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W e study the e ect of a violation of the strong equivalence principle (SEP) on the cosn ic m i-
crow ave background (CM B). Such a violation would m odify the weight ofbaryons in the prin ordial
gravitational potentials and hence their In pact in the establishm ent of the photon-baryon plasm a
acoustic oscillations before recom bination. T his cosn ological N ordtvedt e ect alters the odd peaks
height of the CM B tem perature anisotropy power spectrum . A gravitationallaryonic m ass density
of the universe m ay already be inferred at the rst peak scale from the analysis of W M AP data.
E xperin ental constraints on a prin ordial SEP violation are derived from a com parison w ith the
universe’s inertial baryonic m ass density m easured either in a full analysis of the CM B, or in the
fram ew ork of the standard big bang nuclkosynthesis BBN ).

PACS numbers: 98.80Es, 04.80Cc, 98.70Vc, 98.80Ft

I. NTRODUCTION

T he recent results ofthe coan icm icrow ave background
(CM B) experim ents, together w ith other cosm ological
tests, provide us today wih a ocoherent picture of the
structure and evolution ofthe universe. T he correspond—
Ing canonical paradigm postulates a spatially at uni-
verse which has undergone a period of In ation in is
early ages. The present large scale structure of the
universe essentially origihates from prim ordial quantum
energy density uctuations around a hom ogeneous and
isotropic background. T hese perturbations also keft their
In print on the coam icbackground radiation w hich decou-
pled from the rest ofthe universe som e 380000 yearsafter
the big bang. A cocording to this cosm ologicalm odel, the
universe is lled In w ith about seventy percent ofdark en—
ergy, twenty— ve percent ofcold dark m atter, vepercent
of ordinary (paryonic) m atter and a relic background of
radiations. T he recent oneyearW M AP results led to an
already precise detem ination of the corresoonding cos—
m ological param eters @, :_Z]. However, in this context
full credit m ay not be given to this analysis before the
theoretical hypotheses on which the canonical paradigm
is based are tested, notably through a thorough analy—
sis of the CM B .M any questions m ay in fact be raised.
The in ationary scenario and the structure of the initial
conditions for energy densiy perturbations have been
extensively analyzed (see for exam ple g, :ff] for general
considerations) . Lately, the well established coan ological
principle, postulating globalhom ogeneity and isotropy of
the universe, has also been challenged iff, E, :_d]. But, per-
hapsm ost fuindam entally, one should question the theory
of graviation on which coan ology is developed, nam ely
general relativity.

A ny explicit theory of gravitation beyond general rela—
tivity introduces di erent e ects which m odify the char-
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acteristics of the CM B tem perature anisotropy power
spectrum . In particular the location and height of acous-
tic peaks should be altered proportionally to the strength
of auxiliary gravitational couplings. This analysis has
already been perfom ed for pure BransD icke theories
i_‘/.] as well as generalized versions E, 9, :_l(_i], leading
to constraints on a possble scalar coupling. However
these bounds do not take into account possible e ects in—
duced by the violation ofthe strong equivalence principle
(SEP ). This principle, essential feature of the theory of
generalrelativity, notably postulatesthe constancy ofthe
new tonian graviationalcoupling G in gpace and tine. Tt
distinguishesE instein’s theory from otherm etric theories
ofgravitation. Any SEP test therefore challenges general
relativity in its m ost findam ental structure. The pur—
pose of this article is to study the In uence ofa possble
SEP violation on the CM B tem perature pow er spectrum .
In order to single out the generic e ect of such a SEP
violation on the CM B, our approach naively conserves
E Instein’s equations for the gravitational eld. Hence,
under the hypothesis of the coan ological principle, the
Friedm ann-Lem a* tre background and perturbed cosm o—
Iogical evolution rem ains unchanged. In this way, we
avoid the introduction ofm ultiple e ectswhich could un-
necessarily com plicate the conogptualanalysis. The SEP
violation is sin ply Introduced through the break down of
energy-m om entum conservation for com pactbodies. The
breaking term In the corresponding covariant equations
depends on the gradient of the gravitational coupling G
w ith respect to spacetin e coordinates.

