (i.e., the present-day observed intergalactic dust density leads to an emission
over cosmological distances that, according to the calculation presented in [256], is comparable to
the observed CMB spectral energy distribution). With the possibility that the CMB might have a
different origin, it is important to independently assess the validity of a cosmological model. One
such approach would be to obtain a direct measurement of the expansion rate of the Universe (e.g.
[257] and references therein). Another constraint is to obtain an independent measurement of the
age of the Universe.

A cosmology-model-independent measurement of the expansion rate of the Universe may be
available using the Cosmic Chronometers method proposed by Jimenez & Loeb (2002 [258]). The
idea is to measure the ages of stellar populations in an ensemble of elliptical (i.e. passively evolving)
galaxies at two different redshifts, to obtain a constraint on the time derivative of the redshift, d𝑧e/𝑑𝑡.
The challenge of this method comes with needing to fully understand biases (e.g. Moresco et al.
2020 [259]) that enter through stellar-evolution models, chemical enrichment, the variation of the
galaxy-wide IMF, possible on-going star formation at low levels as well as less-massive elliptical
galaxies having typically formed later than more massive ones (Kroupa et al. 2013 [260], Jerabkova
et al. 2018 [261], Yan et al. 2220 [100], Eapen et al. 2022 [99]. A more robust measurement of the
actual age of the observed Universe that is independent of the applied cosmological model can be
obtained from the ages of the oldest known stars. From table 1 (the entry "Very Metal Poor Stars")
in Cimatti & Morsco (2023, [262]), the one-sigma upper limit on the age of the real Universe is
𝑡0 = 15.3 Gyr (assuming the SMoC: global 𝐻global,stars

0 = 60.6 km s−1 Mpc−1) while the three-sigma
upper limit is 𝑡0 = 16.5 Gyr (assuming the SMoC: globally 𝐻

global,stars
0 = 55.2 km s−1 Mpc−1). In

this context it is interesting to note that Ying et al. (2023 [263]) measure the absolute age of the
globular cluster M92 to be 13.80 ± 0.75 Gyr in tension with the nominal Planck age (𝑡0, Sec. 2.1)
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of the universe because the cluster stars are, with [Fe/H]= −2.30 ± 0.10, not metal-free implying
that a previous population of stars must have existed to enrich the interstellar medium from which
the cluster formed.

The value of 𝑡0 would be larger by a few hundred Myr since star formation can only begin after
the birth of the Universe. Such a small value of the 𝐻global

0 might be qualitatively consistent with the
larger local value measured using SN1a as standard candles, in view of the Local Group being in
the >∼ 0.6 Gpc void (T6, Sec. 2.2). It will be necessary to test if such differences between apparent
large local (as measured from the peculiar velocities of galaxies) and small global expansion rates
arise as a consequence of the large matter inhomogeneities on many Gpc scales as is inherent to the
timescape cosmological model, Sec. 3.1).

With the many tensions facing the SMoC and the other models discussed here, the Bohemian
model of cosmology (BMoC) is being explored in Bonn, Prague and Nanjing. The results of this
exploration will be reported in upcoming works, but here it is merely stated that the BMoC avoids
inflation, dark matter and dark energy. It rests on Milgromian gravitational fields being sourced
by matter density contrasts, just as in the AMoC (Sec. 4). Overall, there are encouraging aspects
(expansion rate, star-formation histories of galaxies, an older Universe, large density variations over
large scales) and stars can begin to form at a redshift 𝑧∗form > 20. The first structure formation
simulations using the PoR code (Appendix A) lead to positive results in that the BMoC appears to
produce a universe full of disk galaxies.
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A. Milgromian dynamics (MOND) and the code PoR

Milgromian dynamics has been found to correctly predict (before the existence of the data)
various relations that galaxies are observed to follow [71, 165, 187, 264–269]. Additionally, the
kinematics of polar-ring galaxies are naturally understood in MOND, while they are not with
Newtonian gravitation plus dark matter [221]. And, Newtonian gravitation does not account for
the properties of the observed tidal tails of open-star-clusters, while Milgromian gravitation is very
successful in doing so [66]. Finally, Milgromian gravitation appears to have been confirmed also
on sub-pc scales using the wide-binary star test [237]. Together with MOND providing equations
of motion, we thus have a strong motivation to investigate cosmological structure formation in this
dynamics theory which is here taken to be a non-relativistic extension of Newtonian gravitation.12

12Interpretations of MOND as being a modified-inertia theory [270] are less well studied because they are technically
very hard to investigate but are reported to be less preferred by the data [271]. Relativistic formulations of MOND have
been developed and are consistent with gravitational waves travelling at the speed of light ([165] and references therein).
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The reader needs to be aware that MOND is an effective framework that encompasses many
different explicit formulations of gravitation (e.g. AQUAL vs QUMOND below, see Milgrom 2023
for the latest generalisations [272])). The different explicit formulations lead to subtle differences
in the exact acceleration fields. For each such explicit formulation, the interpolating functions
also offers degrees of freedom. Hereby it is not meant that different explicit formulations or
interpolating functions can be chosen for different problems at will – only one such formulation
and one interpolating function can be true. Research has not yet allowed the identification of which
combination is true though, given the uncertainties in the data and the difficulties in performing
calculations in this non-linear theory of dynamics.

Weak-lensing is often considered to provide evidence for dark matter halos around galaxies
and galaxy clusters, but the statistically correlated distortions of background galaxy images by
a foreground mass need to be re-evaluated in terms of another gravitational theory, in this case
MOND. A bias would emerge due to possible correlations of disk galaxy spins over large regions
of spatial volume (e.g. [151, 152, 273, 274]) that would affect the deduced mass distribution using
weak lensing analysis if the (erroneous) assumption is made that galaxies are uncorrelated. The
correct distribution of mass as deduced by weak-lensing surveys will then be different to that arrived
at by using the (invalid) SMoC. The expected distribution of lensing mass as calculated in MOND
of the galaxies in the nearby Universe has been documented by Oria et al. (2021 [275]), who
point out that regions with effective negative Newtonian mass density are expected to exist in this
gravitational framework.

A.1 MOND

With the baryonic mass density at the position vector, ®𝑅, being 𝜌b( ®𝑅), the standard (Newtonian)
Poisson equation reads

®∇ ·
[
®∇ΦN

]
= 4𝜋 𝐺 𝜌b, (1)

where ΦN( ®𝑅) is the Newtonian potential, the negative gradient of which provides the acceleration
at ®𝑅. A generalised dynamics can be considered by rewriting the left hand side in terms of the well
known p-Laplace operator,

®∇ ·

(
| ®∇Φ𝑝 |
𝑎𝑜

) 𝑝−2

®∇Φ𝑝

 = 4𝜋 𝐺 𝜌b, (2)

the constant, 𝑎0, with units of acceleration being necessary for dimensional reasons. This is a
quasilinear elliptic partial differential equation of second order. In the case 𝑝 = 𝑑𝑖, where 𝑑𝑖 is
the dimension of the domain, the corresponding 𝑝−Dirichlet integral is conformally invariant (e.g.
[276]). Interestingly, this is related to the space-time scale invariance of the SIV model and of
MOND [192, 193]. For 𝑝 = 2 the standard Poisson equation (Eq. 1) is obtained that underlies
Newtonian gravitation (ΦN = Φ𝑝). The particular case 𝑝 = 3 yields a non-linear gravitational
theory which corresponds to the deep-MOND limit, when | ®∇Φ𝑝=3 | ≪ 𝑎0 where Φ𝑝=3 = ΦM( ®𝑅) is
the Milgromian potential, the negative gradient of which provides the acceleration at ®𝑅.

The transition from the 𝑝 = 3 case to the 𝑝 = 2 (| ®∇Φp | ≫ 𝑎0) case can be described by
inserting an interpolating function, 𝜇(𝑥) → 1 for 𝑥 = | ®∇Φ|/𝑎0 → ∞ and 𝜇(𝑥) → 𝑥 for 𝑥 → 0. The
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full Milgromian-Poisson equation thus becomes

®∇ ·
[
𝜇

(
| ®∇ΦM |
𝑎0

)
®∇ΦM

]
= 4 𝜋 𝐺 𝜌b. (3)

Eq. 3 can be derived from a quadratic Lagrangian (AQUAL) as a generalisation of the non-relativistic
Newtonian Lagrangian [208]. Thus we have energy- and momentum conserving time-integrable
equations of motion of non-relativistic gravitating bodies in Milgromian dynamics.

By the properties of the divergence operator, the left hand side of Eq. 3 can be written

®∇ ·
[
𝜇

(
| ®∇ΦM |
𝑎0

)
®∇ΦM

]
= ®∇𝜇(𝑥) · ®∇ΦM + 𝜇(𝑥)

(
®∇ · ®∇ΦM

)
, (4)

such that

®∇ ·
[
®∇ΦM

]
= 4 𝜋 𝐺

[
1

𝜇(𝑥)

(
𝜌b −

®∇𝜇(𝑥) · ®∇ΦM

4 𝜋 𝐺

)]
, (5)

where the square brackets can be interpreted to be the total mass sourcing the Milgromian potential,
ΦM. This total mass is composed of the baryonic matter, 𝜌b, modified by 𝜇 and the remaining term
can be referred to as phantom dark matter (PDM) which however is not made up of real particles
and does not lead to dynamical dissipation or friction. This formulation of Milgromian gravitation
cannot be solved easily for ΦM given 𝜌b, because ΦM is found in the dynamics term (the left-hand
side) and also on the right-hand side (the source term) of Eq. 5.

