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Abstract: The paper shows an analysis of the large-scale distribution of galaxy spin directions of
739,286 galaxies imaged by DES. The distribution of the spin directions of the galaxies exhibits a
large-scale dipole axis. Comparison of the location of the dipole axis to a similar analysis with data
from SDSS, Pan-STARRS, and DESI Legacy Survey shows that all sky surveys exhibit dipole axes
within 52° or less from each other, well within 1σ error, while non-random distribution is unexpected,
the findings are consistent across all sky surveys, regardless of the telescope or whether the data
were annotated manually or automatically. Possible errors that can lead to the observation are
discussed. The paper also discusses previous studies showing opposite conclusions and analyzes the
decisions that led to these results. Although the observation is provocative, and further research will
be required, the existing evidence justifies considering the contention that galaxy spin directions as
observed from Earth are not necessarily randomly distributed. Possible explanations can be related
to mature cosmological theories, but also to the internal structure of galaxies.
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1. Introduction

The advancement of research instruments and information systems have enabled
new types of data-driven research that was not practical in the pre-information era. These
observations include very large structures [1–5] that could be beyond astrophysical scale,
and therefore challenging the cosmological principle. Other observations include probes
that show cosmological-scale anisotropy or other anomalies [6]. Such probes include the
cosmic microwave background [7–24], radio sources [25–30], short gamma ray bursts [31],
LX-T scaling [32], cosmological acceleration rates [33–35], Ia supernova [36,37], galaxy mor-
phology types [38], dark energy [33,39–41], fine structure constant [42], galaxy motion [43],
Ho [44], polarization of quasars [45–49], and cosmic rays [50–54]. It has also been shown
that the large-scale distribution of galaxies in the Universe is not random [55].

These observations are not necessarily aligned with the standard cosmological mod-
els [6,33,35,44,56–60], and can require certain expansions of the current models. Possible
explanations that can fit these observations include double inflation [61], contraction prior
to inflation [62], primordial anisotropic vacuum pressure [63], multiple vacua [64], moving
dark energy [65], and spinor-driven inflation [66]. Other proposed theories are ellipsoidal
universe [10,67–70], geometric inflation [71–74], flat space cosmology [75–78], supersym-
metric flows [79], and rotating universe [80], while early rotating universe theories assumed
a non-expanding universe [80], more recent models are based on rotation with cosmological
expansion [81–86]. In these models, a cosmological-scale axis is expected.

The existence of a cosmological-scale axis can also be associated with the theory of
black hole cosmology, which can explain cosmic accelerated inflation without the need to
assume the existence of dark energy [87–90]. Stellar black holes spin [91–96], and their spin
is inherited from the spin of the star from which the black hole was created [94]. It has been
therefore proposed that a universe hosted in a stellar black hole should have an axis and a
preferred direction oriented around it [85,97–101]. Black hole cosmology is also linked to
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theory of holographic universe [102–107], which can represent the large-scale structure of
the Universe in a hierarchical manner [108,109]. Additional discussion about black hole
cosmology is available in Section 6.

This study aims at analyzing possible cosmological-scale anisotropy using the probe
of the large-scale distribution of spiral galaxies. The initial angular momentum of galaxies
is largely believed to be driven by subtle misalignment between the tidal shear tensor and
the Lagrangian patch, a theory known as tidal torque theory [110–119]. Tidal torque theory
makes a direct connection between galaxy spin and the cosmic initial conditions, leading to
a link between galaxy spin and the large-scale structure [117–120].

That contention is in agreement with numerous observations that show a link between
the alignment of galaxy rotation and the filaments, clusters, and walls of the large-scale
structure [121–134]. The alignment in the spin directions has been also observed with galaxies
that are too far from each other to have any kind of gravitational interactions [135,136],
and a statistically significant correlation was observed between the direction of rotation of
galaxies and the initial conditions [134]. Numerical simulations also showed a connection
between galaxy rotation alignment and the large-scale structure [133,137–143].

Another possible agent that can determine galaxy spin is galaxy mergers [144,145],
as well as dark matter halos that do not merge but pass close to each other [146]. Galaxy
mergers are not directly dependent on the initial conditions, and therefore if galaxy mergers
were the sole agent of galaxy angular momentum the distribution of galaxy spin would
have been expected to be random [147]. Other observations showed that rotating galaxies
were present in the early Universe, before their spin could be initiated by gravitational
interactions [148,149].

Analysis of galaxies from the Sydney-Australian-Astronomical-Observatory Multi-
object Integral-Field Spectrograph (SAMI) survey provided evidence of alignment of spins
of galaxies with lower stellar mass with the parent structure, and perpendicular alignment
compared to the parent structure when the galaxies are of higher mass [131]. That spin-flip
phenomenon [131] and the dependency between the spin alignment and mass was also
shown by numerical simulations [127,129,150–156] and theoretical models [157].

Evidence showing that the large-scale distribution of galaxy spin directions is not
necessarily random have been also discussed in several previous studies covering large
parts of the sky [135,136,158–167]. These observations include several different instruments
such as SDSS [159,162,165], Pan-STARRS [162], HST [161], and DECam [166].

This paper is based on new data from the Dark Energy Survey (DES), and new analyses
of data from several other sky surveys. The different sky surveys cover different parts of
the sky, including both the Northern and Southern hemispheres.

2. Data

Data from five different sky surveys were used, including both Earth-based and space-
based instruments. Earth-based sky surveys include the DESI Legacy Survey, the Dark
Energy Survey (DES), the Panoramic Survey Telescope and Rapid Response System (Pan-
STARRS), and the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS). Space-based data are taken from
the five HST fields of the Cosmological Evolution Survey (COSMOS), the North Great
Observatories Origins Deep Survey (GOODS-N), the South Great Observatories Origins
Deep Survey (GOODS-S), the Ultra Deep Survey (UDS), and the Extended Groth Strip
(EGS). Data from the Earth-based sky surveys were annotated automatically, while HST
data was annotated manually through a labor-intensive process that also accounted for
possible human perceptional bias as will be described in Section 2.6. As will be discussed
in Section 5, a smaller dataset of manually annotated SDSS galaxies was also used.

Due to the size of the data, the image format used for the ground-based sky surveys is
the JPEG format. The only exception is HST, where the far smaller size of the data allowed
downloading the images in the FITS format. The analysis of the data requires downloading
the images to a local server, where the images can be annotated. That was done by using
the cutout service of the respective sky surveys. Because the FITS is an image format that is
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not necessarily efficient in terms of file size, downloading such a high number of images in
the FITS format becomes impractical. For instance, downloading the DES images in the
JPEG format lasted over six months of continuous data downloading. The file size of a
typical single JPEG image is about 20 KB. The file size of a similar image in the FITS format
is more than 300 KB for each channel. With the same bandwidth used to download the
JPEG images, downloading the same images in three channels using the FITS format would
have required more than 20 years.

Unlike the FITS files, images in the JPEG format do not allow reliable photometry,
but they provide visual information about the morphology of the object. The visual
information is the information used in this study for the morphological analysis of the
galaxies. The JPEG images were converted to grayscale [168], before being annotated by
their spin direction as will be described later in this section. By converting the images
to grayscale, each image was annotated once, rather than several different times for each
color channel. The analysis of the spin directions is done by the distribution of intensities
of the pixels to identify the galaxy arms, as will be described in Section 2.1. The JPEG
format might not provide accurate photometry as the FITS file format, but it provides
sufficient information to identify the arms of the galaxies, and consequently their spin
direction. The use of the JPEG format instead of the FITS format might lead to a higher
number of galaxies that whose spin direction cannot be determined. Examples of cases of
galaxies with clear spin directions that cannot be identified from the images are provided
in Section 4.9. That, however, is expected to affect images of galaxies that spin clockwise in
the same manner as it affects images of galaxies that spin counterclockwise.

2.1. Automatic Annotation of Galaxies by Their Spin Direction

Modern astronomical sky surveys such as DES collect a very large number of galaxy
images, making it impractical to annotate them manually. Automatic annotation of the
galaxies also has the advantage of being insensitive to human perceptional bias. Obviously,
when using pattern recognition or deep learning systems that are based on manually
annotated training data, human perceptional bias might still impact the analysis. However,
when using model-driven approaches, with no training data and no manual intervention,
no human bias is expected. Moreover, such a model can be designed in a manner that
makes it mathematically symmetric.

While the use of machine learning, pattern recognition, and specifically deep learning
has been becoming highly popular for the purpose of automatic image annotation, these
methods are based on complex data-driven non-intuitive rules. Deep neural networks
tend to provide different results based on the number of training images or even the order
by which the training images are used. The complexity of their rules leads deep neural
networks systems to situations in which they make “accurate” predictions even when
the image data has no interpretable information [169,170], showing that these systems
learn from contextual information [169] or even from seemingly blank background [170]
rather than the image analysis problems they intend to solve. Such bias of deep neural
networks has been shown specifically in the analysis of galaxy images [171]. Additionally,
training such pattern recognition systems requires a manually annotated training set. Such
training data could be subjected to the perceptional bias of the humans who annotated
the images. A possible solution is to use unsupervised machine learning, which is not
necessarily subjected to the preparation of a manually annotated dataset that is used for
training and testing the algorithm. However, since unsupervised machine learning cannot
be controlled by defined formal rules, it is also difficult to ensure their symmetry. Since
galaxies are very different from each other, unsupervised machine learning can be affected
by an unknown and uncontrolled number of factors that the algorithm identifies (e.g., size,
shape, brightness) but are not related to the curve of the arms, while such algorithm can be
used, their results are more difficult to validate compared to algorithms that use simple
“mechanical” rules. Therefore, pattern recognition, and specifically deep neural networks,
are imperfect for the task of identifying subtle asymmetries in the large-scale structure [171].



Universe 2022, 8, 397 4 of 35

It has been shown with theoretical and empirical experiments that even a small bias in the
annotation algorithm can lead to substantially biased results [165].

To perform a fully symmetric annotation, the Ganalyzer algorithm was used [168].
Ganalyzer is a model-driven algorithm that uses mathematically defined and intuitive rules
that are also fully symmetric. It does not rely on complex data-driven rules, and does not
rely on training data. While model-driven algorithms might also be subjected to bias, their
defined rules make them easier to interpret, test, and design them in a symmetric manner.
That reduces the possibility of an unexpected bias in the algorithm. Additional discussion
about possible biases in the annotation algorithm is given in Section 4.1.

First, Ganalyzer transforms each galaxy image into its radial intensity plot transfor-
mation. The radial intensity plot of an image is a 35 × 360 image, such that the pixel (x, y)
in the radial intensity plot is the median value of the 5 × 5 pixels around coordinates
(Ox + sin(θ) · r, Oy − cos(θ) · r) in the original galaxy image, where r is the radial distance
measured in percentage of the galaxy radius, θ is the polar angle measured in degrees,
and (Ox, Oy) are the pixel coordinates of the galaxy center. The radial distance is between
40% and 75% of the radius of the galaxy. That avoids parts of the arms that are closer to the
galaxy center, as well as parts of the arms that are in the outskirts of the galaxy, where the
arms start to fade.

Arm pixels are expected to be brighter than non-arm pixels at the same radial distance
from the center of the galaxy. Therefore, peaks in the radial intensity plot are expected to
correspond to pixels on the arms of the galaxy at different radial distances from the center.
To identify the arms, peak detection [172] is applied to the lines in the radial intensity plot,
and then a linear regression is applied to the peaks in adjunct lines. The slope of the line
formed by the peaks reflects the curves of the arm. Since backward winding galaxy arms
are rare, the curve of the arm reflects the spin direction of the galaxy. Backward-winding
galaxies are expected to exist, but these cases are rare, and are expected to be distributed
equally among clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies. In the case of irregular galaxies
the location of the center of the galaxy might not be always clear. However, most irregular
galaxies do not have clear spiral arms. If the galaxy has clear arms but not a clear center
the algorithm might fail to identify the correct spin direction. That, however, is not a
common case, and these cases are expected to be distributed evenly between galaxies that
spin clockwise and galaxies that spin counterclockwise. As explained in Section 4, such
cases can reduce the magnitude and statistical significance of the asymmetry, but cannot
artificially increase it. A more detailed discussion about backward winding galaxies and
other effects that can affect the results is provided in Section 4.

Figure 1 shows examples of four DES galaxies. These galaxies can be found at coordi-
nates (α = 0.3822°, δ = −4.9716°),(α = 0.9689°, δ = −4.955°), (α = 1.619°, δ = −4.9877°),
and (α = 1.7177°, δ = −4.9853°). The figure also shows the radial intensity plot of
each galaxy. Below each radial intensity plot the figure displays the peaks detected in
the radial intensity plot after applying the peak detection algorithm [172]. As the figure
shows, the alignment of the peaks in a certain direction reflects the winding of the arms,
and therefore the sign of the linear regression deduced from the peaks reflects the direc-
tion towards which the galaxy spins. More information about Ganalyzer can be found
in [162,166,168,173].

Elliptical galaxies might also have some peaks in their radial intensity plots. In that
case, the peaks are expected to form a straight line, and with no preferred direction.
An example can be found in Figures 2 and 3 in [168], showing the radial intensity plot and
the peaks, respectively.

