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Abstract. Based on a new sample of 355 quasars with significant optaatipation and using complementary statistical
methods, we confirm that quasar polarization vectors areamotomly oriented over the sky with a probability often icess

of 99.9%. The polarization vectors appear coherently tekor aligned over huge-(1 Gpc) regions of the sky located at both
low (z ~ 0.5) and high £ ~ 1.5) redshifts and characterized byffdrent preferred directions of the quasar polarizationatn, f
there seems to exist a regular alternance along the linglbf sf regions of randomly and aligned polarization vecteith a
typical comoving length scale of 1.5 Gpc. Furthermore, tl@mpolarization angleéappears to rotate with redshift at the rate
of ~ 30° per Gpc. The symmetry of the tl#e- z relation is mirror-like, the mean polarization angle rotgtclockwise with
increasing redshift in North Galactic hemisphere and caudibckwise in the South Galactic one. These charadesistake
the alignment fect dificult to explain in terms of local mechanisms, namely a commation by interstellar polarization in our
Galaxy. While interpretations like a global rotation of tliriverse can potentially explain thé&ect, the properties we observe
qualitatively correspond to the dichroism and birefringempredicted by photon-pseudoscalar oscillation withinaymetic
field. Interestingly, the alignmentffect seems to be prominent along an axis not far from prefathettions tentatively
identified in the Cosmic Microwave Background maps. Althougany questions and more particularly the interpretation o
the dfect remain open, alignments of quasar polarization veeippgar as a promising new way to probe the Universe and its
dark components at extremely large scales.
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1. Introduction nation by interstellar polarization are unlikely to be resgible

o ) ) for the observedféect. The very large scales at which these co-
Considering a sample of 170 optically polarized quasafgrent orientations are seen suggest the presence ofatizmel
with accurate linear polarization measurements, Hutkensé ;, objects or fields on spatial scales up~td Gpc at redshift
(1998; hereafter Paper I) dispovered that quasar polaeat, . 1-2, possibly unveiling a newfiect of cosmological im-
vectors are not randomly oriented over the sky as naturafyyiance. The interpretation of such large-scale coicelatis
expected. Indeed, in some regions of the three-dimensiogg;cyit within the concordance cosmological model and might
Universe (i.e. in regions delimited in right ascension, ldecqint at missing ingredients. Ongoing theoretical works.(e
nation and redshift), the quasar polarization positionl@g pas et al[2005) fer interesting avenues indicating that we
appear concentrated around preferential directions,@lggmight detect a property of dark matter or dark energy.

ing the existence of very large-scale coherent orientatiar
alignments— of quasar polarization vectors. In order to further study the reality of this alignmeffiieet,

Mainly because the polarization vectors of objects locat¥f have subsequently carried out a very simple test which con
along the same line of sight but atfidirent redshifts are not Sisted in obtaining new polarimetric measurements for ajsas

accordingly aligned, possible instrumental bias and coita located in a region of the sky where the range of their polar-
ization position angles was predicted in advance on thesbasi

Send oforint requests to: hutsemekers@astro.ulg.ac.be of the rgsults of Paper I. These measurement§, presented in
* Based on observations collected at the European SouthHHts,emekerS& L.amy(\ZO()l; hereafterl?aper_ll), indepetigien

Observatory (ESO, La Silla and Paranal) confirmed the existence of coherent orientations of quasar p

** Table A.1 is only available electronic form at the CDS vidarization vectors in the considered region of the sky.isita&l

anonymous ftp tocdsarc.u-strasbg.fr (130.79.128.5) or tests applied to the whole sample of 213 objects indicate tha

http://cdsweb.u-strasbg.fr/cgi-bin/qcat?J/A+A/ the quasar polarization angles are not uniformly distadut

*** Chercheur qualifié du F.N.R.S. (Belgique) with a significance level (i.e. the probability that the alveel
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statistic is due to chance) betweerrd@nd 10°2. These results S L L
were confirmed by Jain et al._(Z004) using coordinate-iravdri & NGP
statistics. L

In order to have an accurate and complete description « 20

the phenomenon, a large number of new polarization meast ,_
ments is needed. We have then carried out new polarimetric ' 3
servations which, combined to recent data from the liteeatu g /

lead to a new sample of 355 polarized quasars with accurz

linear polarization measurements. In the following, wespre 77 % .
a comprehensive analysis of this new sample. The charac
istics of the sample are described in SELt. 2. The resultseof
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statistical analysis are given in Sddt. 3 and maps of thagest § - SGP ]
alignments are illustrated in Selck. 4. Possible contarianéty < oq [ 4
interstellar polarization in our Galaxy is discussed inaglst © C ]
in Sect[®. The properties of the alignments are investibiate & = i
Sect[®H, and possible interpretations in SEkt. 7. A prekmyin -g 10 / _
account of this work is reported in Cabanac etlal. (2005). 2 i
0 L 1 1 ]
2. The new sample 0 1 2 3
Redshift

The polarimetric observations were carried out at the Eeaop
Southern Observatory (Chile) during five runs in the pd-ig.1. The redshift distribution of the sample of 355 quasars,
riod August 2000 — October 2003, using the 3.6m teldlustrated for the NGP and the SGP regions separately.
scope equipped with EFOSC2 in La Silla and the Very Large
Telescope equipped with FORSL1 in Paranal. A detailed accoun
of the observations, data reduction and final measurements i
given in Sluse et all(2005), including tests for possible bi
ases in the data. In total, 184 new, mostly V-band, polari
tion measurements were obtained for qudstrsated at high . S .

: . . . (3) to increase the sampling in the foreground regions known
galactic latitudes|ig,| > 30°) in both the North Galactic Pole to behave dferently as shown in Paper | and Il
(NGP) and the South Galactic Pole (SGP) regions. The me- '
dian uncertainty of the polarization degreei§.25%. The tar-  In the meantime, Smith et al._(2002) have published new,
gets were mainly selected from the Véron catalogue (\Véromostly unfiltered, polarization measurements for a sample o
Cetty & Véron[2001) and from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey 70 near-infrared selected QSOs. These objects are added to
Early and First Data Releases (Schneider ef al.12002,1 2008 sample. Most of them are at redshifts< 0.5. We also
Reichard et al_2003). Bright objects were preferred, ag wegalized that new redshift measurements were available for
as Broad Absorption Line (BAL), radio-loud and red quasaféw quasars from the Impey & Tapia (1990) sample used in
which are usually more polarized (Hutsemékers ef al._19d&aper |, adding 8 objects to the final sample.

Impey & Tapia 1990, Smith et dl. 2002). Special emphasis has As in Paper | and II, we only consider objects which fulfil
been given to the observation of quasars located in the-dirgge criteriap > 0.6%, oy < 14°, and|b,| > 30°, wherep is the

tion of the previously identified regions of polarizatiorct@ polarization degree and, the uncertainty of the polarization
alignments, i.e. region Al located in the NGP region and dgpsition angled. These constraints ensure that most objects are
limited in (B1950) right ascensions and redshift byI3" <  gjgnificantly and intrinsically polarized with little coamina-

@ < 14'29" and 10 < z < 2.3, and region A3 located in tjon by the Galaxy, and that the polarization position aggie

the SGP region and delimited by 20" < o < 24'00™ and measured with a reasonable accuracy (cf. Paper | for additio
0.7 < z < 15. These limits in right ascension and redshifietails). If an object has been observed more than once, only
were fixed visually in Paper I; it must be emphasized that theye pest value is kept i.e. the measurement with the smallest
only roughly delineate the true regions of polarizationt@ec yncertaintyo-, on the polarization degree. Objects flagged as
alignments which, ultimately, should be identified moremuacgontaminated in Sluse et &, (2005) are discarded.

titatively. . . .
Hatvely Combining the new data with the sample of 213 objects

The observations were performed with multiple goals iP i !
I - . rom Paper Il, the final sample of polarized quasars then
mind: (1) to reassess the significance of the alignments seen

towards the SGP region A3 as done in Paper Il for the NGP [hounts to 3.55 objects d?stributed al over the sky (195 in
gion Al; (2) to increase the sampling over the high-redshift ts ? .ZIG.Perr?gr']OR ar;?\d;gqlnT:\ZerS(?sE'f:egsot% 122 _fsuléhtjiata
gion Al where the strongest alignments are measured and to e IS given | .pp KA. It dISTribution |

trated in Fig.[1; it shows a good sampling within the range
! In this paper we use infierently the terms “quasar” or “QS0” for 0 < z < 2.4. The distribution of the polarization degree is illus-

optically or radio selected quasi-stellar objects. trated in Fig[R.

e its size by investigating the alignment in a sub-regarg
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T T T T T T Table 1. Binomial statistics
60 % 4

é} v | Region New sample Full sample

& % - Ne/No  Pun  Ne/No Py
< 40 / 7By p>0.6% 2740 2.810° 4256 3.310°
- 7 p>1.0% 1522 21102 2734 3.410°
3 7 p>20% 56 66102 7/8 17102
£ 20 ; p>3.0% 55 1.7 102 6/6 7.7103
Z 7 AL+ p>06% 1314 2210 1718 1.110°
% p>1.0% §8  1510° 1212 5.910°
0 Vi, cinizea ) A3 p>0.6% 1418 4.310° 2429 2.610°
1 2 3 4 5 6 p>1.0% 911 13102 1720 2.310*

p>2.0% G7 3.3102 1213 4.610%

Polarization degree (%) p>3.0% 67 33102 910 4.110°

Fig. 2. The distribution of the polarization degree for the sam-
ple of 355 quasars. The medianps~ 1.38%. The last bin

contains all objects witlp > 6%.
J rp ° at the 0.3% level of significance, which is one order of magni-

o ] tude smaller than in Paper II. Samples with higher ffutalues
3. Statistical analysis of the polarization degrep are also considered. They show
similar departures to uniformity, indicating that the ohsel
alignments are not only due to the quasars with the smaltest p
In this first series of tests we follow the approach of Paper lrization levels. For completeness we also provide in d@bl
i.e. we test the hypothesis that the polarization posititgie®  the numbers for the full sample, i.e. including the data from
of quasars located in a given region of the sky preferegtialbaper I. In this case the probability must be seen with cautio
lie in the interval 1 — 6] instead of being uniformly dis- since the full sample includes objects at the origin of thede
tributed. This angular sector as well as the region of the skgn of the dfect.
are selected prior to the new observations, namely on the ba-As pointed out in Paper | and II, the polarization vector
sis of the results of Paper I. The polarization position esglalignment seems stronger in the inner part of region Al. We
are measured for a sample of quasarffedent from that one have then defined a smaller region within A1, denoted-Al
at the origin of the detection of thefect. To test the null hy- and delimited a priori by 0™ < « < 13'20" and 13 <
pothesis of uniform distribution of circular data agaife &l- 7z < 2.0. Quasars were observed both inside and outside this
ternative of sectoral preference, we use a simple binomsal tregion. As seen in Tabld 1, nearly all objects located inaegi
(e.g. Lehmacher & Lieneif 1980, Siedel 1956).Rf is the A1+ have their polarization angles in the range [1486°]. A
probability under the null hypothesis that a polarizatiogle comparison with the results for the full A1 region indicatiest
falls in the angular sectop] — 6], thenP, = A0/180 where mgst of the significance is coming from the inner region+Al
A6 = (62 — 61) mod 180. IfN denotes the number of polariza-This supports the fact that this alignment occurs within # we
tion angles falling inf:1 6] out of No measurements in a givengefined region of the sky. At the same time this illustrates th
region of the skyN has a binomial distribution under the nulldifriculty of properly fixing its border.

