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A bstract

Gamm a ray bursts are excellent candidates to constrain physical
m odelsw hich break the Lorentz sym m etry. W e consider deform ed dis—
persion relations which break boost invariance and lad to an energy—
dependent speed of light. In these m odels, sin ultaneously em itted
photons from cosm ological sources reach Earth with a spectral time
delay that depends on the symm etry breaking scale. W e estin ate
the possble bounds which can be obtained by com paring the spec-
tral tin e delays w ith the tin e resolution of available telescopes. W e
discuss the best strategy to reach the strongest bounds. W e com pute
the probability of detecting bursts that in prove the current bounds.
The results are encouraging, depending on the m odel, it is possble
to build a detector that w ithin several years w ill In prove the present
Iin its 0of 0.015 m ;.

1 Introduction

O ne of the open questions of high energy physics is how to unify graviy
w ith quantum physics. A lot of e ort has been devoted to develop a theory
of quantum gravity. This theory is likely to require a drastic m odi cation
of our current understanding of the spacetine. At present there are two
form al m athem atical approaches : loop quantum gravity and superstring
theory. W hatever m ight be the right description of the spacetin e at very
short scales, there are som e lkely physical m anifestations. It hasbeen sug-
gested, for instance, that such a theory would break what we believe to be
basic sym m etries of nature. In [,2], i was shown that E lnstein Lagrangian
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allow s for lJarge uctuations of the m etric and the topology of the space-
tin e on scales of order of the P lJanck length, creating a foam -lke structure
at these scales. It has been proposad that the propagation of particles in
a foamy spacetin e is strongly a ected on short scales. The mediim re—
goonds di erently depending on the energy of the particle, In analogy w ih
the propagation through a conventional electrom agnetic plasm a J3,4]. Thus
soace-tin e m ight exhibit a non-trivial dispersion relation In vacuum , violat—
Ing therefore Lorentz nvariance.

There are m any di erent ways of breaking Lorentz symm etry; a badck—
ground tensor eld, lke a m agnetic eld, breaks the vacuum rotational in—
variance, for lnstance. H owever, it hasbeen shown that there are 46 di erent
ways In which the standard m odel Lagrangian can bem odi ed while rem ain—
Ing renom alizable, Invariant under SU (3) SU (2) U (1) and rotationally
and translationally invariant In a preferred frame J]. Am ong other e ects,
these term s cause the velocity of light to di er from them axinum attainable
velocity of a particlk, therefore changing the kinem atics of particle decays.
M odifying the dispersion relations of photons and electrons allow s for new
QED vertex Interactions like photon splitting in vacuum , vacuum C erenkov
e ect for electrons, photon decay, electron-positron annihilation to a single
photon, etc. @&, 1.

In this work we consider only rotationally invariant defomm ations of the
photon dispersion relation w hich produce an energy-dependent soeed of light.
If this e ect is present in nature, it has to be absent below som e energy
scale, my;, Wherem; istheP lanck energy and  a din ensionless constant),
high enough to have been undetected so far. Traditionally this energy is
believed to be the P lanck energy which, at rst, seem s to m ake hopeless
any experin ental attem pt to test these m odels. However, In 1997 Am elino—
Camelia et al. ] suggested that such m odels can be explored by studying
the propagation of photons em itted from a distance source lke a gamm a ray
burst GRB) GRBs are short and intense pulses of soft gamm a rays that
arrive from ocoan ological distances from random directions in the sky. The
bursts last from a fraction of a second to several hundred seconds. M ost
GRBs are narrow Iy beam ed w ith typical energies around 10°! ergs, m aking
them com parable to supemovae (for a recent review see B, 10]). Because of
the large distances traveled by the photons, these bursts are valuable tools
to explore energies far beyond the reach of any laboratory on Earth.