Obviously, not all galaxies are spiral galaxies, and not all spiral galaxies have a clearly
identifiable spin direction. It is therefore clear that most of the galaxies cannot be used
for the analysis due to the inability to identify the direction in which they spin. For that
reason, only galaxies that have 30 or more identified peaks in the radial intensity plot
are used in the analysis. Galaxies that do not meet that threshold are not used regardless
of the sign of the linear regression of their peaks. That is an important advantage of the
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algorithm compared to common pattern recognition and supervised machine learning
methods, in which an answer is forced even when the machine learning system cannot
determine the case.

Figure 1. Examples of DES galaxy images and their corresponding radial intensity plots. The peaks
detected in the radial intensity plots are displayed below the radial intensity plots. The X-axis is the
polar angle of the pixel, and the Y-axis is the radial distance. The directions of the lines formed by
the peaks reflect the change in the position of the arm compared to the galaxy center, and therefore
reflect the curves of the arms. The direction towards which the arms are curved consequently
reflects the spin direction of the galaxy. The algorithm is symmetric, and it is model-driven with
intuitive rules. It is not driven by complex non-intuitive data-driven rules commonly used in pattern
recognition systems.

2.2. Dark Energy Survey Data

The first dataset used in this study is galaxy images acquired by the Dark Energy Sur-
vey [174–177] DR1 [175]. DES uses the Dark Energy Camera (DECam) with the 4 m Blanco
Telescope [178] in the Southern hemisphere to scan a total footprint of ∼5000 degrees2.
It acquires images in five bands—g, r, i, z, and y. The dark energy’s primary mission is
studying dark energy and dark matter. However, as a powerful sky survey with superb
imaging capabilities, DES can be used for much broader tasks in astronomy [179].

The DES images were retrieved through the DESI Legacy Survey server, which pro-
vides access to data from several different sky surveys, including DES. The initial list of
objects included all objects identified as exponential disks, de Vaucouleurs r1/4 profiles
or round exponential galaxies, and are brighter than 20.5 magnitudes in one or more of
the g, r or z bands. That list contained an initial set of 18,869,713 objects. The galaxy
images were downloaded using the cutout API of the DESI Legacy Survey. The size of each
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image is 256 × 256, and retrieved in the JPEG format. The JPEG images are crated from the
calibrated z, r, and g bands of DECam as the R, G, and B values of the RGB pixels.

Each image was scaled using the Petrosian radius to ensure that the object fits in
the image. Since in DES the pixel scale is 0.263′′/pixel [180], the scale is determined by
r× 2× 0.262, where r is the radius of the galaxy. All images were used by the exact same
computer to ensure full consistency of all images. While there is no apparent reason for
differences in the analysis between computer systems, using the same computer system
was done to avoid any kind of possible differences between different libraries or different
operating systems. For instance, differences between two sets of galaxies that were down-
loaded by two different systems might leave the possibility that some unknown differences
between the systems led to different results. Using the same physical machine completely
eliminates the need to inspect differences between different computer systems. The process
of downloading the images started on 25 April 2021, and ended about six months later on
1 November 2021. System updates were disabled during that time to avoid any possible
automatic changes in the system, although such changes are not likely to impact the way
images are being processed.

Once the image files were downloaded, they were annotated by their spin direction
using the method described in Section 2.1. That provided a dataset of 773,068 galaxies
with identifiable spin directions. That is merely 4% of the initial set of objects. An analysis
of the symmetry in the selection of galaxies is given in Section 4.9. Some of these objects
could be satellite galaxies or other photometric objects that are part of the same galaxy.
To remove such objects, objects that had another object in the dataset within 0.01° or less
were also removed from the dataset. That provided a dataset of 739,286 galaxies imaged
by DES. The annotation of the galaxies lasted 73 days of operation using a single Intel
Xeon processor. Then, the images were mirrored using ImageMagick and annotated again to
allow repeating the experiments with mirrored images. The purpose of the mirroring of
the images was to ensure that there is no systematic bias in the annotation. That practice is
discussed in detail in Section 4.

To check the consistency of the annotations, 200 galaxies annotated as clockwise
and 200 galaxies annotated as counterclockwise were selected randomly and inspected
manually, as was done in previous experiments [162,166]. None of the galaxies annotated
by the algorithm as spinning clockwise seemed to be visually spinning counterclockwise,
and none of the galaxies annotated as spinning counterclockwise were visually spinning
clockwise. Obviously, that test is a small scale, and it is practically impossible to test
all galaxies in the dataset. However, the test suggests that the number of misclassified
galaxies is expected to be small compared to the total size of the data. More importantly,
because the algorithm is symmetric, misclassified galaxies are expected to be distributed
evenly between the different spin directions, and therefore cannot lead to asymmetry as
explained theoretically and empirically in Section 4.

To ensure that the process of galaxy annotation is consistent, all images were analyzed
by the exact same algorithm, the exact same code, and the exact same computer. That
ensured that the analysis cannot be impacted by different settings of different computers or
different nodes. System updates were disabled during that time to disable any changes
to the system, although such changes are not expected to lead to bias as discussed in
Section 4. Although there is no known computer system fault that can lead to differences
in the annotation, full consistency was ensured by using just one computer system with a
single processor.

Figure 2 shows the distribution of the galaxy population in different RA ranges.
The figure shows the distribution of the DES galaxies in 30° RA bins, but also the RA
distribution of the galaxies imaged by the other three Earth-based sky surveys that will be
discussed later in this section. Naturally, the distribution of the RA is not consistent across
the different sky surveys. The downside of DES compared to the other sky surveys used
in this study is that its footprint size is smaller, making it less effective in analyzing and
comparing different parts of the sky.
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Figure 2. The distribution of the galaxies imaged by DES, DESI Legacy Survey, SDSS, and Pan-
STARRS in different 30° RA ranges.

The distribution of the galaxies in different redshift ranges is shown in Figure 3.
As with the RA, the figure shows the distribution of the redshift in all Earth-based sky
surveys used in this study. Because the vast majority of the DES galaxies do not have
spectra, the distribution of the redshift of these galaxies was determined by a subset of
12,290 galaxies that had redshift through the 2dF redshift survey [181].
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Figure 3. The distribution of the DES, DESI Legacy Survey, SDSS, and Pan-STARRS galaxies in
different redshift ranges. With the exception of SDSS, the distribution was determined by a subset of
objects with spectra.

2.3. DESI Legacy Survey Data

The DESI Legacy Survey [182] combines data collected by three different telescopes:
the Dark Energy Camera (DECam) on the Blanco 4 m telescope, the Beijing-Arizona Sky
Survey (BASS), and the Mayall z-band Legacy Survey (MzLS). The image acquisition is
calibrated to provide a dataset of nearly uniform depth as described in [182]. The initial
dataset contained 22,987,246 objects brighter than 19.5 magnitudes in their g, r, or z bands.
The images were downloaded in a continuous process that required about six months,
starting at the end of 2020 [166]. These images were acquired from the “south” bricks of
Data Release 8 of the DESI Legacy Survey, and therefore did not include the entire footprint
of the DESI Legacy Survey. The Northern sky was covered by SDSS and Pan-STARRS as
described later in this section. The south bricks of the DESI Legacy Survey were acquired
by using the DECam camera in the Blanco 4 m telescope. As with DES, the images were
downloaded in the JPEG format, where the values of the RGB pixels are the calibrated z, r,
and g bands of DECam.
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The images were annotated to clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in the same
way the DES galaxies were annotated, and described in Section 2.1 or in [166]. After the
annotation ended, the final dataset contained 807,898 galaxies. The dataset and the way
it was acquired and annotated are described in detail in [166]. Because the DESI Legacy
Survey and DES have overlapping footprints, 101,786 galaxies in the dataset also exist in
the DES dataset described in Section 2.2.

The vast majority of the galaxies in the dataset do not have redshift. To statistically
estimate the distribution of the redshift of the galaxies, 17,027 galaxies that had redshift
through 2 dF [181] were used. Figure 3 shows the distribution of the galaxies in different
redshift ranges. Figure 2 shows the RA distribution of the galaxies.

2.4. SDSS Data

SDSS [183] is one of the most impactful digital sky surveys, covering over 1.4 × 104 deg2,
mostly in the Northern hemisphere. The chosen subsample of SDSS galaxies has
63,693 galaxies [162]. The initial set of galaxies was retrieved from SDSS DR14, and included
all galaxies that had spectra and their g-band Petrosian radius was 5.5′′ or larger. These
galaxies were annotated as described in Section 2.1, and the process of annotation provided
63,693 galaxies with identified spin directions. The dataset is described thoroughly in [162].
As with the DES images, the JPEG images were downloaded and used. A full description
of the generation of the JPEG images from the FITS images of the different SDSS bands is
described in [184].

The unique aspect of the SDSS dataset is that all galaxies have redshift. That allows
normalizing the redshift distribution of the galaxies to match the redshift distribution
of the other datasets. The preparation of that dataset is described in [162]. Figure 2
shows the distribution of the galaxies in different 30° RA ranges, and Figure 3 shows the
redshift distribution.

2.5. Pan-STARRS Data

Another digital sky survey that was used is Pan-STARRS [185,186]. The initial Pan-
STARRS set of galaxies included 2,394,452 Pan-STARRS objects with a Kron r magnitude
was 19 or less, and identified as extended sources by all color bands [187]. As with the DES
and SDSS images, the images were downloaded in the color JPEG format. These images
are RGB images such that the R-value is the y band, the G value is the i band, and the B
value is the g band.

These images were classified automatically by Ganalyzer [168] as described in
Section 2.1, and with more details in [162,166,168]. That process provided 33,028 galaxies
imaged by Pan-STARRS, and annotated by their spin direction. The distribution of the
galaxies by their RA is shown in Figure 2. More information about the collection of the
dataset and the distribution of the data can be found in [162]. The redshift distribution is
shown in Figure 3, and was determined based on the distribution of 12,186 Pan-STARRS
objects that had spectra in SDSS.

2.6. Hubble Space Telescope Data

Although there is no atmospheric effect that can make a galaxy that spins clockwise
look as if it spins counterclockwise, space-based observation can eliminate the possible
impact of such possible unknown and unexpected atmospheric effects. For that purpose,
a dataset of space-based observations were prepared from the Hubble Space Telescope (HST)
Cosmic Assembly Near-infrared Deep Extragalactic Legacy Survey [188,189]. The collection
and preparation of that dataset are described in [161].

The dataset was taken from five different HST fields: the Cosmic Evolution Survey
(COSMOS), the Great Observatories Origins Deep Survey North (GOODS-N), the Great
Observatories Origins Deep Survey South (GOODS-S), the Ultra Deep Survey (UDS),
and the Extended Groth Strip (EGS), providing an initial set of 114,529 galaxies [161].
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The image of each galaxy was extracted by using mSubimage [190], and converted into
122 × 122 TIF (Tagged Image File) image.

Unlike the other sky surveys, the HST galaxies were annotated manually. Because the
number of HST galaxies is smaller, a manual process of annotation becomes feasible.
A manually annotated process can therefore lead to a dataset that is not just symmetric,
but also complete, meaning that all galaxies that have a visually identifiable spin direction
are included in it. The galaxies were annotated through a long labor-intensive process.
During that process, a random half of the galaxies were mirrored for the first cycle of
annotation, and then all galaxies were mirrored for the second cycle of annotation as
described in [161] to offset the possible effect of perceptional bias. That provided a clean
and complete dataset that is also not subject to atmospheric effects [161,166]. The total
number of annotated galaxies in the dataset was 8690, and the distribution of the galaxies
in the different fields is shown in Table 1.

Table 1. The number of galaxies in each of the five HST fields.

Field Field # Galaxies # Annotated
Name Center Galaxies

COSMOS 150.12°, 2.2° 84,424 6081
GOODS-N 189.23°, 62.24° 5931 769
GOODS-S 53.12°, −27.81° 5024 540
UDS 214.82°, 52.82° 14,245 616
EGS 34.41°, −5.2° 4905 684

Due to the nature of the instrument, the galaxies imaged by HST are much more distant
from Earth compared to the other telescopes, and their mean redshift is 0.58 [161]. Figure 4
shows the photometric redshift distribution of the HST galaxies, while the photometric
redshift is highly inaccurate and systematically biased, it can provide a broad view of the
manner in which the redshifts of the galaxies are distributed. As expected, the HST galaxies
are far more distant from Earth compared to the galaxies imaged by the Earth-based
sky surveys.

 

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

<0.6 0.6-0.8 0.8-1 1-1.2 1.2-1.4 1.4-1.6

Fr
ac

ti
o

n

Zphot

Figure 4. The redshift distribution of the HST galaxies based on the photometric redshift.

3. Results

The asymmetry A in a certain field in the sky can be measured simply by A = cw−ccw
cw+ccw ,

where cw is the number of galaxies spinning clockwise, and ccw is the number of galaxies
spinning counterclockwise. The standard error of the asymmetry can be determined by
the normal distribution standard error of 1√

cw+ccw . A simple analysis of the comparison
between a possible asymmetry in different telescopes can be done by using HST COSMOS,
and the other sky surveys that their footprint includes that part of the sky. The COSMOS
field is centered at (α = 150.11°, δ = 2.201°). Obviously, that field is very small compared to
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the other sky surveys, and therefore the field of (145° < α < 155°, −3° < δ < 7°) was used
in DECam, SDSS, and Pan-STARRS. COSMOS is outside the footprint of DES, and therefore
DES cannot be used in this analysis. All telescopes show the same direction of asymmetry.

