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Abstract

In this work we focus on a toy model: (3+1)-dimensional Hořava-Lifshitz gravity coupling

with an anisotropic electromagnetic (EM) field which is generated through a Kaluza-Klein

reduction of a (4+1)-dimensional Hořava-Lifshitz gravity. This model exhibits a remarkable

feature that it has the same velocity for both gravitational and electromagnetic waves. This

feature makes it possible to restrict the parameters of the theory from GRB 170817A. In this

work we use this feature to discuss possible constraints on the parameter β in the theory,

by analyzing the possible Lorentz invariance violation effect of the GRB 170817A. This is

achieved by analyzing potential time delay of gamma-ray photons in this event. It turns

out that it places a stringent constraint on this parameter. In the most ideal case, it gives

|1−
√
β| < (10−19 − 10−18).

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) and Quantum Field Theory (QFT) are two cornerstones of modern

physics, on which most of our understanding of the universe is currently based. As a fundamental

symmetry of nature, Lorentz symmetry plays a crucial role in GR and QFT. However, though the

symmetry has been tested with high precision in a variety of settings, there are many motivations to

consider its possible violation. One of the main motivations comes from the pursuit for an answer to

one of the most fundamental problems of modern physics: how to reconcile GR with QFT. Indeed,

although GR and QFT achieve great successes phenomenologically, there are many fundamental

questions to be answered. For example, GR loses its prediction as one involves singularities of

spacetimes. To overcome these problems, it is generally believed that a full quantum theory of

gravity is needed. Many Quantum Gravity (QG) models give hints, more or less, that the Lorentz
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symmetry should be violated at the scale where the QG effects become relevant, see, for example

[1–7] for an incomplete list. This gives an important motivation for testing Lorentz violation (LV)

(for review please see [8]).

More recent progress on these theoretical efforts, namely, the Hořava-Lifshitz (HL) gravity [9],

has taken this necessity one step further. Since then, we have a more explicit and more systematic

way to Lorentz breaking theories of gravity. In addition, HL theory is power-counting and also

perturbatively renormalizable [10], at a cost of an anisotropic scaling between the time and spatial

coordinates

xi → bxi, t → bzt, (1)

where z is the dynamical critical exponent. Since this anisotropic scaling clearly breaks boost

symmetry, the full diffeomorphism invariance of the theory is broken and is replaced by the diffeo-

morphism subgroup which preserves the foliation, DiffF (M). It turns out that Lorentz violations

are crucial for the improved UV behavior of this theory [9]. Although it was found that the origi-

nal theory suffers from stability and strong coupling problems [11–13], a healthy extension can be

achieved [14, 15] (see [16] for a review ).

Apart from the theoretical considerations, recent developments on high energy astrophysical

observation also demonstrate the need to test LV. Specifically, the apparent absence of the Greisen-

Zatsepin-Kuzmin (GZK) cut off [17, 18] and the so-called TeV-gamma rays crisis, i.e. the apparent

detection of a reduced absorption of TeV gamma rays emitted by AGN [19] directly related to the

Lorentz symmetry [20].

Recently, on the way of searching for possible LV we have a new method: the GW170817,

which the first GW event from a binary neutron star merger as detected by LIGO and Virgo

Collaboration [21]. It was accompanied by a gamma-ray burst (GRB 170817A) with a time delay

∆t = (1.74± 0.05)s as observed by Fermi-GBM [22]. This observation opens the window of multi-

messenger astronomy. Meanwhile, this event provides a strong constraint on the propagation speed

of GWs by analyzing the observed time delay between GW and GRB signals. This in turn imposes

a strong constraint on modified gravity theories such as [23–26] (see [27] for a review). Concerning

HL gravity, it was shown in [28, 29] that this puts a stringent constraint on the parameter β (see

Eq. (2) below) of the theory1.

1 In addition, there are many available constraints on the parameters of the theory, such as the condition of uni-
tarity and perturbative stability [14], the constraints from cosmology [28], the post-Newtonian (ppN) parameters
constraints [15, 30–32], the binary pulsars [33], the black hole [34–37].
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However, the above constraint does not consider the LV of gamma ray itself. A basic fact is

that, in spite of tight constraint, the LV in matter sector still cannot be completely excluded. As

mentioned before, the absence of the GZK cut off, the TeV-gamma rays crisis in AGN, and the

time delay of gamma-ray burst [1, 2] provides a strong motivation to consider the possible LV of

gamma-ray photons. Therefore, a natural question is the following: in addition to the constraint

on the parameters of modified theories of gravity from GWs, can we have constraint from GRB

data? Or can we give a constraint on these parameters by observing the GRBs which accompany

with GWs?

