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Constraining the anomalous coupling of gravitational waves with double pulsar
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We revisit the decay of the orbital period in binary systems that occurs due to the emission
of gravitational waves in the context of modified gravity models where the coupling G4, between
matter and on-shell gravitons is allowed to differ from the Newton constant Gn. Using the most
precise orbital parameters of binary pulsars, those of the Double Pulsar, we constrain the ratio
Ggw/Gn to the level of 10™* improving by two orders of magnitude the present bound on this

quantity.

I. INTRODUCTION

One desirable feature of alternatives to general rela-
tivity (GR) is being able to account for the acceleration
of the universe. At smaller scales, however, these mod-
els should conform to the strict solar system tests and
the wealth of observations that are coming from our own
galaxy. Popular models of modified gravity include a dy-
namical scalar field mediator on top of the metric field of
GR.

Scalar tensor theories of the Galileon type [I, 2] and
their subsequent generalizations [3, 4] come equipped
with (Vainshtein) screening mechanisms [5] that suppress
the contributions of the scalar mediator inside overdense
regions. Screening, however, cannot make these models
perfectly identical to GR.

For a large class of theories, the timelike gradient of
the scalar field that evolves in time on cosmological scales
persists locally, inside virialized environments, thus pierc-
ing the Vainshtein screen [6]. One consequence of this is
that the anomalous gravitational waves speed cp that
these models can exhibit survives the local overdense en-
vironment of our galaxy. So the effect can be directly
constrained by comparing the arrival times of the elec-
tromagnetic and gravitational signals emitted by a com-
mon source. This simple comparison has produced the
impressive bound [7]
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and killed a large class of theories [3]. Another victim
of such a persistent timelike gradient is the very mech-
anism of self-acceleration (see also [9] on this). The
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cosmological constant and all “quintessence-like” mod-
els of dark energy drive the acceleration by contributing
to the total energy momentum tensor with a relevant
negative pressure component. Models of modified grav-
ity offer a conceptual alternative to that, as the confor-
mal factor relating the (physical-) Jordan and Einstein
frames (see e.g. [10]) can be varying in time in such a
way to contribute to accelerate the cosmological expan-
sion rate in the physical frame. Such a variation, how-
ever, is effectively indistinguishable [11] from that of the
Newton constant. The latter is constrained to the level
of Gny/Gn < 1072Hy by Lunar Laser Ranging experi-
ments [12], two orders of magnitude smaller than needed
to have efficient self-acceleration.

Another potential signature of degenerate higher order
theories [3, 4]—even those that survive the above con-
straints [24]—is that the coupling Gg., between the La-
grangian responsible for describing gravitational waves
with the matter fields is different than Gy as defined,
for example, by the binding gravitational energy of two
objects. Currently, thanks to decades of monitoring, pul-
sars are the most precise astronomical tool to probe any
eventual discord between Gy, and Gn. By using the
observed decay of the orbital period of the Hulse-Taylor
pulsar [14], and assuming that c¢r = ¢, the authors of [0]
gave a constrain on the ratio G4, /Gn of the order 10~2.
In this note we improve on that constraint by about other
two orders of magnitude thanks to the newly released
data from the Double Pulsar [15].

II. THE DOUBLE PULSAR DATA

Pulsars are excellent laboratories for testing relativis-
tic predictions. Gravitation tests with pulsars are pos-
sible using a technique called pulsar timing. With such
approach one has verified that the post-Keplerian param-
eters measured from a certain binary system match the
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predictions of the corresponding theory of gravity, but
also place bounds on the magnitudes of parameters that
arise in modified gravity theories [16].

The first pulsar has been observed in 1967 [17], but
the first binary system containing such object, the PSR
191341916, named as the Hulse-Taylor pulsar, became a
smooking gun for the confirmation of gravitational waves
according to the GR predictions [18]. The latter is related
to the decay of the orbital period, presumed to occur as
the system was losing energy in the form of gravitational
waves.

The periodic emission of their pulses makes pulsars
excellent clocks and, via the pulsar timing technique, the
orbital parameters can be obtained with great accuracy.

For binary systems, the pulsar mass m, and its com-
panion m, are the two free parameters to be determined.
In practise, the task is to determine the dependence of the
Keplerian orbital parameters and the relativistic depen-
dent post-Keplerian parameters on the masses m, and
me. The so called Damour-Deruelle post-Keplerian pa-
rameters that are more relevant here, because more con-
straining, are the advance of periastron

w=3

c? 2

2/3 —5/3
e (Pb) (1=€) " my+m)™* ()

the amplitude of the Einstein delay

_(n 1/3 G?V/?» me (my + 2my) 3)
7_6 271_ )4/3 9

c? (myp +me
and the Shapiro delay shape

G;V1/3 i —2/3 (mp+mc)2/3
2T

S =

z, (4)

c Me

where the eccentricity € and the orbital period P, are the
Keplerian parameters and x is the semi-major axis pro-
jection of the orbit. We have mentioned only the param-
eters that will be relevant for our analysis in this work.
For a complete list see [19].