As the table shows, all telescopes show a higher number of galaxies spinning clockwise
around the field of COSMOS. These results can be compared to the distribution of the
corresponding field in the opposite hemisphere, at (325° < α < 335°,−7° < δ < 3°).
As Table 2 shows, in the same field in the opposite hemisphere all sky surveys show a
higher number of galaxies that spin counterclockwise. The differences are not statistically
significant, except for SDSS, but the table shows that the excessive number of galaxies
spinning clockwise is not observed in the field in the opposite hemisphere that corresponds
to the COSMOS field. The higher number of counterclockwise galaxies can indicate that the
asymmetry observed around the COSMOS field is inverse when observing the same field
in the opposite hemisphere, but the statistical significance might not be sufficient to make
a strong conclusion regarding the existence of such inverse asymmetry. The absence of a
higher number of galaxies spinning clockwise in that field indicates that the asymmetry
observed in the COSMOS field is not necessarily driven by the bias of the image annotation
algorithm, as such bias should have been observed in both fields. A more detailed analysis
of these “sanity checks” is discussed in Section 4.

Table 2. The distribution of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in the field centered around
the opposite hemisphere of the HST COSMOS field. The P values are computed by the accumulated
binomial distribution assuming 0.5 mere chance probability of a galaxy spinning in a certain direction.

Sky # Clockwise # Counterclockwise p
Survey Galaxies Galaxies Value

Pan-STARRS 97 117 0.09
SDSS 137 175 0.02
DESI 2450 2494 0.27

A galaxy that seems from an Earth-based observer to be spinning clockwise would
seem to be spinning counterclockwise if the same galaxy was moved to the corresponding
field in the opposite hemisphere. Therefore, if the distribution of galaxy spin direction is not
symmetric, the asymmetry in one hemisphere is expected to be inverse to the asymmetry
observed in the opposite hemisphere. Perhaps the most basic arbitrary separation of the
sky into two hemisphere is one hemisphere is (0° < α < 180°), and the other hemisphere is
(180° < α < 360°).

According to the cosmological principle, the Universe observed in the celestial Western
hemisphere is expected to be the same as the Universe observed in the Eastern celestial
hemisphere. The separation of the sky to the celestial Western and Eastern hemispheres is
a simple separation that does not rely on any previous assumption or previous observation.
Such separation allows applying simple statistical analysis, while it also ensures that the
separation of the sky into two hemispheres is not “cherry-picked” for a certain specific
condition, while the separation by the celestial coordinates does not have a specific cosmo-
logical meaning, it allows to use very simple statistical analysis, and the “blind” nature of
the separation ensures that the analysis is not driven by the selection of specific parts of
the sky.

Tables 3–6 show the number of galaxies in each hemisphere in each of the four Earth-
based sky surveys. DESI, SDSS, and Pan-STARRS show inverse asymmetry in opposite
hemispheres. As expected, the sign of the asymmetry in DESI is inverse to the sign of the
asymmetry in SDSS and Pan-STARRS, as DESI is mostly the Southern hemisphere, while
SDSS and Pan-STARRS cover mostly the Northern hemisphere. The asymmetry observed
in Pan-STARRS agrees with SDSS, although the asymmetry is not statistically significant,
possibly due to the lower number of galaxies in Pan-STARRS. When repeating the same
analysis after mirroring the galaxy images, the results are inverse. That is expected due to
the symmetric nature of the image annotation algorithm.
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DES does not show opposite asymmetry in opposite hemispheres. That can be ex-
plained by the much more narrow RA range of the sky covered by DES, as shown in
Figure 2. Figure 5 shows a comparison of the asymmetry in different RA ranges in the DES
and DESI Legacy Survey. As the figure shows, in the hemisphere of (180°–360°), DES only
has a population of galaxies in RA (300°–360°). In the ranges where the DESI Legacy Survey
has a higher number of galaxies spinning counterclockwise, DES does not have any galaxy
population, and therefore the difference in the asymmetry observed in the hemisphere
(180°–360°) is expected.

Table 3. Distribution of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in opposite hemispheres in DESI
Legacy Survey. The p values are the binomial distribution probability to have such difference or
stronger by chance when assuming a 0.5 probability for a galaxy to spin clockwise or counterclockwise.
Most galaxies in the DESI Legacy Survey used in this study are in the Southern hemisphere.

Hemisphere # cw # ccw cw − ccw
cw + ccw p

Galaxies Galaxies

(0°–180°) 252,478 250,555 0.0038 0.0033
(180°–360°) 151,948 152,917 −0.0033 0.039

Table 4. Distribution of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in opposite hemispheres in SDSS.
Most SDSS galaxies used in this study are in the Northern hemisphere.

Hemisphere # cw # ccw cw − ccw
cw + ccw p

Galaxies Galaxies

(0°–180°) 14,403 15,101 −0.024 0.00002
(180°–360) 17,263 16,926 0.01 0.035

Table 5. Number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in opposite hemispheres in Pan-STARRS.

Hemisphere # cw # ccw cw − ccw
cw + ccw p

Galaxies Galaxies

(0°–180°) 8725 8844 −0.0067 0.18
(180°–360°) 7783 7676 0.0069 0.19

Table 6. Number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in opposite hemispheres in DES.

Hemisphere # cw # ccw cw − ccw
cw + ccw p

Galaxies Galaxies

(0°–180°) 294,655 292,453 0.0038 0.002
(180°–360°) 76,327 75,851 0.0031 0.11
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Figure 5. Asymmetry between clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in the different 30° RA slices
in DES and DESI Legacy Survey. DES does not provide data in the RA range of between 60° and 300°.
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The separation of the sky into two hemispheres as shown in Tables 3–6 is an arbitrary
separation of the sky, and was selected for the sake of simplifying the analysis, while the
advantage of the analysis is its simplicity, it is also heavily dependent on the footprints
of the sky surveys. To test whether the distribution of the spin directions of the galaxies
exhibits a dipole axis, the galaxies in the datasets were fitted to cosine dependence from
all possible integer (α, δ) combinations. That was done by first assigning the galaxies with
their spin direction d, which was 1 if the spin direction of the galaxy is clockwise, and −1 if
the spin direction of the galaxy is counterclockwise.

Then, the cosines of the angular distances φ were χ2 fitted into d · | cos(φ)|, where d
is the spin direction of the galaxy as was done in [159,161,162,166]. From each possible
(α, δ) combination in the sky, the angular distance φi between (α, δ) and each galaxy i in
the dataset was computed. The χ2 from each (α, δ) was determined by Equation (1)

χ2
α,δ = Σi

(di · | cos(φi)| − cos(φi))
2

cos(φi)
, (1)

where di is the spin direction of galaxy i such that di is 1 if the galaxy i spins clockwise,
and −1 if the galaxy i spins counterclockwise.

To determine the statistical significance of the possible axis at (α, δ), the χ2 was also
computed 1000 times, such that in each run the galaxies were assigned with random spin
directions. Using the χ2 from 1000 runs, the mean and standard deviation of the χ2 when
the spin directions are random was computed. Then, the σ difference between the χ2

computed with the real spin directions and the mean χ2 computed with the random spin
directions was used to determine the σ of the χ2 fitness to occur by chance in that specific
(α, δ) combination [159,161,162,165,166]. Figure 6 shows the probabilities of a dipole axis
in different (α, δ) coordinates in SDSS, Pan-STARRS, DESI Legacy Survey, and DES.

Figure 6. The statistical significance of a dipole axis in galaxy spin directions from different (α, δ)

combinations of SDSS, Pan-STARRS, DESI Legacy Survey, and DES. The SDSS galaxies are a subset
selected such that the redshift distribution of the galaxies in that subset is similar to the distribution
of the redshift in the DECam galaxies.

Previous results have shown that the location of the most likely dipole axis changes
with the redshift, and datasets collected by different telescopes showed similar dipole axes
when the distribution of the redshift in the datasets was similar [162,167]. The SDSS dataset
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is unique compared to the other datasets in the sense that all galaxies have redshift. That
allows normalizing the distribution of redshift in that dataset to fit the distribution of the
redshift in the DESI Legacy Survey. As described in [167], the SDSS galaxies were selected
such that their redshift distribution was similar to the distribution of the subset of DESI
Legacy Survey galaxies with redshift obtained through 2dF. That resulted in a dataset of
38,264 galaxies such that the distribution of the redshifts of the galaxies fits the distribution
of the redshift of the galaxies in the DESI Legacy Survey.

Table 7 shows the most likely axis observed in each of the digital sky surveys, as well
as the 1σ error in the RA and declination. The table shows a certain agreement between
the RA of the most likely dipole axes observed in the different datasets, all range between
47° (Pan-STARRS) and 78° (SDSS), and are well within the 1σ error range from each other.
The agreement is despite the fact that each sky survey covers a different footprint and uses
a different photometric pipeline, where DES has the smallest footprint of ∼5000 deg2. It is
also interesting that these axes are within 1σ error from the dipole axis formed by the Ho
anisotropy [34], the Planck CMB anisotropy dipole [24], the Australian dipole of variation
of the fine structure constant [42], and it is also close to the CMB Cold Spot [191–195].
The Planck CMB anisotropy dipole reported in [24] is nearly identical to the dipole axis
observed with the Pan-STARRS data, and well within 1σ from the dipole axes observed
with the other telescopes.

Table 7. The most likely dipole axes observed in the different datasets, and the 1σ error range of the
peak of the axes identified in each dataset.

Dataset RA Dec σ RA 1σ Error Dec 1σ Error
(Degrees) (Degrees) Range Range

DESI 57 −10 4.7 22–92 −39–56
SDSS 78 −12 2.2 27–124 −67–61
Pan-STARRS 47 −1 1.9 4–117 −73–40
DES 75 −47 3.7 332–123 −90–16

When assigning the galaxies with random spin directions, the asymmetry disap-
pears [159,161–163,165,166,196]. For instance, Figure 7 shows the probabilities of a dipole
axis in different (α, δ) combinations formed by the DES galaxies, when each galaxy is
assigned a random spin direction. The most likely axis has a statistical signal of 0.67σ.

Figure 7. The statistical significance of a dipole axis in galaxy spin directions from different (α, δ)

combination in DES when the galaxies are assigned random spin directions.

Analysis was also done by combining galaxies imaged by several sky surveys into a
single analysis. Such an experiment can increase the number of galaxies, but also the foot-
print size, and therefore can provide a more accurate location of the axis [196]. Combining
the galaxies from SDSS, DESI Legacy Survey, Pan-STARRS, and HST datasets described
in Section 2 led to a dataset of 958,841 galaxies [196]. Figure 8 displays the result of ap-
plying the analysis to the combined dataset. The analysis shows a dipole axis at (α = 47°,
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δ = −22°), which is largely consistent with the axes of the specific sky surveys specified in
Table 7. The statistical strength of the axis is 3.7σ.

Figure 8. The statistical significance of a dipole axis from all integer (α, δ) combinations in a dataset
of 958,841 galaxies from SDSS, DESI Legacy Survey, Pan-STARRS, and HST.

4. Analysis of Possible Errors

Since the spin direction of a spiral galaxy is assumed to be merely the perception of
the observer, the null hypothesis is that the spin directions of spiral galaxies are distributed
randomly. Non-random distribution is therefore unexpected. One explanation for the
observation would be an error in the analysis. This section discusses and explains several
possible errors.

4.1. Error in the Galaxy Annotation Algorithm

A bias in the algorithm that annotates the galaxies by their spin direction can lead
to asymmetry. However, several different observations indicate that the asymmetry in
the distribution of spin directions of spiral galaxies cannot be the result of a bias in the
galaxy annotation algorithm. The method used in this study to annotate the galaxies is
a model-driven and fully symmetric algorithm that follows clear rules. It does not make
use of machine learning or other complex rules driven by pattern recognition. Supervised
machine learning and pattern recognition systems are often highly complex and unintuitive.
Such systems are heavily dependent on the specific data they are trained with, and even
seemingly meaningless implementation decisions such as the order of the training samples.
An example of the symmetricity of the algorithm is shown in Figure 9, which shows the
same analysis shown in Figure 5, but after mirroring the galaxy images. As expected,
mirroring the galaxy images led to inverse asymmetry compared to the analysis with the
original images.
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Figure 9. Asymmetry in different 30° RA slices such that the galaxy images are mirrored. The asym-
metry is inverse to the asymmetry observed with the original images shown in Figure 5.



Universe 2022, 8, 397 15 of 35

Another indication that shows that the observation is not the result of a bias in the
algorithm that annotates the spin directions of the galaxies is that the observed asymme-
try changes gradually between different directions of observations, and the sign of the
asymmetry flips in inverse hemispheres. Because the galaxies are annotated independently,
a bias in the algorithm that annotates the spin directions of the galaxies is expected to be
consistent in different directions of observation. Certainly, it is not expected to show inverse
asymmetry in opposite hemispheres. The retrieval of the image data and the annotation
of the galaxy images were done on the same computer system, in order to avoid any
kind of unknown and unexpected differences between the computers. While a computer
program is naturally expected to provide the same results regardless of the machine it runs
on, using the same computer system completely eliminates the possibility that any of the
observations reported here are driven by differences between computer systems.

