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We provide a brief overview into recent tests of gravity, focusing on its foundational spacetime
symmetries. In particular, we work with an agnostic, effective field-theory framework, named
the Standard-Model Extension, that allows for analysis of tests of such symmetries. There
have been a wide range of experiments and theory developments that have helped contribute
toward constraining terms within the framework, providing clues to a possible underlying,
unified theory of physics.

1 Background

The theory of General Relativity (GR) and the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics are both
well tested, successful theories that describe physics for a wide range of distance scales in our
universe. Yet it is still a challenge to find a satisfactory combination of the two theories. Both are
expected to be descriptions for a low-energy limit of some fundamental theory of physics, that
would appear at Planck scales of around 1019 GeV1. Current experiments cannot directly probe
such scales, thus instead we search for clues toward some unified physics; Lorentz symmetry
(LV) and Charge-Parity-Time (CPT) symmetries are foundational to both GR and SM, and
thus potentially detectable tiny violations could expose hints to new Plank-scale physics.

1.1 An Effective Field Theory Framework

We work with an effective field-theory framework named the Standard Model Extension (SME),
that provides an agnostic, systematic approach to testing for spacetime symmetry breaking
1,2. The SME framework comprises of an action containing terms for GR and the SM, along
with all possible additional, coordinate-independent terms that can allow for tests of Lorentz,
CPT and diffeomorphism symmetries. These additional terms contract known fields operators
with unknown coefficients, which control the degree of spacetime symmetry breaking. These
coefficients are constrained through theoretical and experimental means. Each term also is
classified by its mass dimension, which is in terms of natural units where c = 1 and h̄ = 1.

Numerous efforts in both experimental measurements and limits derived from theory have
contributed toward the search for Lorentz and CPT violations within this model-independent
framework. A collective source of decades of such work is the Data Tables for Lorentz and
CPT Violation, containing forty-six tables that cover eleven sectors of physics 3. Within the
gravity sector there are numerous tests of spacetime symmetries that were not covered within
this proceeding, including atom interferometry, gyroscope experiment, short-range gravity, etc.
Additionally, many publications contain mappings of current models of modified physics to terms
within the SME framework, providing a means to constrain or rule out said models 4,5,6,15.
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2 Gravity Tests

This proceeding focuses solely on the gravity sector of the SME. Although there are numer-
ous publications for tests of spacetime symmetry over the decades, this proceeding reasonably
summarizes only a few 3.

2.1 Lunar Laser Ranging

Lunar Laser Ranging provides about forty-five years of data, measuring the Earth-Moon distance
via laser ranging 7. The travel time for a laser beam originating from Earth, reflecting from the
moon and returning to its source provides data precision on the order of micrometers.

When one includes mass dimension four terms that allow for LV from the SME, one can note
the first couple extra terms from the SME to the equation of motion between the two bodies,

aJ =
GM

r3
(s̄JKt rK − 3

2
s̄KLt r̂K r̂LrJ + ...), (1)

where rJ refers to the distance between the Earth and the moon, G is the Gravitational constant,
M is their combined mass and r̂J = rJ

r
9. Additional terms now contain s̄JKt coefficients that

give rise to the symmetry breaking: it describes an unknown background field that dynamically
couples to the two bodies, giving rise to such effects as oscillations in the measured distance.
Many publications have provided constraints on these LV coefficients (see figure 1).

Figure 1 – Many publications contributed to placing constraints on Lorentz-violating coefficients for gravity terms
of mass dimension four from the SME using Lunar Laser Ranging observations 8,9,10. The bottom right figure
depicts the LV background field with red arrows affecting the moon’s orbit around the earth.

2.2 Binary Pulsars

Binary Pulsars are systems of a pulsar with its binary companion, often a white dwarf or neutron
star. When incorporating mass dimension four and five terms from the SME, the modified
Lagrange shows extra terms that allow for spacetime symmetry breaking 11,12,
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where ma, mb are the binary masses with their respective velocities va and vb. The distance
between the masses, r, has a normal n̂ and G is the Gravitational constant. The new unknown



background coefficients, s̄µν and Kijkl, allow for spacetime symmetry breaking. The resulting
effects include secular variations in the orbital elements, modified pulsar timing, and altered
orbital velocities and directions. Published works have provided constraints to these Lorentz
and CPT violating coefficients (see figure 2).

Figure 2 – Binary Pulsar data has allowed for publications to place constraints on Lorentz-violating coefficients
for gravity terms of mass dimension four and five from the SME 19,20,21. The bottom figure depicts the binary
system and variables representing orbital elements.