In this paper, we make a preliminary attempt on these issues by investigating the HL gravity.

Specifically, we want to investigate whether there exists any additional constraints for the propaga-

tion speed of GWs from gamma ray itself. To achieve this, we need to know how the LV of gravity

affects the LV of matter. There are some efforts in the past few years in this field [38–40]. As

to HL gravity, this refers to the issue: what is the general form of matter Lagrangians consistent

with the DiffF (M) symmetry of HL gravity? There are some scenarios to construct the general

form of matter Lagrangians consistent with the reduced symmetry group of HL gravity, such as

symmetry consistency [41–43], spectral action approach [44] and dimension reduction approach

[45, 46]. In this work, we focus on the last scenario, which is a HL gravity in (4+1) dimensions.

The electromagnetic-gravitational coupling in the usual (3+1)-dimensional HL gravity is achieved

by considering the (4+1)-dimensional HL gravity and then performing a Kaluza-Klein(KK) re-

duction to 3 + 1 dimensions [45, 46]. The propagation speed of the GWs and the GRBs in this

model can be obtained by considering the propagation of the gravitational tensor mode and the

electromagnetic vector mode, respectively. It turns out that in this model they have the same

velocity
√
βc, no matter in the Minkowski background or the Friedman-Robertson-Walker (FRW)

background. We then restrict this parameter by using the observed data from GRBs. Our results

show that we can place a constraint on β if we trust the constraint imposed on the LV energy scale

of the gamma photons by analyzing their time delay.

In the next section we plan to give a very brief review on the HL gravity in (4+1) dimensions

and show how to reduce to (3+1) dimensions through KK mechanism. We also show how to obtain

the velocity both for GWs and electromagnetic wave. In section III we discuss the test for LV of

photons from GRBs. We obtain the constraints on the energy scale of the LV of photons for variety

of GRB events. In section IV we perform a detailed analysis on the constraints on the parameter

of the HL gravity by combining the observational data from GRB 170817A. We give conclusions

in the last section.
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II. THE HOŘAVA-LIFSHITZ GRAVITY IN (4+1) DIMENSIONS

A. The model

In this section we review the non-projectable HL gravity in (4+1) dimensions and its Hamilto-

nian foundation. The action of HL gravity in (4+1)dimension is [45],

S(gµν , Nρ, N) =

∫

dtdx4N
√
g
[

KµνK
µν − λK2 + β (4)

R+αaµa
µ + V (gµν , N)

]

. (2)

Kµν =
1

2N
[ġµν −∇µNν −∇νNµ] , (3)

K = gµνKµν , (4)

aµ ≡ ∇µ lnN. (5)

where (KµνK
µν − λK2) is the kinetic term and µ, ν=1, 2, 3, 4. We omit the total coefficient

Mpl

2

because it is a global factor and will be eliminated in the latter analysis. The explicit expression

of V (gµν , N) is

V (gµν , N) =
4

∑

z=2

Vz =
1

M∗
2 (η1

(4)
R2+η2

(4)Rµν
(4)Rµν + η3aµ△aµ + η4

(4)R∇µaµ + · · · )

+
1

M∗
4 (ψ1

(4)Rµν △ (4)Rµν +ψ2∇µ
(4)Rνk ∇µ (4)

Rνk +ψ3aµ△2aµ + · · · )

+
1

M∗
6 (ω1

(4)
R4+ω2

(4)Raµ△2aµ + ω3
(4)R (4)Rµν △ (4)Rµν + · · · ). (6)

where ηi, ψi and ωi are coupling constants, ∇µ is the covariant derivative with ∆ = ∇µ∇µ. M∗ is

the HL energy scale, and it has M∗ & 1010 ∼ 1011 GeV [15]. Even the most energetic particles of

the GRB events under consideration is E ∼ 1955 GeV (GRB 190114C), which is much less than

M∗. Therefore, the IR terms in (2) is dominated and V (gµν , N) can be neglected. In what follows,

we ignore these terms.

From the Hamiltonian formalism of the Hořava gravity [47–52], we can obtain the Hamiltonian

density H via a Legendre transformation. After adding the primary constraints times Lagrange

multipliers it can be written as

H =
√
gN

[πµνπ
µν

g
+

λ

1− 4λ

π2

g
− β (4)

R−αaµaµ
]

+ 2πµν∇µNν + σPN . (7)

where

πµν = ∂L/∂ġµν =
√
g(Kµν − λgµνK), (8)
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is the conjugate momentum to gµν . σ and Nν are the Lagrange multipliers of the primary con-

straints (the action (2) does not contain the time derivatives Ṅ and Ṅρ. See [47, 48] for more

details). Variations with respect to other variables generate a complete set of field equations [45].