Whereas the above mentioned post-Keplerian param-
eters are related to the gravitational sector, the orbital
decay rate of the binary system P, is directly related to
the radiative sector i.e., the emission of gravitation waves.
In GR it reads
1927 GO/ <Pb > ~5/3

MpMme

pb|GR:—? -

1/3] £
(5)

(myp +me)

where the eccentricity dependent function f(e) is

B (T3, 37
fle)=(1-¢) <1 + ﬂez + 9664> . (6)

For a given orbit with well determined Period P, and
eccentricity e, the post-Keplerian parameters will depend
on the unknown masses m, and m.. For example, mea-
surements of w are able to constrain the total mass of the

binary system mj, + m.. Since the inferred measurement
for each individual test can be explained by a certain
combination of the masses m, and m,, all tests will be
satisfied simultaneously only with a unique set of masses
values. Plotting the post-Keplerian tests in a m, x m. di-
agram, the crossing of all individual post-Keplerian tests
will provide a common region in the m,, m. parameter
space where all in test are satisfied simultaneously yield-
ing to the m, and m, stellar mass values. For example,
with accurate measurements of w and -, the masses in
the binary the Hulse-Taylor system have been assessed in
Refs. [14, 20] providing for this system m,, = 1.438(1) Mg,
and m. = 1.390(1) M.

Though there are many binary pulsars systems, one of
the most relevant is the Double Pulsar system, or PSR
J0737 3039 AB. Both objects are visible as pulsars, it is
relatively close and its orbital inclination relative to us is
about half a degree from 90 degrees, leading to optimal
conditions to measure relativistic effect as the pulsar’s
signals pass through the orbital plane, where they are
most strongly influenced by the curvature of spacetime
generated by the system itself [21]. The Double pulsar
has improved the accuracy of most previous gravity tests
by orders of magnitude [22] and also allowing for new
tests [15].

In Table I the orbital parameters for both systems are
compared. All uncertainties are quoted at 1o level. It is
clear that the Double pulsar has better accuracy in all
parameters. Remarkably, the Shapiro delay parameter s,
which was absent in the Hulse-Taylor data in 2010 [14],
but has been badly constrained in the 2016 analysis [20],
is the parameter responsible for setting the masses in the
Double pulsar system.

TABLE I: Orbital parameters to Double Pulsar and
Hulse-Taylor pulsar taken from [15] and [20].

Parameter Double Pulsar [15]
P, (days) 0.1022515592973(10)

e 0.087777023(61)

Hulse-Taylor pulsar [20]
0.322997448918(3)

0.6171340(4)

& (deg/yr) 16.899323(13) 4.226585(4)
7 (ms) 0.384045(94) 4.307(4)
P, -1.247920(78) x 10712 -2.423(1) x107*2
5 0.999936(+9/-10) 0.68(+10/-6)

oext_1.68(4+11/-10)x10716  -0.025 (4)x107*2

In order to correctly compute the decay of the orbital
period one has to add external contributions Pf** since
the pulsar frame is accelerated with respect to the solar
system barycenter. P, is affected not only by the emission
of gravitational radiation, but also by two relevant effects
namely, the radial acceleration due to the transverse mo-
tion of the binary pulsar, called the Shklovskii effect, and
the physical radial acceleration due to the galactic grav-
itational potential. Thus, PS¢ = PSP 4 P& and there-
fore the period decay observed is given by the difference

between P, and Pf**.



For the application we have in mind, following the
same strategy as presented in Ref. [6], the magnitude of
the uncertainty in the P, measurement is the key quan-
tity to constrain Gg,. Now, with the Double pulsar,
this uncertainty is about two orders of magnitude smaller
than the Hulse-Taylor pulsar. Indeed, the distance to the
pulsar is an important parameter in many applications
of pulsar timing, especially when testing the effects of
emitting gravitational waves. For the Hulse-Taylor pul-
sar, the limited accuracy of the distance precludes any
improvement as a gravity experiment, in [23], the paral-
lax measurement for the Hulse-Taylor pulsar is relatively
low (~ 30) which prevents an improved test of general
relativity using orbital decay. As the Double Pulsar is
relatively close, there is a small but measurable curva-
ture in front of the signal, which allows to measure its
distance with greater precision and, consequently, also
precisely the decay of the orbital period [15].
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FIG. 1: Mass-mass diagram for Double Pulsar.