hypothesis and the probability to haMe or more polarization  one of the goal of the new observations was to confirm the

3.1. Local statistics

position angles int — 6] is polarization vector alignment in region A3 which is roughly
No 1 opposite to Al on the sky. In Paper |, we have noted that the

Ppin = Z ( IO ) Pl (1- PN, (1) polarization angles of th_e quasars in region A3 were b_etween
I=N, 103 and 144. If we consider a realistiad = 80° as for region

The results of the test are given in Table 1. For region AL we then_ expect t.hat the polgrization_ angles of quasars lo
we essentially repeat the analysis of Paper Il with additio cated in region A3 will preferentially fall in the angularcter

data: out of 40 quasatén region Al, 27 have their polariza- 84°— _1647]' Out of 18 new polarized quasars in this region, 14_’
tion angles in the predicted range [P4646] (A0 = 8C°; this are aligned as expected and the hypothesis of an uniform dis-

range has been defined in Paper I). The hypothesis of an dﬁpution of the polarization position angles may be rejeicat

form distribution of the polarization position angles igeed t € 0.4% !evel of 5|gn.|f|cance in favour of cohereqt or!eotat
This confirms the existence of large-scale polarizatiortarec

? The polarization position angle (or polarization anglels ex- gjignments also for those quasars located in the SGP region
pressed in degrees fron @ 180 and counted from North to East.

Polarization vectors (pseudo-vectors in fact) refer torsays of arbi-
trary length or normalized on the polarization degree, exeat at the
object position and with a direction fixed by the polarizatangle. 3.2. Global statistics
3 Although B1222-228 and B1246047 have recent, better, mea-
surements reported in Table A.1, these objects were alreailsid- Global statistical tests may be applied to the whole sanple t
ered in Paper | and are then discarded from the new sample. detect coherent orientations of polarization vectors me&oe-
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Fig. 3. The logarithmic significance level of the statistical tes
applied to the sample of 355 quasargis the number of near-
est neighbours around each quasar and involved in the aalc
tion of the statistics.

gions of the sky. Such tests are described in details in Raper
Basically, the statistics measure the dispersion of tharpolFig. 4. Hammer-Aitdf projection of theZ" (top) andS, (bot-
ization position angles for groups of nearest neighbours intom) statistics averaged ovay = 37 to 43, as a function of
the 3-dimensional space, summed over all objects in the sdfif equatorial coordinates, andé,, of the northern pole of an
ple. The significance is evaluated through Monte-Carlo sim@rbitrary coordinate system. The less significant the sttesi
lations, shifling angles over positions. A weakness of the tesl@r @ given coordinate system or pole position, the darker th
used in Paper | was their dependency upon the coordinate $iggrespondingd,, 6p) point in the map. Note that + 180,
tem. Jain et al[{2004) made them coordinate-invariant by ip) is equivalent to¢p, —dp). The full sample of 355 QSOs is
corporating the parallel transport of polarization vestor used.

In the following we consider th&, and theZ!" tests pre-
sented in Paper I. Although it is more sensitive, we do not use As shown in Paper |, the results of tBgandZ™ tests de-
here thesS test because it requires an additional parameter. Tiend on the adopted coordinate system because the pdtarizat
tests incorporating parallel transport are denqiid andpZ.  position angles are defined with respect to meridians. When
The significance levels (SL) of the statistical tests, he.drob- projected onto the equatorial part of the celestial spradign-
abilities that the test statistics would have been exce&yedments of polarization vectors are preserved and well dedect
chance only, are computed on the basis df pérmutations. by the tests. On the contrary, if one chooses a coordinate sys
When the significance level is smaller thami®ve used up tem with a pole located just in the middle of aligned objects,
to 10 simulations. Significance levels are given in . 3 fahe polarization angles will range front @ 180 and no co-
the new sample of 355 quasars against the number of neanesent orientation can be detected by the tests. While the pa
neighboursy, involved in the calculation of the statistics. allel transport of polarization vectors solves this praotlé is

Compared to our previous results (Paper | and Il), all theevertheless interesting to see for which coordinate systhe
statistical tests indicate a net decrease of the signifeckavel —  significance is extreme. To investigate this, we have coatput
well below 103- for the new, larger, sample (see also Cabantee statistics for various coordinate systems, each onggbei
et al.[2005 for a comparison). This definitely confirms thaharacterized by a northern pole of equatorial coordinages
quasar polarization vectors are not randomly distributegt o 6, (see Paper | for details and transformation formulae). The
the sky but coherently oriented in groups:#0 objects, i.e. results of these calculations are illustrated in Elg. 4st-ihey
on Gpc scales at redshift- 1. With the increase of the numberconfirm that the significance is not extreme in the equatorial
of objects, we note a shift of the minimum significance lewel t coordinate systemyf = 90°) and that many systems of co-
wards highen,. Tests with and without parallel transport showerdinates do provide more significant statistics, a comafus
rather similar results. This is due to the fact that the gsouplready reached in Paper I. Interestingly, the statisticsvghe
of quasars strongly contributing to the significance arated lowest significance when using a coordinate system of northe
at low declinations (cf. Sedil 4), i.e. at positions on thiese poleap ~ 0° andé, =~ —10° (which is equivalent tar, ~ 12"
tial sphere where the corrections for parallel transportai@ 5, ~ +10°). The location of this pole corresponds to the cen-
small. ters of regions Al and A3 which are roughly opposite on the
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parture to uniformity from th&" andpZ{" tests is stronger than
L 242 QSOs p < 2% - Iinthefullsample. Forthe > 1% sub-sample, the departure to
uniformity becomes weakly significant. These results are co
-2 - sistent with those obtained by Jain et al.(2004), althobgh t
differences we note within our new sample are not as strong
B o+ astheirs. These filerences may indicate that the alignment ef-
3k Lo _| fectis more €icient for the low polarization quasars than for
B 07 o= the high polarization ones. Another reason could be a lolgrri
Lo -] of the alignments by the high polarization quasars due to the
C R 7| fact that these objects are often variable in both polédrat
L -1 degree and angle (e.g. Impey & Tapia 1990, a good example
N 1 being PKS 1216010 discussed in Sluse etlal. 2D05). However
B - this behavior seems at odds with the results from localsstati
5 g0 08 gg..gg--8797] tics (Tabldl) which indicate that high polarization objeate
b aligned as the low polarization ones, namely in regions Ad an
20 30 40 50 60  A3. In fact it is important to realize that cutting at > 1%

n, removes proportionally more objects located in the regifns
strong alignment A1 and A3 than outside these regions, which
results in a decrease of the global significance. Inversaly,
0~ 241 QSOs p > 1% - tingatp < 2% removes proportionally less objects within these
regions, then increasing the global significance. The taat t
= 41 more low-polarization objects lie in regions Al and A3 isthar
1o o, a _|duetothe way we have selected the objects. For example, when

“~.._7 we got additional data to confirm the alignment in region Al,

10) we preferentially observed BAL QSOs whose polarization lev

N o, els peak close to 1% (Hutsemékers & Lamy 24002, Schmidt &
R S T ST h 4 Hines[I99B). Due to such intricate selectidfeets, the results

of the tests applied to sub-samples must be seen with caution

3L n The same kind of bias occurs when we cut on redshift. Jain
= - et al. [2004) have divided the sample of 213 objects between
z > 1 andz < 1.3. With pS,-type tests, they have noted a
B - stronger alignmentféect in the high redshift sub-sample, and
50 30 40 50 6o NoO alignment at all in the low redshift one. In fact, when Quil
ing the sample of 213 objects presented in Paper I, we have
v mainly added high-redshift objects in region A1, while ire th

Fig.5. Same as Fid3 but for two sub-samples witffetient current paper we also add many objects at lower redshifts. As
cutdffs of the polarization degree. When SL is smaller thghconsequence, when cutting in redshift the new sample of 355
10°5 (i.e. unresolved with 10simulations), we arbitrarily fix OPJects, the dferences of significance between the low and
its value to SL= 8 10°5. high redshift sub-samples are not as strong as those réporte
by Jain et al.[(2004). Namely, the tests applied to the new dat
do not indicate a much higher significance in the high-rdtshi

sky*. Since putting a polar axis at this location scrambles ti§@mple, and a clear signal is seen in the low-redshift onts Cu
most Signiﬁcant alignmentsy this Clear|y Suggests thabrw on redshift are further discussed in the next section.

Al and A3 are major contributors to the global significance.
This is independently verified by considering the samplé wit3
and without the 183 objects along the “A1-A3 axis” (as defined

in Sect[}): while a strong departure to uniformity is obserV \jthin the sample of 355 quasars, the polarization angles do
when only those quasars belonging to the A1-A3 region atg; appear uniformly distributed, namely when applying & cu
considered, no significantfect is detected when these objectg, redshift as shown in Figl 6 (see also Figs. TI& 8) . The

are removed from the sample. isotropy of the histograms are analysed using the Hawley-

In Fig.[3, we give the significance levels of the tests consighpeples statistical test which also provides an estimatieeof
ering two sub-samples with cuts on the polarization dedfeepreferred orientations.

only low-polarization p < 2%) quasars are considered, the de-

log S.L.

