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SZ signal in Planck
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SZ cosmology
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Are Planck SZ counts wrong!
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Is SZ wrong ?
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tricky ingredient: the Mass

® Masses obtained from scaling 71 reference clusters)
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non SZ/X information?

m ® Weak Lensing for the mass estimation:

> S .

S = traces directly the total mass (for a few clusters)
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0 = Several studies on small not necessarily representative samples
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Other systematics
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Updates since 2014
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Update since 2014

Relative Probability
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Cosmological model extensions
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Conclusions & Perspectives

® Cosmology from SZ selected clusters
limited by systematics (same for other

wavelength)

® Hydrostatic Mass bias
® sims: b <20%
e WL: (I-b) in [0.7 - 1]

® From Cluster point of view
® work to know HMB
® work to estimate WL mass
® large representative sample

® From Cosmo

® Tension with Planck CMB
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