This difficulty and the similarity of Eq. 5 with the standard Poisson equation (Eq. 1) leads to the
motivation to develop a more direct approach. Essentially, this quasi-linear MOND (QUMOND)
approach replaces the right-hand side of Eq. 5 by an approximation based on the Newtonian
potential. A new Lagrangian leads to the QUMOND formulation [277] that allows the calculation
of ΦM more easily. According to QMOND,

®∇ · ®∇ΦQM( ®𝑅) = 4𝜋𝐺
(
𝜌b( ®𝑅) + 𝜌ph( ®𝑅)

)
, (6)

where 𝜌ph( ®𝑅) is the phantom dark matter density (PDM). Therefore the total Milgromian gravi-
tational potential, ΦQM = ΦN + Φph, can be split into a Newtonian part, ΦN, and an additional
phantom part, Φph. The matter density distribution, 𝜌ph( ®𝑅), that would, in Newtonian gravitation,
yield the additional potential, Φph( ®𝑅), and therefore obeys ∇2Φph( ®𝑅) = 4𝜋𝐺𝜌ph( ®𝑅), is known as
the PDM density,

𝜌ph( ®𝑅) =
1

4𝜋𝐺
®∇ ·

[
𝜈̃

(
| ®∇ΦN( ®𝑅) |

𝑎0

)
®∇ΦN( ®𝑅)

]
, (7)

where 𝜈̃(𝑦) → 0 for 𝑦 ≫ 1 (Newtonian regime) and 𝜈̃(𝑦) → 𝑦−1/2 for 𝑦 ≪ 1 (Milgromian regime),
Note that 𝜇 and 𝜈̃ are algebraically related (see [71, 268]) with 𝑦 = | ®∇ΦN |/𝑎0. Remember that
PDM is merely a mathematical aid for calculating the additional gravity in Milgrom’s formulation,
giving it an analogy in Newtonian dynamics. The PDM can become negative locally [222]. It is
important to keep in mind that ΦM and ΦQM are not the same and subtle differences may emerge in
the transition regime that will need scrutiny in the future.
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The PDM density that would source the Q-Milgromian force field in Newtonian gravity can
thus be calculated straightforwardly using standard grid-based methods (see eq. 35 in [71], and also
[278]; [277]; [221]; [279], [280]). Starting with the known baryonic density distribution, 𝜌b( ®𝑅),
ΦN is obtained by solving the standard Poisson equation (Eq. 1). Thereafter and at each time
step, the new PDM distribution is calculated via Eq. 7, which, in sum with 𝜌b, then yields the full
Milgromian potential (Eq. 6).

An important consequence of the non-linear nature of Milgromian gravitation is that an external
gravitational field (e.g. from a galaxy cluster) reduces 𝜌ph of the system (e.g. a galaxy) immersed
in this external field (e.g. [281–283]). The system looses most (but not all) of its non-Newtonian
gravitational mass and becomes more Newtonian (the “external field effect” or EFE, see the reviews
on MOND above and [66] for a discussion). The implication of the EFE for cosmological structure
formation is important: overdensities inhibit structure growth in their vicinity therewith enhancing
density differences [109].

A.2 The PoR code

The above QUMOND technique was implemented independently by Lueghausen et al. (2015
[280]) and Candlish et al. (2015 [284]) into the existing RAMSES code developed for Newtonian
gravitation by Teyssier (2002 [285]). RAMSES employs an adaptively refined grid structure in
Cartesian coordinates such that regions of higher density are automatically resolved with a higher
resolution. In the Phantom of Ramses (PoR) code, [280] added a subroutine which, on the
adaptive grid, computes the PDM density from the Newtonian potential (Eq. 7) and adds this
(mathematical) DM-equivalent density to the baryonic one in terms of particles. These PDM
particles are replaced by new PDM particles in the next time step, i.e., they do not carry an
ID and are not integrated forward in time. The Poisson equation is then solved again to obtain
the Milgromian potential, ΦQM = ΦN + Φph, i.e., the “true” (Milgromian) potential, which is
used to integrate the stellar particles in time through space (each stellar particle experiencing the
acceleration ®𝑎star( ®𝑅) = −®∇ΦM( ®𝑅)) and to solve the Euler equations for the dynamics of the gas.

It is to be noted that the AQUAL and QUMOND formulations are different theories complying
to the MOND paradigm [268]. Thus, simulations with the AQUAL version (e.g. using the Candlish
et al. 2015 [284] code) will show subtle differences to simulations relying on the QUMOND
formulation by Lueghausen et al. (2015 [280]). Which formulation of MOND is closer to reality
will need to be studied in the future (see Chae et al. (2022 [286]). Here we concentrate on the
QUMOND version coded into PoR as the first step towards a very novel computable cosmological
model.

The PoR code adopts as the default interpolating function

𝜈̃(𝑦) = −1
2
+

(
1
4
+ 1
𝑦

) 1
2

, (8)

which has already been used on a number of problems (for the manual and description see Nagesh
et al. (2021 [287]). Other interpolating functions can be employed subject to observationally-given
constraints (e.g. [233]).

The PoR code includes sub-grid baryonic physics algorithms that allow different degrees of
realism in the description of star formation. Simulations have been done to model Antennae-like
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interacting galaxies [215], the formation of exponential disk galaxies [68], the formation of elliptical
galaxies [99] as well as of 107 𝑀⊙ to 1011 𝑀⊙ heavy galaxies on the main sequence [213]. These
detailed tests of how the properties of a galaxy change with increased complexity of the in-build
sub-grid baryonic processes have shown that galaxies evolved in MOND are not sensitive to these.
In this work star-formation is turned off because the resolution achieved does not allow the formation
of stellar particles to have a physical meaning. The PoR code has also been used without enabling
star-formation to model the Milky-Way–Andromeda encounter which produced the disks of satellite
galaxies around both [217, 219] and also to study the global stability of the M33 galaxy [288].

A.3 Cosmological simulations with PoR

Nusser (2002 [249]) details the implementation of the MOND field equation (Eq. 3 and 6)
into computations of structure formation in an expanding universe. QUMOND has been applied in
cosmological structure formation simulations using particles by Katz et al. (2013 [223]) and Angus
et al. (2013 [289]) employing a code developed by Llinares et al. (2008 [290]) that accounts for
co-moving coordinates in an expanding universe.

When including gas dynamical processes in order to compute how structures form and evolve
in an expanding space, the equations of motion are here integrated in super-co-moving coordinates
tailored specifically for an ideal gas with the ratio of specific heats being 5/3 [291]. This is
of advantage because, as [291] argue, in the absence of structure and in an expanding box, in
co-moving coordinates the density is constant in time and the mass elements are at rest. In super-
co-moving variables this is also true, and in addition, a gas with a ratio of specific heats as above also
has its thermodynamic variables remain constant when structure is absent. RAMSES [285], and
thus also PoR, adopts super-co-moving coordinates. The details of how QUMOND is implemented
on calculating the Milgromian potential, ΦQM, from the density difference relative to the mean
density, are available in Candlish (2016 [222]) and Wittenburg et al. (2023 [248]).

References

[1] P.J.E. Peebles, Principles of Physical Cosmology, Princeton University Press (1993),
10.1515/9780691206721.

[2] J.A. Peacock, Cosmological Physics, Cambridge University Press (1999).

[3] P. Schneider, Extragalactic Astronomy and Cosmology: An Introduction, Springer Berlin
Heidelberg (2015), 10.1007/978-3-642-54083-7.

[4] M.S. Turner, The Road to Precision Cosmology, Annual Review of Nuclear and Particle
Science 72 (2022) 1 [2201.04741].

[5] J.C. Rose, P. Torrey, F. Villaescusa-Navarro, M. Vogelsberger, S. O’Neil, M.V. Medvedev
et al., Inferring Warm Dark Matter Masses with Deep Learning, arXiv e-prints (2023)
[2304.14432].

[6] P. Kroupa, B. Famaey, K.S. de Boer, J. Dabringhausen, M.S. Pawlowski, C.M. Boily et al.,
Local-Group tests of dark-matter concordance cosmology . Towards a new paradigm for
structure formation, A&A 523 (2010) A32 [1006.1647].

38

https://doi.org/10.1515/9780691206721
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-54083-7
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-111119-041046
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-111119-041046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04741
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2304.14432
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.14432
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201014892
https://arxiv.org/abs/1006.1647


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[7] P. Kroupa, The Dark Matter Crisis: Falsification of the Current Standard Model of
Cosmology, Publications of the Astronomical Society of Australia 29 (2012) 395
[1204.2546].

[8] P. Kroupa, Galaxies as simple dynamical systems: observational data disfavor dark matter
and stochastic star formation, Canadian Journal of Physics 93 (2015) 169 [1406.4860].

[9] G.W. Gibbons, S.W. Hawking, S.T.C. Siklos and F. Wilczek, The very early universe.
Proceedings of the Nuffield Workshop, held at Cambridge, England, 21 June - 9 July, 1982.,
Proceedings of the Nuffield Workshop, held at Cambridge, England, 21 June - 9 July, 1982
(1983).

[10] A. Riotto and M. Trodden, Recent progress in baryogenesis, Annual Review of Nuclear and
Particle Science 49 (1999) 35 [https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.49.1.35].

[11] A. Linde, Inflationary cosmology and creation of matter in the Universe, Classical and
Quantum Gravity 18 (2001) 3275.

[12] A.H. Guth, Inflationary universe: A possible solution to the horizon and flatness problems,
Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 347.

[13] L. Perivolaropoulos and F. Skara, Challenges for ΛCDM: An update, New Astronomy
Reviews 95 (2022) 101659 [2105.05208].

[14] Y. Liu, S. Cao, M. Biesiada, Y. Lian, X. Liu and Y. Zhang, Measuring the Speed of Light
with Updated Hubble Diagram of High-redshift Standard Candles, ApJ 949 (2023) 57
[2303.14674].

[15] Planck Collaboration, N. Aghanim, Y. Akrami, M. Ashdown, J. Aumont, C. Baccigalupi
et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters, A&A 641 (2020) A6
[1807.06209].

[16] E. Di Valentino, L.A. Anchordoqui, Ö. Akarsu, Y. Ali-Haimoud, L. Amendola, N. Arendse
et al., Cosmology Intertwined IV: The age of the universe and its curvature, Astroparticle
Physics 131 (2021) 102607 [2008.11286].

[17] K.K. Rogers and H.V. Peiris, Strong Bound on Canonical Ultralight Axion Dark Matter
from the Lyman-Alpha Forest, Physical Review Letters 126 (2021) 071302 [2007.12705].

[18] N. Dalal and A. Kravtsov, Excluding fuzzy dark matter with sizes and stellar kinematics of
ultrafaint dwarf galaxies, Physical Review D 106 (2022) 063517.

[19] M. Khelashvili, A. Rudakovskyi and S. Hossenfelder, Dark matter profiles of SPARC
galaxies: a challenge to fuzzy dark matter, MNRAS 523 (2023) 3393 [2207.14165].

[20] Y. Yoshii and B.A. Peterson, Interpretation of the Faint Galaxy Number Counts in the K
Band, ApJ 444 (1995) 15.

39

https://doi.org/10.1071/AS12005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.2546
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2014-0179
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.4860
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.49.1.35
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.49.1.35
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.nucl.49.1.35
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/18/16/318
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/18/16/318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.347
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2022.101659
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.newar.2022.101659
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.05208
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/acc7a5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14674
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2021.102607
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2021.102607
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11286
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.071302
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.12705
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.063517
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1595
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14165
https://doi.org/10.1086/175579


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[21] S. Perlmutter, G. Aldering, M. della Valle, S. Deustua, R.S. Ellis, S. Fabbro et al.,
Discovery of a supernova explosion at half the age of the Universe, Nature 391 (1998) 51
[astro-ph/9712212].

[22] B.P. Schmidt, N.B. Suntzeff, M.M. Phillips, R.A. Schommer, A. Clocchiatti, R.P. Kirshner
et al., The High-Z Supernova Search: Measuring Cosmic Deceleration and Global
Curvature of the Universe Using Type IA Supernovae, ApJ 507 (1998) 46
[astro-ph/9805200].