The theory has four propagation degrees of freedom: one for the pure gravity and one for pure

electromagnetic physical degrees of freedom, and another two for the scalar modes. One of the

scalar modes is intrinsic to the HL theory depending on the value of λ in the theory (λ = 1/4 is

a kinetic conformal point of the theory and this mode is absent at this point). The other mode

refers to the dilaton scalar field associated with the KK approach. Since we are interested in

the propagation of gravity and electromagnetic modes, and the scalar modes do not influence the

propagation of these two modes [45, 46], in what follows we only focus on the gravity mode and

electromagnetic mode.

Following [45, 46], in order to couple electromagnetism and gravity in a spacetime admitting the

same symmetry DiffF (M), we perform a KK reduction and reduce the theory to (3 + 1) dimensions.

We decompose the 4-dimensional Riemannian metric gµν to a 3-dimensional Riemannian metric

γij and the anti-symmetric electromagnetism vectors Ai [45]

gµν =





γij + φAiAj φAj

φAi φ



 , (9)

where φ is a scalar field. After a canonical transformation [45] and taking the form in Ref. [47]

with the condition ∂4 = 0, the Hamiltonian density (7) becomes

H =
N√
γφ

[

φ2p2 + pijpij +
pipi
2φ

+
λ

(1− 4λ)

(

pijγij + pφ
)2 − φβγ (4)

R−γφαaiai
]

−N4H4 −NjHj − σPN . (10)

Here pij, pi and p are the conjugate momenta of γij, Ai and φ respectively. N4 and Nj are the

Lagrange multipliers corresponding to the constraints

H4 = ∂ip
i = 0, (11)

Hj = ∇ip
ij − 1

2
piγjkFik −

1

2
pγij∂iφ = 0, (12)

and

(4)
R = (3)

R−φ
4
F ijFij −

2√
φ
∇i∇i

√

φ, (13)

where (3)R is the curvature of 3-dimensional metric. Variations with respect to variables γij , Ai,

φ, pij, pi, p gives the equations of motion [45]. The concrete expressions can be found in appendix

A.
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For the Minkowski background we have

γ̄ij = δij , p̄ij = 0, N̄ = 1, Āi = p̄i = 0, N̄i = N̄4 = 0. (14)

Under this background ansantz we can get a solution for φ̄ and p̄ from the equations of motion.

It turns out φ̄ = 1, p̄ = 0 is the solution in the Minkowski background (For FRW background,

however, it has φ̄ = 1 and p̄ 6= 0 as shown in appendix B). Since we are only interested in obtaining

a theory where only the gravitational and electromagnetic degrees of freedom propagate and the

scalar degree of freedom is non-dynamical, the ground state φ̄ = 1 and p̄ = 0 is enough. Actually,

as we show clearly in the next subsection, even the linear perturbations of φ̄ and p̄ are taken

into considerations, the wave equations for gravitational and electromagnetic fields are unaffected.

Hence this assumption is valid at least to the linear order.

Once we fix the background, i.e., φ̄ = 1 and p̄ = 0, we find that the parameter β (coefficient of

(4)R) in (4+1) dimensions (7) is compatible with the corresponding parameter (βφ̄ = β of (3)R)

in (3+1) dimensions (10). In fact, except for β, both α and λ are the same for (4 + 1) dimensions

and its (3 + 1) KK reduction as can be seen in (7) and (10). Therefore, any constraints of these

parameters imposed from (3 + 1) spacetimes are valid also for (4 + 1), and vice versa.

B. Linear perturbations in Minkowski spacetime

Now let us make a perturbative analysis on this theory. Perturbations around the Minkowski

background (14) are given by

γij = δij + ǫhij , pij = ǫΩij, Ni = ǫni, N4 = ǫn4,

N = 1 + ǫn, Ai = ǫξi, pi = ǫζi, φ = 1 + ǫτ, p = ǫχ, (15)

where hij , Ωij, ni, n4, n, ξi, ζi, τ , χ are linear perturbations of each filed. Then the equations of

motion at the linear order of ǫ can be obtained, the details can be found in Ref. [45].