2.3 3+1, ADM Formulation of the SME, Gravity Sector

A 3+1 formulation decomposes a 4-dimensional spacetime with the metric gµν , into 3-dimensional
spatial hypersurfaces parameterized by time and an associated time-like normal vector nµ (see
figure 3). A spatial metric is then γµν = gµν + nµnν , α is the Arnowitt-Deser-Minser (ADM)

Figure 3 – In 3+1 formulation, spacetime is foliated into spatial hypersurfaces Σ parameterized by time t 29.

lapse function, βi is a shift vector, and the Riemann tensor is decomposed into a spatial curvature
Rαβµν and an extrinsic curvature Kµν

22,23,24,25. Additionally, the spatial covariant derivative is
represented with Dµ, and ai is a spatial acceleration.

When the lowest order mass dimension four term from the SME is implemented into this



process, we arrive at a modified Lagrange,

L =

√
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+ sµνRµν − nαnβsαβ(KµνKµν −K2) + ... (3)

where sαβ are the Lorentz-violating coefficients. Then applying the Dirac-Hamiltonian analysis,
we arrive with conjugate momentum densities,
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Πβ,i = 0, (5)

Πα =

√
γs00

κα3
K, (6)

which provide explicit insights into constraints and degrees of freedom for the system with further
investigation. The latter set of equations are for a particular case where only the time-component
for sµν is nonzero.

We apply our work to a special isotropic case in flat Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker
(FLRW) Cosmology, where our LV coefficient, s00, is constant. Here, our Friedmann equations
are modified,
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where the η within the exponents are fractional expressions for s00. The interesting outcome
shows the density parameter for the cosmological constant is now time dependent, and the rate
for the radiation density parameter is altered. The evolution scale factor in this case is compared
to that for GR in figure 4, where values of Ωr0 = 0, Ωm0 = 0.31, and ΩΛ0 = 0.69. Also interesting

Figure 4 – Flat FLRW solutions are modified from the LV s00 coefficient when compared to that for GR. Values
of Ωr0 = 0, Ωm0 = 0.31, and ΩΛ0 = 0.69 are assumed. The dashed vertical line represents present day 29.

to note is the modified equation of state we derive form the continuity equation,

∇µ[(Ts)
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ȧ
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where we do not impose (Ts)
µ

0 = 0 from our LV field 26,27,28.
Another motivation for this work was to map the modified gravity model, Hořava-Lifshitz

(HL), to terms within the SME. HL breaks Lorentz symmetry in the Ultraviolet limit and does
not evolve time and space the same way as there are only higher order spatial derivatives. The
matched expression is then
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where the a coefficients can be substituted to then precisely match HL.

2.4 Binary Neutron Star Merger: LIGO GW170817

The binary neutron star merger labeled GW170817 provided the first event to have both a
gravitational wave (GW) and electromagnetic signal. In this way, their speeds can be compared
by measured the arrival times of the two types of signals. When these waves propagate through
spacetime, a possible LV background field would potentially alter their speed from the expected
c. Lower and upper bounds can be placed on a fractional difference that depends on whether
the signals are emitted at the same time and arrive at different moments at the detectors,
or instead arrive at the same time after being emitted at different moments at the source,
−3 · 10−15 ≤ ∆ν

νEM
≤ +7 · 10−16 14. Furthermore, constraints are then placed on SME coefficients,

one at a time, for mass dimension four (see figure 5).

Figure 5 – Constraints on the possible LV background field are produced by comparing the speeds of the electro-
magnetic and GW signals 14.

2.5 Birefringence in Gravitational Waves

Searching for Lorentz and CPT symmetry breaking during the propagation of gravitational
waves is done for SME terms of mass dimension five. Gravitational waves are considered small
perturbations in Minkowski spacetime, represented by the metric as gµν = ηµν + hµν where
hµν << ηµν . Assuming linear GR gauge symmetry and retaining only terms second order in
hµν , our Lagrange will have the first term for linearized GR and additional terms that allow for
symmetry breaking 15,16:

L =
1

8κ
εµρακενσβληκλhµν∂α∂βhρσ +

1

8κ
hµν(ŝµρνσ + q̂µρνσ + k̂µρνσ)hρσ. (10)

The ŝµρνσ, q̂µρνσ, and k̂µρνσ are field operators than can be written as,

ŝµρνσ =s(d)µρε1νσε2...εd−2∂ε1 ...∂εd−2
,

q̂µρνσ =q(d)µρε1νε2σε3...εd−2∂ε1 ...∂εd−2

k̂µνρσ =k(d)µε1νε2ρε3σε4...εd−2∂ε1 ...∂εd−2
, (11)



where coupled to the derivatives are assumed to be small, unknown background fields referred
to as coefficients or parameters. These coefficients are constrained experimentally. There are
three labeled filed operators due to being categorized as either CPT odd or even and what mass
dimension they contain.