[23] A.G. Riess, A.V. Filippenko, P. Challis, A. Clocchiatti, A. Diercks, P.M. Garnavich et al.,
Observational Evidence from Supernovae for an Accelerating Universe and a Cosmological
Constant, AJ 116 (1998) 1009 [astro-ph/9805201].

[24] I. Banik and H. Zhao, Dynamical history of the Local Group in ΛCDM, MNRAS 459 (2016)
2237 [1506.07569].

[25] T. Buchert, A.A. Coley, H. Kleinert, B.F. Roukema and D.L. Wiltshire, Observational
challenges for the standard FLRW model, in Fourteenth Marcel Grossmann Meeting -
MG14, M. Bianchi, R.T. Jansen and R. Ruffini, eds., pp. 622–638, Jan., 2018, DOI.

[26] E.D. Di Valentino, Challenges of the Standard Cosmological Model, Universe 8 (2022) 399.

[27] A. Del Popolo and M. Le Delliou, Barions and ΛCDM Model Problems, Astronomy
Reports 66 (2022) 102.

[28] N.E. Mavromatos, Lambda-CDM model and small-scale-cosmology “crisis”: from
astrophysical explanations to new fundamental physics models, in The Fifteenth Marcel
Grossmann Meeting on General Relativity. Edited by E. S. Battistelli, E.S. Battistelli,
R.T. Jantzen and R. Ruffini, eds., pp. 1114–1121, Jan., 2022, DOI.

[29] F. Melia, A Candid Assessment of Standard Cosmology, Publications of the Astronomical
Society of the Pacific 134 (2022) 121001.

[30] A. Ijjas, P.J. Steinhardt and A. Loeb, Inflationary paradigm in trouble after Planck2013,
Physics Letters B 723 (2013) 261 [1304.2785].

[31] A. Ijjas, P.J. Steinhardt and A. Loeb, Pop Goes the Universe, Scientific American 316
(2017) 32.

[32] E.R. Harrison, Mining Energy in an Expanding Universe, ApJ 446 (1995) 63.

[33] Y. Baryshev, Expanding space: the root of conceptual problems of the cosmological
physics, in Problems of Practical Cosmology, Volume 2, vol. 1, pp. 20–30, Jan., 2008, DOI
[0810.0153].

[34] Y.V. Baryshev, Paradoxes of the Cosmological Physics in the Beginning of the 21-st
Century, in Particle and Astroparticle Physics, Gravitation and Cosmology: Predictions,
Observations and New Projects, R.A. Ryutin and A. Petrov Vladimir, eds., pp. 297–307,
June, 2015, DOI [1501.01919].

40

https://doi.org/10.1038/34124
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9712212
https://doi.org/10.1086/306308
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805200
https://doi.org/10.1086/300499
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805201
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw787
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw787
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.07569
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789813226609_0034
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe8080399
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063772922020020
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063772922020020
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789811258251_0156
https://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/aca51f
https://doi.org/10.1088/1538-3873/aca51f
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.05.023
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.2785
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0217-32
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0217-32
https://doi.org/10.1086/175767
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0810.0153
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0153
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789814689304_0048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.01919


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[35] B. Zumino, Supersymmetry and the vacuum, Nuclear Physics B 89 (1975) 535.

[36] S. Weinberg, The cosmological constant problem, Reviews of Modern Physics 61 (1989) 1.

[37] Y.V. Baryshev, F. Sylos Labini, M. Montuori and L. Pietronero, Facts and ideas in modern
cosmology, Vistas in Astronomy 38 (1994) 419 [astro-ph/9503074].

[38] N. Afshordi, Where will Einstein fail? Lessons for gravity and cosmology, Bulletin of the
Astronomical Society of India 40 (2012) 1 [1203.3827].

[39] J. Rafelski, L. Labun, Y. Hadad and P. Chen, Quantum Vacuum Structure and Cosmology,
arXiv e-prints (2009) [0909.2989].

[40] C.P. Burgess, The Cosmological Constant Problem: Why it’s hard to get Dark Energy from
Micro-physics, arXiv e-prints (2013) arXiv:1309.4133 [1309.4133].

[41] P. Tisserand, L. Le Guillou, C. Afonso, J.N. Albert, J. Andersen, R. Ansari et al., Limits on
the Macho content of the Galactic Halo from the EROS-2 Survey of the Magellanic Clouds,
A&A 469 (2007) 387 [astro-ph/0607207].

[42] C. Alcock, R.A. Allsman, D.R. Alves, T.S. Axelrod, A.C. Becker, D.P. Bennett et al.,
MACHO Project Limits on Black Hole Dark Matter in the 1-30 M𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑟 Range, ApJL 550
(2001) L169 [astro-ph/0011506].

[43] D. Green, J.T. Ruderman, B.R. Safdi, J. Shelton, A. Achúcarro, P. Adshead et al., Snowmass
Theory Frontier: Astrophysics and Cosmology, arXiv e-prints (2022) [2209.06854].

[44] U. Sarkar, Baryogenesis through lepton number violation, in Dark matter in Astrophysics
and Particle Physics, H.V. Klapdor-Kleingrothaus and L. Baudis, eds., p. 81, Jan., 1999,
DOI [hep-ph/9810247].

[45] V.V. Nikulin and S.G. Rubin, Cosmological baryon/lepton asymmetry in terms of
Kaluza-Klein extra dimensions, International Journal of Modern Physics D 30 (2021)
2140004 [2109.05469].

[46] K. Mukaida, K. Schmitz and M. Yamada, Baryon Asymmetry of the Universe from Lepton
Flavor Violation, PRL 129 (2022) 011803 [2111.03082].

[47] O. Lahav, Deep Machine Learning in Cosmology: Evolution or Revolution?, arXiv e-prints
(2023) [2302.04324].

[48] J.R. Primack, Triumphs and tribulations of ΛCDM, the double dark theory, Annalen der
Physik 524 (2012) 535.

[49] A. Blanchard, J.-Y. Héloret, S. Ilić, B. Lamine and I. Tutusaus, ΛCDM is alive and well,
arXiv e-prints (2022) [2205.05017].

[50] K.R. Stewart, J.S. Bullock, R.H. Wechsler, A.H. Maller and A.R. Zentner, Merger Histories
of Galaxy Halos and Implications for Disk Survival, ApJ 683 (2008) 597 [0711.5027].

41

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(75)90194-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.61.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0083-6656(94)90013-2
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9503074
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1203.3827
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1203.3827
https://arxiv.org/abs/1203.3827
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.0909.2989
https://arxiv.org/abs/0909.2989
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1309.4133
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4133
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066017
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0607207
https://doi.org/10.1086/319636
https://doi.org/10.1086/319636
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0011506
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2209.06854
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06854
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.hep-ph/9810247
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9810247
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271821400046
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271821400046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.05469
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.011803
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.03082
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.04324
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.04324
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.04324
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201200077
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201200077
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2205.05017
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.05017
https://doi.org/10.1086/588579
https://arxiv.org/abs/0711.5027


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[51] L.V. Sales, J.F. Navarro, K. Oman, A. Fattahi, I. Ferrero, M. Abadi et al., The low-mass end
of the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation, MNRAS 464 (2017) 2419 [1602.02155].

[52] B.P. Moster, T. Naab and S.D.M. White, EMERGE - empirical constraints on the formation
of passive galaxies, MNRAS 499 (2020) 4748 [1910.09552].

[53] J. Binney and S. Tremaine, Galactic dynamics, Princeton University Press (1987).

[54] J. Binney and S. Tremaine, Galactic Dynamics: Second Edition, Princeton University Press
(2008).

[55] M. Roshan, N. Ghafourian, T. Kashfi, I. Banik, M. Haslbauer, V. Cuomo et al., Fast galaxy
bars continue to challenge standard cosmology, MNRAS 508 (2021) 926 [2106.10304].

[56] M.S. Yun, Tidal Interactions in M81 Group, in Galaxy Interactions at Low and High
Redshift, J.E. Barnes and D.B. Sanders, eds., vol. 186, p. 81, Jan., 1999.

[57] R.C. Thomson, S. Laine and A. Turnbull, Towards an Interaction Model of M81, M82 and
NGC 3077, in Galaxy Interactions at Low and High Redshift, J.E. Barnes and D.B. Sanders,
eds., vol. 186, p. 135, Jan., 1999.

[58] W. Oehm, I. Thies and P. Kroupa, Constraints on the dynamical evolution of the galaxy
group M81, MNRAS 467 (2017) 273 [1701.01441].

[59] S. Kazantzidis, L. Mayer, C. Mastropietro, J. Diemand, J. Stadel and B. Moore, Density
Profiles of Cold Dark Matter Substructure: Implications for the Missing-Satellites Problem,
ApJ 608 (2004) 663 [astro-ph/0312194].

[60] E. Asencio, I. Banik, S. Mieske, A. Venhola, P. Kroupa and H. Zhao, The distribution and
morphologies of Fornax Cluster dwarf galaxies suggest they lack dark matter, MNRAS 515
(2022) 2981 [2208.02265].

[61] M. Haslbauer, I. Banik, P. Kroupa and K. Grishunin, The ultra-diffuse dwarf galaxies NGC
1052-DF2 and 1052-DF4 are in conflict with standard cosmology, MNRAS 489 (2019)
2634 [1909.04663].

[62] A. Amruth, T. Broadhurst, J. Lim, M. Oguri, G.F. Smoot, J.M. Diego et al., Anomalies in
Gravitational-Lensed Images Revealing Einstein Rings Modulated by Wavelike Dark
Matter, Nature Astronomy 7 (2023) 736 [2304.09895].

[63] J.D. Simon, The Faintest Dwarf Galaxies, ARAA 57 (2019) 375 [1901.05465].

[64] J. Dubinski, J.C. Mihos and L. Hernquist, Using Tidal Tails to Probe Dark Matter Halos,
ApJ 462 (1996) 576 [astro-ph/9509010].

[65] J. Pflamm-Altenburg, P. Kroupa, I. Thies, T. Jerabkova, G. Beccari, T. Prusti et al., Degree
of stochastic asymmetry in the tidal tails of star clusters, A&A 671 (2023) A88
[2301.02251].

42

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2461
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.02155
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.09552
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab2553
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.10304
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw3381
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.01441
https://doi.org/10.1086/420840
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0312194
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1765
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1765
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.02265
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2270
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2270
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.04663
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-023-01943-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.09895
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-091918-104453
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.05465
https://doi.org/10.1086/177174
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9509010
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202244243
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.02251


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[66] P. Kroupa, T. Jerabkova, I. Thies, J. Pflamm-Altenburg, B. Famaey, H.M.J. Boffin et al.,
Asymmetrical tidal tails of open star clusters: stars crossing their cluster’s práh† challenge
Newtonian gravitation, MNRAS 517 (2022) 3613 [2210.13472].