In section IT we introduce the SEP and its violation.
Section -'!ZE'[ isdevoted to the analysisofthee ect ofa SEP
violation on the CM B tem perature power spectrum . T he
SEP violation a ectsthe weight ofbaryons in the prim or-
dialgraviationalpotentialsand hence their In pact in the
establishm ent of acoustic oscillations of the plasn a be-
fore the last scattering of photons. T he odd peaks height
enhancem ent of the CM B team perature pow er spectrum
depends indeed on a graviationalbaryonic m ass density
ofthe universe, not on its nertialbaryonicm ass density.
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W e also discuss the characteristic am plitude ofthise ect
and the unigueness of its signature relatively to the varia-
tJOl'l ofthe canonical coan ologicalparam eters. In section
-IV- w e derive experin ental constraints on the SEP viola—
tion. A graviational baryonic m ass density of the uni-
verse is nferred at the rstpeak scale from W M AP data.
T he constraints on the SEP violation are obtained from
the m easurem ent of the inertial baryonic m ass density,
either in a full analysis of the CM B tem perature power
spectrum , or through the independent determ ination of
light elem ent abundances in the fram ew ork of standard
BBN . W e discuss the proposed constraints, and nally
conclide.

This article pursues the work done in f_l-]_:], on the
ground ofboth theory and data analysis.

II. SEP VIOLATION

T he equivalence principle is an in portant findam ent
of any theory of gravitation. It is however im plem ented
at di erent levels In di erent theories. The Einstein
equivalence principle postulates the universality of free
fall of test-bodies at one given point of a gravitational

eld (called weak equivalence principle), as well as the
Independence of the result of any non-graviational ex—
periment n a freely Alling fram e relative to the veloc—
ity of free 21l and relative to where and when in the
universe it is performed. A m etric theory of gravita-—
tion postulates the geodesicm otion oftestbodies, aswell
as the agreem ent of the results of any non-graviational
experin ent perform ed in free 81l w ith the law s of spe—
cial relativity. By de nition, allm etric theories of grav—
itation therefore respect the E Instein equivalence prin—
ciple. Technically, a theory of gravitation respects this
principle if the Lagrange densiy for m atter only de—
pendson them atter elds and the spacetin e m etric, but
not on possible auxiliary graviational elds which di-
rectly couple to them etric. T his structure In plies indeed
the general covariant conservation equations T , = 0
for the energy-m om entum tensor T , from which read-
ily follow s geodesic m otion. On the other hand, non—
gravitational interactions are coupled to themetric eld
through the connexion, and therefore reduce to their
specialrelativistic structure in free 21l B oth postulates
of the Einsteln equivalence principle are therefore en-
sured.

T he strong equivalence principle extends the univer—
sality of free 21l to com pact bodies. By com pact body,
one means a body wih a non-negligbl am ount of in—
temal gravitational binding energy. It also extends to
gravitationalexperin ents the independence of the result
of any experim ent in free 811 relative to the velociy of
free 2lland relative to w here and when in the universe it
is perform ed. T he m ere existence of an auxiliary eld of
gravitation coupled to them etric eld violates this prin—
ciple. The reason for this holds in the fact that i isnot
possible to cancel the e ect of auxiliary (typically scalar

orvector) eldsby a localcoordinate transform ation, lke
it is for the tensorm etric eld. A uxiliary couplings w ill
hevitably m odify the result of gravitationalexperim ents
(and notably the structure of com pact bodies) perform ed
n a freely 21ling fram e, therefore violating the SEP . T he
gravitational coupling G iselfw ill depend on the space—
tin e point through a dependence In the auxiliary elds,
which inplies by de nition to a SEP violation. A side
from the N ordstrom scalar theory, only general relativity
hoorporates the equivalence principl at the level of the
SEP {_iz_i, :;L-g]. Testing the SEP violation is therefore a
way of discrin inating general relativity from otherm et—
ric theories of gravitation such as extended B ransD icke
or vectortensor theories of gravitation.