[
0]
b ool O
L
@
L1

log S.L.
|

)
»og ©
> <E)

3. Semi-global statistics

The Hawley-Peebles Fourier method (Hawley & Peebles
4 When projected onto the sky, the center of region Al is close $9/9; see also Paper 1) is based on fitting the observed dis-

the center of the Local Supercluster (Paper I1). The pasitig ~ 12",  tribution by a model of the fornN(6;) = N (1 + Ajcos & +

8, ~ +10°) is within a few degrees from the Virgo cluster, known td2 Sin %) where N is the mean number of objects per bin

be at the center of the Local Supercluster (e.g. ValleeR002 (we adopt 18 bins)A; and A, denote the cdécients of
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Table 2. Results of the Hawley-Peebles test

NN R

Dl d

Sample n P 9(°)
i 1) Al 355 26102 128
g ;(‘5)”“‘H“‘H“E;(t‘a)”““w””“é (2)2513 211 29104 104
- 3 3 1 (®z>13 144 8910° 165
: 3 3 1 (@) b >+30 195 8.210° 107
2 g E 1 (5 b >+30,z<13 118 4.710° 90
2 g (6) by >+30¢°,z>13 77 4910% 175

TTTT

LUILIS IS L e e
6 9 3

TTTT

(7) by < -30° 160 1.910° 132
1 (8 b <-30,z<13 93 4210° 119
3 Q) b <-30,z>13 67 4.610%2 151

0 50 100 150 O 50 100 150 O 50 100 150 . . T
Polarization angle (°) Towards the NGP, we confirm the high significance of the

. o o N alignment seen in the high-redshift region Al. A significant

for different sub-samples. The labels refer to the samples defower redshift (see also Figl 7). In the SGP region, we con-
fined in TabldP. firm the alignment previously suspected in region A3. These
regions appear as major contributors to the global sigmifiea
Due to its restricted extension in redshift and heterogeseo
Oq,ﬁnsity, the present sampling does not allow us to studytéhe s
tistical properties of alignment structures over largeunos.
Yet we see clear trends for alignments witlffelient preferred
directions to occur in well-defined, although loosely detiéd,
regions of the sky. Further characterization will requiteaser
and larger sampling.

the wave model which describe the degree of deviation fr
isotropy. The probability that the total amplitude = (Ai +
A2)Y2 exceeds some chosen value is computed toPhe
= exp (0.25nA?) wheren is the number of objects in the
sample. The preferred orientation is calculated frém=
0.5arctanf,/A;). Results are given in Tabld 2 for the sub
samples illustrated in Figl 6. We also used the Rayleigh test

(e.g. Fishe[ 1993) which is very similar and gives nearlyide4. Maps of the alignments

tical results. In Fig.[d and®, we illustrate the regions where the quasarpol
ig. ,weillu ions w u
The most remarkable result from F@G 6 and Talle 2 f%a}tion vector alignments are the most significant. As alyea
%r?scussed, the borders of these regions are not clearastisTh
especially true in the SGP region where several quasars with

right ascensions betweeri @Gnd 40 seem to have their po-

uniform distributions of their polarization angles andfelient
preferred directions. The weak anisotropy in thezatbmple
reflects the r_elatlve proportion of the various sub-s_amphas larization vectors aligned too, at least in some redshifges.
the NGP regionl§, > +30°), the allzsample is essentially ran-

. X . However, because the spatial sampling is still poor out ef th
domly oriented while the low- and highsamples have very P Ping P

. o o ine of sight to regions Al and A3, we choose to essentially
different distributions. The situation is less clear for the Sds"ﬁck to the limits adopted in Paper |.

region b, < -30°): W.h”e a definite _anisotropy is seen in_ the Towards the NGP (Fidll7), polarization vector alignments
low-z sample, the evidence for affdirent preferred direction are seen for both the low and high redshift sanfpl@he av-

in the highz sample is weak, possibly due to the smaller Sarg'rage directions are definitelyftirent:d ~ 79° at low-z and
ple. It should be emphasized that this behavior does not MeAN g, o highz (with P,, = 31073 andP = 21073, respec-
- HP — HP — ’

thattall qua;]sars ? h'?h ordlolvvdredzhfrt]s hal;ve the:jr pollaloim tively). The alignment in the SGP region A3.{x z< 1.5) is
vectors coherently allgned. Ingeed, e observed anpplen i, clearly seen, including for the higher polarizatiofeots

mainly due to the objects located in the regions of alignme(gig ). The preferred direction &= 128 (P, = 6 10°5). No
which have been preferentially targetted, as verified bping significant departure to random orientations is seen incivet

the test after removing these objects. or the higher redshift SGP regions. One might suspect in the
high-z region an alignment with a preferred directiofffeient
3.4. Statistical tests: summary from the midzone, but it is not significant. However, if we only
consider the 15 higlz-objects withp > 1.2%, we have a weak
The new sample of 355 quasars has been analysed using vayi= : - ) .
ous, complementary, statistical methods. All of them conau The low redshift region was not analysed in SECHl 3.1 because

indi h larizati definitet was not defined a priori (it overlaps butfidirs from the region A2
indicate that quasars polarization vectors are definitetyan- defined in Paper I). It is nevertheless interesting to naedht of 43

domly oriented but coherently oriented over very largeigbatojarized quasars in that region, 35 have their polarizaiogle in
scales. With respect to previous work, the probability that the range [30- 120] (cf. Fig.[d). This corresponds ®y, = 2.1 10°5.
alignments are due to chance is definitely lower, often smallnith p > 1% (p > 2%), 24 (13) quasars out of 30 (16) have their
than 103. polarization angle in that range aRg;, = 7.210* (1.1 107?).
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detection with a preferred directigh~ 15° (P, = 31079).

More data are clearly needed towards this region of the SGP.
It is important to emphasize that, in both the NGP and td9- 8. Maps of quasar polarization vectors in the SGP region,

SGP regions, the polarization degree distributions in tiflerd  together with the corresponding distributions of polaitm

ent redshift sub-samples do not significantigfeti (as verified degree and angle. The regions illustrated are delimitett r

with two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnovtests), and that bbh t 28Scension by 320< o < 360, and in redshiftby @ < z< 0.7

lower and higher polarization quasars follow the same send(top. 27 objects), 0 < z< 1.5 (middle, 29 objects; region A3)
Finally, since regions Al and A3 are roughly opposite gi'd 15 < z < 3.0 (bottom, 23 objects). The darker polariza-

the sky, we will refer in the following to the regions definedion @ngle histograms refer to quasars wjtf: 1.2%. Right

in right ascension and declination as in Figs. 7 @nd 8 as to fFensions should be read modulo‘360

“A1-A3 axis”.

Paper |, it is worth to come back on it given our larger sam-
ple.

Let us first recall that, whenever possible, we have mea-
sured the polarization of field stars located very close ® th
The linear dichroism of aligned interstellar dust grain®iur quasars, on the same CCD frames. If we assume that the field
Galaxy produces linear polarization along the line of siglstar polarization correctly represents the intersteltaafgza-
which contaminates to some extent the quasar measureméatsaffecting more distant objects, then interstellar polarorati
and may change their polarization angles. Specifically, areour Galaxy was shown to have littléfect on the polarization
the observed alignments due to polarization in our Galaxgfgle distribution of significantly polarizeg & 0.6%) quasars
Although this important issue was extensively discussed (8luse et al._2005).

5. Contamination by interstellar polarization in our
Galaxy
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Fig.9. Maps and corresponding distributions of the interstell&F alL200b) and do not critically depend.on .thei bounds.
polarization measured from stars matching at best theiposit 10 compare quasar and stellar polarization angles, we have
of the quasars illustrated in Fig. 7@ 8 (top: NGP region; boﬂrSt computed the dierenceﬁg between the polarization posi-
tom: SGP region). Only stars at distanabs > 100 pc and 10N angles of a quasar and its nearest sidr= 90° - 90 —

with a polarization angle uncertainty, < 14° are considered. |0 ~ 6+l whered refers to the quasar polarization angle and
Sincecy, = 2865 oy, /., the latter condition discards stard® the stellar one. Distributions @ are illustrated in Fig 0.

with p, ~ 0. The NGP is located at = 192, § = 27° and the If quasar polarization vectors are aligned according terint
SGPalw=12.§ = 27 ’ stellar polarization, one may expect a strong clusterirsgrel|

Af. Such a clustering is not observed, indicating the absence
of significant correlations between quasar and interstpla

Since accurate field star measurements are not availablelésizations (only a weak @ deviation is seen in the first bin of
every quasar in the sample, we consider in the following the pone of the histograms).
larization data collected by HeilesS(Z000) for more than®00 We can also directly compare the trends seen in[Hig. 9 to
stars. Our field star polarization measurements are in lextel the quasar polarization vector alignments observed in. Fgs
agreement with these data (Sluse efal. 2005) [Fig. 9 ifitetr and®. Towards the NGP, the orientation of the alignmentén th
polarization maps and distributions for the stars best matdigh-redshift region A1 appears completelytdient from the
ing the positions of the quasars represented in [Hig. 7Chndd8ection of the interstellar polarization. But, on the tramy,
For each quasar, we plot the angularly closest star on the #hg mean direction of the lower redshift alignment is rattier
located at a heliocentric distandg > 100 pc and with an un- ilar to that one of the interstellar polarization, suggesthat it
certainty on the polarization angle, < 14°; if this star is al- might be due to polarization by dust grains in our Galaxy, al-
ready used, we plot the second nearest, etc, making sur@lthahough the distributions somewhatiéir and more particularly
stars are dferent. Ideally one should use the most distant stathe peak seen &t~ 11 in the quasar polarization angle distri-
However, if we increase the minimum stellar distance, thm-nu bution. Simple simulations show that, apart from this péad,
ber density of stars in the catalogue strongly decreasethandclustering in the distribution of lovz-quasar polarization angles
mean angular distance to the quasars becomes larger. To ka@pbe corrected by subtracting a strong (mpag: 0.7%) in-
stars within a few degrees from the quasars, we adppt terstellar polarization af, ~ 64°. The fact that higher than
100 pc as a good compromise. In fact, choosing higher distambserved interstellar polarization is needed to randortiize
cutofs has little &ect on the polarization angle distributionsguasar polarization angles is not supported by the obsengat
only the polarization degrees are slightly shifted towdnigber of distant stars (Berdyugin et al._2004) nor by the polariza-
values when more distant stars are used. As seen illlFig. 9,ttbe measurements of (a few) field galaxies (Sluse étal.Jj2005
polarization angles are clearly concentrated around tves pHowever, it cannot be rejected since little is known on therin
ferred directionsd, ~ 64° in the NGP region and, ~ 128 stellar polarization of very distant objects. The fact timigr-
in the SGP region. These mean directions are typical of higtellar polarization could be at the origin of the laalignment
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is nevertheless flicult to understand since low and high rednot small, especially if the mean quasar polarization angle
shift quasars are located on similar lines of sight and thestmtates as a function redshift as shown in the next section. The
sufer the same interstellar polarization, at least on averadmct that, when cutting ap > 1.2% in Figs[¥ and8, quasars
One might argue that low redshift quasars are systematicallith 6 ~ 64° (6 ~ 128) are preferentially removed in the lozv-
less polarized than high redshift ones and then méieceed NGP region (SGP region) possibly supports this view (c als
by interstellar polarization. But this interpretation iged out the first bin atAd < 10° in Fig.[I0). Spectropolarimetric data
by the fact that polarization degrees do ndfatiin the low and are in agreement with this interpretation. Indeed, whiléga s
high redshift quasar sampfe@ig.[d). Furthermore, highly po- nificant contamination by interstellar polarization wouscb-
larized quasars follow the low-alignment and low polariza- duce a definite rotation of the polarization angle as a fonaif

tion ones follow the higtralignment. It should be emphasizedvavelength, quasars usually show polarization anglestanhs
that very highly polarized quasars do follow the lavadign- (i.e. within a few degrees) with wavelength, including altge
ment: for example, out of the 7 lowquasars withp > 7%, located in the regions of alignments (Impey efal. 1995, @gle