[67] T. Jerabkova, H.M.J. Boffin, G. Beccari, G. de Marchi, J.H.J. de Bruĳne and T. Prusti, The
800 pc long tidal tails of the Hyades star cluster. Possible discovery of candidate epicyclic
overdensities from an open star cluster, A& A 647 (2021) A137 [2103.12080].

[68] N. Wittenburg, P. Kroupa and B. Famaey, The Formation of Exponential Disk Galaxies in
MOND, ApJ 890 (2020) 173 [2002.01941].

[69] S.S. McGaugh, W.J.G. de Blok, J.M. Schombert, R. Kuzio de Naray and J.H. Kim, The
Rotation Velocity Attributable to Dark Matter at Intermediate Radii in Disk Galaxies, ApJ
659 (2007) 149 [astro-ph/0612410].

[70] S.S. McGaugh, A tale of two paradigms: the mutual incommensurability of ΛCDM and
MOND, Canadian Journal of Physics 93 (2015) 250 [1404.7525].

[71] B. Famaey and S.S. McGaugh, Modified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND): Observational
Phenomenology and Relativistic Extensions, Living Reviews in Relativity 15 (2012) 10
[1112.3960].

[72] D. Lynden-Bell, Dwarf galaxies and globular clusters in high velocity hydrogen streams.,
MNRAS 174 (1976) 695.

[73] P. Kroupa, C. Theis and C.M. Boily, The great disk of Milky-Way satellites and
cosmological sub-structures, A&A 431 (2005) 517 [astro-ph/0410421].

[74] M. Metz, P. Kroupa and N.I. Libeskind, The Orbital Poles of Milky Way Satellite Galaxies:
A Rotationally Supported Disk of Satellites, ApJ 680 (2008) 287 [0802.3899].

[75] M.S. Pawlowski and P. Kroupa, The Milky Way’s disc of classical satellite galaxies in light
of Gaia DR2, MNRAS 491 (2020) 3042 [1911.05081].

[76] A. Koch and E.K. Grebel, The Anisotropic Distribution of M31 Satellite Galaxies: A Polar
Great Plane of Early-type Companions, AJ 131 (2006) 1405 [astro-ph/0509258].

[77] M. Metz, P. Kroupa and H. Jerjen, The spatial distribution of the Milky Way and
Andromeda satellite galaxies, MNRAS 374 (2007) 1125 [astro-ph/0610933].

[78] R.A. Ibata, G.F. Lewis, A.R. Conn, M.J. Irwin, A.W. McConnachie, S.C. Chapman et al., A
vast, thin plane of corotating dwarf galaxies orbiting the Andromeda galaxy, Nature 493
(2013) 62 [1301.0446].

[79] R.B. Tully, N.I. Libeskind, I.D. Karachentsev, V.E. Karachentseva, L. Rizzi and E.J. Shaya,
Two Planes of Satellites in the Centaurus A Group, ApJL 802 (2015) L25 [1503.05599].

43

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2563
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.13472
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039949
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12080
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab6d73
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.01941
https://doi.org/10.1086/511807
https://doi.org/10.1086/511807
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0612410
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2014-0203
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.7525
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2012-10
https://arxiv.org/abs/1112.3960
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/174.3.695
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20041122
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0410421
https://doi.org/10.1086/587833
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.3899
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3163
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.05081
https://doi.org/10.1086/499534
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509258
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11228.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0610933
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11717
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11717
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.0446
https://doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/802/2/L25
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.05599


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[80] O. Müller, M.S. Pawlowski, F. Lelli, K. Fahrion, M. Rejkuba, M. Hilker et al., The coherent
motion of Cen A dwarf satellite galaxies remains a challenge for ΛCDM cosmology, A&A
645 (2021) L5 [2012.08138].

[81] K. Chiboucas, B.A. Jacobs, R.B. Tully and I.D. Karachentsev, Confirmation of Faint Dwarf
Galaxies in the M81 Group, AJ 146 (2013) 126 [1309.4130].

[82] D. Martínez-Delgado, D. Makarov, B. Javanmardi, M.S. Pawlowski, L. Makarova,
G. Donatiello et al., Tracing satellite planes in the Sculptor group. I. Discovery of three faint
dwarf galaxies around NGC 253, A& A 652 (2021) A48 [2106.08868].

[83] N.G. Ibata, R.A. Ibata, B. Famaey and G.F. Lewis, Velocity anti-correlation of diametrically
opposed galaxy satellites in the low-redshift Universe, Nature 511 (2014) 563 [1407.8178].

[84] M.S. Pawlowski, It’s time for some plane speaking, Nature Astronomy 5 (2021) 1185.

[85] M.S. Pawlowski, Phase-Space Correlations among Systems of Satellite Galaxies, Galaxies
9 (2021) 66 [2109.02654].

[86] Y. Xu, X. Kang and N.I. Libeskind, On the Satellite Plane Problem, arXiv e-prints (2023)
[2303.00441].

[87] T. Sawala, M. Cautun, C. Frenk, J. Helly, J. Jasche, A. Jenkins et al., The Milky Way’s plane
of satellites is consistent with ΛCDM, Nature Astronomy (2022) [2205.02860].

[88] K.J. Kanehisa, M.S. Pawlowski, O. Müller and S.T. Sohn, Classifying the satellite plane
membership of Centaurus A’s dwarf galaxies using orbital alignment constraints, MNRAS
519 (2023) 6184 [2301.07113].

[89] M. Haslbauer, J. Dabringhausen, P. Kroupa, B. Javanmardi and I. Banik, Galaxies lacking
dark matter in the Illustris simulation, A&A 626 (2019) A47 [1905.03258].

[90] J. Dabringhausen and P. Kroupa, Dwarf elliptical galaxies as ancient tidal dwarf galaxies,
MNRAS 429 (2013) 1858 [1211.1382].

[91] M.S. Pawlowski, P. Kroupa and H. Jerjen, Dwarf galaxy planes: the discovery of symmetric
structures in the Local Group, MNRAS 435 (2013) 1928 [1307.6210].

[92] A.W. McConnachie, The Observed Properties of Dwarf Galaxies in and around the Local
Group, AJ 144 (2012) 4 [1204.1562].

[93] M.S. Pawlowski and S.S. McGaugh, Perseus I and the NGC 3109 association in the context
of the Local Group dwarf galaxy structures, MNRAS 440 (2014) 908 [1402.4130].

[94] B. Binggeli, A. Sandage and G.A. Tammann, The luminosity function of galaxies., ARAA 26
(1988) 509.

[95] R. Delgado-Serrano, F. Hammer, Y.B. Yang, M. Puech, H. Flores and M. Rodrigues, How
was the Hubble sequence 6 Gyr ago?, A&A 509 (2010) A78 [0906.2805].

44

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039973
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039973
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.08138
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/146/5/126
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.4130
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141242
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.08868
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13481
https://arxiv.org/abs/1407.8178
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-021-01452-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies9030066
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies9030066
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02654
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.00441
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00441
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01856-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.02860
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad061
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad061
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.07113
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833771
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.03258
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts326
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1382
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1384
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.6210
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/144/1/4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.1562
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu321
https://arxiv.org/abs/1402.4130
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.26.090188.002453
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.aa.26.090188.002453
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/200912704
https://arxiv.org/abs/0906.2805


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[96] M. Vogelsberger, S. Genel, V. Springel, P. Torrey, D. Sĳacki, D. Xu et al., Properties of
galaxies reproduced by a hydrodynamic simulation, Nature 509 (2014) 177 [1405.1418].

[97] M. Haslbauer, I. Banik, P. Kroupa, N. Wittenburg and B. Javanmardi, The High Fraction of
Thin Disk Galaxies Continues to Challenge ΛCDM Cosmology, ApJ 925 (2022) 183
[2202.01221].

[98] J. Kormendy, N. Drory, R. Bender and M.E. Cornell, Bulgeless Giant Galaxies Challenge
Our Picture of Galaxy Formation by Hierarchical Clustering, ApJ 723 (2010) 54
[1009.3015].

[99] R. Eappen, P. Kroupa, N. Wittenburg, M. Haslbauer and B. Famaey, The formation of
early-type galaxies through monolithic collapse of gas clouds in Milgromian gravity,
MNRAS 516 (2022) 1081 [2209.00024].

[100] Z. Yan, T. Jeřábková and P. Kroupa, Downsizing revised: Star formation timescales for
elliptical galaxies with an environment-dependent IMF and number of SNIa, A&A 655
(2021) A19 [2107.03388].

[101] N. Salvador-Rusiñol, A. Ferré-Mateu, A. Vazdekis and M.A. Beasley, Lessons from the
massive relic NGC 1277: Remaining in situstar formation in the cores of massive galaxies,
MNRAS 515 (2022) 4514 [2207.01968].

[102] D. Lena, A. Robinson, A. Marconi, D.J. Axon, A. Capetti, D. Merritt et al., Recoiling
Supermassive Black Holes: A Search in the Nearby Universe, ApJ 795 (2014) 146
[1409.3976].

[103] P. Kroupa, L. Subr, T. Jerabkova and L. Wang, Very high redshift quasars and the rapid
emergence of supermassive black holes, MNRAS 498 (2020) 5652 [2007.14402].

[104] C. DeGraf and D. Sĳacki, Cosmological simulations of massive black hole seeds:
predictions for next-generation electromagnetic and gravitational wave observations,
MNRAS 491 (2020) 4973 [1906.11271].

[105] A.G. Riess, W. Yuan, L.M. Macri, D. Scolnic, D. Brout, S. Casertano et al., A
Comprehensive Measurement of the Local Value of the Hubble Constant with 1 km s−1

Mpc−1 Uncertainty from the Hubble Space Telescope and the SH0ES Team, ApJL 934
(2022) L7 [2112.04510].

[106] V. Poulin, T.L. Smith and T. Karwal, The Ups and Downs of Early Dark Energy solutions to
the Hubble tension: a review of models, hints and constraints circa 2023, arXiv e-prints
(2023) [2302.09032].

[107] S. Goldstein, J.C. Hill, V. Iršič and B.D. Sherwin, Canonical Hubble-Tension-Resolving
Early Dark Energy Cosmologies are Inconsistent with the Lyman-𝛼 Forest, arXiv e-prints
(2023) [2303.00746].

45

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13316
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1418
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac46ac
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.01221
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/723/1/54
https://arxiv.org/abs/1009.3015
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2229
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.00024
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140683
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140683
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.03388
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2070
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.01968
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/795/2/14610.48550/arXiv.1409.3976
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.3976
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2276
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.14402
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3309
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11271
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac5c5b
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac5c5b
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.04510
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.09032
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.00746
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.00746
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.00746


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[108] B.L. Hoscheit and A.J. Barger, The KBC Void: Consistency with Supernovae Type Ia and
the Kinematic SZ Effect in a ΛLTB Model, ApJ 854 (2018) 46 [1801.01890].