If one considers photons w ith energies m uch an aller than the symm etry
breaking scale, it is possble to expand the dispersion relation in powers of



E= my. The rst correction produces a tiny departure from the Lorentz
Invariant (LI) equations and we expect that the low energy lim it of the de-
fom ed dispersion relation can be w ritten generically as:
!
2 > E !
E P’ E ; 1)
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where = 1 takes into acoount the possibility ofhaving either nfralum inal
or superlum inalm otion, the latter appearing In som em odels ofquantum loop
gravity [I1,712]. Photons sim ultaneously em itted from a GRB w ith di erent
energies w ill travel at di erent speeds, and therefore w ill show on Earth a
tin e delay. The goal of this paper is to explore these high energy Lorentz
violation m odels by studying such tin e delays. W e analyze the potential of
detecting observational consequences of a m odi ed digpersion relation lke
Eqg. :j} .

T he paper is organized as follow s; In section 2 we review cosm ologicalpho—
ton propagation in the LT theory and show how these results are m odi ed
when a non LI tem is ntroduced. W e com pute the travel tin e of cosm o—
logicalphotons and, as a check, com pare i w ith the travel tin e obtained in
the N ew tonian approxin ation. In section 3 we tum to the cbservations and
show how such m odels can be tested using GRB ocbservations. W e com pare
ourm ethod w ith previous works in section § and nally conclude In section
q.

2 P ropagation of the photons

W e consider rst the propagation of a particle n a FRW universse, describbed

by themetric ds? = &dtf + a@®)?dx?. The Ham iltonian of a relativistic
particle is s
2
H= m2cd+ 25 )
a2

where p is the com oving m om entum and m the mass. The Ham iltonian
depends explicitly on tthrough a (t), expressing the fact that the m om entum
is redshifted due to the coan ologicalexpansion . T he tra gctory ofthe particle

is
2 pd dt
x(Gp) = L E———— i P= constant : 3)
a® 2k B




For a m asskss particle, lke a photon, Eq. 3 becom es
ax=c: 4)

H ence the soeed ofphotons is an universalconstant, ¢, which doesnot depend
on the energy.

W hen Lorentz symm etry is broken this result ismodied. As long as a
theory of quantum graviy is not available, the high energy corrections to
the H am iltonian de ned in Eq. 2 cannot be calculated. Here we w illadopt a
phenom enological approach, assum ing that the H am iltonian at high energy is
an unknow n function ofthem om entum , which reduces at low energiesto Eq.
2. At sm all energies com pared to the symm etry breaking scak, E My,
a series expansion is applicable. W e w ill consider the rst order correction
to the LI theory.

W e considerm odelsw hich break boost Invariance but keep rotationaland
translational nvariance. Inspired by Eq. 2 we therefore postulate

5 !n!#1:2

H = m2c4+g 1+ Pe ; n= 1;2;:x: ¢ ®)
a? mpa

Note that given Eq. 7, there is som e arbitrariness in the choice of Eq. §
conceming the a * factor. W e believe that this choice is physically the best
m otivated because any p dependence should be redshifted due to the coan ic
expansion.

W e de ne the param eter as the ratio between the energy of the photon

and the P lanck energy,
pc

@ip) = : ©)
mpra
From Eqg.H we deduce the new trafectory of a particle
7 2 0 13
t & 1 m 2c*
x tp) ! gP° 414 > n "@l+n+ ———A5dt;
p 2 p?c?
t a2 m2ct+ EZ 2 m2ct + B
a
p = oonstant : (7)
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W e m ade a linear expansion w ith respect to since Eqg. § is only valid to

linear order. The linear approxin ation used In equation § rem ains vald for
< 1. Notice that In the 1im it when the symm etry breaking scale goes to

in nity, ! 1 ,werecoverEq.3 and the Lorentz symm etry is restored.