If the new tonian gravitationalcoupling is a function of
the position x In spacetine, G ! G x),themassm ofa
com pact body also depends on the position through is
Intemalgraviationalbinding energy. An e ective action
or the geodesic m otion ofgom pact bodiesm ay therefore
bede ned as: Sy st = ¢ m x)ds. Energy-m om entum
conservation is therefore broken through the introduc-
tion of a source term in the general covariant conserva—
tion equations. W e adopt the corresponding expression
as our m athem atical in plem entation of a possble SEP
violation:
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where T is the trace of the energy-m om entum tensor.
T he dependence of the new tonian gravitational coupling
on the spatialposition % is param etrized through the re—
lation G &) = Go(l+ 4V ®)=c?), where V (x) stands
for the gravitational potential at the point considered,
G is the background value of the newtonian gravita-—
tionalcoupling in the absence ofthis potential, and 4 is
the param eter which de nes the am plitude of the SEP
violation. One may also de ne the compactness s of
a body as the sensitivity of s mass relative to G . It
is equivalently given by the ratio of its Intemal grav-—
itational binding energy E4 to its total m ass energy:
s= dhm=dhG = £,¥m . The acceleration a ofa
body in a gravitational eld now explicitly dependson is
proper sensitivity s. This establishes the SEP violation
through the so-called N ordtvedt e ect {14, L5]. From the
de nition @) Indeed, we get In the non—relativistic (called
quasinew tonian) approxin ation: a = g(l gS), where
g= £V &).In otherwords, the SEP violation induces
a reduction (for 4 > 0) or increase (or 4 < 0) of the
gravitationalm ass m 4 of a body relative to its inertial
massm , proportionally to its own com pactness:

mg = m (1 gS) )

From the experim entalpoint ofview, tests ofthe weak
equivalence principle date back to N ew ton and itspendu—
um experim ents. F irst tests ofthe SEP have been intro—
duced severaldecades ago w ith the Lunar Laser R anging
experim ent (see t_l@l] for an extended review and refer-
ences). This test still gives the best constraint on the
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w ith involved com pactnesses of order 10 *° E[é, :_fj] A

better constraint m ay be inferred in the fram ework of
peculiar scalartensor theories of gravitation though. In—
deed, the SEP violation actually introduces a new charge
of gravitation beyond the mass, In tem s of the com —
pactness s. This new charge not only m odi es the m o—
tion of com pact bodies N ordtvedt e ect) but a ects
the dynam ical structure of the corresponding theory, in—
ducing potentially dom inant dipole gravitational radia—
tionsassociated w ith auxiliary eldsofgravitation (scalar
or vector). The analysis of the orbial period decrease
rate of asym m etric binary pulsars is an extrem ely good
probe of dipole radiations. T he recent and unigue m ea—
surem ent of the orbital decrease In such a bjnaziy, tpe
neutron star - white dwarf PSR J1141 6545 (i, 119]
givesa tight constraint on a scalar gravitationalcoupling.
In pure BransD icke theories BD ), the ogne_spondjng
bound on the SEP violation inferred from ({13, 18] reads:

gBP) 29 10 (seealso RO)).

III. SEP AND CMB
Q ualitative analysis

In the prin ordial universe the photon gas is rather
tightly coupled to electrons through Com pton scatter—
ing. The elkctrons are them selves linked to protons
through the Coulom b interaction. W em ay then consider
a photon-baryon plasn a n evolution in gravitationalpo—
tentials. These graviational potentials are essentially
produced by the dom nant cold dark m atter com ponent
of the universe. About 380:000 years after the big bang,
the tem perature of the expanding universe had decreased
too much to Iongerm aintain hydrogen dissociation. T he
coam ic m icrow ave background radiation observed today
corresponds to a snapshot of this photon gas which de—
coupled from the rest of the universe at the tim e of last
scattering. The anisotropy distribution on the sky to—
day is detem ined by the multiple physical phenom ena
which govemed the evolution of the plasn a before re—
com bination, and therefore contains all the Infom ation
on the structure and evolution of the universe (de ned
In term s of coan ological param eters). The plasna un—
derw ent oscillations, responsible for relative tem perature

uctuations In the associated black-body spectrum . In
the corresponding angular pow er spectrum , this oscilla—
tion process translates into a serdes of acoustic peaks at
scales an aller than the horizon size at last scattering.

1 Quantities m easured at the present epoch are indexed by the
superscript © .

O dd peaks correspond to scales w hich had reached m ax—
Inum com pression (rarefaction) at the tim e of lJast scat-
tering in potential wells (ills). Even peaks corresoond
tom aximn um rarefaction (com pression) in potentialwells
(hills). T he general shape of this spectrum therefore ex—
hbisa SachsW olfe plateau at scalesbeyond the horizon
size at Jast scattering, follow ed by the acoustic peak series
under the horizon size. N otice that, up to now , the stan—
dard CM B analysis has been based on the study of the
precise characteristics of the tem perature anisotropy an—
gular pow er spectrum . T he coan ological param eters are
determ ined through a best t of the theoretical coan o-
JIgicalm odels w ith experin entaldata (see notably {I;, 4]
forthe W M AP analysis).