[109] M. Haslbauer, I. Banik and P. Kroupa, The KBC void and Hubble tension contradict ΛCDM
on a Gpc scale - Milgromian dynamics as a possible solution, MNRAS 499 (2020) 2845
[2009.11292].

[110] W.J. Frith, G.S. Busswell, R. Fong, N. Metcalfe and T. Shanks, The local hole in the galaxy
distribution: evidence from 2MASS, MNRAS 345 (2003) 1049 [astro-ph/0302331].

[111] J.R. Whitbourn and T. Shanks, The galaxy luminosity function and the Local Hole, MNRAS
459 (2016) 496 [1603.02322].

[112] T. Shanks, L.M. Hogarth and N. Metcalfe, Gaia Cepheid parallaxes and ’Local Hole’
relieve H0 tension, MNRAS 484 (2019) L64 [1810.02595].

[113] T. Shanks, L.M. Hogarth, N. Metcalfe and J. Whitbourn, Local Hole revisited: evidence for
bulk motions and self-consistent outflow, MNRAS 490 (2019) 4715 [1909.01878].

[114] J.H.W. Wong, T. Shanks, N. Metcalfe and J.R. Whitbourn, The local hole: a galaxy
underdensity covering 90 per cent of sky to ≈200 Mpc, MNRAS 511 (2022) 5742
[2107.08505].

[115] I.D. Karachentsev, Missing dark matter in the local universe, Astrophysical Bulletin 67
(2012) 123 [1204.3377].

[116] E.Ó. Colgáin, A hint of matter underdensity at low z?, JCAP 2019 (2019) 006
[1903.11743].

[117] W.D. Kenworthy, D. Scolnic and A. Riess, The Local Perspective on the Hubble Tension:
Local Structure Does Not Impact Measurement of the Hubble Constant, ApJ 875 (2019)
145 [1901.08681].

[118] D. Brout, D. Scolnic, B. Popovic, A.G. Riess, A. Carr, J. Zuntz et al., The Pantheon+
Analysis: Cosmological Constraints, ApJ 938 (2022) 110 [2202.04077].

[119] V.V. Luković, B.S. Haridasu and N. Vittorio, Exploring the evidence for a large local void
with supernovae Ia data, MNRAS 491 (2020) 2075 [1907.11219].

[120] L. Kazantzidis and L. Perivolaropoulos, Hints of a local matter underdensity or modified
gravity in the low z Pantheon data, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 023520 [2004.02155].

[121] S. Castello, M. Högås and E. Mörtsell, A cosmological underdensity does not solve the
Hubble tension, JCAP 2022 (2022) 003 [2110.04226].

[122] R. Watkins, T. Allen, C.J. Bradford, A. Ramon, A. Walker, H.A. Feldman et al., Analysing
the large-scale bulk flow using cosmicflows4: increasing tension with the standard
cosmological model, MNRAS 524 (2023) 1885 [2302.02028].

46

https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaa59b
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.01890
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2348
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11292
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2003.07027.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0302331
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw555
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw555
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.02322
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/sly239
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02595
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2863
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01878
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac396
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.08505
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1990341312020010
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1990341312020010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1204.3377
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2019/09/006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.11743
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab0ebf
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab0ebf
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.08681
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8e04
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.04077
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.11219
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.023520
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.02155
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2022/07/003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.04226
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1984
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.02028


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[123] K.C. Wong, S.H. Suyu, G.C.F. Chen, C.E. Rusu, M. Millon, D. Sluse et al., H0LiCOW -
XIII. A 2.4 per cent measurement of H0 from lensed quasars: 5.3𝜎 tension between early-
and late-Universe probes, MNRAS 498 (2020) 1420 [1907.04869].

[124] M. Millon, A. Galan, F. Courbin, T. Treu, S.H. Suyu, X. Ding et al., TDCOSMO. I. An
exploration of systematic uncertainties in the inference of H0 from time-delay cosmography,
A&A 639 (2020) A101 [1912.08027].

[125] C. Krishnan, E.Ó. Colgáin, A.A. Ruchika, Sen, M.M. Sheikh-Jabbari and T. Yang, Is there
an early Universe solution to Hubble tension?, Physical Review D 102 (2020) 103525
[2002.06044].

[126] M.G. Dainotti, B. De Simone, T. Schiavone, G. Montani, E. Rinaldi and G. Lambiase, On
the Hubble Constant Tension in the SNe Ia Pantheon Sample, ApJ 912 (2021) 150
[2103.02117].

[127] M.G. Dainotti, B.D. De Simone, T. Schiavone, G. Montani, E. Rinaldi, G. Lambiase et al.,
On the Evolution of the Hubble Constant with the SNe Ia Pantheon Sample and Baryon
Acoustic Oscillations: A Feasibility Study for GRB-Cosmology in 2030, Galaxies 10 (2022)
24 [2201.09848].

[128] X.D. Jia, J.P. Hu and F.Y. Wang, Evidence of a decreasing trend for the Hubble constant,
A&A 674 (2023) A45 [2212.00238].

[129] J.-P. Hu and F.-Y. Wang, Hubble Tension: The Evidence of New Physics, Universe 9 (2023)
94 [2302.05709].

[130] M. Zajaček, B. Czerny, M.L. Martinez-Aldama, M. Rałowski, A. Olejak, R. Przyłuski et al.,
Time Delay of Mg II Emission Response for the Luminous Quasar HE 0435-4312: toward
Application of the High-accretor Radius-Luminosity Relation in Cosmology, ApJ 912
(2021) 10 [2012.12409].

[131] S. Cao, M. Zajaček, S. Panda, M.L. Martínez-Aldama, B. Czerny and B. Ratra,
Standardizing reverberation-measured C IV time-lag quasars, and using them with
standardized Mg II quasars to constrain cosmological parameters, MNRAS 516 (2022)
1721 [2205.15552].

[132] E. Lusso, E. Piedipalumbo, G. Risaliti, M. Paolillo, S. Bisogni, E. Nardini et al., Tension
with the flat ΛCDM model from a high-redshift Hubble diagram of supernovae, quasars,
and gamma-ray bursts, A& A 628 (2019) L4 [1907.07692].

[133] E. Lusso, G. Risaliti, E. Nardini, G. Bargiacchi, M. Benetti, S. Bisogni et al., Quasars as
standard candles. III. Validation of a new sample for cosmological studies, A& A 642
(2020) A150 [2008.08586].

[134] K. Migkas, F. Pacaud, G. Schellenberger, J. Erler, N.T. Nguyen-Dang, T.H. Reiprich et al.,
Cosmological implications of the anisotropy of ten galaxy cluster scaling relations, A&A
649 (2021) A151 [2103.13904].

47

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.04869
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201937351
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.08027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.103525
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.06044
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abeb73
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.02117
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies10010024
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies10010024
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09848
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202346356
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.00238
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe9020094
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe9020094
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.05709
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abe9b2
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abe9b2
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.12409
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2325
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2325
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.15552
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936223
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07692
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038899
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202038899
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.08586
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140296
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140296
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.13904


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[135] N.J. Secrest, S. von Hausegger, M. Rameez, R. Mohayaee and S. Sarkar, A Challenge to the
Standard Cosmological Model, ApJL 937 (2022) L31 [2206.05624].

[136] I. Horvath, D. Szécsi, J. Hakkila, Á. Szabó, I.I. Racz, L.V. Tóth et al., The clustering of
gamma-ray bursts in the Hercules-Corona Borealis Great Wall: the largest structure in the
Universe?, MNRAS 498 (2020) 2544 [2008.03679].

[137] A. Dupuy and H.M. Courtois, Watersheds of the Universe: Laniakea and five newcomers in
the neighborhood, arXiv (2023) [2305.02339].

[138] P. Kroupa, M. Haslbauer, I. Banik, S.T. Nagesh and J. Pflamm-Altenburg, Constraints on
the star formation histories of galaxies in the Local Cosmological Volume, MNRAS 497
(2020) 37 [2007.07905].

[139] M. Haslbauer, P. Kroupa and T. Jerabkova, The cosmological star formation history from
the Local Cosmological Volume of galaxies and constraints on the matter homogeneity,
MNRAS 524 (2023) 3252 [2306.16436].

[140] E. Di Valentino, L.A. Anchordoqui, Ö. Akarsu, Y. Ali-Haimoud, L. Amendola, N. Arendse
et al., Cosmology Intertwined III: f𝜎8 and S8, Astroparticle Physics 131 (2021) 102604
[2008.11285].

[141] T.M.C. Abbott, M. Aguena, A. Alarcon, O. Alves, A. Amon, F. Andrade-Oliveira et al.,
Joint analysis of Dark Energy Survey Year 3 data and CMB lensing from SPT and Planck.
III. Combined cosmological constraints, Physical Review D 107 (2023) 023531
[2206.10824].

[142] P. Kumar Aluri, P. Cea, P. Chingangbam, M.-C. Chu, R.G. Clowes, D. Hutsemékers et al.,
Is the observable Universe consistent with the cosmological principle?, Classical and
Quantum Gravity 40 (2023) 094001 [2207.05765].

[143] R. Mohayaee, M. Rameez and S. Sarkar, Do supernovae indicate an accelerating universe?,
European Physical Journal Special Topics 230 (2021) 2067 [2106.03119].

[144] C. Krishnan, E. Ó Colgáin, M.M. Sheikh-Jabbari and T. Yang, Running Hubble tension and
a H0 diagnostic, Physical Review D 103 (2021) 103509 [2011.02858].

[145] E. Asencio, I. Banik and P. Kroupa, A massive blow for ΛCDM - the high redshift, mass,
and collision velocity of the interacting galaxy cluster El Gordo contradicts concordance
cosmology, MNRAS 500 (2021) 5249 [2012.03950].

[146] E. Asencio, I. Banik and P. Kroupa, The El Gordo galaxy cluster challenges LCDM for any
plausible collision velocity, ApJ, in press (2023) [2308.00744].

[147] D. Kraljic and S. Sarkar, How rare is the Bullet Cluster (in a ΛCDM universe)?, Journal of
Cosmology and Astroparticle Physics 2015 (2015) 050 [1412.7719].

[148] D.J. Schwarz, C.J. Copi, D. Huterer and G.D. Starkman, CMB anomalies after Planck,
Classical and Quantum Gravity 33 (2016) 184001 [1510.07929].

