The Cosmological Principle is False.

Robert Bennett

Hypothesis; The Cosmological Principle is True.
Alternate Thesis: The Cosmological Principle is False.

Consider two stars, x and y. Most stars in the Earth reference frame have the same angular
velocity s =2n/Ts,

where Ts is the sidereal day. So ox = oy = ©s = 2n/Ts.

The law of relative motion is: ®x - @y = -(®y - Ox) OF Wxy=- Wyx .
Now, mxec = oy = 21/Ts where e is the earth reference frame.

By the law of relative motion: ®xe =-Wex =-2/Ts ;  Oye = - Oey=-21/Ts,
so these two stars see the Earth move in their sky with the same angular velocity -2m/Ts.

The relative motion of star x in the reference frame of star y is 0x,y = ®xe + ey = -270/Ts + 271/Ts
=0!

Stars x and y have no relative rotation! Since x and y are any two stars, this applies to all stars!
The only rotation viewed by any star is the Earth’s retrograde rotation of -27t/Ts.

At any distance, then, any star sees all others as stationary, except the Earth/solar system orbiting
at -2/ Ts.

This view contrasts severely with the Earth view of the cosmos, filled with stars co-rotating at
21/ Ts

Application to the Cosmological Principle
The Earth vs stellar sky views refute the definitions of CP:

Homogeneous: no single region of the universe is unique or special compared to any other.
The Earth sky view is unique relative to the stellar sky view.
Homogeneity : the same observational evidence is available to observers at different
locations in the universe
All observers can see their own sky anywhere in the universe.
Isotropic: The universe looks the same in every direction when viewed from any point.
The sky view from Earth differs from any other star sky.
Scale Dependence: The CP uniformity only applies to vast scales (typically hundreds of
millions of light-years).



An obvious weakness is the ambiguity of “very large scales”. Whatever distance is
claimed as a CP disproof can be defined later as not being far enough.
This model is scale-independent; it holds at ALL distances, so the vague CP

distance restriction is moot. The proof is valid for stars AT ANY DISTANCE. Stellar
motion and the law of relative motion will determine a star’s angle, its speed and
higher time derivatives,,,, but not distance!
No Center or Edge: the universe has no physical center, no preferred direction, and no
outer boundary.
This modelis geocentric and has a preferred view and location.
Foundational Role: It serves as a core assumption in modern physics, allowing scientists
to model the entire universe using mathematical frameworks like the Friedmann-Lemaitre—
Robertson-walker (FLRW) metric.
The wise would be well-advised to re-think the CP belief.

Viewed on a sufficiently large scale, the properties of the universe are the same for all observers.
The sky view from Earth differs from any other star sky.

. +.... the universe looks the same wherever you are.".
as long you are on Earth.

Null Hypothesis is rejected. The CP is false.

The visual conclusion:

Time lapse of Earth sky




Time lapse of any stellar sky

Here is the visual crux of the CP rebuttal: Even a toddler could tell the sky is different on a
star...that after time passes only one star(earth/solar system) moves.

The CP disproof doesn’t claim any quantitative attributes of the Earth/SolSys motion as seen in
any stellar sky - except that it’s cyclic, with the same period of the stellar day measured on Earth.
All the motion details that Al proxies for main stream physics whine about are irrelevant to the
basic CP question:

Can I tell from the sky appearance if my cosmic location is special or not?

The pictures above summarize the answer.

Since the CP is more conjecture than axiom, it is vague and qualitative about what the stellar sky
would look like. But it’s necessary to reject CP because of the unwarranted influence it has in
Big Bang and CMB cosmology, especially General Relativity.

Objections:
Some stars have a proper motion beyond the average value of measured stellar rotation; the
fastest is Barnard’s star at 10.3 arcsecs per yr = 2.8 *107 sec/day .

Barnard’s star would introduce an error of 0.000000032 sec per day to the average stellar
period.

This point is moot; the visual appearance of Earth’s motion in Bernard’s sky would look
the same as the other stars.