Them ain and striking di erence w ith respect to the LI theory isthat the
soeed of a m assless particle depends on its m om entum

ax=cl+ é(l-l- n) @mp" "): @)

2.1 T in e delay

B ecause of the energy dependence ofthe speed of Iight in Eq. §, two photons
em itted at the same tine from the sam e source wih mom enta p; and p,,
willreach Earth at tinesty and t, . The com oving distance traveled by both
photons is the sam e

X (t;p1) X (&rp2) ; ©)
L = tl + t:

R ew riting equation ] in temm s of the redshift and particularizing forphotons,
m = 0, one ocbtains
Z 1+ n dz

C
X (Z;p) = — 1+ o) T 0+ 2)" = ; (10)
Ho o 2 m L+ 2)3+

where the coan ological param eters H ;, n and are evaluated today {L4]
and we st ag = 1. Notice that

@p)= o) 0+ 2) ; opP) @ip) : 11)

When ! 1 ,Eq.'L) becomes the standard de nition of the cosm ological
distance, as it should.

Expanding Eq. 1§ ©r snall t, we cbtain the tine dely between two
photons w ith m om enta p; and p»,

q
n @+ 2P+ Tz 14 z)de
e & ; 12)
2Ho n m T 0 n (l+ Z)3_|_

1+ n

4
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where "= 0§ () §@).Fi.1 depictsthe tin e delay as a function of
the redshift and the m om entum of the photon.
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Figure 1: Cuxves of constant tin e delay as a tunction of the redshift of the
source and the energy of the photon. In allthe curvesn= 1and = 1.

2.2 N ewtonian approxin ation

It is instructive to com pare the form er resuls wih those obtained in the
N ew tonian approxin ation. For an all redshifts one can neglect the expansion
of the universe and suppose that energy of the photons is constant. The
delay between a low energy photon traveling at the standard speed of light
c and the a high energy photon traveling at the m odi ed speed of light v is

d d

t ;
C \4

13)

where v = dE =dp. In this approxin ation a linear relation between distance

and redshift holds c ”
d’ —p: . (14)

Hy m T

Hence the tim e delay is

l+n  z n n 15)
2H, = . + 0 )

Com paring Eq. 15 and Eqg. 12 we verify that the N ew tonian analysis agrees
to rst order w ith its relativistic counterpart, Eq. 12.



3 ODbservational D etection of Lorentz V iola—
tion

To obtain an experim entalbound on the sym m etry breaking scale ,we need
to com pare the delay produced by the m odi ed speed of light, Eq. 8, with
the tim e resolution of the cbserving telescope. For a sucoessfiil detection ofa
Lorentz violation, the delay has to be larger than the tinm e resolution of the
telescope:

tgel> Tres: @e)

3.1 Telescope tin e resolution

The tim e resolution of a telescope depends on two factors. The rst is the
Intrinsic detector m Inin al tim e resolution, t getectorr Which is typically of
order10°® 10%s. The second factor, t ., is nversely proportionalto the
photon detection rate which, in tum, depends on the detector e ective area
and on the lum inosity, spectrum and distance of the source,

s’ = : @7)

= AP EyiEp)
whereP (E,;E,) isthe photon peak ux in the energy band € 1;E,) and A
is the detector e ective area. The factor b takes into account the m Inin um
num ber of photons needed to resolve a peak. If the noise of the detector
is negligble, b is of order 5-10. In the follow ng exam ples we consider an
dealized detector w ith no noise and sst b= 6.
T he overall tin e resolution is given by

Thes = Max( t es; T aetector) : 8)

Thephoton ux dependson the energy intervaland therefore it is sensitive
to the spectrum oftheburst. A good phenom enological t forthe high energy
GRB photon soectrum is

N E)=R;E ; 19

where E is the energy In the rest fram e of the burst;'_l:, and N (E) hasunits of
photonskeV ' s! . This t isvalid for energies higher than E,, where E, is

1T he notation in this section is the Hllow ing: E denotes energies in the rest fram e of
the burst and E energiesm easured In the Earth fram e.



typically of order of a few hundred keV . In what follow s, we w ill take Eg
100 keV . For this spectrum the ux in the energy band E 1;E,) is

R, Z 5,0tz

1
p Fy)= — 1 E dE: 20
®1E2) = 5 d@)2 1+ z 5,042 €0

The factors (1 + z) in the lin its of the ntegral transform rest—fram e energies
Into Earth m easured energies, and there is an extra (1 + z) because of the
coan ological tim e dilation; d (z) is the cosm ological distance.
Let us Introduce the (isotropic equivalent) peak lum inosity in the GRB
rest fram e is Z
Lpeak = R E EdE: (21)

Eo
Combining Eq. 20 and Eq. 21 we obtain

4 d(z)? 11+ z) E¢

@2)
A 2 Lpeak E iL Ezl ’

Lrs=D

In the ollow Ing sections we w illalso need to estim ate the resolution from
the photon energy ux P (£ 1;E,) and from the lum nosity of the bursts.