48

https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac88c0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.05624
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2460
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03679
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.02339
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.02339
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1851
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1851
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07905
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1986
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2021.102604
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11285
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.023531
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.10824
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acbefc
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/acbefc
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.05765
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00199-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103509
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.02858
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3441
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.03950
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.00744
https://arxiv.org/abs/2308.00744
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/04/050
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/04/050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.7719
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/18/184001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.07929


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[149] B. Javanmardi and P. Kroupa, Anisotropy in the all-sky distribution of galaxy
morphological types, A&A 597 (2017) A120 [1609.06719].

[150] H.K. Eriksen, F.K. Hansen, A.J. Banday, K.M. Górski and P.B. Lilje, Asymmetries in the
Cosmic Microwave Background Anisotropy Field, ApJ 605 (2004) 14
[astro-ph/0307507].

[151] L. Shamir, Analysis of spin directions of galaxies in the DESI Legacy Survey, MNRAS 516
(2022) 2281 [2208.13866].

[152] L. Shamir and D. McAdam, A possible tension between galaxy rotational velocity and
observed physical properties, arXiv (2022) [2212.04044].

[153] M. Haslbauer, P. Kroupa, A.H. Zonoozi and H. Haghi, Has JWST Already Falsified
Dark-matter-driven Galaxy Formation?, ApJL 939 (2022) L31 [2210.14915].

[154] P. Arrabal Haro, M. Dickinson, S.L. Finkelstein, J.S. Kartaltepe, C.T. Donnan,
D. Burgarella et al., Spectroscopic verification of very luminous galaxy candidates in the
early universe, Mar., 2023. 10.48550/arXiv.2303.15431.

[155] P. Dayal and S.K. Giri, Warm dark matter constraints from the JWST, Mar., 2023.
10.48550/arXiv.2303.14239.

[156] P.A. Oesch, G. Brammer, P.G. van Dokkum, G.D. Illingworth, R.J. Bouwens, I. Labbé
et al., A Remarkably Luminous Galaxy at z=11.1 Measured with Hubble Space Telescope
Grism Spectroscopy, ApJ 819 (2016) 129 [1603.00461].

[157] R.P. Naidu, P.A. Oesch, P. van Dokkum, E.J. Nelson, K.A. Suess, G. Brammer et al., Two
Remarkably Luminous Galaxy Candidates at z ≈ 10-12 Revealed by JWST, ApJL 940
(2022) L14 [2207.09434].

[158] A. Ferrara, A. Pallottini and P. Dayal, On the stunning abundance of super-early, luminous
galaxies revealed by JWST, MNRAS 522 (2023) 3986 [2208.00720].

[159] S. Gu, M.-A. Dor, L. van Waerbeke, M. Asgari, A. Mead, T. Tröster et al., A non-standard
Halo Mass Function as a solution to the structure-growth tension, application to
KiDS-1000 and DES-y3, arXiv e-prints (2023) [2302.00780].

[160] E.F. Bunn and M. White, The 4 Year COBE Normalization and Large-Scale Structure, ApJ
480 (1997) 6 [astro-ph/9607060].

[161] M. Vogelsberger, S. Genel, V. Springel, P. Torrey, D. Sĳacki, D. Xu et al., Introducing the
Illustris Project: simulating the coevolution of dark and visible matter in the Universe,
MNRAS 444 (2014) 1518 [1405.2921].

[162] R. Kraft, M. Markevitch, C. Kilbourne, J.S. Adams, H. Akamatsu, M. Ayromlou et al., Line
Emission Mapper (LEM): Probing the physics of cosmic ecosystems, arXiv e-prints (2022)
[2211.09827].

49

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629408
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.06719
https://doi.org/10.1086/382267
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0307507
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2372
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2372
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.13866
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2212.04044
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.04044
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac9a50
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.14915
https://doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/819/2/129
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.00461
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac9b22
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac9b22
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.09434
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1095
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.00720
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.00780
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00780
https://doi.org/10.1086/303955
https://doi.org/10.1086/303955
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9607060
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1536
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2921
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2211.09827
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09827


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[163] M. López-Corredoira, Fundamental Ideas in Cosmology; Scientific, philosophical and
sociological critical perspectives, IOP ebooks (2022), 10.1088/978-0-7503-3775-5.

[164] M. López-Corredoira and L. Marmet, Alternative ideas in cosmology, International
Journal of Modern Physics D 31 (2022) 2230014 [2202.12897].

[165] I. Banik and H. Zhao, From Galactic Bars to the Hubble Tension: Weighing Up the
Astrophysical Evidence for Milgromian Gravity, Symmetry 14 (2022) 1331 [2110.06936].

[166] K. Freese and M.W. Winkler, Dark matter and gravitational waves from a dark big bang,
PhRvD 107 (2023) 083522 [2302.11579].

[167] T. Schiavone, G. Montani and F. Bombacigno, f(R) gravity in the Jordan frame as a
paradigm for the Hubble tension, MNRAS 522 (2023) L72 [2211.16737].

[168] J. María Ezquiaga, J. García-Bellido and V. Vennin, Massive galaxy clusters like “El
Gordo” hint at primordial quantum diffusion, arXiv:2207.06317 (2022) [2207.06317].

[169] T. Buchert, On Average Properties of Inhomogeneous Fluids in General Relativity: Dust
Cosmologies, General Relativity and Gravitation 32 (2000) 105 [gr-qc/9906015].

[170] T. Buchert, H. van Elst and A. Heinesen, The averaging problem on the past null cone in
inhomogeneous dust cosmologies, General Relativity and Gravitation 55 (2023) 7
[2202.10798].

[171] D.L. Wiltshire, Cosmic clocks, cosmic variance and cosmic averages, New Journal of
Physics 9 (2007) 377 [gr-qc/0702082].

[172] D.L. Wiltshire, Exact Solution to the Averaging Problem in Cosmology, Physical Review
Letters 99 (2007) 251101 [0709.0732].

[173] D.L. Wiltshire, Average observational quantities in the timescape cosmology, Physical
Review D 80 (2009) 123512 [0909.0749].

[174] D.L. Wiltshire, Comment on “Hubble flow variations as a test for inhomogeneous
cosmology”, A&A 624 (2019) A12 [1812.01586].

[175] G. Lemaître, L’Univers en expansion, Annales de la Soci&eacute;t&eacute; Scientifique de
Bruxelles 53 (1933) 51.

[176] R.C. Tolman, Effect of Inhomogeneity on Cosmological Models, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Science 20 (1934) 169.

[177] H. Bondi, Spherically symmetrical models in general relativity, MNRAS 107 (1947) 410.

[178] K. Enqvist, Lemaitre Tolman Bondi model and accelerating expansion, General Relativity
and Gravitation 40 (2008) 451 [0709.2044].

[179] B. Javanmardi, C. Porciani, P. Kroupa and J. Pflamm-Altenburg, Probing the Isotropy of
Cosmic Acceleration Traced By Type Ia Supernovae, ApJ 810 (2015) 47 [1507.07560].

50

https://doi.org/10.1088/978-0-7503-3775-5
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271822300142
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271822300142
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.12897
https://doi.org/10.3390/sym14071331
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.06936
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.083522
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11579
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slad041
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.16737
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2207.06317
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.06317
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1001800617177
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9906015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-022-03051-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.10798
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/9/10/377
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/9/10/377
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0702082
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.251101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.251101
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.0732
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.123512
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.123512
https://arxiv.org/abs/0909.0749
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201834833
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.01586
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.20.3.169
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.20.3.169
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/107.5-6.410
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0553-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0553-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/0709.2044
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/810/1/47
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.07560


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[180] F. Melia and A.S.H. Shevchuk, The Rℎ=ct universe, MNRAS 419 (2012) 2579 [1109.5189].

[181] F. Melia, The Cosmic Spacetime, Australian Physics 49 (2012) 83 [1205.2713].

[182] F. Melia, Fitting the Union2.1 Supernova Sample with the R ℎ = ct Universe, AJ 144 (2012)
110 [1206.6289].

[183] F. Melia, The Rℎ = ct universe without inflation, A&A 553 (2013) A76 [1206.6527].

[184] F. Melia, The Cosmic Timeline Implied by the JWST High-redshift Galaxies, MNRAS
(2023) [2302.10103].

[185] F. Melia, Quantum fluctuations at the Planck scale, European Physical Journal C 79 (2019)
455 [1905.08626].

[186] F. Melia, A Population III-Generated Dust Screen at z 16, ApJ 941 (2022) 178
[2211.06316].

[187] D. Merritt, A Philosophical Approach to MOND: Assessing the Milgromian Research
Program in Cosmology, Cambridge Series in History and Philosophy of Physics and
Astronomy (2020).

[188] A. Maeder, Dynamical Effects of the Scale Invariance of the Empty Space: The Fall of Dark
Matter?, ApJ 849 (2017) 158 [1710.11425].

[189] A. Maeder, Scale-invariant Cosmology and CMB Temperatures as a Function of Redshifts,
ApJ 847 (2017) 65 [1708.08648].

[190] A. Maeder, An Alternative to the ΛCDM Model: The Case of Scale Invariance, ApJ 834
(2017) 194 [1701.03964].

[191] V.G. Gueorguiev and A. Maeder, The Scale Invariant Vacuum Paradigm: Main Results and
Current Progress, Universe 8 (2022) 213 [2202.08412].

[192] M. Milgrom, The Mond Limit from Spacetime Scale Invariance, ApJ 698 (2009) 1630
[0810.4065].

[193] A. Maeder and V.G. Gueorguiev, Scale-invariant dynamics of galaxies, MOND, dark
matter, and the dwarf spheroidals, MNRAS 492 (2020) 2698 [2001.04978].

[194] A. Maeder, MOND as a peculiar case of the SIV theory, MNRAS 520 (2023) 1447
[2302.06206].

[195] I. Banik and P. Kroupa, Scale-invariant dynamics in the Solar system, MNRAS 497 (2020)
L62 [2007.00654].

[196] A. Maeder and V.G. Gueorguiev, Scale invariance, horizons, and inflation, MNRAS 504
(2021) 4005 [2104.09314].

51

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19906.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.5189
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1205.2713
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.2713
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/144/4/110
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-6256/144/4/110
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.6289
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220447
https://arxiv.org/abs/1206.6527
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slad025
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slad025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.10103
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6963-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-6963-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.08626
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aca412
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.06316
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa92cc
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.11425
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa88cf
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08648
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/834/2/194
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/834/2/194
https://arxiv.org/abs/1701.03964
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe8040213
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.08412
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/698/2/1630
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.4065
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3613
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.04978
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad078
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.06206
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa113
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slaa113
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.00654
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1102
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.09314


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[197] A. Maeder and V.G. Gueorguiev, The growth of the density fluctuations in the
scale-invariant vacuum theory, Physics of the Dark Universe 25 (2019) 100315
[1811.03495].

[198] A. Maeder, Evolution of the early Universe in the scale invariant theory, arXiv (2019)
[1902.10115].

