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A bstract

G am m a ray burstsare excellent candidates to constrain physical

m odelswhich break theLorentzsym m etry.W econsiderdeform ed dis-

persion relationswhich break boostinvarianceand lead to an energy-

dependent speed oflight. In these m odels,sim ultaneously em itted

photons from cosm ologicalsources reach Earth with a spectraltim e

delay that depends on the sym m etry breaking scale. W e estim ate

the possible bounds which can be obtained by com paring the spec-

traltim e delays with the tim e resolution ofavailable telescopes. W e

discussthebeststrategy to reach the strongestbounds.W e com pute

the probability ofdetecting burststhatim prove the currentbounds.

The results are encouraging,depending on the m odel,it is possible

to build a detectorthatwithin severalyearswillim prove the present

lim itsof0.015 m pl.

1 Introduction

One ofthe open questions ofhigh energy physics is how to unify gravity

with quantum physics.A lotofe�orthasbeen devoted to develop a theory

ofquantum gravity. This theory is likely to require a drastic m odi�cation

ofour current understanding ofthe space-tim e. At present there are two

form alm athem aticalapproaches : loop quantum gravity and superstring

theory. W hatever m ightbe the rightdescription ofthe space-tim e atvery

shortscales,there are som e likely physicalm anifestations. Ithasbeen sug-

gested,forinstance,thatsuch a theory would break whatwe believe to be

basicsym m etriesofnature.In [1,2],itwasshown thatEinstein Lagrangian
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allows for large 
uctuations ofthe m etric and the topology ofthe space-

tim e on scalesoforderofthe Planck length,creating a foam -like structure

at these scales. It has been proposed that the propagation ofparticles in

a foam y space-tim e is strongly a�ected on short scales. The m edium re-

spondsdi�erently depending on the energy ofthe particle,in analogy with

thepropagation through a conventionalelectrom agneticplasm a [3,4].Thus

space-tim em ightexhibita non-trivialdispersion relation in vacuum ,violat-

ing thereforeLorentzinvariance.

There are m any di�erent ways ofbreaking Lorentz sym m etry;a back-

ground tensor�eld,like a m agnetic �eld,breaksthe vacuum rotationalin-

variance,forinstance.However,ithasbeen shown thatthereare46di�erent

waysin which thestandard m odelLagrangian can bem odi�ed whilerem ain-

ing renorm alizable,invariantunderSU(3)� SU(2)� U(1)and rotationally

and translationally invariantin a preferred fram e [5]. Am ong othere�ects,

theseterm scausethevelocity oflighttodi�erfrom them axim um attainable

velocity ofa particle,therefore changing the kinem atics ofparticle decays.

M odifying the dispersion relations ofphotons and electrons allows fornew

QED vertex interactionslike photon splitting in vacuum ,vacuum �Cerenkov

e�ectforelectrons,photon decay,electron-positron annihilation to a single

photon,etc.[6,7].

In thiswork we consideronly rotationally invariantdeform ationsofthe

photon dispersion relation which producean energy-dependentspeed oflight.

Ifthis e�ect is present in nature,it has to be absent below som e energy

scale,�m pl,(wherem plisthePlanck energy and � adim ensionlessconstant),

high enough to have been undetected so far. Traditionally this energy is

believed to be the Planck energy which,at �rst,seem s to m ake hopeless

any experim entalattem ptto testthese m odels.However,in 1997 Am elino-

Cam elia etal. [8]suggested thatsuch m odelscan be explored by studying

thepropagation ofphotonsem itted from a distancesourcelikea gam m a ray

burst (GRB) GRBs are short and intense pulses ofsoft gam m a rays that

arrive from cosm ologicaldistances from random directionsin the sky. The

bursts last from a fraction ofa second to severalhundred seconds. M ost

GRBsare narrowly beam ed with typicalenergiesaround 1051 ergs,m aking

them com parableto supernovae(fora recentreview see[9,10]).Becauseof

the large distancestraveled by the photons,these burstsare valuable tools

to exploreenergiesfarbeyond thereach ofany laboratory on Earth.