6 have 30 < 6 < 12C°. A similar behavior is observed to-al.[1999, Schmidt & Smith 2000, Smith etfal. 2003, Kishimoto
wards the SGP (Fid 8). The mean orientation of the polarizzt-al.[2004). In the few quasars for which such a rotation is
tion alignment seen for intermediate redshift quasarsoid@s observed, corrections to polarization angles do not extéed
with the direction of the interstellar polarization in th&B, (Kishimoto et all 2004).

while objects at lower or higher redshifts on the same line of

sight show essentially random polarization angle distidns
(even weakly oriented at afférentd at highz). Any correc-
tion randomizing the mid-polarization angle distribution in-

In conclusion, interstellar polarization can definitely ar-
plain the polarization vector alignments seen towards t6&N
and more particularly that one observed in the high redshift

duces a reverse concentration in the distributions of loa/ aff9ion Al- Towards the SGP, it is also unlikely that intefste

high-z quasar polarization angles. And, again, the polarizatidf polarization is at the origin of the observed alignmeént,

degrees do not depend on redshift, and the quasars withrhighée" the unusual nature of théfect, more data are needed for
polarization do follow the midzalignment (Tabl&lL). a definite proof, namely by observing quasars at redshift$

. . . . where a diferent orientation is suspected.
Finally, we have considered pairs of quasars, i.e. quasars a

small angular distances from each other, independentlygdft ~ For the sake of completeness, it should be noticed that in-
redshift. If interstellar polarization dominates, bothagars terstellar dust grains are also linearly birefringent}stnat the
should be similarly fiected such that the acute anglé be- interstellar medium can be seen as a weak wave-plate (Martin
tween their polarization angles is expected to cluster atlsnf{g74, Luca§2003). Should quasars be circularly polarihed,
A6. Using angular distances less thanahd 2 (smaller dis- interstellar medium may, under some circumstances, diigin t
tances result in too few quasar pairs), we find no conceatratpolarization vectors along a mean directidisetted with re-
at smallAg, either in the full sample or in the A1-A3 regionspect to that one of a purely dichroic interstellar mediure du
or when only considering the low-polarizatiop & 2%) ob- to the conversion of circular polarization into linear pita-
jects more likely to be fected by interstellar polarization (totion. While quite appealing, this mechanism cannot expitaén
fix the ideas, withp < 2%, there are 17 quasar pairs with anquasar polarization vector alignments. Indeed, the retareis
gular separations 1° and 61 pairs with angular separations very small, roughly two orders of magnitude smaller thar tha
2° among the full sample of 355 quasars). of a quarter-wave plate (Martln_1972). Also, quasars are not
It is therefore very implausible that interstellar polariz or very weakly circularly polarized (Landstreet & An@ie[ )7
tion is at the origin of the observed polarization vectogadi Impey et al[1995), including a few objects belonging to the r
ments. Most probably, there is a small —normal- contamirgions of alignment A1 and A3. And, finally, should thifesct
tion by interstellar polarization, compatible with fieldistnea- produce the alignments, it would imply either left-handed o
surements, and which possibly slightly enhances thosesitr right-handed circular polarization for most quasars invegi
alignments having a similar orientation. Given that thgmli region of alignment, i.e. still a high degree of organizatim
ments are characterized by a broad range of polarizatidesngery large spatial scales.
around a preferred direction, the chance for a coincidesice i

6 There are several reasons which could have explained su¢h a d
ference and worth to keep in mind. The first one is thiedént types
of quasars dominate the low and high redshift sub-sampheleed,
BAL QSOs are rarely detected at< 1.3 such that there are propor-6. Characterizing the alignment effect
tionally more BAL quasars at highthan at lowz. The reverse is true
for radio-loud quasars and the fact that strongly polariged 5%)

quasars are more often found among radio-loud objects g In this section, we explore some characteristics of thenalig

seen in the lowz distribution of the polarization degree (Fif$. TR 8).ment. éfe(.:t with the. goal to emplrlcally derive constrglnts on
Another reason is the fact that, when measuring the potaizaither possible mterpretanons. We first fo.cus op the redshiftediep
through a given filter or in white light, one samples a blugjioa of dence of the alignments. Then, we investigate whether gsiasa
the quasar rest-frame spectrum for high redshift objects for low  With aligned polarization vectors are located along a pesfe
redshift ones. A wavelength dependent quasar polarizatwid then tial axis, or not. Finally, we discuss correlations with gaa
also appear redshift dependent. intrinsic properties.
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Fig.11. The local statistics of the pS, and pZ" tests com- Fig.12. Same as Fig.11, except that a comoving distance scale
puted withn, = 40 are represented here as a function of thg used and that only those quasars along the A1-A3 axis are
redshift. The full sample of 355 quasars is considered. Thensidered. Redshifts are transformed into comoving niiets.

s, which have been multiplied by a constant factor for comsingr = 6 (1- (1 + 2~%?) h™! Gpc, whereh is the Hubble
venience, are averaged over redshift bhzs= 0.5; the error constant in units of 100 knt$ Mpc™2. Bin size isAr = 0.4h™!

bars represent the uncertainty of the mean. The highestsvalGpc. Distances are counted positively for objects locateteé

of 5 indicate the strongest departures to uniform distribiiodNorth Galactic Cap and negatively for those ones in the South
of polarization angles. The line joins the megrvalues from Galactic Cap.

the pS, and pZ" tests. Since thg are computed fon, = 40,
the data points are not independent. Redshifts are counted p
itively for objects located in the North Galactic Cap andaeg

tively for those ones in the South Galactic Cap. The histogra The redshift dependence of the alignmeifitet is best seen
. H H m
give the number of quasars in each redshift bin. in Fig.[12, when only theZ" test and those quasars along the

Al1-A3 axis (as defined in Sell 4) are considered. A comov-
ing distance scale is used to emphasize the regular variatio
of the alignment ect with cosmological distance. This varia-
6.1. The redshift dependence of the alignment effect  tion appears quasi-periodic, the distance between twemstr
being~ 1.5h™* Gpc. Such a behavior may clearly constitute
an important clue to the interpretation of the alignmefeet
When computing the global statistics in SECT] 3.2, a locdist (Sect[¥). Additional data at high redshift are needed tdiaon
tic Sj is defined for each objedtand itsn, neighbours. It is it. Interestingly enough, a quasi-periodicity in quasaepiaa-
evaluated for the original dat&*, as well as for every simula- tion vector alignments, if correctly understood, may pteety
tion. We may then calculateS; >, the average over the wholeconstitute a new distance indicator.
set of simulations, and, the corresponding standard devia-
tion, such that the quantity « | < S; > —S*| /o provides a
measure of the local departure to an uniform distributiopaf
larization angles. For th8-type tests, only small values 8f Results presented in Seft. 3[& 4 also indicate that the mean
indicate coherent orientations asdis set to zero whe* is polarization angle of quasars changes with redshift. In[Ely
larger than< S; >. For theZ-type testss is set to zero when we plot the polarization angles of the 355 quasars, sligitly
S} is smaller tharx S; > (cf. Paper | for details). eraged over redshift bins, as a function of the redshift.ffie e

In Fig.[I1, we plot the quantitg, averaged over redshift phasize possible relationships, each data point is plaiext
bins, as a function of the redshift. The full sample of 358mes in the graph, addingx 180 to the polarization angles,
quasars is considered. is computed from theS, and pZl' with n = 0,1, 2. It appears quite clearly that the polarization
tests withn, = 40. TheS, andZ tests, not represented hereangles are not randomly distributed over redshifts. Sonte pa
give similar results. For both statistical tests, the rug afith terns may be seen as, for example, a continuous decreage of th
redshift shows a cyclic behavior suggesting a regularrsdigce polarization angle with increasing redshift. The possikela-
of regions of aligned and randomly oriented polarization-vetion is more ambiguous around the redshifts 0.7 towards
tors. The minima atz ~ 0.7 towards the SGP and ~ 1.2 the SGP and ~ 1.2 towards the NGP, which correspond to
towards the NGP correspond to transition redshifts dismlisghe redshift ranges where no alignment is detected [Elg. 11)
in previous sections. It must be emphasized that adjacéat danother possible relation could be a decrease of the palariz
points are not independent due to the fact that the statistic tion angle withz in the SGP regionz < 0) followed by an
are evaluated using, = 40 nearest neighbours. increase in the NGP regiomz ¢ 0).

6.1.1. Regularly spaced alignments?

6.1.2. Rotation of the mean direction with redshift?
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ool v e L ST T Table3. Results of correlation tests

r " 1 Sample P P, m, P,
o 400 —
> o 1 355S1 eg -00254 310 -0.0294 610°
® § 1 183 S1 eg  -0.0702 <110° -0.0770 <110°
° a0 . . 4 12981 eq -01113 <110° -0.1224 <110°
2 C " ] 35S2 eg -00288 5105 -0.0304 310°
g a0l 1 183 S2 eq  -0.0201 310° -0.0304 4103
g B 1 12982 eq -00124 2168 -0.0132 210!
~ C ] 355S1 sg -00236 310 -0.0188 110°
100 1~ . - 1 183 S1 sg  -0.0572 2105 -0.0488 616°
C . L . 1 12981 sg -00782 5165 -0.0801 310°
ol ECSLATE SO S ot el 1 355 52 sg -0.0202 910* -0.0216 510*
- o 2 183 S2 sg  -0.0201 310? -0.0240 1102
Redshift

129 S2 sg —-0.0075 410* -0.0027 710!

Fig. 13. The quasar polarization angles as a function of the red-

shift. Redshifts are counted positively for objects lodatethe

North Galactic Cap and negatively for those ones in the South )