[199] E. Verlinde, Emergent Gravity and the Dark Universe, SciPost Physics 2 (2017) 016
[1611.02269].

[200] D.S. Hajdukovic, Concerning impact of the quantum vacuum on orbits of planets,
Astrophysics and Space Science 364 (2019) 174.

[201] J.W. Moffat and V. Toth, Scalar-Tensor-Vector Modified Gravity in Light of the Planck 2018
Data, Universe 7 (2021) 358 [2104.12806].

[202] F. Lelli, S.S. McGaugh and J.M. Schombert, Testing Verlinde’s emergent gravity with the
radial acceleration relation, MNRAS 468 (2017) L68 [1702.04355].

[203] I. Banik and P. Kroupa, Solar System limits on gravitational dipoles, MNRAS 495 (2020)
3974 [2006.06000].

[204] H. Haghi, V. Amiri, A. Hasani Zonoozi, I. Banik, P. Kroupa and M. Haslbauer, The Star
Formation History and Dynamics of the Ultra-diffuse Galaxy Dragonfly 44 in MOND and
MOG, ApJL 884 (2019) L25 [1909.07978].

[205] M. Milgrom, A modification of the Newtonian dynamics as a possible alternative to the
hidden mass hypothesis., ApJ 270 (1983) 365.

[206] M. Milgrom, A modification of the Newtonian dynamics - Implications for galaxies., ApJ
270 (1983) 371.

[207] M. Milgrom, A modification of the newtonian dynamics : implications for galaxy systems.,
ApJ 270 (1983) 384.

[208] J. Bekenstein and M. Milgrom, Does the missing mass problem signal the breakdown of
Newtonian gravity?, ApJ 286 (1984) 7.

[209] P. Kroupa, M. Pawlowski and M. Milgrom, The Failures of the Standard Model of
Cosmology Require a New Paradigm, International Journal of Modern Physics D 21 (2012)
1230003 [1301.3907].

[210] R.H. Sanders, Cosmology with modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND), MNRAS 296 (1998)
1009 [astro-ph/9710335].

[211] S. McGaugh, MOND in the early universe, in After the Dark Ages: When Galaxies were
Young (the Universe at 2 < 𝑧 < 5), S. Holt and E. Smith, eds., vol. 470 of American
Institute of Physics Conference Series, pp. 72–76, Apr., 1999, DOI [astro-ph/9812328].

52

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2019.100315
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.03495
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1902.10115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.10115
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.2.3.016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.02269
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-019-3665-2
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7100358
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.12806
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slx031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.04355
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1447
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa1447
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.06000
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab4517
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.07978
https://doi.org/10.1086/161130
https://doi.org/10.1086/161131
https://doi.org/10.1086/161131
https://doi.org/10.1086/161132
https://doi.org/10.1086/162570
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271812300030
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271812300030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1301.3907
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01459.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01459.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9710335
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.58637
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9812328


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[212] K.G. Begeman, A.H. Broeils and R.H. Sanders, Extended rotation curves of spiral galaxies
: dark haloes and modified dynamics., MNRAS 249 (1991) 523.

[213] S.T. Nagesh, P. Kroupa, I. Banik, B. Famaey, N. Ghafourian, M. Roshan et al., Simulations
of star-forming main-sequence galaxies in Milgromian gravity, MNRAS 519 (2023) 5128
[2212.07447].

[214] F. Lelli, S.S. McGaugh, J.M. Schombert and M.S. Pawlowski, One Law to Rule Them All:
The Radial Acceleration Relation of Galaxies, ApJ 836 (2017) 152 [1610.08981].

[215] F. Renaud, B. Famaey and P. Kroupa, Star formation triggered by galaxy interactions in
modified gravity, MNRAS 463 (2016) 3637 [1609.04407].

[216] I. Banik, D. O’Ryan and H. Zhao, Origin of the Local Group satellite planes, MNRAS 477
(2018) 4768 [1802.00440].

[217] M. Bílek, I. Thies, P. Kroupa and B. Famaey, MOND simulation suggests an origin for
some peculiarities in the Local Group, A&A 614 (2018) A59 [1712.04938].

[218] M. Bílek, I. Thies, P. Kroupa and B. Famaey, Are Disks of Satellites Comprised of Tidal
Dwarf Galaxies?, Galaxies 9 (2021) 100 [2111.05306].

[219] I. Banik, I. Thies, R. Truelove, G. Candlish, B. Famaey, M.S. Pawlowski et al., 3D
hydrodynamic simulations for the formation of the Local Group satellite planes, MNRAS
513 (2022) 129 [2204.09687].

[220] T. Okazaki and Y. Taniguchi, Dwarf Galaxy Formation Induced by Galaxy Interactions,
ApJ 543 (2000) 149 [astro-ph/0006006].

[221] F. Lüghausen, B. Famaey, P. Kroupa, G. Angus, F. Combes, G. Gentile et al., Polar ring
galaxies as tests of gravity, MNRAS 432 (2013) 2846 [1304.4931].

[222] G.N. Candlish, The velocity field in MOND cosmology, MNRAS 460 (2016) 2571
[1605.03192].

[223] H. Katz, S. McGaugh, P. Teuben and G.W. Angus, Galaxy Cluster Bulk Flows and
Collision Velocities in QUMOND, ApJ 772 (2013) 10 [1305.3651].

[224] R.H. Sanders, A Faber-Jackson relation for clusters of galaxies: implications for modified
dynamics., A&A 284 (1994) L31.

[225] M. López-Corredoira, J.E. Betancort-Rĳo, R. Scarpa and Ž. Chrobáková, Virial theorem in
clusters of galaxies with MOND, MNRAS 517 (2022) 5734 [2210.13961].

[226] J. Wolf, G.D. Martinez, J.S. Bullock, M. Kaplinghat, M. Geha, R.R. Muñoz et al., Accurate
masses for dispersion-supported galaxies, MNRAS 406 (2010) 1220 [0908.2995].

[227] M. Safarzadeh and A. Loeb, The Challenge to MOND from Ultra-faint Dwarf Galaxies,
ApJL 914 (2021) L37 [2104.13961].

53

https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/249.3.523
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3645
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.07447
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/836/2/152
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.08981
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2331
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.04407
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty919
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty919
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.00440
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731939
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.04938
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies9040100
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.05306
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac722
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac722
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.09687
https://doi.org/10.1086/317109
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0006006
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt639
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4931
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw1130
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.03192
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/772/1/10
https://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3651
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac3117
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.13961
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.16753.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0908.2995
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac07aa
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.13961


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[228] P. Kroupa, Dwarf spheroidal satellite galaxies without dark matter, New Astronomy 2
(1997) 139.

[229] R.A. Casas, V. Arias, K. Peña Ramírez and P. Kroupa, Dwarf spheroidal satellites of the
Milky Way from dark matter free tidal dwarf galaxy progenitors: maps of orbits, MNRAS
424 (2012) 1941 [1205.5029].

[230] R. Ibata, A. Sollima, C. Nipoti, M. Bellazzini, S.C. Chapman and E. Dalessandro,
Polytropic Model Fits to the Globular Cluster NGC 2419 in Modified Newtonian Dynamics,
ApJ 743 (2011) 43 [1110.3892].

[231] R.H. Sanders, NGC 2419 does not challenge MOND, Part 2, MNRAS 422 (2012) L21
[1111.4334].

[232] L. Blanchet and J. Novak, External field effect of modified Newtonian dynamics in the Solar
system, MNRAS 412 (2011) 2530 [1010.1349].

[233] A. Hees, B. Famaey, G.W. Angus and G. Gentile, Combined Solar system and rotation
curve constraints on MOND, MNRAS 455 (2016) 449 [1510.01369].

[234] R. Scarpa, R. Ottolina, R. Falomo and A. Treves, Dynamics of wide binary stars: A case
study for testing Newtonian dynamics in the low acceleration regime, International Journal
of Modern Physics D 26 (2017) 1750067 [1611.08635].

[235] X. Hernandez, S. Cookson and R.A.M. Cortés, Internal kinematics of Gaia eDR3 wide
binaries, MNRAS 509 (2022) 2304 [2107.14797].

[236] C. Pittordis and W. Sutherland, Wide Binaries from GAIA EDR3: preference for GR over
MOND?, The Open Journal of Astrophysics 6 (2023) 4 [2205.02846].

[237] K.-H. Chae, Breakdown of the Newton-Einstein Standard Gravity at Low Acceleration in
Internal Dynamics of Wide Binary Stars, ApJ 952 (2023) 128 [2305.04613].

[238] C.J. Clarke, The distribution of relative proper motions of wide binaries in Gaia DR2:
MOND or multiplicity?, MNRAS 491 (2020) L72 [1910.10256].

[239] E. Vasiliev, The Effect of the LMC on the Milky Way System, Galaxies 11 (2023) 59
[2304.09136].

[240] E. Verlinde, On the origin of gravity and the laws of Newton, Journal of High Energy
Physics 2011 (2011) 29 [1001.0785].

[241] T. Stadtler, P. Kroupa and M. Schmid, The dynamics of spatially confined oscillations,
Canadian Journal of Physics 99 (2021) 222 [2105.03230].

[242] D. Zhang, P. Kroupa, J. Pflamm-Altenburg and M. Schmid, The Possible Emergence of an
Attractive Inverse-Square Law from the Wave-Nature of Particles, Advances in High Energy
Physics 2022 (2022) 7762 [2212.14798].

54

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1384-1076(97)00012-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1384-1076(97)00012-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21319.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21319.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5029
https://doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/743/1/43
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.3892
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-3933.2012.01227.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1111.4334
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.18076.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.1349
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2330
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.01369
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271817500675
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271817500675
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.08635
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab3038
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.14797
https://doi.org/10.21105/astro.2205.02846
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.02846
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ace101
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04613
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slz161
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.10256
https://doi.org/10.3390/galaxies11020059
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.09136
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2011)029
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2011)029
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0785
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2020-0313
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.03230
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/2907762
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/2907762
https://arxiv.org/abs/2212.14798


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[243] C. Skordis and T. Złośnik, New Relativistic Theory for Modified Newtonian Dynamics,
Physical Review Letters 127 (2021) 161302 [2007.00082].

[244] T. Mistele, S. McGaugh and S. Hossenfelder, Aether Scalar Tensor theory confronted with
weak lensing data at small accelerations, A&A, in press (2023) [2301.03499].

[245] M. Milgrom, The modified dynamics as a vacuum effect, Physics Letters A 253 (1999) 273
[astro-ph/9805346].

[246] G.W. Angus, Is an 11eV sterile neutrino consistent with clusters, the cosmic microwave
background and modified Newtonian dynamics?, MNRAS 394 (2009) 527 [0805.4014].