The oscillations of the plasmna are electrom agnetic
acoustic oscillations of the photon gas. H owever, the ac—
tion of gravity is ntroduced through a purely new tonian
coupling ofthe baryonic content ofthe plaan a to thedark
m atter potentials. The e ect of this coupling is to shift
the zero point (equilbrium ) of the oscillations toward
m ore com pressed states in potential wells, and rare ed
states in potentialhills. C onsequently, the height of odd
peaks relative to even peaks is enhanced proportionally
to the totalbaryon weight In the dark m atter potentials
k1, 23, 23, 24, 291.

Ifthe SEP isviolated through a spatialdependence of
the new tonian gravitational coupling NN ordtvedt e ect),
graviationalm assesdi er from inertialm asses. Thetem —
perature power spectrum peaks height therefore bears
the In print of a possble SEP violation as it essentially
origihates from a gravitational nteraction and therefore
depends on a gravitationalbaryonicm ass density:

(b)y = (@
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ratherthan on the inertialbaryonicm assdensity . The
com pactness s, m ust be associated w ith a baryon-region
seen asa com pactbody at the relevant coan ologicalscale.

P lasm a evolution equations and SEP violation

T he purpose of this subsection is to derive m ore tech—
nically them ain result ofthe last subsection. T he evolu—
tion equations for the photon-baryon plasn a in the tight
coupling lim i are derived from the generalized covariant
energy-m om entum tensor equations (r_]:) .

T he tight coupling lim it am ounts to consider an in —
nite Com pton Interaction rate which in plies the equal-
ity of the m ean photon and baryon velocities: v = #.
In this standard approxim ation, the photon-baryon gas
may be entirely describbed as a uid wih the energy—
momentum tensorT = ( + P=?)uu Pg . The
equation of state relating pressure and densiy reads:
P = % with = 0fPrmatterand = 1=3 fr ra-
diation. Restricting ourselves to a at universe, In the
new tonian gauge, w ith conform altine and com obile co—
ordinates x, wem ay w rite the perturbed spacetin e m et—
ricasgop ;) = a ( )AL+ 2 6 )=c?), qi&; ) = 0,



and gy &; )= 3@°( )@+ 2 &; )=c?). The factor
a( ) stands for the scale factor of the expanding universe
nom alized to itspresent size @° = 1). T he scalarpertur—
bations (¢; ) and (¢; ) may been seen as new tonian
potentials.

From the equations (:1:) we readily obtain the continu—
iy and Eulerequations forthe uid under consideration.
In the Fourder space, to st order in the relative density
perturbations &; ), com obilkevelocity v K; ), and grav—

itational potentials (K; ) and (K; ), these equations
read respectively:
|
= 1+ ) ik v+ 3= 1 3= s%(S)
o G
a
= = 1 3= ik &
v a le3 v S1+
o s
+ 1 1 3= g 6
& 1+ ©)

D otted variables here stand for their derivative w ith re—
spect to the conform altin e. T he sound goeed in the uid
s and the com pactness s characterizing a given uid vol-
um e are background space-independent quantities. The
s-tem s represent the explicit m odi cation due to SEP
violation ofthe canonical Qj, Zé_j, 25] evolution equations
for a single com ponent uid.
In order to nd the evolution equations for the pho-—
tons, we just apply this set of equations to a photon
udwihv= v ﬁ, taking Into account the presence of
baryons In the sound speed and the com pactness. The
sound speed reads 2 = dP =d( + ) = =3(1+ R),
where , and are resgpectively the background inertial
baryonic m ass density and photon densiy of the uni-
verse, and R = 3 =4 is the canonical nom alization
ofthe baryonicm ass density by the photon density. The
photon graviationalbinding energy is negligble and the
uid com pactness reduces to the baryonic com ponent sy,
which is studied in the next subsection. The uid density
and velocity m ay be expressed in tem s of the m onopole
and dipolemoments ( ®; )and 1 ®; ) ofthe photon

relative tem perature distrdbution: ®; )= 4 (&; )

andv K; )= 3i 1; ). In this context, the plasn a
evolution equations orX ®; )= o®; )+ (§; )=C
and 1 ®; ) read:
T kK*Ex = k& —
R &
po I+R I gs0)) ()
k 1 = —_ 8
1 2 (8)

W e do not consider here the term w ith tem poral depen-—
dence of the newtonian coupling, though i would be
worth analyzing is e ect. O nly the spatial dependence
0ofG is considered by analogy w ith the N ordtvedt e ect.