We decompose the electromagnetic vector and gravitational tensor as follows:

Ai = AT
i + ∂iA

L, (16)

hij = hTT
ij +

1

2

(

δij −
∂i∂j
∆

)

hT + ∂ih
T
j − ∂jh

L
i . (17)

Imposing the transverse traceless (TT) gauge conditions ∂iA
L
i = 0 and AL = 0, combining the

equations of motion and the constraint conditions, one finally obtains the wave equations for

electromagnetic vectors

ξ̈Ti − βc2∆ξTi = 0. (18)
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Similarly, imposing the TT gauge hTT
kk = ∂kh

TT
ki = 0 and the transverse gauge hLi = 0, one

obtains the equations for gravitational waves

ḧTT
ij − βc2∆hTT

ij = 0. (19)

These equations (18) and (19) explicitly show that the speed of gravitational waves and electro-

magnetic wave are the same
√
βc. The wave equation (18) implies that EM observations provide

an independent approach to constraint the parameter β, if we consider the time delay of, say, the

gamma-ray photons. Eq.(19) shows, on the other hand, that the GWs provide another way in

restricting β, if we consider the time delay between GWs and GRBs. This makes it very natural

to consider GW events with EM counterpart. Under this framework, we achieve this by using data

from GW170817 and GRB 170817A.

One more remark here. The scalar perturbation equations can be obtained in the same way.

However, it turns out that the wave equations of vector modes and tensor modes (18) and (19) are

unaffected by the scalar modes. Since we are interested in the propagations of vector modes and

tensor modes, we will not write their explicit forms here.

C. Linear perturbations in FRW spacetime

In this subsection, we would like to study the perturbation in the FRW background. In appendix

B we find that the theory with λ = 1/3 admits the following FRW solution

γ̄ij = a(t)2δij , p̄ij = 0, p̄ = −a(t)2ȧ(t), N̄ = 1, Āi = p̄i = 0, N̄i = N̄4 = 0, φ̄ = 1. (20)

Perturbations around the FRW background are

γij = a(t)2(δij + ǫhij), pij = ǫΩij, p = −a(t)2ȧ+ ǫχ, (21)

Ni = ǫni, N4 = ǫn4, N = 1 + ǫn, Ai = ǫξi, pi = ǫζi, φ = 1 + ǫτ. (22)

Substituting these perturbations into Eqs. (A1)- (A6) and expanding them to the linear order of

ǫ, we then get the perturbative equations for vector perturbations

ξ̇i =
1

a(t)3
ζi + ∂in4, (23)

ζ̇i = 2
ȧ(t)

a(t)
ζi + a(t)β∂j(∂jξi − ∂iξj), (24)
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and the equations for tensor perturbations

ḣij =
1

a(t)

[

2Ωij − 2δijΩ+ 2a(t)4ȧ(t)
(

n+
τ

2
− h

2

)

− 2a(t)2δijχ
]

+
1

2
(∇inj +∇jni), (25)

Ω̇ij =
ȧ(t)

a(t)
δijΩ+

2ȧ(t)

a(t)
Ωij +

βa(t)5

2
△hij −

βa(t)5

2

(

δij −
1

a(t)2
∂i∂j
△

)

△h

−βa(t)5
(

δij −
1

a(t)2
∂i∂j
△

)

△(n+
τ

2
), (26)

where △ = ∂i∂i/a(t)
2. Taking the transverse traceless (TT) gauge conditions, the wave equations

of EM vector and GW tensor can be obtained respectively

ξ̈Ti +Hξ̇Ti − β△ξTi = 0, (27)

ḧTT
ij + 3HḣTT

ij − β△hTT
ij = 0, (28)

where H = ȧ(t)/a(t) is the Hubble parameter. From the wave equations one can show that the

speed of gravitational waves and electromagnetic waves in the FRW spacetime are still the same,

i.e.,
√
βc, and they are the same as the ones for Minkowski background.

III. LORENTZ VIOLATION FROM GAMMA-RAY BURST PHOTONS

In GR, the constancy of the light speed is a basic assumption and the Lorentz invariance keeps

well in low energy. However, many quantum gravity theories speculate that the dispersion relation

should be modified and the velocity of particles will depend on energy, thus Lorentz invariance

will be broken at the approaching Planck scale (Epl ≈ 1.22 × 1019 GeV). In this section, we

phenomenologically investigate the LV of the GRBs from modified dispersion relation.

For a particle propagating in the quantum spacetime with energy E ≪ Epl, the dispersion

relation can be modified in a general form as a Taylor series

E2 = p2c2 +m2c4 − snE
2
( E

ELV,n

)n

, (29)

where n = 1 or 2 correspond to linear or quadratic dependence of energy respectively. sn = ±1

is the sign factor of LV correction and it is determined by experiments 2. For photon events, it

indicates whether the high-energy photons travel slower (sn = 1) or faster (sn = −1) than the

low-energy photons, m is the rest mass of the particle and ELV,n is the nth-order LV energy scale

to be determined by experiments.