The stellar relative angular positions need not remain fixed merely because they share the
same angular velocity about Earth's axis.

Let wi(t) = wy(t) =21/Ts. Tsis the sidereal day. Then O(t) = w*t +JD , Oy(t) = wy*t
+JD

JD is the same Julian Date for each origin/start time.

Astronomy measures angular motion by epoch: the 2001 Julian Date forx and y

would cancel in subtraction.

Then O(t) - O(t) = (Wx- Wy)*t =0 => O,(t) = Oy(t) ! QED

The U.S. Naval Observatory explains that the apparent daily motion of the sky arises from
Earth's rotation.
So we see the stars rotate at mx,e = my, = 21/Ts but the stars can only see the Sun, not the
Earth. And the Sun rotates relative to Earth.
If we take the Sun’s motion to be the same as Earth when viewed from deep space stars,
then the same unique view is proven,;
all the stars move in the earth sky, but only Earth/Sun moves in the stellar frames!

A rigorous test of homogeneity should specify the relevant observable, averaging scale,
statistical criterion and uncertainty.

None of this has been done by main stream physics, yet the CP is accepted as true!

The CP is a claim about the large-scale properties of the universe, not a claim that all
stars must have.

A sky which either has one star moving or all is a large-scale cosmic property
independent of scale, a testable CP property.

A good CP test should specify the scale and a statistical threshold before examining the result,
not adjust them afterward to avoid a counterexample

Go out and look at a time-lapse of the night sky. If all stars move, you’re on Earth, a
special place unlike any other in the universe. CP is false. If only one star moves,
you’re not anyplace special. CP is true

The CP question should be resolved with equations and discriminating measurements,

Wx,e=Wy,e=ws=21Ts is the equation; Ts is the measurement!

The analysis assumes a specific rigid-body transformation and that the common axis is a unique
cosmic center. Both a rotating Earth in an inertial stellar frame and a non-rotating Earth inside
a rigidly rotating shell reproduce the same Earth-frame angular velocities and the same zero
relative rates.
And both models produce the same unique time-lapse view of the Earth sky, with single
star motion in any stellar reference frame.... The point is ??



Standard CP is an averaging assumption used to justify the FLRW metric: on scales of hundreds
of Mpc the universe is statistically homogeneous and isotropic for observers at rest with respect
to the cosmic expansion.

So the CP rebuttal also removes support for the foundations of mainstream cosmology. .

A physical preferred axis of cosmic rotation would indeed challenge isotropy, but the daily
stellar motion alone does not demonstrate such an axis; it demonstrates only the relative
orientation of Earth and the distant stars.

Angular MOTION refutes CP, not orientation

Core claims promoted here

In the Earth frame every star has the same angular velocity ws=2m/T's about the geopolar axis (T's
= sidereal day).

Relative angular velocity between any stellar pair therefore vanishes: wxy=0. So angular
separations are constant.

Transforming to a star’s frame yields wx.e = —2m/Ts while wxy= 0. Thus any stellar observer sees
all other stars stationary and only the Earth/Sun rotating retrograde.

Earth’s sky is therefore unique (all stars co-rotate); every other sky is different.

The sky-view of the universe is heterogeneous and anisotropic ...... CP is false.

Earth lies on the unique axis of cosmic rotation.

Proper motions are negligible compared with the daily rate (maximum fractional error ~10-5).

Newton’s Bucket experiment has identified the laboratory (Earth) frame as the only inertial
frame, also supporting a geocentric model

Summary

Star trails confirm that, to high precision, the distant stars share a single angular velocity about
Earth’s polar axis. Mutual angular separations are constant on daily time scales. Proper motions
are many orders of magnitude smaller. These facts are model-independent

Conclusion

Their common angular motion, combined with relative-motion equations, means that stars have
no relative rotation as seen from one another. Earth is consequently distinguished from other
stellar locations, contradicting the Cosmological Principle. The CP's “sufficiently large scales”
qualification is too ambiguous and small stellar proper motions do not undermine the argument.