Initial constraints were done by noting the time delay between the two, linearly independent
gravitational wave modes could have additional delay from LV and CPT violating effects, ∆t,
which when comparing their peak frequencies, f, would be limited by the detector noise ρ, i.e.,
|∆t| ≤ 1

ρf
17,18 (see figure 6).

Figure 6 – Constraints on the possible symmetry-breaking background field are produced by noting the possible
extra delay in arrival times between the two GW polarizations are limited to detector noise. The left table shows
68% confidence intervals for the 16 independent components from the mass dimension five SME term; the right
table shows the same but for mass dimension six terms 18.

Deriving the equations of motion from Eq. (10) and transforming into frequency-momentum
space, the dispersion relation,

ω = |~p|
(

1− ζ0 ± |~ζ|
)
, (12)

now includes zeta terms that are expressions of the previous symmetry-breaking coefficients.
The ± term allows for the effect of birefringence, where the dynamical coupling of the unknown
LV and CPT violating field to the two linearly independent polarizations results in a possible
extra difference in their arrival times. The effect can be seen as a phase shift in the GWs,
ψ± = −δ ± β, which after including cosmological redshift and using celestial coordinates, we
find modified expressions for the two GW polarizations,

h(+) =eiδ(cosβ − i sinϑ cosϕ sinβ)hLI(+) − e
iδ sinβ(cosϑ+ i sinϑ sinϕ)hLI(×),

h(×) =eiδ(cosβ + i sinϑ cosϕ sinβ)hLI(×) + eiδ sinβ(cosϑ− i sinϑ sinϕ)hLI(+). (13)

The hLI(+) and hLI(×) are the GR polarizations with ϑ and ϕ sufficiently refer to the sky localization
angles for the source.

This theory is implemented into LIGO Scientific Collaboration Algorithm Library Suite
(LALSuite). Modifications of the GW signals derived are implemented into LALSuite’s package,
LALSimulation, focusing on the simplest coefficients of mass dimension five. Sensitivity studies
were conducted, providing reasonable values for parameters, e.g., m1 = m2 = 50 solar masses
for the binaries coalescing and a luminosity distance of 4Gpc. Different magnitudes of the sym-

metry breaking coefficient, k
(5)
(V )00, were explored and were noted to be of acceptable values 29,30

(see figure 7). The LALInference package of LALSutie is also modified, where the GW strain is



Figure 7 – All are sensitivity studies for implementation of symmetry-breaking modifications into LALSuite.
The left waveforms have varying k

(5)

(V )00 values for a simulated system of non-spinning binary black holes with
m1 = m2 = 50 solar masses at a luminosity distance of 4Gpc. The two figures on the right show posterior
probability density results for the same system but for 5Gpc. The first of the two shows the 1σ and 90% credible
intervals between the degenerate k

(5)

(V )00 and DL parameters. The far right is the marginalized posterior probability

for k
(5)

(V )00.

directly analysed via Bayesian inference of posterior probabilities of the GW source parameters.
Forty-five events from the GWTC-3 Ligo-Virgo-Kagra (LVK) catalogue are analysed with false-
alarm rates (FAR) of less than 1/year from O1 and O2 events, and FAR < 10−13/year from
O3a and O3b events. Individual constraints were combined post-processing to measure the 16
anisotropic coefficients jointly using the SVD Method. Sensitivity studies are displayed in figure
8; published constraints are displayed in figure 8.

Figure 8 – Credible intervals on the k
(5)

(V )ij symmetry-breaking coefficients are displayed in the left table. Posterior

probabilities for the same coefficients are shown on the right. Darker shaded areas are the 68.3% credible intervals,
the light blue 90%.

3 Summary

The SME framework provides a generic way to test the breaking of underlying symmetries
built into the theories of GR and the SM. These symmetries include Lorentz and CPT. There
have been many constraints from decades of previous experiments and theoretical developments
that have been placed on such symmetry-breaking coefficients within this framework. Specific
modified physics models are also mapped to terms within the SME, like that of Hořava-Liftshitz



gravity. Yet still, there is much phenomenology left to investigate within the many terms of this
framework from all sectors of physics and much collaborative work to be done.
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