Since galaxies come in very different forms and shapes, it is possible that some galaxies,
mainly irregular galaxies with unexpected shapes, can be annotated incorrectly. Since the
algorithm is symmetric, any error that can exist in the algorithm is expected to have the
same impact on galaxies spinning clockwise and galaxies spinning counterclockwise. If the
algorithm that identifies the spin direction of the galaxies had a certain error, the asymmetry
A can be defined by Equation (2).

A =
(Ncw + Ecw)− (Nccw + Eccw)

Ncw + Ecw + Nccw + Eccw
, (2)

where Ecw is the number of clockwise galaxies incorrectly annotated as spinning coun-
terclockwise, and Eccw is the number of counterclockwise galaxies incorrectly annotated
as clockwise. When the annotation is symmetric, the number of galaxies spinning coun-
terclockwise incorrectly annotated as galaxies spinning clockwise is expected to be sim-
ilar to the number of clockwise galaxies misclassified as counterclockwise. Therefore,
Ecw ' Eccw [165], and the asymmetry A can be defined by Equation (3).

A =
Ncw − Nccw

Ncw + Ecw + Nccw + Eccw
(3)

Since Ecw and Eccw must be positive numbers or zero, a higher number of galaxies
annotated incorrectly makes the asymmetry A lower. Therefore, a possible incorrect
annotation of the galaxy images is not expected to show asymmetry in the data, and can
only make the magnitude of the asymmetry lower.

As shown by an empirical experiment [165], when intentionally annotating some of
the galaxies incorrectly, the results do not change substantially even when a high number
of 25% of the galaxies are annotated incorrectly, as long as the error is applied evenly to
galaxies that spin clockwise and galaxies that spin counterclockwise [165]. However, when
the error in galaxy annotation is added in a manner that adds more incorrect annotations
to a certain spin direction, even a mild error of just 2% leads to a strong asymmetry with
extremely high statistical significance of over 10σ. In that case, the dipole axis will peak
exactly at the celestial pole [165].

It should also be mentioned that this study also uses a set of galaxies imaged by the
Hubble Space Telescope that were annotated manually. The process of manual annotation
was done by mirroring the galaxies to correct for a possible human bias. Another example
of analysis with manually annotated galaxies will be shown in Section 5.

4.2. Cosmic Variance

It has been observed that galaxies as seen from Earth are not evenly distributed in
the Universe. These small fluctuations in the density of the population of galaxies as seen
from Earth are defined as “cosmic variance” [197,198]. Such variance can affect large-scale
measurements at different parts of the sky and different directions of observation [199–201].
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Asymmetry in galaxy spin direction is a relative measurement, making it different
from other probes with absolute measurements such as the CMB. That is, asymmetry
between galaxies with opposite spin directions is measured by using the difference between
two different measurements made in the same part of the sky, which are the number of
clockwise galaxies and the number of counterclockwise galaxies. Any cosmic variance that
affects the number of clockwise galaxies that appear in a given field is expected to have the
same impact on the number of counterclockwise galaxies in the same field.

4.3. Asymmetry in the Hardware or Software of Digital Sky Surveys

Robotic telescopes and digital sky surveys are complex research instruments, with so-
phisticated hardware and photometric pipelines that collect, analyze, store, and provide
access to the data. Due to their complexity, it is difficult to fully verify that the data provided
by these instruments is completely symmetric. On the other hand, it is also difficult to iden-
tify a possible flaw that would exhibit itself in the form of differences between the number
of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies. Moreover, the observation reported here is
consistent across five major instruments that are independent of each other, while it is diffi-
cult to think of a flaw that would exhibit itself in this form in one instrument, it is definitely
difficult to propose a flaw that is consistent across several different unrelated instruments.

4.4. Multiple Objects That Are Part of the Same Galaxy

Digital sky surveys use automatic object detection, and can identify multiple photo-
metric objects in the same galaxy as independent galaxies. Such objects can include satellite
galaxies, merging systems, large star clusters, large detached segments, and more. For all
datasets used in this study, objects that are part of the same system were removed. That
was done by identifying and removing objects that had another object in the database at
a distance of 0.01° or less. That was not done for the galaxies imaged by Hubble Space
Telescope, where the field is much smaller, making the angular distance between the objects
far shorter compared to Earth-based surveys, which have far larger footprints.

Even if duplicate photometric objects are present, they are expected to be distributed
evenly between clockwise and counterclockwise spiral galaxies. That even distribution
is not expected to exhibit an asymmetry. Empirical experiments of adding artificial du-
plicate objects showed that adding duplicate objects does not result in asymmetry in the
distribution of galaxy spin directions [165].

These experiments used ∼7.7× 104 spiral galaxies, and assigned each galaxy with a
random spin direction. By duplicating these galaxies, the effect of adding duplicate objects
was observed. The results showed that adding duplicate objects did not turn a randomly
distributed dataset into statistically significant asymmetry, unless a very large amount
of ∼500% of duplicated objects are added [165]. That experiment showed that even if
duplicated objects existed in the dataset, it could not have led to the asymmetry.

4.5. Atmospheric Effect

It is difficult to think of an atmospheric effect that can flip the spin direction of a galaxy
as seen from Earth. Additionally, the difference between the number of galaxies spinning
clockwise and galaxies spinning counterclockwise is always determined by using galaxies
observed in the same image of the same field, an atmospheric effect that impacts clockwise
spiral galaxies will have the same impact on counterclockwise galaxies. Therefore, if such
an atmospheric effect existed, it is not expected to lead to the asymmetry between the
number of galaxies with opposite spin directions. Furthermore, one of the datasets used
in this study is a dataset of spiral galaxies collected by HST. As a space-based instrument,
HST is not affected by the atmosphere.

4.6. Spiral Galaxies with Leading Arms

While most spiral arms are trailing, the arms of a spiral galaxy can in some cases be
leading. A known case of a spiral galaxy with a leading arm is NGC 4622 [202]. If galaxies
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with trailing arms are not evenly distributed between clockwise and counterclockwise
galaxies, that can result in asymmetry in spin directions of spiral galaxies in the observed
Universe. For instance, if a high percentage of clockwise galaxies have leading arms, a,
large-scale analysis of the distribution of galaxy spin directions would show an asymmetry,
with a higher number of counterclockwise galaxies.

However, spiral galaxies with leading arms are a minority among spiral galaxies.
Furthermore, spiral galaxies with leading arms are expected to be equally prevalent among
clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies. For instance, the asymmetry between clockwise
and counterclockwise galaxies can be defined by Equation (4)

A =
(Lcw + Tccw)− (Lccw + Tcw)

Lcw + Tccw + Lccw + Tcw
, (4)

where Tcw and Tccw are the number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies with
trailing arms, and Lcw and Lccw are the number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies
with leading arms. If Lcw ' Lccw, the asymmetry A can be defined by Equation (5).
Because Lcw ≥ 0 and Lccw ≥ 0, higher presence of spiral galaxies with leading arm can
make the asymmetry A smaller, but not higher.

A =
Tcw − Tccw

Lcw + Tcw + Lccw + Tccw
(5)

4.7. High Asymmetry in a Specific Part of the Sky

As was shown in an experiment with artificial data [165], high asymmetry in a specific
small part of the sky can lead to a statistically significant dipole axis that peaks exactly at
the center of the region where the distribution is asymmetric. Even if the distribution of
spin directions in the rest of the sky is random when fitting the distribution into a dipole
axis the presence of asymmetry in a small part of the sky can exhibit itself in the form of
a statistically significant dipole axis. That is, even a relatively small region in the sky in
which the number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies is significantly different can
lead to asymmetry when analyzing the entire sky.

The results of this study show that the asymmetry is inverse in the opposite hemi-
sphere, and therefore the axis cannot be driven by the asymmetry in a single part of the sky.
Figure 5 shows consistency in the asymmetry in different 30° RA slices, showing that neigh-
boring slices normally have a closer magnitude of asymmetry, and the asymmetry in each
RA slice is inverse to the corresponding RA slice in the opposite hemisphere. Additionally,
Table 8 shows that in the part of the sky centered at the COSMOS field the distribution is
asymmetric. Obviously, the COSMOS field was not selected for its distribution of galaxy
spin, and therefore can be considered an arbitrary part of the sky. The observation that the
asymmetry exists in a part of the sky that was chosen arbitrarily, is another indication that
the asymmetry exists in just one certain part of the sky.

Table 8. The distribution of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in the HST COSMOS field,
and in the larger field around COSMOS in SDSS, Pan-STARRS, and DESI Legacy Survey. The P values
are the one-tail accumulated binomial distribution probabilities when the probability of a galaxy
spinning in a certain direction is 0.5.

Sky # Clockwise # Counterclockwise p
Survey Galaxies Galaxies Value

COSMOS (HST) 3116 2965 0.027
Pan-STARRS 183 150 0.04
SDSS 349 308 0.06
DESI 2540 2410 0.03
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As shown in Table 7, analysis of different sky surveys shows dipole axes that peak
well within one sigma error from each other. That is true also in the case of sky surveys
that their footprints do not overlap, such as DES and SDSS. The consistency between
non-overlapping sky surveys provides another indication that the profile is not driven by
the strong alignment of spin directions in a certain specific part of the sky, but could be
related to the entire sky, while the profile shown here can be driven by alignment in galaxy
spin directions in certain specific small parts of the sky, the observations shown in this
paper suggest that it is possible that the asymmetry profile is related to the entire sky.

4.8. Dependence between Morphological Analysis and the Redshift

The galaxies used in this experiment have different redshifts. Because galaxies with
higher redshifts tend to be dimmer and smaller, the morphological analysis of the galaxies
might become more difficult for galaxies with high redshift. The galaxies used in this
experiment are limited by radius and magnitude so that all galaxies are relatively large
and bright. Previous analysis of the dependence between the morphological analysis and
redshift has shown mild dependence on the redshift when the magnitude and radius of the
galaxies are controlled [162].

Additionally, previous experiments showed that the magnitude of the asymmetry in-
creases when the redshift gets higher [162,167]. For instance, Table 9 shows the magnitude
of the asymmetry in different redshift ranges in the RA range of (120°, 210°). The analysis is
based on SDSS galaxies with spectra, and reported in [162]. The table shows higher asym-
metry in higher redshift ranges, and similar observations were made for other parts of the
sky, while in the RA range of (120°, 210°) the number of galaxies spinning counterclockwise
grows with the redshift, in other parts of the sky the number of galaxies spinning clockwise
grows, indicating that the results are not driven by systemic inaccuracies of the annotation.

Table 9. The number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in SDSS, separated into different
redshift ranges. All galaxies are within the RA range of (120°, 210°). The results are taken from [162].

z cw ccw cw − ccw
cw + ccw p Value

0–0.05 3216 3180 0.0056 0.698
0.05–0.1 6240 6270 −0.0024 0.4
0.1–0.15 4236 4273 −0.0043 0.285
0.15–0.2 1586 1716 −0.039 0.008
0.2–0.5 2598 2952 −0.064 1.07× 10−6

Total 17,876 18,391 0.493 0.0034

As explained in Section 4.1, a higher error in the annotations of the galaxies is expected
to lead to a lower magnitude of the asymmetry. The increase in the asymmetry as the
redshift gets higher suggests that the change is not driven by the error of the annotation
of galaxies with higher redshift. Furthermore, the effect of the redshift is expected to
have a similar impact in all parts of the sky, and have a similar effect on galaxies that
spin clockwise and galaxies that spin counterclockwise. As also mentioned above, while
the increase in the magnitude was observed in other parts of the sky, the direction of the
asymmetry flips, and in other parts of the sky the number of clockwise galaxies increases.

Furthermore, because the selection of the galaxies is done by the apparent magni-
tude and radius, in higher redshift ranges the galaxies that are selected are larger than
in lower magnitudes. That could indicate that the spin asymmetry correlates with the
absolute magnitude and size of the galaxies, and consistently their stellar mass. In that case,
larger galaxies that could have been the outcome of previous mergers could show higher
asymmetry in the distribution of their spin directions. However, an experiment of using
galaxies of different radii showed no significant change in the magnitude of the asymmetry
when changing the size of the galaxies. That experiment is described in Section 3 in [162],
and might indicate that the asymmetry changes with the redshift of the galaxies rather
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than with a higher stellar mass. That observation is aligned with the contention that galaxy
mergers, which also increase the stellar mass of the galaxy, are not expected to lead to
the less random distribution of the spin directions [147]. The correlation between the
large-scale asymmetry in spin directions and time provides certain evidence that the spin
direction alignment is driven by the cosmic initial conditions, and becomes more stochastic
in time, possibly through galaxy mergers. That contention, however, is based on galaxies at
relatively low redshift, and future studies with galaxies at higher redshifts will be required
to better profile the correlation.

4.9. Bias in the Selection of the Galaxies

The analysis does not rely on any previously used catalog, and therefore unknown
biases from previous catalogs designed for other purposes cannot be carried over to
the analysis shown here. As discussed in Section 2.1, most of the galaxies do not have
an identifiable spin direction, and therefore are rejected from the analysis. That is a
limitation of any algorithm since the absence of an identifiable spin direction does not mean
that the galaxy does not spin. For instance, Figure 10 shows examples of three galaxies
imaged by both SDSS and HST, while the images taken by SDSS show no identifiable spin
directions, the HST images show very clear spin patterns and identifiable counterclockwise
spin directions.