The rst equation setsthe dynam ics for dam ped oscilla—
tions or ( wih a Prcihg tem (right-hand side). W e
clearly identify that the e ect ofbaryons In this forcing
term depends indeed on the gravitationalbaryonic m ass
density

Rg (spi g) = R (1 gsb) 7 9)
function of the com pactness s, rather than on the iner-
tialbaryonicm ass density.

N otice that in the lim i of constant new tonian poten—
tialy = , = ,wjﬂqR=R,equaU'oni'j)
reduces, or the e ective tem perature perturbation ¥ =

ot =, oY +KY = KkK’CR,(s,; 4) =C.The
forcing term clearly reduces to the (quasi)new tonian in—
teraction between the baryons and the surrounding con—
stant potentials. In the further approxin ations s, = s
and 4 = g discussed In the Pllow ing, the interaction
term is constant. W e therefore recover the exact lim it
In which a constant zeropoint shift of the acoustic oscik-
lations originates the odd peaks height enhancem ent of
the tam perature power spectrum . But the acceleration
of baryons is now a fiinction of the com pactness of the
baryon-region considered. Equation (:_9') is therefore the
m athem atical expression of the cosn ological N ordtvedt
e ect discussed in the form er qualitative analysis.

C om pactness of baryon-regions

Under the hypothesis of the coan ological principle,
we live In a globally hom ogeneous and isotropic uni-
verse. A s suggested In our qualitative analysis, let us
consider a hom ogeneous spherical baryon-region of ra—
dius L and totalmass M ,,. Tts com pactness calculated,
In the spirit of the quasinew tonian approach introduced
In section II, as the ratio of the intemal gravitational
binding energy over the totalm ass energy reads: sp =
3GM p,=5L& = 4 G pL?=5c. The mean baryon density
scalksas (@)= pPa’.Ateach nstant in the course of
the universe expansion, the m aximum size of the radiis
L issetby theeventhorizon: L ( ) = ca . Thishypoth-
esis is natural as the event horizon de nes at each m o—
m ent the m axin aldistance through which particlesm ay
have interacted gravitationally since the prin ordial ages
of the universe (after In ation), and therefore the m axi-
m alsize ofa body. In m atter and radiation universes, the
Friedm ann-Lem a* tre equations (in the considered lm it
where E instein equations are preserved) determm ine the
evolution of the scale factor with tine as = 0 = a!=2
and = %= a, respectively.

The com pactness of a baryon-region therefore grow s
Iinearly w ith the scale factor n a radiation era, while it
is constant in a m atter era. Recom bination takes place

2 Quantities m easured at recom bination are indexed by the super—
script



after the m atterradiation equilbrium , Inside the m at—
ter era. For the sake of the analogy w ith the N ordtvedt
e ect on com pact bodies in a graviational eld, we con-—
sider in the Pllow iIng a constant com pactness over the
course of the universe evolution until recom bination. It
is evalnated at its value in the m atter era, say at last
scattering (s, = s,). The low baryon density tums out
to be largely com pensated by the considered coamn ological
scales to give a non-negligible contribution to the com —
pactness. In termm s of physical quantities (the Hubbl
constant, the age of the universe and the relative baryon
density), we get a com pactness

27 2
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forthem axim alradiis L; . T his com pactness is the sen—
sitivity to be considered at the scale ofthe wavelength
associated w ith the st acoustic peak. The sensitivity
ofthe baryonicbody relevant for the subsequent acoustic
peaks ( ,) scalesliken 2 since the com pactness s, ofthe
baryon-region considered is proportionalto the square of
tsradiusL:
SE l4
Let usnow brie y comm ent on the In plications of these
resuls.

0dn 2 (11)

A m plitude of the SEP violation e ect

Thevalie st ’ 01 in {10) inplies that a SEP viola—
tion param eter of order unity at the tim e of recom bina—
tion, 1, would a ect the st peak height by 10%
(see equation (u'g)) . In present CM B analyses, the coan o-
logicalparam eter ,h? identifying the baryon content of
the universe is essentially extracted from the m easure—
m ent of the relative height between the rst and second
peaks of the tem perature angular power soectrum . In
this regard, i m easures the gravitational, rather than
inertial, baryonic m ass density of the universe. The re—
cent oneyearW M AP analysis gives this param eter w ith
a precision of 4% . Consequently, the present CM B data
w ill already allow us to derive interesting constraints on
a possble SEP violation.