U sing
R, Z 5,0tz

P E,;E,) = E EdJE; 23

E1iE2) 4 d@)2 1+ 2) £,0+2 ’ @)

the tim e resolution is cbtained by combining Eq. 2@, 2 and 23,

b 1 E?Z E
St S 24)
2

t s’ 1+ 2)
= AP EE,) 2 E

3.2 A bound on

Com paring Eq. 12 and 22 we nd that we can test sym m etry breaking scales
up to:
AH, 2 E, * n

2
— ", %L g —
8 b 10 Teeak E, E,’

Gn (2) ; (25)

w here all the redshift dependence is contained In the function G, (z) (rem em —
ber that L.,k is de ned in the rest fram e of the burst).
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Figure 2: G, (z) as a function ofthe redshift or = 2:5. For an all redshifts
G, (z) hastwo branches, the upper one corresponds to  t getector = 10 ¢ sand
the lower one corresponds to  t gepector = 10 ° s.

For distant bursts, the 1im iting resolution is determm ined by the photon

arrival rate and therefore s = ts. In this case, the function G, (z) is
given by:
4 z
n @+ 2z)3+ 20 1+ z)*dz
Gp (z) = 1+ n) P e
n ¥ 0 w0+ 2)3+
0 . 1,
z dz
¢« A @1+ z) 26)
0 n L+ z)3+

On the other hand, for nearby bursts t s is lin ited by the detector res-
olution. Fig. 2 depicts the behavior of G, (z). For small redshifts, G, (z)
Increases from zero up to am axinum valilewhere tgerector = tres. Gn (2) IS
shown in this regin e or t gerecor = 10 ¢ s (Upperbranch) and 10 ° s (ower
branch). For higher redshifts, t is dom inated by t 5. The function
G, (z) decreases then up to a m InInum and nally increases again at high
redshift (forn = 1 the growth begins at z > 5, which is too large to be
experim entally interesting). Asthe lin t on  is proportionalto G (z) the
best lin i is cbtained at am all redshifts, when t ,.s= t getector-
This isa non Intuiive result. O ne would expect that the best bound on
is obtained from photons arriving from bursts at very high redshifts, which
have signi cant larger delays than photons from nearby bursts. H owever the



distance also dilutes the photons decreasing the tin e resolution. M oreover,
due to the redshift ofthe energy, a xed energy band on E arth corresponds to
an Intrinsically higher energy band which ism ore scarce In photons. These
two combined e ects overcom e the in provem ent of the bound due to the
larger delay. Thus, to obtain the tightest bound it is preferabk to use low
redshift bursts. As it can be seen in Fig. 2, Iow redshif meanshere z < 1
(out this depends, of course, on the intrinsic detector resolution) . N ote that
we have not yet taken into acoount the possible attenuation ofthe interstellar
medim . This result ism erely based on geom etric considerations.

Let ustum our attention to the In uence ofthe energy range n which we
observe the burst. Ifwe cbserve photons in the interval €,;E,), " satis es

> — ; @27)
pl

and the energy dependence in Eq. 2§ is bounded by

|
E, !

E;

Eln+l 1

@8)
The exponent n+ 1 ispositive forn > 1. Theparameter can vary
between 16 < < 5 R3] (the ower lin it of 5 corresponds, how ever,
to bursts which do not have a high energy tail and are consequently not
Interesting for our purposes). For typical bursts 25, Forn 2 and

25 the exponent n + 1 is positive and therefore the best bound is
obtained by cbserving in the highest possible energy band. O n the contrary,
forn = 1 and 25 the exponent is negative and it is advantageous to
use the Iow energy bands. N ote that this analysis isbassd on the assum ption
that the spectrum is given by Eq. 19, which isvalid for energies higher than
Eq. W e should therefore always observe at energies higher than Ey.