2 Most of GRB and AGN observations favor sn = 1 except, for example, [53] gives sn = −1. However, the
observations of Crab pulsar can have two possibilities (sn = ±1) [54–56].
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GRB 170817A is a photon event with vanishing rest mass, then the relation can be written as

E2 = p2c2 − snE
2
( E

ELV,n

)n

. (30)

Assuming that the relation υ = ∂E/∂P still hold in quantum gravity, the propagation velocity will

be modified

υ(E) = c
[

1− sn
n+ 1

2

( E

ELV,n

)n]

. (31)

The vaule ELV,n can be determined through observing the time lag between two photons with

different energy [1], or the spectral lag that the arrival time delay between light curves with

different energy band. From (31), we get the expression of ELV,n

En
LV,n = sn

1 + n

2H0

En
h − En

1

∆tLV

∫ z

0

(1 + z′)dz′

h(z′)
, (32)

where h(z) =
√

ΩΛ +ΩK(1 + z)2 +Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩR(1 + z)4 and z, H0, Eh are the redshift, the

Hubble constant and the energy of the high-energy photon, respectively. E1 is the energy of the low

energy photon, which is generally treated as the energy of the trigger photon. However, compared

to the high-energy photons, this energy is too low and cab be ignored in general. ∆tLV , which is

the time lag due to the Lorentz violation effect, admits the relation

∆tLV = ∆tobs − (1 + z)∆tin, (33)

where ∆tin denotes the emission time lag between Eh and E1 in the source, whose value depends

on the intrinsic mechanism and model. Appearance of factor 1+ z in front of ∆tin is because ∆tin

is measured in the rest frame of the source, while both ∆tLV and ∆tobs are in the observer’s frame.

It usually assumes that all ∆tin of GRBs are the same [57].

Rewriting (33) in the following form is helpful

∆tobs
(1 + z)

=
K(z)

En
LV,n

+∆tin, (34)

where

K(z) = sn
1 + n

2H0

En
h − En

1

(1 + z)

∫ z

0

(1 + z′)dz′

h(z′)
. (35)

In this work we only consider the linear effect (n = 1), so from (31) we find the LV effect is

|∆υ| ≡
∣

∣

∣1− υ(Ehigh)

c

∣

∣

∣ =
Ehigh

ELV,1
. (36)

The leading-order LV energy scale ELV,1 is determined by astronomical observations such as

gamma-ray bursts, active galactic nuclei (AGN) and Crab pulsars, etc.. In what follows we only
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TABLE I: The lower bound on ELV,1 from different GRB samples in the literatures. (S: short burst, L: long

burst, L,S: both.)

GRB samples bound on ELV,1(GeV) |∆υ| = Ehigh/ELV,1

080916C(L) [63] 1.3× 1018 (10−17 − 10−16)

090902B(L),090926A(L),080916C(L) [64] (2.2± 0.2)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

090902B(L),090926A(L),080916C(L),090510(S) [64] (2.2± 0.9)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

090902B(L)a,090926A(L),080916C(L),090510(S) [65] 1× 1020 (10−19 − 10−18)

130427A(L) [66] (4.6± 0.5)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

5 GRBs(L) [67] (3.05± 0.19)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

7 GRBs(L,S) [67] (3.2± 0.9)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

13 GRBs(L,S) [67] (5.7± 2.5)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

8 GRBs(L) [68] (3.6± 0.26)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

8 GRBs(L,S) [69] (2.4 ∼ 8.4)× 1017 (10−16 − 10−15)

190114C(L) [70] 5.8× 1018 (10−17 − 10−16)

aIn [65], the second energetic photon with Ehigh = 11.16 GeV of GRB 090902B was chosen to calculate ELIV,1,

compared to [64] where Ehigh = 33.4 GeV.

use the data from GRBs such that we can have more consistent result as we are interested in the

GRB 170817A. In a series of literatures, a set of constraints have been obtained for different GRB

events. We list these results in TABLE I 3. They show that the bound ranges from 1017 GeV to

1020 GeV.

Generally speaking, different analysis methods and energy section or cosmological parameters

in h(z) may affect the bound value of ELV,1. As an example, as shown in TABLE II, for the same

event GRB 090510, different analysis methods or different energy section from light curve lead to

different ∆tLV [71–75], and different parameters in h(z) [76] also give a slightly different results.

From TABLE II we see that the influences of these factors are limited and thus we can ignore them

in general.