Ifone considersphotonswith energiesm uch sm allerthan the sym m etry

breaking scale,itispossible to expand the dispersion relation in powersof
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E =�m pl. The �rst correction produces a tiny departure from the Lorentz

invariant(LI)equationsand we expectthatthe low energy lim itofthe de-

form ed dispersion relation can bewritten generically as:

E
2 � p

2
c
2 ’ �E

2

 
E

�m pl

! n

; (1)

where� = � 1 takesinto accountthepossibility ofhaving eitherinfralum inal

orsuperlum inalm otion,thelatterappearinginsom em odelsofquantum loop

gravity [11,12].Photonssim ultaneously em itted from a GRB with di�erent

energies willtravelatdi�erent speeds,and therefore willshow on Earth a

tim e delay. The goalofthispaperisto explore these high energy Lorentz

violation m odelsby studying such tim e delays.W e analyze thepotentialof

detecting observationalconsequences ofa m odi�ed dispersion relation like

Eq.1.

Thepaperisorganizedasfollows;in section 2wereview cosm ologicalpho-

ton propagation in the LItheory and show how these results are m odi�ed

when a non LIterm isintroduced. W e com pute the traveltim e ofcosm o-

logicalphotonsand,asa check,com pareitwith thetraveltim eobtained in

theNewtonian approxim ation.In section 3 weturn to theobservationsand

show how such m odelscan betested using GRB observations.W e com pare

ourm ethod with previousworksin section 5 and �nally conclude in section

6.

2 Propagation ofthe photons

W econsider�rstthepropagation ofa particlein a FRW universe,described

by the m etric ds2 = � c2dt2 + a(t)2d~x2. The Ham iltonian ofa relativistic

particleis

H =

s

m 2c4 +
p2c2

a2
; (2)

where p is the com oving m om entum and m the m ass. The Ham iltonian

dependsexplicitly on tthrough a(t),expressing thefactthatthem om entum

isredshifted duetothecosm ologicalexpansion.Thetrajectoryoftheparticle

is

x(t;p)=

Z
pc2

a2

dt
q

m 2c4 + p2 c2

a2

; p= constant: (3)
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Fora m asslessparticle,likea photon,Eq.3 becom es

a _x = c: (4)

Hencethespeed ofphotonsisanuniversalconstant,c,which doesnotdepend

on theenergy.

W hen Lorentz sym m etry isbroken thisresultism odi�ed. Aslong asa

theory ofquantum gravity is not available,the high energy corrections to

theHam iltonian de�ned in Eq.2 cannotbecalculated.Herewewilladopta

phenom enologicalapproach,assum ingthattheHam iltonian athigh energyis

an unknown function ofthem om entum ,which reducesatlow energiestoEq.

2.Atsm allenergiescom pared to the sym m etry breaking scale,E � �m pl,

a series expansion isapplicable. W e willconsiderthe �rstordercorrection

to theLItheory.

W econsiderm odelswhich breakboostinvariancebutkeep rotationaland

translationalinvariance.Inspired by Eq.2 wethereforepostulate

H =

"

m
2
c
4 +

p2c2

a2

 

1+

 
pc

�m pla

! n! #1=2

; n = 1;2;::: : (5)

Note that given Eq. 1 there is som e arbitrariness in the choice ofEq. 5

concerning thea�n factor.W ebelieve thatthischoiceisphysically thebest

m otivated becauseany p dependenceshould beredshifted dueto thecosm ic

expansion.

W ede�netheparam eter� astheratio between theenergy ofthephoton

and thePlanck energy,

�(a;p)=
pc

m pla
: (6)

From Eq.5 wededucethenew trajectory ofa particle

x(t;p) ’

Z
t

ti

pc2

a2
q

m 2c4 +
p2c2

a2

2

41+
1

2
�
n
�
�n

0

@ 1+ n +
m 2c4

m 2c4 +
p2c2

a2

1

A

3

5 dt;

p = constant: (7)

W e m ade a linearexpansion with respectto �n since Eq. 5 isonly valid to

linearorder.The linearapproxim ation used in equation 5 rem ainsvalid for

� < 1. Notice thatin the lim itwhen the sym m etry breaking scale goesto

in�nity,� ! 1 ,werecoverEq.3 and theLorentzsym m etry isrestored.
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Them ain and striking di�erencewith respecttotheLItheory isthatthe

speed ofa m asslessparticledependson itsm om entum

a _x = c(1+
1

2
(1+ n)�(a;p)n ��n ): (8)