Like the discussion about the optin al redshift, this is another non ntu—
itive result. C ontrary to what would be naively expected, we have shown that
the optin al energy range is not necessarily the highest one, but depends on
the m odel of sym m etry breaking and on the burst spectrum . These resuls
apply only for a given detector with a xed collecting area. O bservations
In a higher energy band m ight be advantageous under di erent conditions,
for instance, if they are m ade w ith a di erent telescope w ith a larger area.
F inally, coam ic attenuation sets an upper lin it on the energy range. W e
discuss this issue in the section 33.
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From Eqg. 28 is evident that the larger the ratio E ,=E ;, the better the
bound (proadening the energy band increases the number of photons and
consequently the telescope resolution); however, In order to avoid a large
Foread in the arrival tin es, the detected photons In each channel should
have com parable energies.

T he bound can be rew ritten as

1=n

L
N> E—k Ga@ 29)
where
n !#1:n
AH 2 E, !
- T3 202 LEZEM 1 2 (30)
mpl 1 El

W e have introduced the quantity L. = 63 8 ergs?!,which willbe usefiil
later on when dealing with lum inosity distrbutions. I Eg. 29 we have
explicitly ssparated the redshift and burst lum inosity and included all the
num erical values and telescope dependent quantities in the constant

! !
" 1=n 1= 1+ L 1 " 1m
1n 2 A " El n 1 E2

162 = —
1 2000 an ? M ev E;

@31)
W e see again that forn = 1 and > 2 going to high energies does not
In prove the bound.

T he order of m agnitude of achievable bounds for typical bursts obtained
nEqg. 29i10°% orn=1land3 16° orn= 2 (or = 25 i both
cases). This is in agream ent w ith actual lin its found for speci ¢ bursts in
the literature. E lliset al. f13]used a wavelet analysis to Jook for correlations
between redshift and spectral tim e lags between the arrival tin es of ares
at di erent energies, and obtained the boundsof ; > 56 16 and , >
24 16° ata 95% ofcon ance kevel. Subsequently this result was in proved
f14] by using a m ore com plkte data set of transient sources with a broad
Foread In redshifts to correct for ntrinsic tim e delays Wwe discuss intrinsic
delays in section §). A di erent approach was adopted by Boggs et al. [L7],
w ho considered a singlke and extrem ely bright burst, GRB 011206. Thisburst
yielded the boundsof ; > 0:015and , > 45 16% respectively.
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Figure 3: O ptical thickness of the Intergalactic m ediuim at 10 G &V

3.3 Cogmn ic attenuation

At energies of TeV and higher, the universe becom es opaque due to the
iInteraction of the gamm a ray photons w ith the background light to create
electron-positron pairs, ! e e . The cross section of this reaction is
m axin ized when the product ofthe energies of both photonsis  m.c?)?. A
photon 0of10 TeV w ill interact w ith an infrared photon, for instance, creating
an electron-positron pair.

Forn = 1 we are concemed w ith lower energies, from a few hundreds
keV to a fow M &V . A these energies we can safely neglect attenuation. Fig §
show s the optical thickness of the extragalactic m edium at 10 GeV RQ]. As
it can be seen, attenuation only becom es im portant at high redshift, z > 3.
C learly, it is safe to ignore this e ect at lower energies.

34 A quantitative exam ple : GRB 050603A

For an observed burst on Earth, we can skip Eq. 25 which depends on
quantities de ned in the rest fram e of theburst (L ok and Ey) and calculate
the bound directly from the ux on Earth. T he quantities usually m easured
aretheenergy uxP Eq;E;) (hergan ? s?) orthephoton uxP Eq;E,)
(in photonsan 2 s?).