Galactic Cap. Polarization angles are vectorially avedaer €l 10 the supergalactic plane (Paper 1), the Local Supster

redshift binsAz = 0.05. The full sample of 355 quasars is used"@Y constitute a more natural reference frame. We then |un th
To facilitate detection of patterns, each data paip)is repli- tests with the polarization angles expressed in both tha-equ

cated att, 6+180) and ¢, 6+360). tprial (eq) and supergalactic (sg) coordinatg systemssktie-
tially appears from Tablg 3 that the correlation betweersgua

polarization angles and redshifts is very significant, el

To investigate more quantitatively possible correlatjaves in the case S1 and when only those quasars of the A1-A3 axis
make use of statistical methods which take into accountithe @re considered. The correlation is significant in both cbord
cular nature of the data; they are described in Fisher {19983te systems. The tests were also carried out for the sarhple o
First, we map the redshift onto the circle using= 2 tarr*z, 172 quasars obtained when removing the objects which belong
wherez s taken to be negative for objects located in the Soutih the A1-A3 regions. No correlation was found in that case,
Galactic Cap and positive for those ones in the North Galactigain suggesting that the observéitet is mainly due to the
Cap. As usual, we take into account the axial nature of the pibjects along the A1-AS3 axis.
larization angles) by multiplying them by a factor 2. Then  The S1 correlation is illustrated in FigJ14 for the 183
we analyse possible correlations betwgeand 6 using the quasars along the A1-A3 axis. It shows a surprisingly clear
angular—angular correlation déieientslI, andp; . I1, is a cor- quasi-linear relation (which is even better defined for thie-s
relation codicient based on the circular ranks of theand sample of 129 quasars with < 2%, in agreement with the
6. It assesses monotone association betweandd. p, es- results of Tabl€l3). A simple linear regression over the 7tmos
timates the linear association betwegrand 6 based on the accurate data poirftgjivesd = (88 + 6°) — (42 + 4°) z This
simple modelsp = 6 + cst or¢ = —6 + cst. Because it is in- relation reproduces fairly well the preferred directiorsisin
dependent of the scaling af(including its tranformation into Figs.[T &[8. It corresponds to a rotation of rougahy@0° over
a more physical distance scale), ffig correlation cofficient the sampled redshift range. It is important to realize thmat,
is more general. The hypothesis tipendé are independent is general, one may expect a step-like discontinuity at0, and
rejected ifTI, orp, differ too much from zero. The probabilitythen need a more complicated fitting of the S1 correlatiois Th
that a value more dierent from zero than the observed values due to the way position angles are defined on the celestial
of I, andp; would occur by chance among uncorrelageahd sphere. Let us imagine a large-scale structure crossingtthe
6 is evaluated on the basis of 2 permutations, sHiling the server atz = 0 and for which we measure a position angle
polarization angles over the redshifts. looking towards the NGP. For the same structure, we measure a

The results of the statistical analysis are given in Thble Bosition angle-6 looking towards the SGP, which makes a dis-
The full sample of 355 quasars is considered as well as #entinuity in the position angles at= 0 (unless) ~ 0° or 9¢°
sample of 183 objects along the A1-A3 axis. Out of these 183
quasars, a sub-sample of 129 objects itk 2% is also con- 7 Regression.may glso be performgd u.sing the unpinned data set
sidered. Looking at Fig—13, we have noticed that polarizati th|s case the Q|s.per5|on of the polan;atlon qngles is toyeland .a
angles either continuously decrease with increasing itdsh circular analysis is mandatory. According to Fisher (19928) may fit

. . . . the following model to the dat#: = 6, + tarr* 8 z. The6; are assumed
decrease in the SGP region £ 0) and increase in the NGPto be drawn from a von Mises distribution, with no dependeofe

one ¢ > 0). Both possibilities are tested by using the polarizg;, dispersion upon redshift. The maximum likehood estmat3
tion angles “as measured” in both the SGP and NGP regiofig|g; are —1.08 + 0.27 and 84 + 6°, respectively, for the [183-S1-
(case S1), or by taking 180- 6 instead off for those objects eq] sample. This confirms that the correlation between guasan
located in the NGP region (case S2). Since the mean directjsgfarization angles and redshifts is significant. The asislwith the
of the alignment in region A1 was found to be roughly paralhole sample of 355 quasars gives similar results.
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Fig.14. The quasar polarization angles, vectorially averagédg. 15. Same as Fi._14, except that a comoving distance scale
over redshift binsAz = 0.5, as a function of the redshift.is used (cf. Figll2). Bin size isr = 0.6h™! Gpc. The superim-
Redshifts are counted positively for objects located in tised line i$ = 268 —31° r, wherer is the comoving distance
North Galactic Cap and negatively for those ones in the Southh~ Gpc.

Galactic Cap. Only the 183 quasars belonging to the A1-A3

axis are considered here. Error bars represent 68% angular c

fidence int(_ervals fqr the circular mean (Fisher 1993); thegm lignment &ect. While the regions of alignments may look at

b.e seen W|th.caut|on when the numbgr of quasars per redsﬁlg glance quite isolated, their properties appear coiedaun

blrllslszm_all, l.e. at Iartge._tirrors are hlghelrt az; t_0'7 gr;d large cosmological distances. The fact that a rotatiod5°

£ = L Inagreement with previous results. Lata points agg., . youghly over the distance between two strong align-

rgpllcated at 1 9),.at .(Z' 9.+180>l and at ¢ 6+360) as in ments ¢ 1.5h™ Gpc, FiglIR) suggests that both phenomena

Fig.[L3. The fitted line is given by = 268 — 42"z (see text). are probably due to a single mechanism. The simple mirror-
like (S1) symmetry of th@ — zrelation is remarkable: rotation

in the adopted coordinate system). Furthermore, both tpesl is clockwise with increasing redshift in NGP hemisphere and
and the constant of the linear fit depend on the coordinate sygunter-clockwise in the SGP one. This relation is the best d
tem. This problem can be partially overcome by para||e|g|:anﬁn8d and the most significant, but a counter-clockwise iartat
porting the polarization vectors at a given location. More-p in both the South and North Galactic Caps (S2 symmetry) can-
cisely, we may parallel transport the polarization vectdrthe not be totally excluded, especially if we consider the stati
position ., 6c) for those quasars located in the NGP regiog@! tests applied to the full sample (Table 3). Also, due ® th
and @ + 180, —6;) for those ones in the SGP region. A real80 uncertainty, several other complicated or asymmetric so-
sonable choice is close to the A1-A3 axis, say= 180° and lutions to thef — z relation could be imagined. Measurements
5c = 10°. Inthe S2 case, this makes ﬂieandﬁn tests fully co- of quasar polarization angles at redshifts 2.5 are needed to
ordinate invariant, as well as the slope of the linear resioes extend and confirm the mirror-like symmetry of the zrela-
models. In the S1 case, the tests still depend on the codegindion. Moreover, it would allow us to know if the full rotation
through the discontinuity a= 0. With parallel transport, there can exceed 90or whether the mean polarization angle oscil-
is a tendency for the S1 correlation to be slightly more dignilates between<and 90. Finally, it is interesting to note that
cantthan in TablEl3, and for the S2 correlation to be slightly €Xxtrapolating the redshift dependence of the mean potaiza
significant. However, we find that the results of the stasti angle atz ~ 0 givesg = 90°. While this would be an un-
tests and regressions are essentially unchanged, pratiged pleasant coincidence in the equatorial coordinate sysieis),
one parallel transports the polarization vectors closh@d¥l— Vvalue corresponds ta,, =~ 0° in the supergalactic reference
A3 axis. Results are robust to small changeswfd.). Finally, frame, which means that the polarization vectors of hygethe
the rotation of the mean polarization angle is also cleans ical quasars at ~ 0 should be aligned perpendicular to the
when using comoving distances instead of redshifts (Elly. 18upergalactic plane. It is also worth to note thattz = 0 is
A linear regression gives= (88 + 5°) — (31° + 3°) r, wherer  different from the mean directions of the interstellar polariza
is the comoving distance im* Gpc. tion (Fig.[9).

The existence of a significant continuous rotation of the _ o
mean polarization angle as a function of the redshifhd the duasars along the A1-A3 axis does not show significant ootadf

symmetry of its dependence are clearly kev properties of thE continuum polarization angle with wavelength (ImpeglefL99%,
y y P Y Key prop gle et al[.1999). In general, very few quasars show a rotatidhe

8 In principle, the redshift dependence of the mean poldaaain- polarization angle with wavelength. For example, among28igo-
gle may also be a colouiffect rather than a distanc@ect because larized quasars studied by Ogle et AL (1999), only 3 displegtation
we are sampling quasar rest-frame spectra figrdint wavelengths. of the polarization angle, typicallgd ~ 20° over the full ultraviolet-
However spectropolarimetry in the ultraviolet-visiblege of (a few) visible spectral range.




Hutsemékers D. et al.: Mapping extreme-scale alignmergsasar polarization vectors 13

The evidence for an alignment axis, also suggested from
the maps shown in Fi@l 4, is best illustrated in ig. 16 where
a dipole-like anisotropy is clearly seen in the distribntiof
the “most aligned” quasars, as measured from local staflsti
However, this distribution is definitelyfiiected by observa-
tional biases. Indeed, in Paper |, we discovered poladrati
vector alignments for quasars located not far from the eeles
tial equator (the so-called regions Al and A3), and we sub-
sequently put emphasis on these regions when gathering ad-
ditional data. Moreover, quasars are often surveyed in-equa
. ) o N torial fields which provide the bulk of targets for a southern
Fig. 16. Hammer-Aitdf projection of the quasar positions orhemisphere observatory. So, it is not unexpected that tfe hi
the sky, in Galactic coordinates. The 355 objects are mlott@s; quasar densities and the highest significances do appear
The radius of the circles is given y « exps — 0.9, where yese regions. Theffiect of such intrincate biases on the sig-

5 refers the statistic defined in Seict.16.1 for #i&" test and pjficance of the axis is dlicult to estimate (and is clearly be-

n, = 40; the larger the circle the more significant the alignmeggng the scope of this paper). However, since preferred axes

at thaF point. The superimposed line gives the location ef t% the CMB are independently suggested, based on homoge-

celestial equator. neous data samples and in agreement with the anisotropy seen
in Fig.[18, the fact that polarization data are compatibln i

L L N ey possible alignment axis is worth to keep in mind.

10 A related question is the following: are there really no po-

4213
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40

equatorial coordinates. We then consider quasar positinds
polarization angles in a coordinate system of northern pole
TR DU N R [ap = 0°, 6p = 30°]. A possible alignment is tentatively identi-
150 180 210 240 0 50 100 150 fied in Fig [IT; it may constitute a high declination extendim
P Longitude P Polarization angle  tha |o\-redshift alignment seen in FIg. 7. But, given thatyve

Fig.17. Maps of quasar polarization vectors and the corré&w objects have been measured in these regions (only 46 out
sponding distributions of polarization degree and angletfe ©0f 355 quasars belong to the third of the sky opposite to the
low-redshift ¢ < 1) objects located in the region of the skyegions of highest significance seen in fid. 16), it islilt to
defined in galactic coordinates iy > 30° and by 35 < conclude and the fact that significant polarization vecligna
l, < 175 (i.e. in the upper right quadrant of FIg]16). Positiong1ents do or do not exist far from the A1-A3 axis is still to be
and polarization angles are projected in a coordinate sysfe demonstrated.
northern pole¢, = 0°, 6, = 30°] and denoted by “P”. The dis-
tribution of polarization angles is weakly coherently oited
with P, = 21072 and a preferred direction of 3 that coor-
dinate system. Optical polarization is known to be related to other quasar i
trinsic properties like spectral type or morphology. In erd
to understand the alignmenffect, it is important to know
6.2. Is there an alignment axis? whether these relations are still valid for those objectad@re-

N _ L gions of alignments. A full answer would require a much large
The fact that the most significant regions of polarizatiodtve sample and more information on the objects than available in

alignments are roughly opposite on the sky suggests thit thge |iterature. Some questions have nevertheless beessadre
may define an axis in the Universe. The possible coincider“:‘ep(,;lper | and Il and are summarized here.

of such an axis with other preferred directions in the sky may In the high-redshift region of alignment A1, several types

Erowde |mp|)ortant_ cluzi to _th(:horlg!n 0:. the (f';\hvgnmef}r}eet. of quasars have been observed, namely radio-loud, radés;qu
; or Gf»iﬁmﬁ © rlegsglon | 'St in the |Tec %) 3 |2rgo, d?[h(;en'nd BAL quasars. These distinctions are based on the spectra
er of the Local Supercluster (see also - 3.2), an aracteristics of the objects. First, it is important teenthat

A3 axis is not far from the direction of the Cosmic Microwav o . .
. olarization vector alignments are not restricted to orte-ca
Background (CMB) dipoleq = 168, 6 = —7°). Recent analy- % 9

ses of WMAP data indicate that several large-scale anisi®0 s Ra|ston & Jain[[2004) computed} (= 266, b, = 61°) for the

in the CMB are possibly related to this direction (e.g. TedMaaxis. From Figlk we foundy(= 180, § = 10°) which corresponds to
et al.[200B). These possible coincidences are discusseg in(f = 267, b, = 69°). In Galactic coordinates, the CMB dipole points
tails by Ralston and Jai (2004). towards [, = 264, b, = 48).