U nigqueness of the SEP violation signature

The peculiar n 2 scaling of the baryon-regions com —

pactnesss; in C_l]_;) ensures the orthogonality ofthe SEP

violation signature relative to the e ect other coam olog—
icalparam eters on the CM B tem perature angular power
soectrum . T he signature of the SEP violtion may in—
deed be disentangled from the e ect of other param eters
through the corresponding n ? scaling of the odd peaks
height. The m easurem ent of the SEP violation param —
eter , at recombination is therefore in principle possi-
ble, sin ultaneously to the determ ination ofthe canonical

f_Z-]_;, :_ég'] coam ological param eters. The P lanck satellite
is designed to achieve a better sensitivity In the tem —
perature anisotropies m easurem ent, as well as a better
resolution on the sky, than the present W M AP m ission.
Thism ission w ill notably give access to the whole series
ofacousticpeaks in the tem perature anisotropiesangular
pow er spectrum f_&’], therefore allow Ing an unam biguous
analysis of a possible SEP violation.

IV. EXPERIM ENTAL CONSTRAINTS

In this section, we establish experin ental constraints
on the SEP violtion parameter , at recombination,
and discuss their signi cance in com parison w ith existing
bounds at our epoch and theoretical predictions at the
exit of the radiation era.

A precise analysis of a possible SEP violation must be
perform ed through a best t of ourm odi ed theory ('-14')
and experim entaldata, taking into account the substitu-
tion ('_9) In the plasn a evolution equations before recom —
bination. Here, we determm Ine bounds on a possble SEP
violation by the analysis of the oneyear W M AP exper—
In ental error bars on the observables of Interest. This
sin ple approach nds is justi cation in the fact that
ourm odi ed theory assum es the cosm ologicalN ordtvedt
e ect to be the only perturbation to the coan ic back—
ground anisotropy spectrum relatively to the canonical
paradigm based on generalrelativity. In a rst approach,
one can detem ine the gravitationaland inertialbaryonic
m assdensities ofthe universe at recom bination from their
speci ¢ (orthogonal) signatureson the CM B power spec—
trum characteristics. A second generic approach consists
In determ ining the gravitational baryonic m ass densiy
through the analysis of the CM B, using as a prior the
m easurem ent of the inertial baryonic m ass densiy by
Independent observations. In that respect, we w ill con—
sider here the detem ination ofthe nertialbaryonicm ass
density through the m easurem ent of light elem ent abun—
dances in the fram ew ork of standard BBN .

CM B-CM B constraint

T he baryon content of the universe a ects the CM B
tem perature power spectrum In di erent ways. Them a—
Ppr e ect is a dependence of the odd peaks height due
to the weight ofbaryons in the surrounding gravitational
potentials. W e already know that this e ect is actually
a function of a gravitationalbaryonic m ass density R .
Tt bears the in print of a possible SEP violation In tem s
of the already discussed n 2 scaling. This unique sig—
nature adds to the canonical odd peaks height enhance—
m ent related to the inertial baryonic m ass density R
(equation 4_§)) . But any increase of the baryon densiy
also naturally induces a decrease of the sound spoeed for
the propagation ofthe acoustic oscillations in the primn or-
dialplaam a, thereforea ecting the peaks location, rather



than their height. Increasing the baryon density also de—
creases the di usion length, de ned as the scale below
which Inhom ogeneities are dam ped because of the nie
C om pton interaction rate. These last two e ects are re—
lated to electrom agnetic (rather than gravitational) phe-
nom ena and are consequently independent ofthe SEP vi-
olation. They only depend on the inertialbaryonicm ass
density R
A s already m entioned, the forthcom ing P Janck m ission
w il probe all these signatures. At present how ever, the
tem perature power spectrum characteristics are known
w ith precision only up to the second peak through the
oneyear W M AP data. It is therefore rather di cul to
disentangle a SEP violation from variations of other cos—
m ological param eters, notably from R However, as—
sum Ing that all param eters, other than Ry and R , are
xed to theiraccepted value, wem ay infera constraint on
g+ On the one hand, we consider the oneyearW M AP
value ofthe cosm ologicalparam eter ,h? asam easure of
the relative height between the rst and second peaks Iil.:],
hence originating from the gravitational baryonic m ass
density R (sp i 4)s at Jast scattering, and at a scale cor-
responding to the m axim um oscillation wavelength. On
the other hand however, the speci ¢ analysis of the rst
peak posiion gives the inertial baryonic m ass densiy
R , through the dependence of the peaks location in the
sound speed in the prim ordialplasn a. A sin ple analysis
ofthe oneyearW M APext (ie. W M AP extended to the
CBIand ACBAR experim ents E, :_2]) error bars on these
two observables gives the bound: j,s; j 0:06. From
the estin ated value C_l-C_i) frs. ,we readily obtain the
ollow ing constraint on the SEP violation in tem sof
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CM B-BBN constraint