Figure 10. Examples of galaxies imaged by both HST and SDSS, while in images acquired by SDSS the
galaxies do not seem to have an identifiable spin direction, the HST images of the exact same galaxies
show that these galaxies have counterclockwise spin patterns. The equatorial celestial coordinates of
each galaxy are specified at the top of each column.

A bias in the selection of galaxies such that, for instance, a higher number of clockwise
galaxies are rejected from the analysis, can lead to asymmetry in the algorithm. Since the
algorithm is symmetric, and is not based on machine learning or human analysis, it is
expected that the number of galaxies that spin clockwise but are rejected from the analysis
is the same, within statistical error, as the number of counterclockwise galaxies rejected
from the analysis.

However, assuming that the algorithm does have a certain unknown bias, and it tends
to reject more galaxies that spin towards a certain direction, the biased asymmetry A in a
certain field is determined by Equation (6)

A =
Rcw · dcw − Rccw · dccw

Rcw · dcw + Rccw · dccw
, (6)

where Rccw and Rcw are the number of galaxies that indeed spin counterclockwise and
clockwise, respectively. dccw is the fraction of counterclockwise galaxies that the algorithm
detects their spin direction, and therefore are used in the analysis. Similarly, dcw is the
fraction of clockwise galaxies whose spin direction is detected by the algorithm, and these
galaxies make the set of clockwise galaxies in the analysis.
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Assuming that the real distribution of the spin directions in the dataset is fully random,
Rcw is expected to be equal (within statistical error) to Rccw. In that case, the observed
asymmetry A can be expressed as shown by Equation (7)

A =
(dcw − dccw)

(dcw + dccw)
. (7)

The algorithm is static, is not trained by galaxies taken from different parts of the
sky, and therefore does not change during the analysis. If the algorithm is biased, dcw
is expected to be different from dccw. Because the annotation algorithm does not change
during the analysis, dcw and dccw, even if they are biased, are expected to be the same.
That is, if the distribution of the spin direction is fully random, but dcw or dccw are biased,
the asymmetry A will have a non-zero value that is consistent in all parts of the sky.

However, as shown in Table 3, Figure 5, and other previous work [161,162,166,167],
the asymmetry A is different in different parts of the sky, and its sign flips in opposite hemi-
sphere. The differences between the asymmetry in different parts of the sky are statistically
significant, which means that the distributions Rcw and Rccw are not fully random.

5. Previous Studies That Show Different Conclusions

While several previous studies mentioned in Section 1 provided results suggesting
that the large-scale distribution of galaxy spin directions is not necessarily random, other
studies used similar approaches to reach opposite conclusions. Here, I analyze these studies
to identify reasons for the differences.

One of the first attempts to study the distribution of spin directions of spiral galaxies
was based on manual selection of the galaxies and manual annotation of their spin direc-
tions [203]. The analysis made use of a dataset of ∼6.5× 103 galaxies, showing that the
distribution of their spin directions was random. However, the small size of that dataset
did not allow to identify the asymmetry with statistical significance. For instance, assuming
that the magnitude of the asymmetry is 1% as shown in this paper, 2.7× 104 galaxies are
required to show a one-tailed P value of ∼0.05. Even when assuming a larger magnitude
of 2%, at least 7× 103 galaxies are required to provide one-tailed probability of p ' 0.048.
That shows that a dataset of merely ∼6.5× 103 objects is not sufficiently large to show a
statistically significant signal of asymmetry in the distribution of galaxy spin directions.

Another attempt to study the distribution of spin directions of spiral galaxies used
manual annotations of galaxies by using the Galaxy Zoo platform, providing access to
crowdsourcing done by non-scientist volunteers [204]. By using the practice of crowd-
sourcing, the experiment could use a large number of annotated galaxies, as the large
number of volunteers increased the overall throughput of the annotation. The primary
weakness of that approach was that the annotations were heavily impacted by human
bias [204]. The use of manual annotation by anonymous volunteers led to inaccuracy in the
annotations. More importantly, the bias was systematic. Because the bias was not known
when the project was designed, the galaxies were not mirrored randomly to balance the
human bias.

When the bias was noticed, a small number of galaxies were re-annotated such that
the galaxy images were also mirrored. That experiment showed that 5.525% of the galaxies
were annotated as clockwise, and 6.032% of the galaxies were annotated as counterclock-
wise. When the galaxy images were mirrored, the numbers changed to 5.942% clockwise,
and 5.646% counterclockwise. These results are shown in Table 2 in [204]. That is, after the
galaxies were mirrored, the frequency of galaxies spinning counterclockwise dropped by
∼1.5%, and the frequency of galaxies spinning clockwise increased by ∼2%. The asymme-
try of 1–2% agrees in both its direction and its magnitude with the asymmetry described
in [162]. The analysis of [162] used SDSS galaxies with spectra, and therefore the experiment
described in [162] used the same footprint and distribution of the Galaxy Zoo galaxies
analyzed in [204], making it relevant for comparison to Galaxy Zoo.
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Because just a small number of galaxies were mirrored, the size of the dataset of
annotated galaxies was relatively small, at ∼1.1× 104 galaxies [204]. Due to the small
number of annotated galaxies, the results were not statistically significant. At the same
time, the asymmetry shown in [204] also does not conflict with the asymmetry shown in
this study or in [162]. It was also argued that the distribution of Galaxy Zoo annotations of
the directions toward which galaxies spin is not necessarily random [205].

An analysis based on automatic annotation [206] using the SPARCFIRE algorithm [207,208]
showed that the spin directions of galaxies annotated by Galaxy Zoo are distributed
randomly. When just applying the automatic annotation to galaxies annotated as spiral
by Galaxy Zoo, the asymmetry was statistically significant, with 2.52σ or stronger. These
results are summarized in Table 2 of [206]. A possible reason that can explain the statistically
significant asymmetry is that the annotation of spiral galaxies by Galaxy Zoo volunteers
was the reason of the asymmetry. That is a new kind of bias that was not reported in [204].

To correct for that bias, the selection of spiral galaxies was performed by using a ma-
chine learning algorithm. The machine learning algorithm was trained with two classes of
galaxies—elliptical and spiral. Its goal was to select spiral galaxies automatically, and reject
elliptical galaxies from the analysis. To ensure that the algorithm does not select a higher
number of clockwise galaxies or counterclockwise galaxies as spiral, the training set of
spiral galaxies was made of 50% spiral galaxies that spin clockwise, and 50% spiral galaxies
that spin counterclockwise. That is, the machine learning algorithm that selected the spiral
galaxies was trained with one class of elliptical galaxies, and another class of spiral galaxies.
The class of spiral galaxies contained an equal number of clockwise and counterclockwise
galaxies to ensure that a higher population of a certain spin direction in the training set
does not lead to a selection of more spiral galaxies that spin in that direction, while machine
learning is often difficult to fully analyze [169,170], given the known limitations of machine
learning the design of the experiment seems sound and unbiased.

However, in addition to the balanced training set, the machine learning algorithm was
also designed such that all attributes that identified asymmetry in the galaxy spin directions
were specifically removed from the data. As stated in [206] “We choose our attributes to
include some photometric attributes that were disjoint with those that Shamir (2016) found
to be correlated with chirality, in addition to several SPARCFIRE outputs with all chirality
information removed”.

The removal of attributes that identify between clockwise and counterclockwise galax-
ies naturally led to a dataset that is more symmetric in spin directions. That is, when
removing the attributes that can identify the spin direction of the galaxy, the machine
learning algorithm produced a dataset that is more symmetric when applying an algorithm
to annotate the galaxies by their spin direction. Although it is difficult to predict subtle
biases in machine learning systems, theoretically that machine learning system was ex-
pected to be symmetric between clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies. Still, for showing
randomness in the spin directions of the galaxies, the removal of attributes that identify the
spin direction was required.

When not correcting for the attributes that correlate with galaxy spin direction asym-
metry, the asymmetry between the number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies is
with statistical significance of 2.52σ or stronger when using Galaxy Zoo galaxies classified
as a spiral. These results are specified in Table 2 in [206]. The statistical significance changes
with the threshold of the selection of spiral galaxies, but in all cases it was statistically
significant. These results are also in agreement with previous analysis of SDSS galaxies as
reported in [162].

Another study that showed opposite results used the dataset of [209] and argued that
the asymmetry is the result of “duplicate objects” [210]. When removing the “duplicate
objects” to create a “clean” dataset, the signal drops to 0.29σ. As the abstract claims “The
actual dipole asymmetry observed for the “cleaned” catalog is quite modest, σD = 0.29”.
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However, the dataset that was used in [209] was used for studying differences in the
photometry objects that spin in opposite directions. The [209] paper does not make any
claim for the existence of a dipole axis or any other axis formed by the spin directions of
spiral galaxies. No claim for an axis is made regarding that dataset in any other paper.
When using the same dataset to analyze the existence of a dipole axis in galaxy spin
directions, photometric objects that are part of the same galaxy such as satellite galaxies or
galaxy mergers become “duplicate objects”. However, [209] does not make any attempt
to study any kind of axis formed by the asymmetry in the distribution of galaxy spin
directions. As mentioned above, no such claim was made in any other paper.

The more interesting question in the sense of the distribution of galaxy spin directions
in the local Universe is why a “clean” dataset exhibited random distribution. That can be
explained by careful analysis of the statistical analysis of the exact same “clean” dataset
used in [210].

The statistical significance of 0.29σ reported in the abstract of [210] was the result of
an experiment such that the redshift of all galaxies was limited to z < 0.1. As explained
in [162], limiting the redshift leads to a weaker statistical signal of the dipole. For instance,
when using just galaxies with the redshift of z < 0.15, the statistical signal of the dipole axis
becomes insignificant. That can also be seen in Tables 3 and 5–7 in [162]. The tables show
that the statistical significance of the distribution becomes insignificant when the redshift
ranges are lower. Therefore, the low statistical significance when limiting the redshift to
z < 0.1 reported in [210] is in full alignment with previous studies [162].

More importantly, unlike the analysis used in this paper, the analysis of [210] applied
a three-dimensional analysis, where the position of each galaxy is determined by its
galactic coordinates and its redshift. Because the galaxies used in [209] do not have spectra,
the analysis shown in [210] used the “measured redshift” of each galaxy, which is in fact
the photometric redshift of the galaxies taken from the photometric redshift catalog of [211],
while spherical coordinates of galaxies are considered accurate, the photometric redshift is
highly inaccurate, and can also be systematically biased. The inaccuracy of the photometric
redshift of the [211] catalog is ∼18.5% [211]. That error is substantially higher than the
magnitude of the asymmetry, which is∼1%. Therefore, the error of the photometric redshift
is expected to add inaccuracy to the analysis, and consequently weaken the observed signal.

When not limiting the galaxies to the photometric redshift of less than 0.1, and when
applying a statistical analysis that does not rely on the photometric redshift, it is clear that
the distribution of the galaxy spin directions in that dataset is not random. For instance,
a very simple binomial distribution analysis of the data shows that the galaxies can be
separated into two hemispheres, such that one has a higher number of galaxies spinning
clockwise, while the opposite hemisphere has a higher number of galaxies spinning counter-
clockwise. The exact same “clean” dataset of 72,888 galaxies used in [210] can be accessed
at https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/assym_72k (accessed on 2 June 2022).

Table 10 shows the distribution of galaxies spinning clockwise and galaxies spinning
counterclockwise in the hemisphere centered at α = 340°, and in the opposite hemisphere
centered at α = 160°. As the table shows, the asymmetry in the distribution of the spin
directions of spiral galaxies in the hemisphere centered at α = 160° is statistically significant.
In the opposite hemisphere the asymmetry is not statistically significant. However, that
hemisphere also shows a higher number of galaxies spinning counterclockwise, and there-
fore it is also not in disagreement with the asymmetry in the hemisphere centered at
(RA = 160°) for the contention that the two hemispheres form a dipole axis. Since there are
two hemispheres, the overall statistical significance of the distribution can be determined
by applying a Bonferroni correction to the two-tailed P value of the distribution in the hemi-
sphere centered at (RA = 160°). This provides a probability of ∼0.01 of such distribution or
stronger to happen by chance.

https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/assym_72k
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Monte Carlo simulation showed that such asymmetry or stronger was observed in
just 70 runs out of a total of 100,000 attempts. That is a probability of ∼0.007. Code and
data to reproduce the Monte Carlo simulation can be found at https://people.cs.ksu.edu/
~lshamir/data/iye_et_al (accessed on 2 June 2022).

Table 10. The number of clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies in the exact same “clean” dataset
of 72,888 galaxies used in [210]. The p values are the binomial distribution such that the probability
of a galaxy to in a certain direction is random 0.5. The data are available at https://people.cs.ksu.
edu/~lshamir/data/assym_72k/ (accessed on 2 June 2022).