TTTTT
TR |

-40 5

E y, i 5 larization vector alignments out of the A1-A3 axis? Althtug
e 1 0 2= measurements are not very numerous, we have tried to iden-
2 E // Ay /’7, ] 1oz 3 4 tify possible alignments in the upper right quadrant in Eg-
= 0 r ] / \ /gj Polarization degree Si . . .
S r v - 7] ince these objects are close to the celestial north padm-al
S - )/ / 4 T ments are blurred when polarization angles are measured in

111

&

6.3. Relation to quasar intrinsic properties
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gory of objects. In region Al, BAL, non-BAL and radio-loudshift ranges. Interestingly enough, rotating cosmologiage
quasars follow the same alignment, with the same prefewed peen recently proposed to explain possible anomalies in the
larization angle. However, possibldi@irences with other types CMB (Jdte et al[ 2005). Another possible mechanism for align-
of objects like BL Lac cannot be excluded. Also, it is impoitta ing morphological axes could be th&ert of magnetic fields
to remark that known polarization féierences between speccoherent over very large scales (Reinhardi 1971, Wasserman
troscopically defined quasar types are not washed out by [@#/8, Battaner & Lesch 200D0). Cosmological magnetic fields
alignment éect. For example, the knownftirence in polar- could make the expansion of the Universe anisotropic (Berer
ization degree between BAL and non-BAL quasars is stilld/aliet al.[.2004) and then be at the origin of a rotation of the polar
in region Al as demonstrated in Paper Il ization angles (Brans_1975). If polarization vector aligmts
Finally, it is interesting to recall that quasar radio pdar actually reflect structural alignments, it is neverthetlifiscult
tions are usually not correlated to optical polarizati@ams] that to explain the alternance of coherently and randomly ogiént
radio polarization vectors do not seem to show alignments @darization vectors observed in Figl12.
the optical polarization vectors do (Paper I, Vallee 2002) The other possibility is that both the polarization vector
alignments and the rotation of the mean polarization arayles
due to a mechanism whiclffacts the light on its travel towards
the observer. As shown in Paper Il, a small amount of polar-
Possible interpretations of the alignmefieet have been dis- ization added to randomly oriented polarization vectorsloa
cussed in Paper | and Il, and more recently by several authatshe origin of coherent orientations of polarization @l
(Jain et all2002,2004, Bezerra et [al._2003, Greyber20@thout scrambling too much the relation between polaitzat
Ralston & Jairi2004). They are further discussed here in thed other quasar intrinsic properties. Remarkably, a syatie
light of the new results. polarization and a rotation of the polarization angle are- pr
Since the alignments occur on extremely large scales afidted by photon—pseudoscalar mixing within a magnetidfiel
appear connected on a sizeable fraction of the known Ureyerigicluding a quasi-periodic variation of the polarizatidoray
one must seek for global mechanisms acting at cosmologie line of sight (e.g. Harari & Sikivie 1992, Gnedin_1994,sDa
cal scales. Possible mechanisms must take into accountdh&l[2005). Such an oscillation of the polarization addetti¢
fact that the bulk of the measured polarization is intrinsiguasar intrinsic polarization vectors would appear as aigua
to the quasars. They may be divided into two broad catgeriodicity in the alignmentféect with redshift, in agreement
gories. First, the polarization angles may be closely assowith the results of Sedi.6.1.1. Moreover, an associatedioot
ated to the morphology of the objects, and the quasar strgé-the polarization angles may be expected, as demonstrated
tural axes themselves are aligned on cosmological scaleg.recent simulations (Das et al_2005). Apparently, pheton
Alternatively, the polarization angles may be randomly orpseudoscalar mixing has the capability to explain most ef th
ented at the source, and modified when the light propagagesiracteristics of the alignmerftect, with a coupling constant
throughoutthe Universe. Since both large-scale aligns@md and a magnetic field strength in agreement with current upper
regular rotation of the mean orientation must be explainghits. It must be emphasized that this mechanism requires t
more than one mechanism may contribute. existence of a —hypothetical- magnetic field organized @A co
If we admit that quasar structural axes are coherently opological scales. The symmetry of the- z relation (Figs[CTk
ented at such large scales, a global rotation of the Univeese and[I%) would then correspond to the symmetry of the mag-
be invoked. It would transfer angular momentum to galaxiggtic field. Let us finally note that dust grains aligned in a
and quasars during their formation, and, to some extentgcoimagnetic field can also produce some polarization, but would
late their structural axes with the direction of the glolbr hardly explain quasi-periodic alignments and a rotatiothef
tion (Li[1998). In this case, one would expect the rotatiois axmean polarization angle.
to be roughly perpendicular to the A1-A3 direction. While it Although still hypothetical, photon—pseudoscalar mixing
is not excluded that Comple)ffects like preceSSion could qu|th|n a magnetic field appears as a promising interpreta_
at the origin of the redshift dependence of the mean orientgm, especially because many of the observed charadtsrist

tion, a global rotation would also induce a rotation of théapo of the alignment #ect were predicted, at least qualitatively.
ization angles as a function of the distance to the source (e.

Obukhov 200D). The mirror-like symmetry of the- zrelation  1° Infact, if we had in mind to detect thefect of a small systematic
illustrated in Figs[ZI4 andl5 would be accounted for by a rpelarization, the study of polarization vector alignmeistprobably
tation axis close to the A1-A3 axis, which idféirent from the one of the most sensitive methods. Indeed, since extragatigects
direction needed to produce the alignments. An intermedi&{® usually intrinsically polarized at various levels (i, the addi-
position would then be required to explain botfeets. From tion of a small systematic polarization would be largely etedted,

Fig.[I8, we derive a universal angular veloaity > (x/2)Ho since it only slightly broade_:n; the distribution of the pc_:latl_or_l de-
g;ses. To some extent, this is also true for low polarizatibjects

7. Possible interpretations

whereHg is the Hubble constant, in line with other estimate . radio-quiet quasars) because of the errors on th nts

(K!Jh”e, 1997, Obukhdy.20D0). As a consequence of an inclin the subsequent confusion with the polarization deges(brrors
axis, alignments should also be observed out of the A1-A3 {gsre not taken into account in the simulations of Paper Ib). tae
gions. Furthermore, the rotation of the polarization adt®g other hand, a systematic polarization of a few tens of a pérse-
the line of sight would fiect correlations between quasar poperimposed over randomly oriented polarization vectorprboluce a
larization and structural position angles, at least in soaete detectable ect in the distribution of the polarization angles.
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Pseudoscalars may be related to dark matter or dark energy, o Such interpretations would have profound implications on
be ejected by the quasars themselves along with photoms (&air understanding of the Universe and then certainly deserv
et al.[200P). However, other mechanisms like a global rotarther studies. Fortunately, simple observations, altfictime
tion of the Universe cannot be rejected, and should be workashsuming, would readily allow to distinguish between poss
out in more details to see whether or not they can reprodusle interpretations, the alignmerftect then providing us with
the observations and constitute viable explanations. Hi-ada new tool to probe the Universe and its dark components.
tion to a better spatial sampling namely at higher redshifts
the determination of a possible wavelength dependencesof weferences
polarization, the behavior of circular polarization, thedation
with quasar morphological axes —especially along the A1-/A&Rttaner, E., Lesch, H. 2000, Anales de Fisica, 95, 213
axis— would definitely shed light on the responsible mechBerdyugin, A., Piirola, V., Teerikorpi, P. 2004, A&A, 42478
nism(s) and more particularly on the photon—pseudoscaiar nBerera, A., Buniy, R.V,, Kephart, T.W. 2004, JCAP, 10, 16
ing for which rather clear predictions exist (Jain et[al. ZLOOBe”;?aé‘éS' Schmidt, G.D., West, 5.C., Stockman, H.50189JS,
Das et alL2005). Obse_rvatlons can also k.Je readily perfomlfgzerr’a, V.B., Mosquera Cuesta, H.J., Ferreira, C.N. 2BBgs. Rev.
to demonstrate the existence of a possible preferred align- D, 67, 084011
ment axis, and its relation to other tentative anisotropi¢se pjch p. 1982, Nature, 298, 451
Universe suggested either from the CMB data or from othgfans, C.H. 1975, ApJ, 197, 1
possible large-scaldfects like the —still controversial— Birch Cabanac, R., Hutsemékers, D., Sluse, D., Lamy, H. 2005, B&#.
effect (Birch[198P, Jain & Ralstdn 1999). Series, in press (astro-fp01043)
Das, S., Jain, P., Ralston, J.P., Saha, R. 2005, JCAP, 06, 002
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Table A.1. The sample of 355 polarized quasars