GRB 0506037 is a very bright burst with m easured redshift z = 2:821
observed w ith two satellites : KonusW ind @rea 200 an?) and SwiftBAT
@rea 5200 an®). The tin e<ntegrated spectrum is well tted by a high

12



energy photon index = 2:15.Konusmeasured apeak uxof32 10 exy
an ? s! in the (20 keV, 3 M &V ) band. T hese values correspond to:

tes @0keV,3MeV) 5 10s
n=1| tga 0keV) 9 10= s
n= 2| tga 0keV) 5 =2 s

For the sam e burst Swift detected a peak ux of 31.8 photonsan ? s? in
the (15 keV, 350 keV ) band. This mm plies

t s (15 keV, 350 keV ) 4 10s
n=1| tga (15keV) 7 10= s
n=2| tga (15keV) 3 =2 s

Ifthe tin e delays at these low energy bands were not contam inated w ith in—
trinsic spectraldelays at the source, thisburst could have led to the follow Ing
lim its:

K onus Swift
n=1 > 0:02 > 02
n= 2 >3 1P >9 1V

The tin e resolution used 1 thisexampl, 4 10 s, is in fact below the
Iim iting tim e resolution of Swift, 0.1 m s. Swift resolution would have led to
a slightly weaker bound, ; > 0:07. Furthem ore, we have considered here
photons alltheway down to 15 keV (Swift) or20 keV K onus). Lin iting the
discussion to photons above 100 keV , orwhich Eq-£1:9 is accurate, would
have reduced the lin its further.

T he num bers obtained here are clearly idealized and should serve only as
an exam ple of what can be achieved. In order to set an experim entalbound,
we need to observe the burst n two di erent energy channels and com pare
the arrivaltin e in each one. An additionalproblem isposed by the observed
intrinsic delay in the em ission tin es of the photons at the source {13, 24]
which we discuss in section §.

13
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Figure 4: The lum nosity and the redshift needed to give abound of = 02
forn = 1. H igher bounds are obtained above the curve.

4 D istribution ofbursts

GRB 0506032 could have given a very powerfiilbound on . But how lkely
would it be to detect a burst yielding such a bound or a higher one ? From
the resuls of the previous sections, the m ore lum inous and closer the burst,
the stronger the bound. In this section we estin ate the probability of nding
such a burst, given an em pirical lum inosity and space distribution ofbursts.
To in prove a bound, (, we need to detect a burst w ith a lum inosity and

a redshift such that
L
T —G,=)> ¢ 32
T () 0 (32)

Eg. 32 de ne a region in the lum inosity and redshift spacephase (see F .
4) . The probability for such a burst to happen is given by the integral of the
probability of nding a burst over this region.

Let us introduce the localpeak lum inosity function, (), de ned asthe
fraction of GRBsw ith lum inosities in the interval logL and logL + dlogL,

can be approxin ated by [181:
; 33)
w here ¢ isa nom alization constant such that the integraloverthe lum inosity
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function equals the unity.
T here is a strong evidence that long GRB s follow the com oving star for-
mation rate (SFR), Rgrr (). Namely, Rgrp (z), the comoving GRB rate
satis esRgrp (2) / Rsrr (). W e em ploy the param etrization of P orciani et

al. |I9] Br the com oving SFR distrbution. From i we w rite
S

23exp (34z) n @+ 2z)3+
Rgre () = o 32 (34)
exp 34z) + 22 @+ z)
T he lum nosity function at redshift z is therefore (z;L)= o @L)Rgrs @).

Guetta et al. P5] used the BATSE peak ux distrbution, to estin ate the
param eters o, ; and ,.For longbursts they found two di erent ts:

1 2 1 , L (rgs?t) o Gpc? yr')
I 01 =2 30 50 63 b 018
IT 06 3 30 50 16 18 016

Short GRB s, which constitute about one quarter of the observed bursts, do
not ollow the SFR P6,27] and w ill not be discussed here.
T he probability of detecting a burst which sstsa bound >  is
Z z
R z) dV (z 1
N (> )= cre BV @) o, o L)dIogL; (35)
0 1+ z dz

where the factor (1 + z) ! accounts for the cosn ological tin e dilation and
V (z) is the com oving volum e. The factor isde ned as

o L
— vilnim (36)
"Gn (2)