Hemisphere # Clockwise # Counterclockwise #Z
#S p p

(RA) (One-Tailed) (Two-Tailed)

>250° ∪ <70° 13,660 13,749 0.9935 0.29 0.58
70°–250° 23,037 22,442 1.0265 0.0026 0.0052

Reproduction of the analysis described in [210] without using the photometric red-
shift shows a statistically significant dipole axis. Figure 11 shows the statistical signifi-
cance of fitting the galaxy spin direction into a form of a dipole axis from each possible
(α, δ) combination. The dataset is the exact same “clean” dataset of 72,888 galaxies used
in [210], but without using the photometric redshift to determine the position of each galaxy.
The most likely axis peaks at (α = 165°, δ = 40°), with statistical significance of 2.14σ. That
statistical signal is not normally considered random. Because the galaxies used in [209]
are relatively bright (i magnitude < 18) and large (Petrosian radius < 5.5′) galaxies, these
galaxies also have lower redshifts. As shown in [162], a weaker signal in the asymmetry
is expected when the redshift is lower. However, in any case, the statistical signal of the
dipole axis is >2σ, and therefore is not considered random. Code and data to reproduce the
analysis are available at https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al (accessed on
2 June 2022).

Figure 11. The χ2 statistical significance of a dipole axis in the spin directions of the galaxies from
different (α, δ) combinations in the exact same dataset used by [210]. Code and data to repro-
duce the analysis are available at https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al (accessed on
2 June 2022).

Figure 12 displays the statistical significance of the dipole axis from different (α,δ)
combinations in the sky after assigning the galaxies random spin directions. The analysis
shows a much lower statistical significance of less than 1σ.

https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al
https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al
https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/assym_72k/
https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/assym_72k/
https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al
https://people.cs.ksu.edu/~lshamir/data/iye_et_al
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Figure 12. The χ2 statistical significance of a possible dipole axis from all possible integer (α, δ)

combinations when the spin directions of the galaxies are assigned randomly.

6. Discussion

The deployment of powerful digital sky surveys has revolutionized cosmology re-
search by enabling the generation of very large astronomical databases, and reconstructing
the local Universe in high detail. These databases allow addressing research questions
that were not addressable in the recent past. One of the many examples of data-driven
research questions that challenge the current cosmological models is the Hubble-scale
structures [1–5] that were impractical to identify without the large datasets collected by
autonomous digital sky surveys.

This paper examines the probe of the distribution of the spin directions of spiral
galaxies. The study analyzes a large number of spiral galaxies to examine the nature of the
distribution of spin directions in the context of the large-scale structure. The analysis is
limited to the direction of the spin of each galaxy (clockwise or counterclockwise), and not
the magnitude of the spin. Five different digital sky surveys covering different parts
of the sky were analyzed, all showing patterns of asymmetry between the number of
galaxies spinning in opposite directions. These results are aligned with multiple previous
experiments, showing that the distribution of spin directions of spiral galaxies as observed
from Earth might not be random [135,136,158–162,165–167,212]. Some previous studies
showing opposite conclusions are discussed in Section 5, but these studies might not
necessarily provide a definite proof of fully symmetric ratio.

While galaxies do not form from the same materials, the distribution of galaxies in
the Universe is not random [55], and the Universe seems to be organized in walls and
filaments that make the cosmic web. This large-scale structure is presumably linked to the
underlying distribution of dark matter throughout the Cosmos. Yet, it is still unclear how
matter moves in these cosmic filaments. A preferential spin axis can be induced if there is a
tendency to move to the highest densities following a corkscrew motion.

Studies with smaller datasets of galaxies showed non-random spin directions of
galaxies in filaments of the cosmic web [121–124,126,127,129–133]. Other studies showed
alignment in the spin directions even when the galaxies are too far from each other to
interact gravitationally [134–136], unless assuming modified gravity models [213,214] that
explain longer gravitational span [215–217]. Modified gravity models were also proposed
as an explanation to the Ho tension [218].

One of the mature theories that explain the initiation of galaxy spin is the tidal torque
theory [110–114,116–119,147]. According to tidal torque theory, the angular momenta of
galaxies are directly linked to the initial conditions [147]. Another theory of galaxy spin is
the merging of galaxies [144,145], or interactions between dark matter halos that do not
merge but pass in close proximity to each other [146].
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If galaxy mergers were the sole agent that initiates galaxy spin, the distribution of
spin directions of galaxies would have been expected to be stochastic [147]. This study
shows with a very large number of galaxies and several different sky surveys that the spin
directions of galaxies is not stochastic, and therefore agrees with the contention that initial
galaxy spins are more likely related to the cosmic initial conditions rather than the sole
outcome of galaxy mergers.

The alignment of spin directions within filaments of the cosmic web has been observed
to correlate with the mass [131], where galaxies at a lower mass were correlated with align-
ment with the parent structure, and higher mass correlated with perpendicular alignment
to the structure. That can be explained by flip-spin, where initial galaxy angular momentum
is directly related to the initial conditions, and galaxy mergers flip the spin [131]. The link
between mass and alignment of spin directions was also observed in computer simula-
tions [127,129,137,139,140,150–156,219]. The strength of that correlation has been linked
to the galaxy stellar mass and the color of the galaxies [155,220]. It has been proposed
that that link is associated with halo formation [154], which can lead to a link between the
large-scale structure of the Early Universe and the spin directions [142].

The analysis described in this paper shows cosmological-scale anisotropy that spans
over a portion of the sky that is far larger than any known supercluster, filament, or wall in
the large-scale structure. That suggests that the link between the cosmic initial conditions
and the alignment of galaxy spin directions might be exhibited by the entire local Universe,
and is not limited to specific walls or filaments.

In addition to alignment in spin directions of galaxies, observations of large-scale
alignment in spin directions were observed with quasars [221]. Position angle of radio
galaxies also showed large-scale consistency of angular momentum [222]. These observa-
tions agree with observations made with datasets such as the Faint Images of the Radio
Sky at Twenty-centimetres (FIRST) and the TIFR GMRT Sky Survey (TGSS), showing a
large-scale alignment of radio galaxies [223,224]. In general, the distribution of galaxies in
the Universe is far from random [55,225,226].

The contention of Hubble-scale anisotropy [227] has been proposed based on ob-
servations of the CMB distribution [12–16,19]. The cosmological-scale axis exhibited by
the CMB agrees with other large-scale asymmetry axes formed by probes such as dark
energy and dark flow [13]. Other CMB anomalies include the quadrupole-octopole axis
alignment [228–232], point-parity asymmetry [233,234], CMB asymmetry between opposite
hemispheres [7,14,235], and the cold spot in the cosmic microwave background [191–195],
while it has been suggested that these observations are not necessarily of statistical sig-
nificance [236], they can also be considered as observations that conflict with ΛCDM
cosmology [57].

The provocative contention of the existence of a Hubble-scale axis in the Universe is
aligned with several cosmological models as described in Section 1. These theories shift
from the standard model. One of the notable alternative theories is black hole cosmol-
ogy [87–90,98,100,237]. One of the initial observations that agree with the contention of a
black hole universe is the agreement between the Hubble radius and the Schwarzschild
radius of a black hole when the mass is the mass of the Universe [100]. Another supporting
observation is the accelerated inflation of the Universe, which according to black hole
cosmology does not require the assumption of dark energy. It should be mentioned that
the first models of black hole cosmology were proposed before the inflated acceleration of
the Universe was discovered. Black hole cosmology can be classified under the category of
multiverse [238–241], which is one of the older cosmological theories [242,243].

Because stellar black holes are born spinning [91–96], a universe in the interior of a
stellar black hole is expected to have a major axis inherited from its host black hole. While
stellar black holes are formed from the gravitational collapse of stars, the formation of
supermassive black holes is still not fully understood [244]. A possible explanation is that
supermassive black holes are formed from the collapse of supermassive stars in the early
Universe [244,245]. Another explanation is that the merging of smaller black holes can lead
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to larger black holes [246], and in that case the gravitational interaction of the merging
of black holes can lead to spin [246]. It has also been proposed that supermassive black
holes are the result of direct collapse of gas clouds into a supermassive black hole without
an intermediate stage of a star [247,248]. According to that theory, supermassive black
holes are also expected to spin [247]. Regardless of the theory, empirical observations of
supermassive black holes showed that these black holes spin [249], as initially observed
with the supermassive black hole of NGC 1365 [250].

A possible universal pattern of galaxy spin directions can also be related to the pro-
posed existence of a Universal force field [251]. The observation that galaxies in opposite
lines of sight show opposite spin directions also agrees with cosmology driven by longi-
tudinal gravitational waves [252], according to which each galaxy at a certain distance
from Earth is expected to have an antipode galaxy under the same physical conditions,
but accelerating oppositely [252]. The link between that theory and the observations dis-
cussed here might be challenged by the fact that the magnitude of the observed asymmetry
is mild, and does not support the full separation of the galaxy population into pairs of
antipode galaxies.

Another direction of explanation that should be considered is that the observation is
related to the internal structure of galaxies. The rotation direction of extra-galactic objects
can affect photons [253], making objects rotating in opposite directions visually different
when observed from Earth. For instance, due to special relativity, galaxies with a spin
direction orthogonal to the spin direction of the Milky Way are supposed to be visually
different to an Earth-based observer from identical galaxies that spin in the opposite
direction. A galaxy with a rotational velocity of vr relative to a Milky Way observer will
have a Doppler shift of its bolometric flux of Fo = (1 + 4 · Vr

c ), where F0 is the flux of
the galaxy when it is stationary compared to a Milky Way observer, and c is the speed of
light [254]. Assuming rotational velocity of 2 × 220 km · s−1 of the observed galaxy relative
to the Milky Way, v

c is ∼0.0015. That means that F
F0

is '1.0059, and will lead to a maximum
magnitude difference of −2.5 log10 1.0059 ' 0.0064. That subtle magnitude difference is not
expected to affect the observation, and is far smaller than the observed differences [164].

However, the physics of galaxy rotation are still not fully understood. As it is clear
that galaxy rotation does not follow Newtonian physics (when assuming that most matter
of the galaxy is not dark), the leading assumption to explain the puzzling conflict is that
the mass of galaxies is dominated by dark matter [255–257]. The assumption of dark
matter is a key working assumption in most current standard cosmological models, but the
nature of dark matter has not been fully proven and profiled. Other leading explanations
include the contention that galaxy rotation does not follow the known physics, but driven
by modified physics that applies to galaxy rotation [258–264]. These theories also have
relativistic expansions [265–271].

Driven by robotic telescopes and autonomous data acquisition instruments, the infor-
mation revolution has enabled a new way to observe the Universe. Clearly, further research
will be needed to verify and profile the observation. However, the observation by five
different sky surveys, all showing a statistically significant dipole axis within 1σ error from
each other, should lead to the consideration of the question of whether the spin directions
of spiral galaxies as seen from Earth is indeed fully random.
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43. Skeivalas, J.; Paršeliūnas, E.; Šlikas, D. The predictive model for the universe rotation axis identification upon applying the solar

system coordinate net in the Milky Way galaxy. Indian J. Phys. 2022, 93, 1625–1634. [CrossRef]
44. Luongo, O.; Muccino, M.; Colgáin, E.Ó.; Sheikh-Jabbari, M.; Yin, L. Larger H 0 values in the CMB dipole direction. Phys. Rev. D

2022, 105, 103510. [CrossRef]
45. Hutsemekers, D. Evidence for very large-scale coherent orientations of quasar polarization vectors. Astron. Astrophys. 1998,

332, 410–428.
46. Hutsemékers, D.; Cabanac, R.; Lamy, H.; Sluse, D. Mapping extreme-scale alignments of quasar polarization vectors. Astron.

Astrophys. 2005, 441, 915–930. [CrossRef]
47. Secrest, N.J.; von Hausegger, S.; Rameez, M.; Mohayaee, R.; Sarkar, S.; Colin, J. A test of the cosmological principle with quasars.

Astrophys. J. Lett. 2021, 908, L51. [CrossRef]
48. Zhao, D.; Xia, J.Q. A tomographic test of cosmic anisotropy with the recently-released quasar sample. Eur. Phys. J. C 2021, 81, 1–11.

[CrossRef]
49. Semenaite, A.; Sánchez, A.G.; Pezzotta, A.; Hou, J.; Scoccimarro, R.; Eggemeier, A.; Crocce, M.; Chuang, C.H.; Smith, A.;

Zhao, C.; et al. Cosmological implications of the full shape of anisotropic clustering measurements in BOSS and eBOSS. arXiv
2021, arXiv:2111.03156.

50. Sommers, P. Cosmic ray anisotropy analysis with a full-sky observatory. Astropart. Phys. 2001, 14, 271–286. [CrossRef]
51. Sommers, P. Ultra-high energy cosmic rays: Observational results. Astropart. Phys. 2012, 39–40, 88–94. [CrossRef]
52. Deligny, O.; Salamida, F. Searches for large-scale anisotropies of cosmic rays: Harmonic analysis and shuffling technique.

Astropart. Phys. 2013, 46, 40–49. [CrossRef]
53. Aab, A.; Abreu, P.; Aglietta, M.; Al Samarai, I.; Albuquerque, I.; Allekotte, I.; Almela, A.; Castillo, J.A.; Alvarez-Muñiz, J.;

Anastasi, G.A.; et al. Observation of a large-scale anisotropy in the arrival directions of cosmic rays above 8 × 1018 eV. Science
2017, 357, 1266–1270.