2005, A&A, 433, 757 Object z p op 0 oy Ref
Smith, P.S., Schmidt, G.D., Hines, D.C., CUtl’i, D.M., NﬂS@O (81950) (%) (%) () (o)
2002, ApJ, 569, 23
Smith, P.S., Schmidt, G.D., Hines, D.C., Foltz, C.B. 200p,JA593, B0003-066 0.347 350 160 160 12 4
676 B0003+158 0.450 0.62 0.16 114 7 1
Stockman, H.S., Moore, R.L., Angel, J.R.P. 1984, ApJ, 288, 4 B0004+017 1.711 1.29 0.28 122 6 8
Tegmark, M., de Oliveira-Costa, A., Hamilton, A.J. 2003y®HRev. B0010-002 2.145 1.70 0.77 116 13 8
D, 68, 123523 B0013-004 2.084 1.03 0.33 115 10 0
Vallee, J.P. 2002, AJ, 124 1322 B0O01%#154 2.012 1.14 052 137 13 3
Veron-Cetty, M.-P., Véron, P. 2001, A&A, 374, 92 B0019+011 2.124 0.76 0.19 26 7 8
Visvanathan, N., Wills, B.J. 1998, AJ, 116, 2119 B0021-022 2.296 0.70 0.32 170 14 0
Wasserman |. 1978, ApJ, 224, 337 B0024+224 1.118 0.63 0.29 90 14 2
Wills, B.J., Wills, D., Breger, M., Antonucci, R.R.J., Bainis, R. B0025-018 2.076 1.16 052 109 13 8
1992, ApJ, 398, 454 B0029+002 2.226 0.75 0.34 158 14 0
B0038+280 0.194 216 0.27 103 3 10
. B0046-315 2.721 13.30 2.00 159 4 7
Appendix A: Tables BO047278 0277 228 075 49 9 10
In Table A.1 we give the polarization measurements for th%0048+292 0.136 247 049 98 5 10
. . 0050+124 0.061 0.61 0.08 8 3 1
full sample of 355 quasars, i.e. B1950 ngom®rdinates, BOO51291 1.828 080 038 119 14 3
the redshiftz, the polarization degreep and its uncer- BOO55+157 0'211 0'67 0.28 15 13 10
tainty o, the polarization position angleé and its uncer- goo59.275 1590 145 023 171 5 9
tainty oy, and the references to the data. References afggos9:261 0194 211 0.61 120 8 10
coded as follows: (0) Hutsemékers et[al._1998; (1) Berrimam0100+130 2.660 0.84 029 112 10 2
et al. [199D; (2) Stockman et al._1984; (3) Moore & B0103+257 0.411 6.03 054 114 2 10
Stockman[1984; (4) Impey & Tapih_1990; (5) Impey etB0105+215 0.285 545 099 119 5 10
al. [1991; (6) Wills et al[-1992; (7) Visvanathan & Wills B0106+013 2.107 187 0.84 143 13 3
1998; (8) Schmidt & Hine§1999; (9) Lamy & HutsemékersB0109-014 1.758 177 035 76 6 8
2000; (10) Smith et al[_2002; (11) Sluse et &l._4005B0110-297 0363 260 115 63 13 2
References [1-6] were considered in Paper |, and [1-9] i 0117-180  1.790  1.40 046 13 10 8
Paper 1l. The eight quasars from Impey & Tapla (11990) 0117213 1.493 061 020 102 9 L
. ’ . n B01174197 0.087 0.74 0.26 128 11 10
with new redshift measurements and added to the final Sankp118-272 0559 17.40 0.30 151 1 4
B1538+149, B1606106, B1749-701, B2206-251. When pg123:257 2.358 1.63 081 140 14 3
better polarization measurements are obtained, old vates B0130+242 0.457 1.70 0,52 110 9 2
replaced. Such replacements were indicated in Paper IH4n aB0133+207 0.425 162 036 49 6 3
dition, the polarization measurements reported in Slusd.et B0137-018 2.232 112 029 61 8 0
(2005) for B1012.008,B1048-090,B1216-010,B1216069, B0137~010 0.330 0.63 031 154 14 2
B1222+228, B1545-210 and B161¥175 supersede the values B0138-097  0.733 360 150 168 11 4
used in Paper | and 1. BO145:042 2029 270 032 131 3 0
B0146+017 2.909 1.23 0.21 141 5 8
B0148+090 0.299 1.21 054 139 13 3
B0154+169 0.213 1.44 0.47 66 9 10
B0159-117 0.699 0.65 0.30 4 13 2
B0202-172 1.740 3.84 1.13 98 8 6
B0204+292 0.110 1.07 0.21 117 6 11
B0205+024 0.155 0.72 0.17 22 7 2
B0208-512 1.003 11.50 0.40 88 1 4
B0214+108 0.408 1.13 0.22 121 6 2
B0226-104 2.256 251 0.25 165 3 8
B0226-038 2.064 1.20 0.53 68 13 2
B0231+244 0.310 257 0.46 99 5 10
B0232-042 1.436 091 032 163 10 2
B0232-041 1.387 0.90 0.23 42 8 11
B023%+006 2.071 1.47 0.24 167 5 11
B0240-002 2.003 1.69 0.36 43 6 11
B0301-243 0.260 10.60 0.20 52 1 4
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Table A.1. continued Table A.1. continued

Object z p op 0 oy Ref Object z p Op 0 o, Ref
(B1950) %) ) 0 © (B1950) ) ) 0O ©
B0310+209 0.094 153 0.43 147 8 10 B1012+008 0.185 0.62 0.14 112 7 11
B0310+004 1.250 148 0.29 125 6 11 B1015+017 1.455 0.86 0.22 159 7 11
B0322+176 0.328 1.23 0.38 119 8 10 B1024+125 0.231 183 031 141 4 10
B0332-403 1.445 1480 180 113 3 4 B1029-014 2.038 1.13 031 121 8 0
B0333-380 2.210 0.83 0.28 45 10 0 B1038+064 1.270 0.62 0.24 149 11 2
B0336-019 0.852 19.40 240 22 4 4 B1048-090 0.345 0.65 0.15 120 7 11
B0346+127 0.210 2.23 0.73 69 9 10 B1049+616 0.422 083 0.34 176 12 2
B0348+061 2.058 1.39 051 157 10 2 B1051-007 1.550 1.90 0.19 90 3 9
B0350-073 0.962 167 024 14 4 2 B1055+018 0.888 5.00 0.50 146 3 4
B0402-362 1.417 060 0.30 66 14 4 B1100+772 0.313 0.71 0.22 76 8 1
B0403-132 0.571 3.80 0.50 170 4 4 B1114+445 0.144 237 0.18 96 2 1
B0405-123 0.574 0.83 0.16 136 5 2 B1115+080 1.722 0.68 0.27 46 12 0
B0414-060 0.781 0.78 0.22 146 8 2 B1118-056 1.297 1.24 048 91 12 11
B0420-014 0.915 1190 050 115 1 4 B1120+019 1.465 1.95 0.27 9 4 0
B0422-380 0.782 6.20 3.00 173 14 7 B1122-132 0.458 1.52 0.15 109 3 11
B0426-380 1.030 1.80 040 90 7 4 B1124-186 1.048 11.68 0.36 37 1 11
B0438-436 2.852 4.70 1.00 27 6 4 B1127-145 1.187 1.30 040 23 10 4
B0446-208 1.896 0.61 0.24 177 12 11 B1127-130 0.634 1.32 0.13 46 3 11
B0448-392 1.288 290 1.00 49 10 7 B1128+315 0.289 095 0.33 172 10 2
B0451-282 2.559 1.80 050 66 9 4 B1131-171 1618 084 0.26 43 9 11
B0454-234 1.009 27.10 0.50 3 1 6 B1133+009 1.550 1.15 030 15 8 11
B0506-612 1.093 1.10 050 83 12 4 B1134+015 0.430 1.12 0.26 164 7 11
B0537-441 0.894 1040 050 136 1 4 B1145-071 1.342 1.08 0.24 52 6 11
BO759+651 0.148 145 0.14 119 3 8 B1145-071 1.345 1.00 041 120 13 11
B0O804+499 1.430 860 0.70 179 2 4 B1147+004 1.596 157 022 156 4 11
B0836+710 2.170 1.10 050 102 12 4 B1151+117 0.180 0.72 0.18 100 7 9
B0839%+187 1.270 1.74 0.53 100 9 6 B1156+295 0.729 268 041 114 4 6
B0844+349 0.064 0.63 0.13 26 6 1 B1157-239 2.100 133 017 95 4 9
B0846+156 2.910 0.80 0.21 151 8 9 B11574014 1990 0.76 0.18 39 7 9
B0847+175 0.343 2.09 0.23 100 3 10 B1200+268 0.478 0.65 0.15 177 7 11
B0848+163 1.932 1.37 054 27 11 2 B1202-262 0.786 086 0.20 67 7 11
B0850+140 1.110 1.05 050 106 14 3 B1203+155 1.630 154 020 30 4 9
B0851+202 0.306 10.80 0.30 156 1 4 B1203+006 2.331 0.94 0.15 123 5 11
B0O855+143 1.048 531 212 30 11 3 B1205+146 1.640 0.83 0.18 161 6 9
B0856+172 2.320 0.70 0.24 0 10 9 B1207-213 0.457 0.69 0.16 99 7 11
B0903+175 2.776 0.93 0.29 60 9 0 B1207-001 1.860 144 035 167 7 11
B0906+430 0.670 3.80 0.40 53 2 4 B1208+322 0.388 1.03 024 26 7 2
B0906+484 0.118 1.08 0.30 148 8 2 B1212+147 1.621 145 030 24 6 0
B090%264 2920 0.74 0.22 100 9 11 B1212+002 1.041 240 032 103 4 11
B0913+213 0.422 0.81 0.31 1 12 10 B1214+014 2.017 096 0.24 83 7 11
B0915+214 0.149 6.30 0.14 154 0 10 B1215+127 2.080 0.62 024 17 12 9
B0923+392 0.699 091 0.35 102 11 3 B1215-002 0.420 2394 0.70 91 1 11
B0932+501 1.914 1.39 0.16 166 3 8 B1216-010 0.415 11.20 0.17 100 1 11
B0946+301 1.216 0.85 0.14 116 5 8 B1216+069 0.334 0.60 0.13 87 6 11
B0953+254 0.712 145 033 127 7 6 B1219+127 1.310 0.68 0.20 151 9 9
B0954+556 0.901 8.68 0.82 4 3 6 B1219+044 0965 556 0.15 118 1 11
B0954+658 0.368 19.10 0.20 170 1 5 B1221+177 1354 081 0.19 26 7 11
B0958+220 0.248 1.25 052 130 13 10 B1222-016 2.040 0.80 0.22 119 8 9
B1000+277 1.283 0.75 0.20 72 8 11 B1222+037 0.960 251 0.22 98 2 11
B1001+054 0.161 0.77 022 74 8 1 B1222+216 0.435 1.52 0.13 167 3 11
B1004+130 0.240 079 011 77 4 1 B1222+228 2.058 092 0.14 169 4 11
B1009-028 2.745 095 0.30 178 9 0 B1224+001 1543 062 0.28 160 14 11
B1009+023 1.350 0.77 0.19 137 7 9 B1228+010 1.720 146 040 41 8 11
B1011+091 2.266 1.54 0.23 136 4 8 B1229+204 0.064 0.61 0.12 118 6 1
B1011+200 0.110 0.67 0.12 98 5 10 B1231+133 2386 0.74 0.32 162 14 0
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Object z p op 0 oy Ref
(B1950) % @ 0 ©
B1231+012 1.532 1.35 0.23 2 5 11
B1232+134 2.363 2.02 0.35 98 5 0
B1235-182 2.190 1.02 0.18 171 5 9
B1235+089 2.885 229 0.29 21 4 0
B1239+099 2.010 0.82 0.18 161 6 9
B1244-255 0.633 8.40 0.20 110 1 4
B1244-014 0.346 1.12 0.36 60 10 11
B1246-057 2.236 1.96 0.18 149 3 8
B1246+377 1.241 1.71 058 152 10 2
B1252+119 0.870 251 056 129 6 6
B1253-055 0.536 9.00 0.40 67 1 4
B1254+047 1.024 1.22 0.15 165 3 1
B1255-316 1.924 220 1.00 153 12 4
B1255+237 0.259 1.22 0.13 105 3 10
B1256-220 1.306 520 0.80 160 4 7
B1256-175 2.060 0.91 0.19 71 6 9
B1256-229 1.365 22.32 0.15 157 1 11
B12574168 0.080 1.68 0.14 43 2 10
B1258+013 1.902 0.72 0.31 64 13 11
B1259-003 1.672 1.37 0.20 35 4 11
B1302-102 0.286 1.00 0.40 70 11 7
B1302+005 1.912 0.84 0.28 34 10 11
B1303+308 1.770 1.12 056 170 14 3
B1303-250 0.738 0.91 0.17 105 5 11
B1304-119 0.294 0.83 0.18 73 6 11
B1304+239 0.275 245 0.63 37 7 10
B1305+001 2.110 0.70 0.22 151 9 9
B1307-168 1.173 0.87 0.20 52 7 11
B1308+326 0.996 12.10 1.50 68 3 4
B1309-216 1.491 12.30 0.90 160 2 4
B1309-056 2.212 0.78 0.28 179 11 0
B1309+235 1.508 1.10 0.16 166 4 11
B1318+290 0.549 0.61 0.28 51 13 2
B1320-003 1.827 1.13 0.21 15 5 11
B1321+294 0.960 1.20 0.27 111 6 2
B1322+659 0.168 0.81 0.22 90 8 1
B1325+008 1.876 1.11 0.23 66 6 11
B1326+124 0.203 2.30 0.37 38 4 10
B1328+307 0.849 1.29 0.49 47 11 3
B1331-011 1.867 1.88 0.31 29 5 0
B1333+286 1.910 588 0.20 161 1 9
B1334-127 0.541 10.60 0.50 8 1 4
B1335+023 1.356 0.69 0.20 19 8 11
B1335-061 0.625 0.74 0.25 91 10 11
B1339-180 2.210 0.83 0.15 20 5 11
B1340+289 0.905 0.81 0.35 45 12 2
B1346+222 0.062 288 0.22 105 2 10
B1347+539 0.976 1.73 081 161 13 6
B1351+640 0.087 0.66 0.10 11 4 1
B1354-152 1.890 1.40 0.50 46 10 4
B1354+213 0.300 1.42 0.31 81 6 1
B1356+301 0.113 483 0.24 18 1 10
B1359-058 1.996 0.68 0.16 101 7 11
B1402+436 0.324 755 0.22 33 1 8
B1406+010 1.999 3.91 0.28 30 2 11