[247] G.W. Angus and A. Diaferio, The abundance of galaxy clusters in modified Newtonian
dynamics: cosmological simulations with massive neutrinos, MNRAS 417 (2011) 941
[1104.5040].

[248] N. Wittenburg, P. Kroupa, I. Banik, G. Candlish and N. Samaras, Hydrodynamical structure
formation in Milgromian cosmology, MNRAS 523 (2023) 453 [2305.05696].

[249] A. Nusser, Modified Newtonian dynamics of large-scale structure, MNRAS 331 (2002) 909
[astro-ph/0109016].

[250] R.H. Sanders, Forming galaxies with MOND, MNRAS 386 (2008) 1588 [0712.2576].

[251] G.W. Angus, A. Diaferio and P. Kroupa, Using dwarf satellite proper motions to determine
their origin, MNRAS 416 (2011) 1401 [1108.3697].

[252] E. Pointecouteau and J. Silk, New constraints on modified Newtonian dynamics from galaxy
clusters, MNRAS 364 (2005) 654 [astro-ph/0505017].

[253] M.J. Rees, Origin of pregalactic microwave background, Nature 275 (1978) 35.

[254] M. Rowan-Robinson, J. Negroponte and J. Silk, Distortions of the cosmic microwave
background spectrum by dust, Nature 281 (1979) 635.

[255] E.L. Wright, Thermalization of starlight by elongated grains - Could the microwave
background have been produced by stars, ApJ 255 (1982) 401.

[256] V. Vavryčuk, Universe opacity and CMB, MNRAS 478 (2018) 283 [1804.06875].

[257] F. Melia, A measurement of the cosmic expansion within our lifetime, European Journal of
Physics 43 (2022) 035601 [2112.12599].

[258] R. Jimenez and A. Loeb, Constraining Cosmological Parameters Based on Relative Galaxy
Ages, ApJ 573 (2002) 37 [astro-ph/0106145].

[259] M. Moresco, R. Jimenez, L. Verde, A. Cimatti and L. Pozzetti, Setting the Stage for Cosmic
Chronometers. II. Impact of Stellar Population Synthesis Models Systematics and Full
Covariance Matrix, ApJ 898 (2020) 82 [2003.07362].

55

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.161302
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.00082
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2301.03499
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.03499
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(99)00077-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9805346
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.14341.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.4014
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19321.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.5040
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1371
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.05696
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05235.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0109016
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13140.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.2576
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19138.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.3697
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09590.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0505017
https://doi.org/10.1038/275035a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/281635a0
https://doi.org/10.1086/159840
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty974
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06875
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6404/ac4646
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6404/ac4646
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12599
https://doi.org/10.1086/340549
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0106145
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab9eb0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.07362


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[260] P. Kroupa, C. Weidner, J. Pflamm-Altenburg, I. Thies, J. Dabringhausen, M. Marks et al.,
The Stellar and Sub-Stellar Initial Mass Function of Simple and Composite Populations, in
Planets, Stars and Stellar Systems. Volume 5: Galactic Structure and Stellar Populations,
T.D. Oswalt and G. Gilmore, eds., vol. 5, p. 115 (2013), DOI.

[261] T. Jeřábková, A. Hasani Zonoozi, P. Kroupa, G. Beccari, Z. Yan, A. Vazdekis et al., Impact
of metallicity and star formation rate on the time-dependent, galaxy-wide stellar initial
mass function, A&A 620 (2018) A39 [1809.04603].

[262] A. Cimatti and M. Moresco, Revisiting oldest stars as cosmological probes, ApJ, in press
(2023) [2302.07899].

[263] J.M. Ying, B. Chaboyer, E.M. Boudreaux, C. Slaughter, M. Boylan-Kolchin and D. Weisz,
The Absolute Age of M92, AJ 166 (2023) 18 [2306.02180].

[264] R.H. Sanders and S.S. McGaugh, Modified Newtonian Dynamics as an Alternative to Dark
Matter, ARAA 40 (2002) 263 [astro-ph/0204521].

[265] R. Scarpa, Modified Newtonian Dynamics, an Introductory Review, in First Crisis in
Cosmology Conference, E.J. Lerner and J.B. Almeida, eds., vol. 822 of American Institute
of Physics Conference Series, pp. 253–265, Mar., 2006, DOI [astro-ph/0601478].

[266] R. Sanders, Modified Gravity Without Dark Matter, in The Invisible Universe: Dark Matter
and Dark Energy, L. Papantonopoulos, ed., vol. 720, p. 375 (2007).

[267] S. Trippe, The “Missing Mass Problem” in Astronomy and the Need for a Modified Law of
Gravity, Zeitschrift Naturforschung Teil A 69 (2014) 173 [1401.5904].

[268] M. Milgrom, The MOND paradigm of modified dynamics, Scholarpedia 9 (2014) 31410.

[269] R.H. Sanders, A historical perspective on modified Newtonian dynamics, Canadian Journal
of Physics 93 (2015) 126 [1404.0531].

[270] M. Milgrom, Models of a modified-inertia formulation of MOND, Physical Review D 106
(2022) 064060 [2208.07073].

[271] K.-H. Chae, Distinguishing Dark Matter, Modified Gravity, and Modified Inertia with the
Inner and Outer Parts of Galactic Rotation Curves, ApJ 941 (2022) 55 [2207.11069].

[272] M. Milgrom, Generalizations of Quasilinear MOND (QUMOND), arXiv e-prints (2023)
[2305.01589].

[273] I.D. Karachentsev and V.D. Zozulia, Orientation of the spins of galaxies in the local
volume, MNRAS 522 (2023) 4740 [2304.13484].

[274] J. Lee and J.-S. Moon, An Observed Transition of Galaxy Spins on Void Surfaces, ApJL 951
(2023) L26 [2305.04409].

56

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5612-0_4
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833055
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04603
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.07899
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.07899
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07899
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/acd9b1
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.02180
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.40.060401.093923
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0204521
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2189141
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601478
https://doi.org/10.5560/zna.2014-0003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5904
https://doi.org/10.4249/scholarpedia.31410
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2014-0206
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2014-0206
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.0531
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.064060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.064060
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.07073
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac93fc
https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11069
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2305.01589
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.01589
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1279
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.13484
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd75
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acdd75
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04409


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[275] P.A. Oria, B. Famaey, G.F. Thomas, R. Ibata, J. Freundlich, L. Posti et al., The Phantom
Dark Matter Halos of the Local Volume in the Context of Modified Newtonian Dynamics,
ApJ 923 (2021) 68 [2109.10160].

[276] P. Lindqvist, Notes on the Stationary p-Laplace Equation, Springer International
Publishing, Cham (2019).

[277] M. Milgrom, Quasi-linear formulation of MOND, MNRAS 403 (2010) 886 [0911.5464].

[278] G. Gentile, B. Famaey and W.J.G. de Blok, THINGS about MOND, A&A 527 (2011) A76
[1011.4148].

[279] F. Lüghausen, B. Famaey and P. Kroupa, A census of the expected properties of classical
Milky Way dwarfs in Milgromian dynamics, MNRAS 441 (2014) 2497 [1404.4049].

[280] F. Lüghausen, B. Famaey and P. Kroupa, Phantom of RAMSES (POR): A new Milgromian
dynamicsN-body code, Canadian Journal of Physics 93 (2015) 232 [1405.5963].

[281] R. Brada and M. Milgrom, Dwarf Satellite Galaxies in the Modified Dynamics, ApJ 541
(2000) 556 [astro-ph/0005194].

[282] X. Wu and P. Kroupa, The dynamical phase transitions of stellar systems and the
corresponding kinematics, MNRAS 435 (2013) 728 [1307.5048].

[283] G.N. Candlish, R. Smith, Y. Jaffé and A. Cortesi, Consequences of the external field effect
for MOND disc galaxies in galaxy clusters, MNRAS 480 (2018) 5362 [1808.05962].

[284] G.N. Candlish, R. Smith and M. Fellhauer, RAyMOND: an N-body and hydrodynamics
code for MOND, MNRAS 446 (2015) 1060 [1410.3844].

[285] R. Teyssier, Cosmological hydrodynamics with adaptive mesh refinement. A new high
resolution code called RAMSES, A&A 385 (2002) 337 [arXiv:astro-ph/0111367].

[286] K.-H. Chae, F. Lelli, H. Desmond, S.S. McGaugh and J.M. Schombert, Testing modified
gravity theories with numerical solutions of the external field effect in rotationally
supported galaxies, Physical Review D 106 (2022) 103025 [2209.07357].

[287] S.T. Nagesh, I. Banik, I. Thies, P. Kroupa, B. Famaey, N. Wittenburg et al., The Phantom of
RAMSES user guide for galaxy simulations using Milgromian and Newtonian gravity,
Canadian Journal of Physics 99 (2021) 607 [2101.11011].

[288] I. Banik, I. Thies, B. Famaey, G. Candlish, P. Kroupa and R. Ibata, The Global Stability of
M33 in MOND, ApJ 905 (2020) 135 [2011.12293].

[289] G.W. Angus, A. Diaferio, B. Famaey and K.J. van der Heyden, Cosmological simulations in
MOND: the cluster scale halo mass function with light sterile neutrinos, MNRAS 436
(2013) 202 [1309.6094].

57

https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac273d
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10160
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.16184.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.5464
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201015283
https://arxiv.org/abs/1011.4148
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu757
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.4049
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2014-0168
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.5963
https://doi.org/10.1086/309475
https://doi.org/10.1086/309475
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0005194
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1332
https://arxiv.org/abs/1307.5048
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2228
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.05962
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu2158
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3844
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011817
https://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:astro-ph/0111367
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.103025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.07357
https://doi.org/10.1139/cjp-2020-0624
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11011
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abc623
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.12293
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1564
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1564
https://arxiv.org/abs/1309.6094


P
o
S
(
C
O
R
F
U
2
0
2
2
)
2
3
1

Tensions with dark-matter models Pavel Kroupa

[290] C. Llinares, A. Knebe and H. Zhao, Cosmological structure formation under MOND: a new
numerical solver for Poisson’s equation, MNRAS 391 (2008) 1778 [0809.2899].

[291] H. Martel and P.R. Shapiro, A convenient set of comoving cosmological variables and their
application, MNRAS 297 (1998) 467 [astro-ph/9710119].

58

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13961.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2899
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.1998.01497.x
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9710119

	Introduction
	Motivation
	Standard (dark-matter-based) Models of Cosmology
	Tensions between the SMoC and observations

	Towards alternative models
	Based on General Relativity / Newtonian gravitation
	Based on non-Newtonian models

	The Angus model of cosmology (AMoC) – the HDM model
	Conclusions
	Milgromian dynamics (MOND) and the code PoR
	MOND
	The PoR code
	Cosmological simulations with PoR