= max

where L, i isthem inin al um inosity for a burst to be detected

1 E
1

2E; B

Lnw=4 d@)? 1+ z) 1\ 37)
L, in depends on the sensitivity of the telescope, N 4, which isthem inin al
photon ux necessary to trigger the instrum ent. W e considered forn = 1 an
idealized detector, D et. I, with an area of 5200 an 2 m aking observations in
the energy band (500keV ,2M &V ).Forn = 2,we focused on the forthcom ing
Soatial cbservatory G LA ST which willbe Jaunched In 2006. W e considered
the energy band (100 M &V, 1 GeV) where GLA ST is expected to have an
e ective area of 8000 an 2.
Integrating num erically Eq. 35 we nd
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Det. I G LAST
1 | rte burstsyr?!) 5 rate (pursts yr?)
GRB 021206 | 0.015 (74-69) 16 45 1062 94 -1238
0.05 ©8-31) 16 7 18 19-22
01 ©1-69) 18 10 @48-35) 16
05 @l1-13) 16 25 16t 50-24) 16
1.0 35-20) 16 5 16 (72-39) 16

The values in the rst row correspond to the bounds obtained from GRB

021206 {I7]. To estinate L, i, we assumed that the ideal detector, D et.
I, has a sensitivity of N in 1ph an? s!, which is comparable to the
sensitivities estin ated by Band R§] for several detectors in sin ilar energy
bands. For GLAST, we took N i, 4 19phan ? s!, which roughly
m eans that the detector is very quiet at these energies and a detection of 6
photons during the whole duration of the burst ( 3 m fnutes) is enough to
dentify i.

F inally we took into acoount the partial sky coverage of any realtelescope
to com pute the num ber of bursts observed per year. G LA ST opening anglke
will be 2 stereoradian; we used a sin ilar opening angle for our idealized
detector.

5 Com parison w ith other works

T he Idea ofusing GRB sto set experin entalbounds on a possible violation of
Lorentz symm etry was rst suggested by Am elino-Cam elia et al. §]. Later
on, several groups m ade use of it to explbre these lin its {13,117, 14]. The
current best bounds have been cbtained by Boggset al. 4] who used a very
bright burst, GRB 021206, to st a 1im it on the symm etry breaking scale.
The data consisted of light curves In six energy bands spanning 02 — 17
M &V . The redshift ofthisburst is not known, but an approxin ated redshift
ofz’ 03 was estin ated from the spectral and tem poral properties of the
burst (thism ethod involves, however, a very high uncertainty which can be
ashigh asa factor of2).

The observed uence of GRB 021206 is1:6 10 ergs an? at the energy
range of 25-100 kev R1]. ThisputsGRB 021206 as one ofthe m ost powerfill
bursts ever cbserved. GRB 021206 also show s a very atypical photon spec—
trum at the M €V range. Instead of decreasing w ith the energy follow ing a
power law with 25,tisalmost atfrom 1M &V up to 17M €V, nam ely
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0 (this nplies In particular that F Increaseswith  in these energies).
This atness allows to resolve a fast are and to detemm ine its peak time
and uncertainty in several bands. The analysis of the digpersion of these
peak tines yields to the lower bounds ; > 0015 and , > 5 186 [i7].
Applying our m ethod on the energy band 15350 keV using data from the
GRB 050603A , we obtained a theoretical upper Iim it to the lower bounds
of ;> 02and , > 9 16°. These numbers represent the best bounds
that could be obtained ifthe tin e resolution ofthe detector was high enough
( 5 10 s), the detector noise was negligible and we had at our disposal
the light curves In at least two energy channels.