We now turn to the possible LV effect from GRB 170817A’s observations by combining the

data observed by Fermi-GBM [22]. The accurate way is to get the possible velocity deviation (LV

effect) by performing the time or spectral lag analysis. However, the Fermi-GBM data of the GRB

3 In this paper we only consider the ELV,n obtained from time lag analysis, since compared to the spectral lag, it
puts much more stringent constraint on the LV effect due to the lower energy band for those events of spectral lag
[53, 57–62].
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TABLE II: The lower bound on ELV,1 from GRB 090510 obtained from different methods.

sample bound on ELV,1(GeV) |∆υ| = Ehigh/ELV,1

090510(S) [71] several 1.22× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

090510(S) [72] (1.61 or 1.3)× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

090510(S) [76] 7.72× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

090510(S) [73] 9.3× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

090510(S) [74] (7.6 or 2.4)× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

090510(S) [75] 3.4× 1019 (10−18 − 10−17)

170817A is not significant enough to perform the time or spectral lag analysis [77], and we cannot

obtain Eh by two ways above. Theoretically, we can estimate the possible LV effect of this event by

combining those results as listed in TABLE I. To do this, we first estimate the highest energy by

gamma-gamma absorption with the bulk Lorentz factors Γ in the early phase, such as 10 seconds

before the GBM trigger, the details are presented in [78]

Ehigh =
Γ2(mec

2)2

Ehigh,an(1 + z)2
, (37)

where z is the redshift of the GRBs, me is the mass of electron, Ehigh,an is the spectral break/cutoff

energy and Ehigh is the corresponding highest energy of photon. We assume Ehigh,an = Epeak (the

peak energy of the Band fit of the GBM data), which implies those photons have the maximum

probabilities to undergo the absorption with the highest-energy photons (Ehigh). For the Lorentz

factor, we employ the estimated values (100−102.5) as suggested in the literatures [79–82], leading

to an estimation that the range of the highest energy Ehigh is (10 − 200) GeV (the observations

Epeak = (185 ± 62) keV and z ≃ 0.001 in [22]). Based on this estimation and (36), we expect

that the GRB 170817A suggests a possible LV effect |∆υ| ∼ (10−19 − 10−18) if the most stringent

constraint ELV,1 ∼ 1020 GeV [65] is used. The full LV effects are listed in the TABLES I and II

(as it is an estimation value, we only list the magnitude of the effect).

IV. CONSTRAINTS ON PARAMETERS FROM GW & GRB

Now we have come to a stage that we can analyze and discuss possible constraints on the

parameters of the theory from GRB 170817A. In particular, we are going to impose constraints on

the parameter β of the HL gravity.



12

Many constraints, theoretically and experimentally, were placed on the parameters of the (3+1)-

dimensional HL theory in the last few years. For example, the unitarity and perturbative stability

[14] require 3λ−1
λ−1 > 0, β > 0 and 0 < α < 2β. The post-Newtonian (ppN) analysis [15, 31] shows

|4(α + 2− 2β)| . 10−4 and
∣

∣

∣

α+2−2β
2β−α

(α−2β)(2λ−1)+3λ−1
λ−1

∣

∣

∣
. 10−7. Recent GW experiments, which

observed a ∆t = (1.74±0.05)s time delay between GW170817 and GRB 170817A, give a stringent

constraint on the speed deviation between GWs and the light (GRBs). After assuming two signals

was emitted simultaneously or the GRB signal was emitted 10 seconds after the GW signal, we

have [22]

− 3× 10−15 ≤ υGW − υGRB

υGRB
≤ 7× 10−16. (38)

By assuming that GRBs travels at the speed of light (i.e., no LV for the GRB photons), one gets

a constraint on β as [28]

|1−
√

β| < 10−15. (39)

This in turn gives a bound on α as |α| . 10−4 and λ ∼ 1/3.

In our model, however, β is unconstrained (at the linear order) simply from (38), since GWs

and GRBs travel at the same velocity
√
βc. The fact that phenomenological analysis made in

the last section shows that the GRB itself is possibly Lorentz invariance violated implies that one

may place constraints on β by using GRB 170817A. To be more precisely, we notice that from HL

gravity (2) one can obtain a modified dispersion relation which is of the form

E2 = βp2c2 +O
(p4c4

M2
∗

)

, (40)

where M∗ is the HL energy scale as introduced in Eq.(6). To the leading order we find υGW =

υGRB =
√
βc. Comparing to the phenomenological result (31), one immediately gets

β =
[

1− sn
n+ 1

2

( E

ELV,n

)n]2
. (41)

As a result, if we apply the most stringent one of the LV effect for GRB 170817A obtained in

the last section, i.e. |∆υ| < (10−19 − 10−18) to the (4 + 1) HL gravity, we are able to place the

constraint on the parameter β

|1−
√

β| < (10−19 − 10−18). (42)

This is the main result of the present paper.

