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0 current measurements cannot rule model out
= improve observations of CMB-LSS cross-correlation
applies more pressure
0 curvature helps fit

Fang et al (2008):
0 concentrated on SA branch using PPF framework

0 k <0.01 hMpc~ ' DGP modes give rise to too much
powerin/ < 10 CMB
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« DGP and the 5w efect equations in the DGP model

S 0 no additional approximations

o 0 results independent of bulk initial conditions

e o oheerations 0 tested other approximations in the literature

= guasistatic approximation valid on scales < 100 Mpc

= direct scaling solution gives sufficiently accurate results
on all interesting scales

= perturbation results have been compared to observations
0 self-accelerating DGP is in trouble due to excess large
scale power in CMB
0 normal branch still alive but future measures of ISW-LSS
cross correlation will be more definitive
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