O ur conclusions on the optin al redshift and energy band are based on a
power law spectrum E w ith 2. They arise from com paring the tim e
delay, which always increases w ith the energy, w ith the tin e resolution of
the telescope. Com paring both energy dependencies, we found in section 34
that forn = 1 and > 2 is better to observe at low energies. However if

< 2, like in GRB 021206 In the M &V range, this conclusion does not hold
and it is preferable to use the highest availabl energy band. In this case the
GLAST Large Area Telescope will be a very powerfill tool. Tt is expected
to be sensitive from 20 M €V to 300 G&V with a peak e ective area In the
range 1-10 G &V of8000 an ?. O bserving w ith G LA ST in energy bands below
10 GeV where cosn ic extinction is still negligble (sse g. 3) can inprove
dram atically our current bounds. At present little is known about GRB
amn ission at energies higher than 50 M €V and therefore it is not possible to
estin ate how comm on are burstswih < 2. Taking advantage of atypical
bursts to explore even higher energies is an exciting possibility to kesp in
m Ind, however at present it is di cult to design a strategy based only in
these bursts.

A salready m entioned, ourbound m ust be Interpreted as a theoreticalone,
ie. the highest bound that could be set, were the best conditions achieved.
W e already com m ented on the necessity of observing In at least two energy
channels and to take Into account the real tim e resolution of the detector.

An additional serious problem is the intrinsic Jack of sin ultaneiy in the
pulse an ission In the keV regine [[3, 24]. Soft em ission has a tin e dely
relative to high energy em ission P2]. W hile the reason forthisphenom enon is
not understood, an anticorrelation between the spectral evolution tim escale
and the peak lum inosity has been ound [I5]. There are two di erent ways
to dealw ith the intrinsic delay. The rst is to try to reduce it by choosing
very lum Inousbursts and cbserving In M €V or higher, where the delay, if still
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exists, seem sto be an aller. T he second approach isbased on the fact that the
delaysproduced by a violation of Lorentz sym m etry increase w ith the redshift
of the source, whereas Intrinsic tin e delays are lndependent of the redshift
of the source [[4]. Thus, a system atic com parison of a delays in a group of
bursts w ith known redshifts could enable us to distinguish between intrinsic
and redshift dependent delys. Usihg a sam ple of 35 bursts wih known
redshifts, Ellis et al. f[l4] established a Iower lmit of ; > 7 10 on the
symm etry breaking scale. These bounds are two orders of m agnitude lower
than ourtheoretical Iim its. Thisdi erence dem onstrates the in portance that
Intrinsic tim e delays, noise and the real instrum ental resolution can have.

6 Conclusions

Our goal was to explore the potential of GRBs to set bounds on Lorentz
violation and to nd optin altechniquesto do so. W em odi ed the dispersion
relation of photons by adding an extra temm proportional to the photon
mom entum to the powern + 2. W e have shown that n modelswih n= 1
it ispossible to explore energies which are close to the P lanck energy. W hen
n = 2, the energies explored are an aller, around 10’ Ge&V . These bounds
are dealized and they do not take Into account experim ental lin itations
or the Intrinsic tin estructure of the -ray em ission. They should serve as
theoretical estim ations of what can be achieved. The m ethodology we use
here can be used to design future optin al experim ents for cbserving this
e ect (or setting bounds on i).

W e have m odelled the burst high energy em ission w ith a power law soec—
trum E w ith 2. This tswellthe tim e Integrated em ission ofm ost of
the bursts. W e found two non intuitive results: (i) The optin al redshift to
set the strongest bound is lessthan 1. (i) Forn = 1, low energy, rather than
high energy em ission is preferred. Both results are counter-ntuiive since
the Lorentz violation delay increases w ith the distance and w ith the energy.
H owever, distance or cbservations at high energies Where the ux is lower)
dilute the photons reducing the tem poral resolution achieved on Earth. It
tums out that this is the dom nant e ect.

In themodels with n = 2, going to higher energies always in proves the
bounds. Here the situation will be rem arkably changed when the spatial
observatory G LA ST w illbecom e operational.

W e have also Investigated the probability of In proving the current exper-
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In entalbounds, given a phenom enological um nosity and space distribution
ofbursts. A swe are discussing idealized bounds, this probability should only
be trusted up to an order of m agnitude.
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