Several remarks are as follows. Firstly, we should emphasize that this result is only valid for

the present HL model which possesses a remarkable feature that the velocity of GWs and GRBs
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is the same, and restricting the parameter from GRBs is possible. Secondly, due to the absence of

the direct observations of the assumed time delay of GRB 170817A, this result severely depends on

the value ELV,1 obtained from other events and, as shown before, our estimation about Ehigh. It

has possibility that the new constraint obtained here is overestimated. Thirdly, the bound of ELV,1

ranges from 1017 GeV to 1020 GeV as listed in TABLE I, which means that we obtain the weaker

constraint if we abandon the most stringent bound. In spite of these flaws, this result is very

nontrivial, as it shows a possible scenario to consider the constraint from GRBs, and in principle,

this method can be extended to more general models with LV gravity. Moreover, the second and

third points can be overcome once we have direct observation of time delay of EM counterpart in

the future GW events.

V. SUMMARY

In this paper we study (3+1)-dimensional Hořava-Lifshitz gravity coupling with an anisotropic

gauge field. This toy model can be generated through a KK reduction of an original (4+1)-

dimensional Hořava-Lifshitz gravity. This model exhibits a remarkable feature that it has the same

velocity (scales as
√
βc) for both gravitational waves and electromagnetic waves. This feature allow

us to use the observations of GW’s EM counterpart (namely the electromagnetic wave), so as to

restrict the parameters of the theory. Specifically, we use this feature to discuss potential constraints

on the parameter β in the theory, a parameter characterizing how far the theory deviate from the

Lorentz symmetry. We achieve this by analyzing the possible LV effect of the GRB 170817A,

namely, by analyzing the potential time delay of gamma-ray photons in the GRB 170817A. Our

results show that, indeed, the constraint of this parameter is possible as we consider the LV effect

of GRBs.

Our present analysis on the LV scale ELV,1 only includes GRB observations. In fact, in the

past few years there are many astronomical observations such as AGN [83–90] and Crab pulsar

[54–56, 91] which also put a lower bound on ELV,1, for example, from AGN it has ELV,1 > 3.3×1019

GeV [90] and from Crab pulsar it is ELV,1 > 7.8 × 1017 GeV [56]. The most strong constraint till

now is presented in a recent paper [92], where the LV energy scale ELV,1 is over 1800 times the

Planck energy, implies a LV effect |∆υ| ∼ (10−21−10−20) and as a result, |1−
√
β| < (10−21−10−20)

for our HL model.
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Appendix A: Background solutions of field equations in Minkowski spacetimes

Variation (10) with respect to variables γij, Ai, φ and their conjugate momenta pij , pi, p gives

the following six equations of motion [45]

γ̇ij =
N√
γφ

[

2pij +
2γijλ

1− 4λ

(

plmγlm + pφ
)]

+∇(iNj), (A1)

Ȧi =
Npi
√

γφ3
+ ∂iN4 +

1

2
Njγ

jkFik, (A2)

φ̇ =
N√
γφ

[

2pφ2 +
2λ

1− 4λ

(

plmγlm + pφ
)

φ
]

+
1

2
N i∂iφ, (A3)

and

ṗij =
Nγij

2
√
γφ

[

φ2p2 + plkplk +
1

φ
plpl +

λ

1− 4λ

(

plmγlm + pφ
)2]− N√

γφ

[

2pikpjk +
1

2φ
pipj

+
2λ

1− 4λ

(

plmγlm + pφ
)

pij
]

+N
√

γφβ
[Rγij

2
−Rij

]

+ β
√
γ
[

∇i∇j(N
√

φ)

−γij∇k∇k(N
√

φ)
]

+
βN

2

√

γφ3
[

F inF j
n − γij

4
FmnF

mn
]

+ β
√
γ
[

γij∂lN∂
l
√

φ

−2∂iN∂j
√

φ
]

+ αN
√

γφ
[γij

2
aka

k − aiaj
]

−∇k

[

pk(iN j) − pijNk

2

]

+
1

2
N iplγjmFlm +

1

2
pN i∂jφ, (A4)

ṗi = β∂j
(

N
√

γφ3F ji
)

− 1

2
∂k(N

kpi −N ipk), (A5)

ṗ = − N√
γ

[3

2

√

φp2 − 1

2
√

φ3
pijpij −

3

4
√

φ5
pipi +

λ

1− 4λ

(3

2

√

φp2 +
ppijγij√

φ

−1

2

(pijγij)
2

√

φ3

)

− βγ
(1

2

√

φR− 3

8

√

φF ijFij

)

− γ

2
√
φ
αaia

i
]

− β

√

γ

φ
∇i∇iN

+
1

2
∂i(pN

i). (A6)

The background of the Minkowski space is

γ̄ij = δij , p̄ij = 0, N̄ = 1, N̄i = N̄4 = 0, Āi = p̄i = 0. (A7)
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Under this background, we have p̄ = 0 and φ̄ = constant. Without loss of the generalization, we

set φ̄ = 1 throughout the paper.