Table A.1. continued

Object z p Op 9 oy Ref
(B1950) %) @ 0 ©
B1411+442 0.089 0.76 0.17 61 6 1
B1413+117 2.551 253 0.29 53 3 8
B1416-129 0.129 1.63 0.15 44 3 1
B1416+067 1.439 0.77 039 123 14 2
B1424+273 1.170 1.35 0.25 80 5 11
B1425+267 0.366 1.42 0.23 74 5 1
B1429-008 2.084 1.00 0.29 9 9 0
B1435-067 0.129 1.44 0.29 27 6 1
B1443+016 2.450 1.33 0.23 159 5 9
B1451+141 0.139 0.81 0.29 73 11 10
B1452-217 0.773 1240 1.50 60 3 7
B1453-109 0.940 1.64 0.54 59 9 3
B1458+718 0.905 141 0.60 108 12 6
B1459+236 0.258 3.07 0.46 154 4 10
B1500+084 3.940 1.15 0.33 100 9 9
B1502+106 1.839 3.00 0.60 160 5 4
B1504-166 0.876 5.30 0.70 52 4 4
B1508-055 1.191 1.51 0.46 67 9 2
B1510-089 0.361 1.90 0.40 79 6 4
B1512+370 0.371 1.10 0.23 109 6 1
B1514+231 0.190 1.02 0.28 150 8 10
B1514+191 0.190 9.37 0.08 103 0 10
B1516+188 0.187 0.67 022 131 10 10
B1522+155 0.628 790 1.46 32 5 3
B1524+517 2.873 271 0.34 94 4 8
B1532+016 1.420 350 0.20 131 2 4
B1538+149 0.605 17.40 0.50 145 1 4
B1538+477 0.770 0.90 0.14 65 4 1
B1540+197 0.228 1.94 0.17 42 3 11
B1545+210 0.266 1.15 0.13 18 3 11
B1548+056 1.426 470 1.10 14 7 4
B1548+216 0.373 0.66 0.24 83 12 10
B1552+085 0.119 1.88 0.23 75 3 1
B1556+335 1.650 1.31 0.47 70 10 8
B1606+106 1.226 210 090 134 12 4
B1611+343 1.401 1.68 0.67 134 11 3
B1612+266 0.395 1.24 0.56 81 13 2
B1617%#175 0.114 0.67 0.13 84 6 11
B1633+382 1.814 2.60 1.00 97 11 4
B1634+224 0.211 234 040 102 4 10
B1635+119 0.146 0.82 0.38 175 13 2
B1637%574 0.745 240 0.80 170 9 5
B1641+399 0.594 400 0.30 103 2 4
B1642+690 0.751 16.60 1.70 8 3 4
B1656+571 1.290 1.34 0.31 51 7 6
B1657186 0.170 6.30 0.73 162 3 10
B1657%213 0.596 11.11 0.80 109 2 10
B1658+247 0.509 1.56 0.29 83 5 10
B1712+261 0.163 0.86 0.33 64 12 10
B1714+281 0.524 6.08 1.28 6 6 10
B1721+343 0.206 0.74 0.16 143 6 2
B1739+522 1.375 3.70 0.20 172 2 4
B1749+701 0.770 1150 0.30 112 1 4
B2105-065 0.644 1.12 0.22 147 6 11
B2115-305 0.980 3.40 0.40 67 3 7
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Table A.1. continued Table A.1. continued

Object z p op 0 oy Ref Object z p op 0 oy Ref
(81950) ) ) 0 0 (B1950) ) ) 0 0O
B2118-430 2.200 0.66 0.20 133 9 9 B2320-035 1.411 9.56 0.20 90 1 11
B2121+050 1.878 10.70 2.90 68 6 4 B2326-477 1.302 1.00 0.30 103 8 4
B2128-123 0.501 1.90 0.40 64 6 7 B2326-502 0.518 3.92 0.33 164 2 11
B2128-088 1.983 0.61 0.27 171 14 11 B2332-017 1.184 4.86 0.19 92 1 11
B2129-072 2.048 1.78 0.32 44 5 11 B2333-101 1.760 099 0.34 160 10 11
B2131-021 0.557 16.90 4.00 93 1 4 B2335-027 1.072 3,55 0.30 110 2 11
B2132-011 1.660 0.83 0.25 113 9 11 B2340-036 0.896 0.87 0.25 130 8 2
B2135-147 0.200 1.10 040 100 10 7 B2341-235 2.820 0.64 0.20 122 9 9
B2139-085 0.570 0.79 0.22 160 8 11 B2342+120 0.199 1.01 0.24 127 6 10
B2141-495 1.440 0.63 025 131 12 11 B2344+184 0.138 1.01 0.32 88 10 11
B2141+040 0.463 0.84 0.25 111 9 11 B2345-167 0.576 4.90 1.50 70 8 4
B2144-362 2.081 0.66 0.28 46 13 11 B2345+002 1.946 091 0.30 134 10 11
B2145+067 0.990 0.60 020 138 11 4 B2346-365 0.541 0.64 0.25 29 12 11
B2149-200 0.424 229 0.31 31 4 11 B2347-105 1.310 1.05 0.29 106 8 11
B2154-200 2.028 0.75 0.28 145 12 0 B2349-010 0.174 0.91 0.21 143 7 2
B2155-152 0.672 22.60 1.10 7 2 4 B2350+008 2.156 1.59 0.26 27 5 11
B2201-185 1.814 1.43 0.51 7 10 8 B2351-154 2.665 3.73 1.56 13 12 2
B2203-188 0.619 1.26 0.29 31 7 11 B2353+283 0.731 1.43 0.54 76 11 3
B2203-215 0.577 0.99 0.30 47 9 11 B2353-008 2.936 181 0.34 16 5 11
B2204-540 1.206 1.81 0.26 130 4 11 B2354-117 0.949 2.00 0.40 105 6 4
B2206-251 0.158 20.10 0.80 128 1 4 B2354+002 0.410 0.67 0.30 74 14 11
B2208-173 1.210 1.00 0.24 148 7 11 B2355-534 1.006 3.70 0.60 126 4 4
B2213-283 0.946 0.84 0.23 98 8 11 B2356-006 1.757 1.46 0.33 158 7 11
B2215-508 1.356 0.81 0.22 164 11 B2357-129 0.868 4.12 0.20 151 1 11
B2216-038 0.901 1.10 040 139 1 4 B2358+022 1.872 2.12 0.51 45 7 8

B2216-091 0.750 0.72 0.31 1
B2219+196 0.366 7.19 1.14 109
B2219+197 0.211 0.95 0.23 138
B2223-052 1.404 13.60 0.40 133
B2223+197 0.147 1.38 0.56 58
B2225-055 1.981 437 029 162
B2226-411 0.446 0.82 0.32 57
B2227-088 1.562 9.20 0.87 173
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B2227-445 1.326 5.26 0.48 18 11
B2230+025 2.147 068 029 119 14 0
B2230+114 1.037 7.30 0.30 118 1 4
B2232-488 0.510 3.66 0.26 10 2 1
B2240-370 1.830 2.10 0.19 28 3 9
B2240-260 0.774 1478 0.21 131 1 11
B2243-123 0.630 125 0.26 156 6 6
B2245-328 2.268 230 1.10 73 13 4
B2247+140 0.237 1.39 0.38 75 8 2
B2247+015 1.128 111 0.25 82 7 11
B2251+113 0.323 1.00 0.15 49 4 2
B2251+158 0.859 290 030 144 3 4
B2251+244 2.328 134 0.67 113 14 3
B2251+006 1.150 0.89 0.26 129 9 11
B2253-115 1.330 0.81 0.23 130 8 11
B2254+024 2.090 167 0.75 2 13 6
B2255-282 0.926 200 040 112 6 4
B2300+254 0.331 438 116 140 7 10
B2301+060 1.268 3.69 026 163 2 11
B2302-279 1.435 0.82 0.21 9 7 11
B2308+098 0.432 114 0.16 105 4 1
B2317-006 1.889 185 0.30 164 5 11
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