The standard BBN modelm ay also Infer the inertial
baryonic content of the universe from the determ ination
of light element @ , °H e, *H e, "L 1) abundances. T hese
abundances are studied in low -m etallicity system sin such
away that they stillsigni cantly re ect prin ordialquan-—
tities. In this context, the baryon content of the universe
isusually quoted in tem s of ph?, ratherthan R . No-
tice that BBN isalso a ected in the ﬁ:amework ofa spe—
ci caltemative theory ofgravitation [8-, 27 .'281 H ow ever
it is lndependent of the SEP violation considered here.

T he prin ordial H e abundance is determ ned to bet-
ter accuracy than in the case of other light elem ents
f29 However, it is rather Insensitive to the
baryon oontent. The m easurem ent of “H e abundance
therefore has to be extrem ely precise if one wants to ob—
tain a smalluncertainty on h? orR . The most re—
cent estin ate, obtained in the analysis of dw arf irregu—
lr and com pact blue galaxies gives, or the “H e mass
fraction: Y, = 02421 0:0021 P9]. Tn the fram ework
of the standard BBN theory, the corresponding baryon

content is ph%? = 12"} 10° orR = 0:334" 2% . The
baryon density inferred fnom the prin ordial lithium -to—
hydrogen abundance ratio 'Li=H lies around the sam e
values BZ '33, .34 The oneyear W M APext value, still
understood as a m easurem ent of the relative height of
the rsttwo peaksoftheCM B tam perature power spec—
trum , gives a signi cantly higher value or R, :  ph® =

@2 1) 10°% |l orR, = 0613 0:028. The confronta—
tion of these num bers would, In our approach based on
(:_51), suggest a rather high negative valie for the param -
eter . In other words, assum ing that the “H e and 'Li
analyses really re ect the baryon content of the universe,
the gravitational interaction heavily violates the SEP, at
Jeast at the epoch of last scattering, if the whole discrep—
ancy is acoounted for by this e ect. This would be the

rst experin ental evidence that general relativity is not
the correct theory of gravitation. However, large sys—
tem atic uncertainties a ect the *H e and "L i abundance
estin ation. These m ay be related to observation or due
to the lack of understanding of the com plex physics in
the evolution of these abundances [_i‘é, Sé_i, :_55] E rrors
and incom pletenesses In the standard BBN schem em ay
also lead to deviations f_3-§,:_3-j,',_§§] M any e ortsarem ade
to reduce these system atic errors.

T he deuterium abundance is extrem ely sensitive to the
prim ordial baryon content. M oreover i m ay have been
produced in signi cant quantities only during the BBN .
Tts m easurem ent In quasar absorption line system s is
therefore an extrem ely good probe of the baryon con—
tent of our universe [_3-55, -'_4-g, :fl-il:, :_ZLfi] The m ost recent
estin ate of the prim ordial deuterium -to-hydrogen abun-—
dance ratio D =H based on a recent analysis toward ve
quasars givesD =H = 278" 24 10 ° Bd]. This value
corresponds to a weighted average ofthe results obtained
for each quasar independently. T he corresponding value
for the baryon content, in the fram ework of the stan-
dard BBN theory, reads h? = @14 2) 103, or
R ®BN D) = 0596 0:056. Combined wih the one-
year W M APext value given here above, this m easure
gives the follow Ing constraint on a possible SEP viola—

tion: 014 _ si  0:08.Thisbound, once translated
into a constraint on the param eter , leads to:
BN D) = 03 1 : 3)

9

T he determ nation of the prin ordial °H e abundance is
more di cul as its destruction and production in stars

are not well understood. However a recent upper lim it
on 3H e=H Jeadsto a prediction for the baryon content of
the universe In com plete agreem ent w ith deuterium m ea—
surem ents [_51_%] Rem ains to be noticed that the disper-
sion of the values obtained for the deuterum abundance
from di erent quasar absorption lines is bigger than ex-—
pected from individual m easurem ent errors. This dis-
persion could be real but the hypothesis of underesti-
m ated system atic errors In the m easurem ents is favored
@9', :fig, :_4-4_:] M ore data would be needed to con m

the m easurem ents and lin it system atics. However, in
the fram ew ork of light elem ent abundancem easurem ents,



deuterium analysis rem ains the m ost reliable evaluation
of the universe’s baryon content thanks to its high sen—
sitivity to the baryon content and the relative absence
of deuteriim production after BBN . In this context, the
discrepancy betw een the baryon content inferred from D
and from *H e or "L1i analyses should be resolved by a
better assesan ent of the system atics a ecting the m ea—
surem ents of the last two elem ents abundances.