2.1 T im e delay

Becauseoftheenergy dependenceofthespeed oflightin Eq.8,twophotons

em itted at the sam e tim e from the sam e source with m om enta p1 and p2,

willreach Earth attim est1 and t2.Thecom oving distancetraveled by both

photonsisthesam e

x(t1;p1) = x(t2;p2); (9)

t2 = t1 + �t:

Rewritingequation 7in term softheredshiftand particularizingforphotons,

m = 0,oneobtains

x(z;p)=
c

H 0

Z z

0

�

1+
1+ n

2
�0(p)

n
�
�n (1+ z)n

�
dz

q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

; (10)

wherethecosm ologicalparam etersH 0,
m and 
� areevaluated today [16]

and weseta0 = 1.Noticethat

�(a;p)= �0(p)(1+ z) ; �0(p)� �(a0;p): (11)

W hen � ! 1 ,Eq. 10 becom esthe standard de�nition ofthe cosm ological

distance,asitshould.

Expanding Eq. 9 for sm all�t,we obtain the tim e delay between two

photonswith m om enta p1 and p2,

�tdel’
1+ n

2H 0�
n
�� n

q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

p

m + 
�

Z z

0

(1+ z)ndz
q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

; (12)

where�� n = �n
0
(p2)� �n

0
(p1).Fig.1 depictsthetim edelay asa function of

theredshiftand them om entum ofthephoton.

5



1 2 3 4 5

-6

-4

-2

2

4

6

z

log E (GeV)

10�3 s
10�2 s

0.1 s

1 s

10 s

Figure1:Curvesofconstanttim e delay asa tunction ofthe redshiftofthe

sourceand theenergy ofthephoton.In allthecurvesn = 1 and � = 1.

2.2 N ew tonian approxim ation

It is instructive to com pare the form er results with those obtained in the

Newtonian approxim ation.Forsm allredshiftsonecan neglecttheexpansion

ofthe universe and suppose that energy ofthe photons is constant. The

delay between a low energy photon traveling atthe standard speed oflight

cand thea high energy photon traveling atthem odi�ed speed oflightv is

�t�
d

c
�
d

v
; (13)

where v = dE =dp.In thisapproxim ation a linearrelation between distance

and redshiftholds

d ’
c

H 0

z
p

m + 
�

: (14)

Hencethetim edelay is

�t�
1+ n

2H 0

z
p

m + 
�

�
n
0
�
�n

: (15)

Com paring Eq.15 and Eq.12 weverify thattheNewtonian analysisagrees

to �rstorderwith itsrelativisticcounterpart,Eq.12.
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3 O bservationalD etection of Lorentz V iola-

tion

Toobtain an experim entalbound on thesym m etry breakingscale�,weneed

to com pare the delay produced by the m odi�ed speed oflight,Eq. 8,with

thetim eresolution oftheobserving telescope.Forasuccessfuldetection ofa

Lorentzviolation,thedelay hasto belargerthan thetim eresolution ofthe

telescope:

�tdel> �tres : (16)

3.1 Telescope tim e resolution

The tim e resolution ofa telescope dependson two factors. The �rstisthe

intrinsic detector m inim altim e resolution,�tdetector,which is typically of

order10�3 � 10�4 s.Thesecond factor,�tres,isinversely proportionalto the

photon detection ratewhich,in turn,dependson thedetectore�ective area

and on thelum inosity,spectrum and distanceofthesource,

�tres ’
b

A P
(E 1;E 2)
: (17)

whereP
(E 1;E 2)isthephoton peak 
ux in theenergy band (E 1;E 2)and A

isthe detectore�ective area. The factorbtakesinto accountthe m inim um

num ber ofphotons needed to resolve a peak. Ifthe noise ofthe detector

is negligible,b is oforder 5-10. In the following exam ples we consider an

idealized detectorwith no noiseand setb= 6.