Appendix B: Background solutions of field equations in FRW spacetimes

For the FRW spacetimes, the background metric takes

γ̄ij = a(t)2δij , Āi = p̄i = 0, N̄ = 1. (B1)

Inserting this background ansatz into (A1), (A2) and (A3), we find that N̄4 = 0, N̄i = 0 and

φ̄ = φ̄(t) is a solution. The explicit form of φ̄(t) can be obtained by solving (A4), (A5) and (A6).

To proceed, let us make a canonical transformation, then we have

p̄ij =

√
γφ

a(t)2

( ȧ(t)

a(t)
− λK

)

δij , p̄ij = a(t)2
√

γφ
( ȧ(t)

a(t)
− λK

)

δij , p̄ =

√

γ

φ

( ˙̄φ(t)

φ̄(t)
− λK

)

, (B2)

where K =
(

3ȧ(t)/a(t) + ˙̄φ(t)/2φ̄(t)
)

is the trace of Kµν . Substituting these relations into (A4),

(A5) and (A6), we can obtain the following solution

2ȧ(t)2 + a(t)ä(t) = 0, (B3)

and

φ̄ = φ0a(t)
ρ, (B4)

where φ0 = φ̄(t0) and ρ is given by

ρ =
1

12(λ − 1)(4λ − 1)

(

− 8[3 + λ(16λ − 13)] + 16× 2
2

3 (5λ− 2)(−3 + 2λ(9 + 2λ(5λ − 8)))/

(λ(180 + λ(207 + 4λ(−1063 + 2λ(1473 + 500(λ − 3)λ)))) + 3(−9 +

√
3
√

−(1− 4λ)4(λ− 1)2(101 + λ(−1086 + λ(4237 + 1000λ(4λ − 7))))))
1

3 +

8(2λ(180 + λ(207 + 4λ(−1063 + 2λ(1473 + 500(λ− 3)λ)))) + 6(−9 +

√
3
√

−(1− 4λ)4(λ− 1)2(101 + λ(−1086 + λ(4237 + 1000λ(4λ − 7))))))
1

3

)

. (B5)

The expression of ρ can be extensively simplified for λ = 1
3 . In this case we have ρ = 0 and thus

φ0 = φ̄(t0). Without loss of generality, we can set φ̄(t0) = 1. In the present paper, for simplicity,

we only focus on this case. The case with λ 6= 1
3 , though complicated, is similar. In summary, we

get a background solution in the FRW spacetime which is of the following form

γ̄ij = a(t)2δij , p̄ij = 0, p̄ = −a(t)2ȧ(t), N̄ = 1, Āi = p̄i = 0, N̄i = N̄4 = 0, φ̄ = 1. (B6)



16

[1] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos, D. V. Nanopoulos and S. Sarkar, “Tests of quantum

gravity from observations of gamma-ray bursts,” Nature 393, 763 (1998) [astro-ph/9712103].

[2] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Distance measurement

and wave dispersion in a Liouville string approach to quantum gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 12, 607

(1997) [hep-th/9605211].

[3] J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and D. V. Nanopoulos, “A microscopic recoil model for light cone

fluctuations in quantum gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 61, 027503 (1999) [gr-qc/9906029].

[4] J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Dynamical formation of horizons in recoiling

D-branes,” Phys. Rev. D 62, 084019 (2000) [gr-qc/0006004].

[5] J. R. Ellis, N. E. Mavromatos and A. S. Sakharov, “Synchrotron radiation from the Crab Nebula dis-

criminates between models of space - time foam,” Astropart. Phys. 20, 669 (2004) [astro-ph/0308403].

[6] R. Gambini and J. Pullin, “Nonstandard optics from quantum space-time,” Phys. Rev. D 59, 124021

(1999) [gr-qc/9809038].

[7] S. M. Carroll, J. A. Harvey, V. A. Kostelecky, C. D. Lane and T. Okamoto, “Noncommutative field

theory and Lorentz violation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 141601 (2001) [hep-th/0105082].

[8] S. Liberati and L. Maccione, “Lorentz Violation: Motivation and new constraints,” Ann. Rev. Nucl.

Part. Sci. 59, 245-267 (2009) [arXiv:0906.0681 [astro-ph.HE]].

[9] P. Horava, “Quantum Gravity at a Lifshitz Point,” Phys. Rev. D 79, 084008 (2009) [arXiv:0901.3775

[hep-th]].

[10] A. O. Barvinsky, D. Blas, M. Herrero-Valea, S. M. Sibiryakov and C. F. Steinwachs, “Renormalization
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