We show in Fig. 1 a reproduction of the mass-mass
diagram for the Double pulsar as in Ref. [15]. From
the crossing of the w and s curves one obtains for the
Double pulsar m, = 1.338185(+12/-14) My and m, =
1.248868(+13/-11) Mg. The inset in this figure shows
an amplification of the crossing region where the masses
are indicated with the vertical and horizontal black lines.
Such values are within the allowed region for the mea-
surements of v and P,.

III. DOUBLE PULSAR BOUNDS ON Gy

In the presence of a mismatch Gy, # G, and under
the hypothesis that the Keplerian orbits of the system

are entirely governed by G, one can trace the required
modification to the standard formula of the period decay
rate for modified gravity theories allowing a different cou-
pling between matter fields and the gravitational radia-
tive sector. Then, by calculating the quadrupole formula
for generic modified gravity scenarios in which such cou-
pling constants of the gravitational sector Gy, and the
potential sector Gy may differ from each other. Ref [0]
obtained for the period decay formula
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N
As presented in Ref. [6], the above formula can also have

an extra factor ¢/er in the right hand side but in light
of the constraints obtained in 1 one has ¢/cpr = 1.

With the orbital parameters of the double pulsar we
can get the best range for the Gy, /Gy ratio, as com-
pared to the values obtained by [6], the decay value of the
orbital period due to the emission of gravitational waves
is about 25 times more accurate than in the Hulse-Taylor
pulsar [20], which is currently limited by uncertainties in
correcting for external effects.

Let us now proceed with the same strategy as in Ref.
[6]. To determine Gg/Gn we vary (7) to the maxi-
mum limit that is determined by the area where the
masses meet. In Fig. 2 the blue shaded corresponds
to the standard GR result i.e., Gy, /Gy = 1. By let-
ting Gguw/GNn # 1 values this shaded region move di-
agonally to the upper right (bottom left) direction if
Ggw/Gn < 1(>1). Our criteria is such that the shaded
region can not move beyond the crossing of the horizon-
tal and vertical black lines determining the masses of the
system. In the figure the maximum allowed limits will
correspond to regions I and I1I. Thus, this variation
is such that the allowed range of values for Ggw/Gn be-
comes

G
25-107° < ﬁ—1§7-10’5, (8)

as obtained from the diagram in Figure 2. Of course, such
limits are in agreement with the Einstein delay curve.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have improved by two orders of magnitudes the ex-
isting bounds on G, /Gn. This has been made possible
by the newly released data of the double pulsar, in which
the uncertainty on the orbital period decay has reduced
to 0.013%. This constitutes an impressive improvement
with respect to that of the Hulse-Taylor pulsar, which
was measured with uncertainties in P, ~ 0.3% .



1.2492 [

1.2490| ™

1)

-

= 1.2488

me

1.2486

1.2484
1.3378

1.3380 1.3382

mp(M®>

1.3384

1.338(

FIG. 2: Allowed variation of P, (blue dashed) to deter-
mine Gg,,/Gpn. The region I in blue is the values of Pb,
where we have that G4, = G, the dotted areas are the
maximum and minimum limits for the relation studied,
where close to the blue area, we have that the maximum
limit allowed (region IT) is such that G4, = 1.00007G
and for the minimum limit (region I17), further out of
the blue area, this limit is G g, = 0.99975G v .

The allowed parameter space of modified gravity the-
ories is rapidly shrinking and part of the original mo-
tivations for these models (i.e. a mechanism of self-
acceleration qualitatively different than that of a stan-

dard negative-pressure component) seem now incompat-
ible with data, as mentioned in the Introduction.

A nice updated review of the current constraints on
DHOST theories [1] is given in [24], directly in terms of
the parameters of the effective field theory formalism for
cosmological perturbations [25]. Of the parameters gov-
erning cubic and higher order operators, after the exist-
ing constraints are applied, only one parameter survives,
which the authors of [24] denote ;. Such a parame-
ter is constrained directly by the ratio Gg.,/Gn. The
present work improves the bound on 3; from ; < 1072
to 51 5 10~4.

Despite the difficulties of scalar tensor theories, the
standard ACDM model of cosmology is not without is-
sues on its own, with the more or less severe cosmological
tensions that have been emerging in the last decade or
so (see e.g. [26]). These problems, however, seem some-
what more subtle and puzzling than what modified grav-
ity seems able to address at present.

Finally, it is curious to note that the bound that we
have obtained on Gy, /Gy is not far from the precision
with which G itself is measured. Despite the experi-
mental efforts since Cavendish’s time, the accuracy on
the measured value of G is still poor compared to other
fundamental constants. As reported by Ref. [27], up
to date measurements of Gy using torsion pendulum ex-
periments have relative standard uncertainties ~ 11 parts
per million i.e., O(1079).
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