Theoveralltim eresolution isgiven by

~�tres = m ax(�tres;�tdetector): (18)

Thephoton
uxdependsontheenergyintervalandthereforeitissensitive

tothespectrum oftheburst.A goodphenom enological�tforthehigh energy

GRB photon spectrum is

N (E)= R 1E
��

; (19)

whereE istheenergy in therestfram eoftheburst1,and N (E)hasunitsof

photonskeV �1 s�1 .This�tisvalid forenergieshigherthan E0,where E0 is

1The notation in thissection isthe following:E denotesenergiesin the restfram e of

the burstand E energiesm easured in the Earth fram e.
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typically oforderofa few hundred keV.In whatfollows,we willtake E0 �

100 keV.Forthisspectrum the
ux in theenergy band (E 1;E 2)is

P
(E 1;E 2)=
1

4�d(z)2

R 1

1+ z

Z E 2(1+ z)

E 1(1+ z)

E�� dE: (20)

Thefactors(1+ z)in thelim itsoftheintegraltransform rest-fram eenergies

into Earth m easured energies,and there isan extra (1+ z)because ofthe

cosm ologicaltim edilation;d(z)isthecosm ologicaldistance.

Letusintroduce the (isotropic equivalent)peak lum inosity in the GRB

restfram eis

Lpeak = R 1

Z
1

E0

E�� E dE: (21)

Com bining Eq.20 and Eq.21 weobtain

�tres = b
4�d(z)2

A

� � 1

� � 2

(1+ z)�

Lpeak

E
2��

0

E
1��

1 � E
1��

2

; (22)

In thefollowing sectionswewillalsoneed toestim atetheresolution from

the photon energy 
ux P(E 1;E 2) and from the lum inosity ofthe bursts.

Using

P(E 1;E 2)=
R 1

4�d(z)2(1+ z)

Z E 2(1+ z)

E 1(1+ z)

E�� E dE ; (23)

thetim eresolution isobtained by com bining Eq.20,22 and 23,

�tres ’
b

A P(E 1;E 2)

� � 1

� � 2
(1+ z)

E
2��

2 � E
2��

1

E
1��

2 � E
1��

1

: (24)

3.2 A bound on �

Com paringEq.12and 22we�nd thatwecan testsym m etry breakingscales

up to:

�
n
<

AH 0

8�bc2

� � 2

� � 1
E
��2

0 Lpeak

 

1�

�
E 2

E 1

�1��
!

�� n

E
��1

1

Gn(z); (25)

wherealltheredshiftdependenceiscontained in thefunction Gn(z)(rem em -

berthatLpeak isde�ned in therestfram eoftheburst).
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Figure2:Gn(z)asa function oftheredshiftfor� = 2:5.Forsm allredshifts

Gn(z)hastwobranches,theupperonecorrespondsto�tdetector = 10�4 sand

theloweronecorrespondsto �tdetector = 10�3 s.

Fordistant bursts,the lim iting resolution is determ ined by the photon

arrivalrate and therefore ~�tres = �tres. In thiscase,the function Gn(z)is

given by:

Gn(z) = (1+ n)

q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

p

m + 
�

Z
z0

0

(1+ z)ndz
q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

�

0

@

Z z

0

dz
q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

1

A

�2

(1+ z)�� : (26)

On the other hand,for nearby bursts ~�tres is lim ited by the detector res-

olution. Fig. 2 depicts the behavior ofGn(z). For sm allredshifts,Gn(z)

increasesfrom zeroup toam axim um valuewhere�tdetector = �tres.Gn(z)is

shown in thisregim efor�tdetector = 10�4 s(upperbranch)and 10�3 s(lower

branch). For higher redshifts, ~�tres is dom inated by �tres. The function

Gn(z) decreases then up to a m inim um and �nally increases again at high

redshift (for n = 1 the growth begins at z > 5,which is too large to be

experim entally interesting).Asthelim iton � isproportionalto G1=nn (z)the

bestlim itisobtained atsm allredshifts,when �tres = �tdetector.

