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BREAKING THE CONCORDANCE MODEL

Attempts have been made to construct alternative models
where the distance-redshift relation is on average different
than in ACDM

Example: Peel et al. (2014): (Am) =4 x 103 atz =1

This would give only a marginal shift in cosmological
parameter estimation



(UN?)-BREAKING THE CONCORDANCE MODEL
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FINALE

Thanks for listening!