54. Deligny, O. Measurements and implications of cosmic ray anisotropies from TeV to trans-EeV energies. Astropart. Phys. 2019,
104, 13–41. [CrossRef]

55. Jones, B.J.; Martínez, V.J.; Saar, E.; Trimble, V. Scaling laws in the distribution of galaxies. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2005, 76, 1211.
[CrossRef]

56. Pecker, J.C. Some critiques of the big bang cosmology. J. Astrophys. Astron. 1997, 18, 323–333. [CrossRef]
57. Bull, P.; Akrami, Y.; Adamek, J.; Baker, T.; Bellini, E.; Jimenez, J.B.; Bentivegna, E.; Camera, S.; Clesse, S.; Davis, J.H.; et al. Beyond

ΛCDM: Problems, solutions, and the road ahead. Phys. Dark Universe 2016, 12, 56–99. [CrossRef]
58. Velten, H.; Gomes, S. Is the Hubble diagram of quasars in tension with concordance cosmology? Phys. Rev. D 2020, 101, 043502.

[CrossRef]
59. Krishnan, C.; Mohayaee, R.; Colgáin, E.Ó.; Sheikh-Jabbari, M.; Yin, L. Does Hubble tension signal a breakdown in FLRW

cosmology? Class. Quantum Gravity 2021, 38, 184001. [CrossRef]
60. Colgáin, E.Ó. Probing the Anisotropic Universe with Gravitational Waves. arXiv 2022, arXiv:2203.03956.
61. Feng, B.; Zhang, X. Double inflation and the low CMB quadrupole. Phys. Lett. B 2003, 570, 145–150. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/asna.201913657
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936602
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/galaxies2010022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202140296
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.063514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/810/1/47
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw995
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201629408
http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/s11534-011-0021-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/ijaa.2011.14026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201936373
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.191101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12648-021-02113-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.103510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20053337
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abdd40
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09701-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0927-6505(00)00130-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2012.04.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2013.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2018.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.76.1211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02709322
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2016.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.043502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ac1a81
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2003.07.065


Universe 2022, 8, 397 29 of 35

62. Piao, Y.S.; Feng, B.; Zhang, X. Suppressing the CMB quadrupole with a bounce from the contracting phase to inflation. Phys. Rev.
D 2004, 69, 103520. [CrossRef]

63. Rodrigues, D.C. Anisotropic cosmological constant and the CMB quadrupole anomaly. Phys. Rev. D 2008, 77, 023534. [CrossRef]
64. Piao, Y.S. Possible explanation to a low CMB quadrupole. Phys. Rev. D 2005, 71, 087301. [CrossRef]
65. Beltran Jimenez, J.; Maroto, A.L. Cosmology with moving dark energy and the CMB quadrupole. Phys. Rev. D 2007, 76, 023003.

[CrossRef]
66. Bohmer, C.G.; Mota, D.F. CMB anisotropies and inflation from non-standard spinors. Phys. Lett. B 2008, 663, 168–171. [CrossRef]
67. Campanelli, L.; Cea, P.; Tedesco, L. Ellipsoidal universe can solve the cosmic microwave background quadrupole problem. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 131302. [CrossRef]
68. Campanelli, L.; Cea, P.; Fogli, G.; Tedesco, L. Cosmic parallax in ellipsoidal universe. Mod. Phys. Lett. A 2011, 26, 1169–1181.

[CrossRef]
69. Gruppuso, A. Complete statistical analysis for the quadrupole amplitude in an ellipsoidal universe. Phys. Rev. D 2007, 76, 083010.

[CrossRef]
70. Cea, P. The ellipsoidal universe in the Planck satellite era. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2014, 441, 1646–1661. [CrossRef]
71. Arciniega, G.; Bueno, P.; Cano, P.A.; Edelstein, J.D.; Hennigar, R.A.; Jaime, L.G. Geometric inflation. Phys. Lett. B 2020, 802, 135242.

[CrossRef]
72. Edelstein, J.D.; Rodríguez, D.V.; López, A.V. Aspects of geometric inflation. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2020, 2020, 040. [CrossRef]
73. Arciniega, G.; Edelstein, J.D.; Jaime, L.G. Towards geometric inflation: The cubic case. Phys. Lett. B 2020, 802, 135272. [CrossRef]
74. Jaime, L.G. On the viability of the evolution of the universe with Geometric Inflation. Phys. Dark Universe 2021, 34, 100887.

[CrossRef]
75. Tatum, E.T.; Seshavatharam, U.; Lakshminarayana, S. Flat space cosmology as a mathematical model of quantum gravity or

quantum cosmology. Int. J. Astron. Atrophysics 2015, 5, 133. [CrossRef]
76. Tatum, E.T. Why flat space cosmology is superior to standard inflationary cosmology. J. Mod. Phys. 2018, 9, 1867. [CrossRef]
77. Tatum, E.T.; Seshavatharam, U. Clues to the fundamental nature of gravity, dark energy and dark matter. J. Mod. Phys. 2018,

9, 1469. [CrossRef]
78. Azarnia, S.; Fareghbal, R.; Naseh, A.; Zolfi, H. Islands in flat-space cosmology. Phys. Rev. D 2021, 104, 126017. [CrossRef]
79. Rajpoot, S.; Vacaru, S.I. On supersymmetric geometric flows and R2 inflation from scale invariant supergravity. Ann. Phys. 2017,

384, 20–60. [CrossRef]
80. Gödel, K. An example of a new type of cosmological solutions of Einstein’s field equations of gravitation. Rev. Mod. Phys. 1949,

21, 447. [CrossRef]
81. Ozsváth, I.; Schücking, E. Finite rotating universe. Nature 1962, 193, 1168–1169. [CrossRef]
82. Ozsvath, I.; Schücking, E. Approaches to Gödel’s rotating universe. Class. Quantum Gravity 2001, 18, 2243. [CrossRef]
83. Sivaram, C.; Arun, K. Primordial rotation of the universe, hydrodynamics, vortices and angular momenta of celestial objects.

Open Astron. 2012, 5, 7–11. [CrossRef]
84. Chechin, L. Rotation of the Universe at different cosmological epochs. Astron. Rep. 2016, 60, 535–541. [CrossRef]
85. Seshavatharam, U.; Lakshminarayana, S. An Integrated Model of a Light Speed Rotating Universe. Int. Astron. Astrophys. Res. J.

2020, 2, 74–82.
86. Campanelli, L. A conjecture on the neutrality of matter. Found. Phys. 2021, 51, 56. [CrossRef]
87. Pathria, R. The universe as a black hole. Nature 1972, 240, 298–299. [CrossRef]
88. Stuckey, W. The observable universe inside a black hole. Am. J. Phys. 1994, 62, 788–795. [CrossRef]
89. Easson, D.A.; Brandenberger, R.H. Universe generation from black hole interiors. J. High Energy Phys. 2001, 2001, 024. [CrossRef]
90. Chakrabarty, H.; Abdujabbarov, A.; Malafarina, D.; Bambi, C. A toy model for a baby universe inside a black hole. Eur. Phys. J. C

2020, 80, 1–10. [CrossRef]
91. Gammie, C.F.; Shapiro, S.L.; McKinney, J.C. Black hole spin evolution. Astrophys. J. 2004, 602, 312. [CrossRef]
92. Takahashi, R. Shapes and positions of black hole shadows in accretion disks and spin parameters of black holes. Astrophys. J.

2004, 611, 996. [CrossRef]
93. Volonteri, M.; Madau, P.; Quataert, E.; Rees, M.J. The distribution and cosmic evolution of massive black hole spins. Astrophys. J.

2005, 620, 69. [CrossRef]
94. McClintock, J.E.; Shafee, R.; Narayan, R.; Remillard, R.A.; Davis, S.W.; Li, L.X. The spin of the near-extreme Kerr black hole GRS

1915+ 105. Astrophys. J. 2006, 652, 518. [CrossRef]
95. Mudambi, S.P.; Rao, A.; Gudennavar, S.; Misra, R.; Bubbly, S. Estimation of the black hole spin in LMC X-1 using AstroSat. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2020, 498, 4404–4410. [CrossRef]
96. Reynolds, C.S. Observational constraints on black hole spin. Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 2021, 59, 117–154. [CrossRef]
97. Popławski, N.J. Cosmology with torsion: An alternative to cosmic inflation. Phys. Lett. B 2010, 694, 181–185. [CrossRef]
98. Seshavatharam, U. Physics of rotating and expanding black hole universe. Prog. Phys. 2010, 2, 7–14.
99. Seshavatharam, U.; Lakshminarayana, S. Understanding Black Hole Cosmology and the Cosmic Halt. J. Adv. Res. Astrophys.

Astron. 2014, 1, 1–27.
100. Christillin, P. The Machian origin of linear inertial forces from our gravitationally radiating black hole Universe. Eur. Phys. J. Plus

2014, 129, 1–3. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.103520
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.023534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.087301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.023003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.131302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732311035638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.083010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135242
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/12/040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135272
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2021.100887
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/ijaa.2015.53017
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/jmp.2018.910118
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/jmp.2018.98091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.126017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2017.06.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.21.447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/1931168a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/18/12/301
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874381101205010007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1063772916040041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10701-021-00462-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/240298a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1119/1.17460
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/06/024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7964-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/380996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/422403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/426858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/508457
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa2656
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-112420-035022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2010.09.056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjp/i2014-14175-2


Universe 2022, 8, 397 30 of 35

101. Seshavatharam, U.; Lakshminarayana, S. Light Speed Expansion and Rotation of a Primordial Black Hole Universe having
Internal Acceleration. Int. Astron. Astrophys. Res. J. 2020, 9, 27.

102. Susskind, L. The world as a hologram. J. Math. Phys. 1995, 36, 6377–6396. [CrossRef]
103. Bak, D.; Rey, S.J. Holographic principle and string cosmology. Class. Quantum Gravity 2000, 17, L1. [CrossRef]
104. Bousso, R. The holographic principle. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2002, 74, 825. [CrossRef]
105. Myung, Y.S. Holographic principle and dark energy. Phys. Lett. B 2005, 610, 18–22. [CrossRef]
106. Hu, B.; Ling, Y. Interacting dark energy, holographic principle, and coincidence problem. Phys. Rev. D 2006, 73, 123510. [CrossRef]
107. Rinaldi, E.; Han, X.; Hassan, M.; Feng, Y.; Nori, F.; McGuigan, M.; Hanada, M. Matrix-Model Simulations Using Quantum

Computing, Deep Learning, and Lattice Monte Carlo. PRX Quantum 2022, 3, 010324. [CrossRef]
108. Sivaram, C.; Arun, K. Holography, dark energy and entropy of large cosmic structures. Astrophys. Space Sci. 2013, 348, 217–219.

[CrossRef]
109. Shor, O.; Benninger, F.; Khrennikov, A. Representation of the universe as a dendrogramic hologram endowed with relational

interpretation. Entropy 2021, 23, 584. [CrossRef]
110. Hoyle. The origin of the rotations of the galaxies. In Problems of Cosmical Aerodynamics; Central Air Documents Office: Columbus,

OH, USA, 1949; pp. 195–197.
111. Peebles, P. Origin of the angular momentum of galaxies. Astrophys. J. 1969, 155, 393. [CrossRef]
112. Doroshkevich, A. Spatial structure of perturbations and origin of galactic rotation in fluctuation theory. Astrophysics 1970,

6, 320–330. [CrossRef]
113. White, S.D. Angular momentum growth in protogalaxies. Astrophys. J. 1984, 286, 38–41. [CrossRef]
114. Catelan, P.; Theuns, T. Evolution of the angular momentum of protogalaxies from tidal torques: Zel’dovich approximation. Mon.

Not. R. Astron. Soc. 1996, 282, 436–454. [CrossRef]
115. Pen, U.L.; Lee, J.; Seljak, U. Tentative detection of galaxy spin correlations in the tully catalog. Astrophys. J. 2000, 543, L107.

[CrossRef]
116. Lee, J.; Pen, U.L. Galaxy spin statistics and spin-density correlation. Astrophys. J. 2001, 555, 106. [CrossRef]
117. Porciani, C.; Dekel, A.; Hoffman, Y. Testing tidal-torque theory–I. Spin amplitude and direction. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2002,

332, 325–338. [CrossRef]
118. Porciani, C.; Dekel, A.; Hoffman, Y. Testing tidal-torque theory–II. Alignment of inertia and shear and the characteristics of

protohaloes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2002, 332, 339–351. [CrossRef]
119. Schäfer, B.M. Galactic angular momenta and angular momentum correlations in the cosmological large-scale structure. Int. J.

Mod. Phys. D 2009, 18, 173–222. [CrossRef]
120. Lee, J.; Pen, U.L. Cosmic shear from galaxy spins. Astrophys. J. 2000, 532, L5. [CrossRef]
121. Jones, B.J.; Van De Weygaert, R.; Aragón-Calvo, M.A. Fossil evidence for spin alignment of Sloan Digital Sky Survey galaxies in

filaments. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2010, 408, 897–918. [CrossRef]
122. Tempel, E.; Stoica, R.S.; Saar, E. Evidence for spin alignment of spiral and elliptical/S0 galaxies in filaments. Mon. Not. R. Astron.

Soc. 2013, 428, 1827–1836. [CrossRef]
123. Tempel, E.; Libeskind, N.I. Galaxy spin alignment in filaments and sheets: Observational evidence. Astrophys. J. Lett. 2013,

775, L42. [CrossRef]
124. Tempel, E.; Stoica, R.; Martinez, V.J.; Liivamägi, L.; Castellan, G.; Saar, E. Detecting filamentary pattern in the cosmic web: A

catalogue of filaments for the SDSS. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2014, 438, 3465–3482. [CrossRef]
125. Codis, S.; Pichon, C.; Pogosyan, D. Spin alignments within the cosmic web: A theory of constrained tidal torques near filaments.