New physical scenarios beyond the standard BBN are
also considered for solving this apparent tension. Leav—
Ing aside the present discrepancies am ong the BBN m ea—
surem ents, several proposals have recently been m ade
for reconciling BBN and CM B m easurem ents. T he new
physical e ects invoked notably consider the m odi ca—
tion of the num ber of relativistic particle species, vari-
ations of the strength of gravity in the early universe,
or is dependence on the nature of interacting particles
[fl-ﬁ, :_éfé, :_4?:, :_ZI§', :_ZIQ‘, :_5-(_i] O ur last constraint on g may be
understood as an alemative solution in this direction.

D iscussion

F irst we em phasize that accurate constraintson a pri-
mordial SEP violation should be determm ined by a best
t of ourm odi ed theory w ith experin entaldata. How —
ever, the num erical com patibility ofthe two independent
bounds obtained, {_1-2_5) and C_l-Z_'i), supports our resuls.
A 1so notice that in the fram ework of a speci c alterna—
tive to general reltivity the SEP violation is not the
only new e ect. The introduction of auxiliary gravita—
tional eldsa ectsthe structure of gravitation itself and
notably laves signatures n the CM B as well as in the
BBN . This will nevitably m odify ourbounds. In such a
fram ew ork, the correspondingboundson  could alsobe
run backw ard or forw ard over cosn ologicaltin escales for
com parison, either w ith theoretical predictions on initial
conditions ( ;), orw ih present experin ental constraints
(.
On the one hand, string theories naturally lead to an
e ective scalartensor gravity with a running of the pa—
ram eter 4 from an initialvalue ! of order unity. This
niialam plitude of violation is essentially preserved dur—
ing the radiation era since the param eter 4 depends on
the auxiliary scalar eld(s) of gravitation, which is(are)
frozen during that period. A large SEP violation at re—
com bination should therefore be expected in that con-—
text. The order of m agnitude of our bounds on , are
still com patible w ith such a an ooth running ofthat value
until recom bination tin e. Im proved m easurem ents could
how ever rapidly revealnew physics beyond general rela—

tivity.

O n the otherhand, the experim entalconstraintsat our
epoch (J 1 10°) require a strong decrease of 4 be-
tw een recom bination and today. A n attractorm echanisn
hasbeen advocated for a particular class of scalartensor
theories, according to w hich the scalar coupling of gravi-
tation, and consequently the param eter 4, vanish at Jate
tin es, to recover general relativity 1_51:] In this scenario
our bounds on the SEP are naturally com patble wih
the present experim ental lim is.

V. CONCLUSION

The SEP is an essential feature of the theory of gen—
eral relativiy, distinguishing i from any other (exper—
In entally viable) m etric theory of gravitation. A vio—
lation of the SEP introduces a cosm ological N ordtvedt
e ect in the establishm ent of the acoustic oscillations in —
printed in the CM B tem perature power spectrum . The
corresponding peaks height therefore m easures a gravita—
tionalkaryonic m ass density of the universe. The m od—
i ed theory considered here ntroduces this e ect as the
only signature beyond general relativiy, orthogonal to
the vardation of other cosn ological param eters. In this
fram ew ork we derived constraints on a possble SEP vi-
olation, testing In this way E instein’s theory of gravita—
tion, through two independent m easurem ents of the in-
ertial baryonic m ass density of the universe. The CM B
tem perature pow er spectrum peaks location and the light
elem ent abundances In standard BBN respectively lead
tojs " P®y 06and (Y P = 03 1.

M ore accurate bounds should be determ ined through
a best t ofourmodied theory wih the experim ental
data. W e also em phasized that, in speci ¢ altematives
to general relativity, the coam ologicalN ordtvedt e ect is
nottheonly new e ect and the correspondingboundsw ill
In principle be a ected. F inally, our approach also o ers
a possibility ofunderstanding apparent discrepancies be—
tween CM B and BBN baryon densiy m easurem ents in
term s of new physics.
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