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2015, 452, 3369–3393. [CrossRef]
126. Pahwa, I.; Libeskind, N.I.; Tempel, E.; Hoffman, Y.; Tully, R.B.; Courtois, H.M.; Gottlöber, S.; Steinmetz, M.; Sorce, J.G. The

alignment of galaxy spin with the shear field in observations. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2016, 457, 695–703. [CrossRef]
127. Ganeshaiah Veena, P.; Cautun, M.; van de Weygaert, R.; Tempel, E.; Jones, B.J.; Rieder, S.; Frenk, C.S. The Cosmic Ballet: Spin and

shape alignments of haloes in the cosmic web. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2018, 481, 414–438. [CrossRef]
128. Lee, J.; Kim, S.; Jeong, H.; Smith, R.; Choi, H.; Hwang, H.S.; Joo, S.J.; Kim, H.S.; Lee, Y.; Sukyoung, K.Y. Wobbling Galaxy Spin

Axes in Dense Environments. Astrophys. J. 2018, 864, 69. [CrossRef]
129. Ganeshaiah Veena, P.; Cautun, M.; Tempel, E.; van de Weygaert, R.; Frenk, C.S. The Cosmic Ballet II: Spin alignment of galaxies

and haloes with large-scale filaments in the EAGLE simulation. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2019, 487, 1607–1625. [CrossRef]
130. Blue Bird, J.; Davis, J.; Luber, N.; Van Gorkom, J.; Wilcots, E.; Pisano, D.; Gim, H.; Momjian, E.; Fernandez, X.; Hess, K.; et al.

CHILES VI: Hi and Hα observations for z < 0.1 galaxies; probing Hi spin alignment with filaments in the cosmic web. Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc. 2020, 492, 153–176.

131. Welker, C.; Bland-Hawthorn, J.; Van de Sande, J.; Lagos, C.; Elahi, P.; Obreschkow, D.; Bryant, J.; Pichon, C.; Cortese, L.; Richards,
S.; et al. The SAMI Galaxy Survey: First detection of a transition in spin orientation with respect to cosmic filaments in the stellar
kinematics of galaxies. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2020, 491, 2864–2884. [CrossRef]

132. Kraljic, K.; Duckworth, C.; Tojeiro, R.; Alam, S.; Bizyaev, D.; Weijmans, A.M.; Boardman, N.F.; Lane, R.R. SDSS-IV MaNGA: 3D
spin alignment of spiral and S0 galaxies. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2021, 511, 4685–4696. [CrossRef]

133. López, P.; Cautun, M.; Paz, D.; Merchán, M.; van de Weygaert, R. Deviations from tidal torque theory: Evolution of the halo
spin–filament alignment. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2021, 502, 5528–5545. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.531249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/17/1/101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2005.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.123510
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010324
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10509-013-1564-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e23050584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/149876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01001625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/162573
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/282.2.436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/317273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/321472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05305.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05306.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218271809014388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/312556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17202.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/775/2/L42
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt2454
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv1570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2270
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aad54e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz1343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab451


Universe 2022, 8, 397 31 of 35

134. Motloch, P.; Yu, H.R.; Pen, U.L.; Xie, Y. An observed correlation between galaxy spins and initial conditions. Nat. Astron. 2021,
5, 283–288. [CrossRef]

135. Lee, J.H.; Pak, M.; Lee, H.R.; Song, H. Galaxy rotation coherent with the motions of neighbors: Discovery of observational
evidence. Astrophys. J. 2019, 872, 78. [CrossRef]

136. Lee, J.H.; Pak, M.; Song, H.; Lee, H.R.; Kim, S.; Jeong, H. Mysterious Coherence in Several-megaparsec Scales between Galaxy
Rotation and Neighbor Motion. Astrophys. J. 2019, 884, 104. [CrossRef]

137. Zhang, Y.; Yang, X.; Faltenbacher, A.; Springel, V.; Lin, W.; Wang, H. The spin and orientation of dark matter halos within cosmic
filaments. Astrophys. J. 2009, 706, 747. [CrossRef]

138. Davis, A.J.; Natarajan, P. Angular momentum and clustering properties of early dark matter haloes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
2009, 393, 1498–1502. [CrossRef]

139. Libeskind, N.I.; Hoffman, Y.; Forero-Romero, J.; Gottlöber, S.; Knebe, A.; Steinmetz, M.; Klypin, A. The velocity shear tensor:
Tracer of halo alignment. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2013, 428, 2489–2499. [CrossRef]

140. Libeskind, N.I.; Knebe, A.; Hoffman, Y.; Gottlöber, S. The universal nature of subhalo accretion. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2014,
443, 1274–1280. [CrossRef]

141. Forero-Romero, J.E.; Contreras, S.; Padilla, N. Cosmic web alignments with the shape, angular momentum and peculiar velocities
of dark matter haloes. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2014, 443, 1090–1102. [CrossRef]

142. Wang, P.; Kang, X. The build up of the correlation between halo spin and the large-scale structure. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2018,
473, 1562–1569. [CrossRef]

143. López, P.; Merchán, M.E.; Paz, D.J. Deviations from tidal torque theory: Environment dependences on halo angular momentum
growth. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2019, 485, 5244–5255. [CrossRef]

144. Vitvitska, M.; Klypin, A.A.; Kravtsov, A.V.; Wechsler, R.H.; Primack, J.R.; Bullock, J.S. The origin of angular momentum in dark
matter halos. Astrophys. J. 2002, 581, 799. [CrossRef]

145. Peirani, S.; Mohayaee, R.; de Freitas Pacheco, J.A. The angular momentum of dark haloes: Merger and accretion effects. Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc. 2004, 348, 921–931. [CrossRef]

146. Ebrahimian, E.; Abolhasani, A. Dynamical Tidal Locking Theory: A New Source of the Spin of Dark Matter Halos. Astrophys. J.
2021, 912, 57. [CrossRef]

147. Cadiou, C.; Pontzen, A.; Peiris, H.V. Angular momentum evolution can be predicted from cosmological initial conditions. Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2021, 502, 5480–5486. [CrossRef]

148. Neeleman, M.; Kanekar, N.; Prochaska, J.X.; Rafelski, M.; Carilli, C.L.; Wolfe, A.M. [C ii] 158-µm emission from the host galaxies
of damped Lyman-alpha systems. Science 2017, 355, 1285–1288. [CrossRef]

149. Neeleman, M.; Prochaska, J.X.; Kanekar, N.; Rafelski, M. A cold, massive, rotating disk galaxy 1.5 billion years after the Big Bang.
Nature 2020, 581, 269–272. [CrossRef]

150. Aragón-Calvo, M.A.; van de Weygaert, R.; Jones, B.J.; Van Der Hulst, J. Spin alignment of dark matter halos in filaments and
walls. Astrophys. J. 2007, 655, L5. [CrossRef]

151. Hahn, O.; Porciani, C.; Carollo, C.M.; Dekel, A. Properties of dark matter haloes in clusters, filaments, sheets and voids. Mon.
Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2007, 375, 489–499. [CrossRef]

152. Codis, S.; Pichon, C.; Devriendt, J.; Slyz, A.; Pogosyan, D.; Dubois, Y.; Sousbie, T. Connecting the cosmic web to the spin of dark
haloes: Implications for galaxy formation. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2012, 427, 3320–3336. [CrossRef]

153. Trowland, H.E. Spinning galaxies within the large scale structure of the Universe. Ph.D. Thesis, The University of Sydney, Sydney,
Australia, 2013.

154. Wang, P.; Kang, X. A general explanation on the correlation of dark matter halo spin with the large-scale environment. Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc. 2017, 468, L123–L127. [CrossRef]

155. Wang, P.; Guo, Q.; Kang, X.; Libeskind, N.I. The spin alignment of galaxies with the large-scale tidal field in hydrodynamic
simulations. Astrophys. J. 2018, 866, 138. [CrossRef]

156. Ganeshaiah Veena, P.; Cautun, M.; van de Weygaert, R.; Tempel, E.; Frenk, C.S. Cosmic Ballet III: Halo spin evolution in the
cosmic web. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2021, 503, 2280–2299. [CrossRef]

157. Casuso, E.; Beckman, J. On the origin of the angular momentum of galaxies: Cosmological tidal torques supplemented by the
Coriolis force. Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 2015, 449, 2910–2918. [CrossRef]

158. Longo, M.J. Detection of a dipole in the handedness of spiral galaxies with redshifts z ∼ 0.04. Phys. Lett. B 2011, 699, 224–229.
[CrossRef]

159. Shamir, L. Handedness asymmetry of spiral galaxies with z < 0.3 shows cosmic parity violation and a dipole axis. Phys. Lett. B
2012, 715, 25–29.

160. Shamir, L. Asymmetry between galaxies with clockwise handedness and counterclockwise handedness. Astrophys. J. 2016,
823, 32. [CrossRef]

161. Shamir, L. Galaxy spin direction distribution in HST and SDSS show similar large-scale asymmetry. Publ. Astron. Soc. Aust. 2020,
37, e053. [CrossRef]

162. Shamir, L. Patterns of galaxy spin directions in SDSS and Pan-STARRS show parity violation and multipoles. Astrophys. Space Sci.
2020, 365, 136. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-01262-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aafcb4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab3fa3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/706/1/747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.14267.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sts216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx2466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz762
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/344361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2004.07412.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/abd6eb
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aal1737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2276-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/511633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2006.11318.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2012.21636.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnrasl/slx038
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aae20f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv549
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/823/1/32
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2020.46
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10509-020-03850-1


Universe 2022, 8, 397 32 of 35

163. Shamir, L. Large-scale asymmetry between clockwise and counterclockwise galaxies revisited. Astron. Notes 2020, 341, 324.
[CrossRef]

164. Shamir, L. Asymmetry between galaxies with different spin patterns: A comparison between COSMOS, SDSS, and Pan-STARRS.
Open Astron. 2020, 29, 15–27. [CrossRef]

165. Shamir, L. Analysis of the alignment of non-random patterns of spin directions in populations of spiral galaxies. Particles 2021,
4, 11–28. [CrossRef]

166. Shamir, L. Large-scale asymmetry in galaxy spin directions: Evidence from the Southern hemisphere. Publ. Astron. Soc. Aust.
2021, 38, e037. [CrossRef]

167. Shamir, L. New evidence and analysis of cosmological-scale asymmetry in galaxy spin directions. J. Astrophys. Astron. 2022,
43, 24. [CrossRef]

168. Shamir, L. Ganalyzer: A tool for automatic galaxy image analysis. Astrophys. J. 2011, 736, 141. [CrossRef]
169. Carter, B.; Jain, S.; Mueller, J.; Gifford, D. Overinterpretation reveals image classification model pathologies. arXiv 2020,

arXiv:2003.08907.
170. Dhar, S.; Shamir, L. Evaluation of the benchmark datasets for testing the efficacy of deep convolutional neural networks. Vis.

Inform. 2021, 5, 92–101. [CrossRef]
171. Dhar, S.; Shamir, L. Systematic biases when using deep neural networks for annotating large catalogs of astronomical images.

Astron. Comput. 2022, 38, 100545. [CrossRef]
172. Morháč, M.; Kliman, J.; Matoušek, V.; Veselskỳ, M.; Turzo, I. Identification of peaks in multidimensional coincidence γ-ray

spectra. Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys. Res. Sect. A Accel. Spectrometers Detect. Assoc. Equip. 2000, 443, 108–125. [CrossRef]
173. Dojcsak, L.; Shamir, L. Quantitative analysis of spirality in elliptical galaxies. New Astron. 2014, 28, 1–8. [CrossRef]
174. Mohr, J.J.; Armstrong, R.; Bertin, E.; Daues, G.; Desai, S.; Gower, M.; Gruendl, R.; Hanlon, W.; Kuropatkin, N.; Lin, H.; et al.

The Dark Energy Survey data processing and calibration system. In Proceedings of the Software and Cyberinfrastructure for
Astronomy II, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1–4 July 2012; Volume 8451, pp. 121–132.

175. Perez, S.J.A.; Nichol, B.; Percival, W.; Thomas, D.B.; DES Collaboration. The Dark Energy Survey: Data Release 1. Astrophys. J.
Suppl. Ser. 2018, 239, 18.

176. Morganson, E.; Gruendl, R.; Menanteau, F.; Kind, M.C.; Chen, Y.C.; Daues, G.; Drlica-Wagner, A.; Friedel, D.; Gower, M.; Johnson,
M.; et al. The dark energy survey image processing pipeline. Publ. Astron. Soc. Pac. 2018, 130, 074501. [CrossRef]

177. Flaugher, B.; Diehl, H.; Honscheid, K.; Abbott, T.; Alvarez, O.; Angstadt, R.; Annis, J.; Antonik, M.; Ballester, O.; Beaufore, L.; et al.
The dark energy camera. Astron. J. 2015, 150, 150. [CrossRef]

178. Diehl, T.; Dark Energy Survey Collaboration. The dark energy survey camera (DECam). Phys. Procedia 2012, 37, 1332–1340.
[CrossRef]
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