Thisisa non intuitive result.Onewould expectthatthebestbound on

� isobtained from photonsarriving from burstsatvery high redshifts,which

havesigni�cantlargerdelaysthan photonsfrom nearby bursts.Howeverthe
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distance also dilutesthe photonsdecreasing the tim e resolution. M oreover,

duetotheredshiftoftheenergy,a�xed energyband on Earth correspondsto

an intrinsically higherenergy band which ism ore scarce in photons. These

two com bined e�ects overcom e the im provem ent ofthe bound due to the

largerdelay. Thus,to obtain the tightestbound itis preferable to use low

redshiftbursts. Asitcan be seen in Fig. 2,low redshiftm eanshere z < 1

(butthisdepends,ofcourse,on theintrinsicdetectorresolution).Notethat

wehavenotyettaken intoaccountthepossibleattenuation oftheinterstellar

m edium .Thisresultism erely based on geom etricconsiderations.

Letusturn ourattention tothein
uenceoftheenergy rangein which we

observetheburst.Ifweobservephotonsin theinterval(E 1;E 2),�
n satis�es

�
n
>

 
E 1

m pl

! n

; (27)

and theenergy dependence in Eq.25 isbounded by

E
n+ 1��

1

 

1�

�
E 2

E 1

�1��
!

: (28)

Theexponentn+ 1� � ispositiveforn > � � 1.Theparam eter� can vary

between 1:6 < � < 5 [23](the lower lim it of� � 5 corresponds,however,

to bursts which do not have a high energy tailand are consequently not

interesting for our purposes). For typicalbursts � � 2:5. For n � 2 and

� � 2:5 the exponentn + 1� � ispositive and therefore the bestbound is

obtained by observing in thehighestpossibleenergy band.On thecontrary,

forn = 1 and � � 2:5 the exponent is negative and it is advantageous to

usethelow energy bands.Notethatthisanalysisisbased on theassum ption

thatthespectrum isgiven by Eq.19,which isvalid forenergieshigherthan

E0.W eshould thereforealwaysobserveatenergieshigherthan E0.

Like the discussion aboutthe optim alredshift,thisisanothernon intu-

itiveresult.Contrarytowhatwould benaivelyexpected,wehaveshown that

theoptim alenergy rangeisnotnecessarily thehighestone,butdependson

the m odelofsym m etry breaking and on the burstspectrum . These results

apply only for a given detector with a �xed collecting area. Observations

in a higherenergy band m ightbe advantageousunderdi�erentconditions,

forinstance,ifthey are m ade with a di�erenttelescope with a largerarea.

Finally,cosm ic attenuation sets an upper lim it on the energy range. W e

discussthisissuein thesection 3.3.
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From Eq. 28 isevident thatthe largerthe ratio E 2=E 1,the betterthe

bound (broadening the energy band increases the num ber ofphotons and

consequently the telescope resolution); however,in order to avoid a large

spread in the arrivaltim es, the detected photons in each channelshould

havecom parableenergies.

Thebound can berewritten as

�n > �

�
Lpeak

L�

Gn(z)

�1=n

; (29)

where

� =

"
AH 0

8�bm n
plc

2

� � 2

� � 1
L�E

��2

0 E
n+ 1��

1

 

1�

�
E 2

E 1

�1��
! #1=n

: (30)

W ehaveintroduced thequantity L� = 6:3� 1051 erg s�1 ,which willbeuseful

later on when dealing with lum inosity distributions. In Eq. 29 we have

explicitly separated the redshift and burst lum inosity and included allthe

num ericalvaluesand telescopedependentquantitiesin theconstant�,

� � 1022
1� n� �

n

 
� � 2

� � 1

! 1=n �
A

2000 cm 2

�1=n �
E 1

M eV

�1+ 1� �

n

 

1�

�
E 2

E 1

�1��
! 1=n

:

(31)

W e see again that for n = 1 and � > 2 going to high energies does not

im provethebound.

Theorderofm agnitudeofachievableboundsfortypicalburstsobtained

in Eq. 29 is 10�3 for n = 1 and 3� 10�13 for n = 2 (for � = 2:5 in both

cases). This is in agreem ent with actuallim its found forspeci�c bursts in

theliterature.Ellisetal.[13]used awaveletanalysistolook forcorrelations

between redshift and spectraltim e lags between the arrivaltim es of
ares

atdi�erent energies,and obtained the bounds of�1 > 5:6� 10�4 and �2 >

2:4� 10�13 ata95% ofcon�ancelevel.Subsequently thisresultwasim proved

[14]by using a m ore com plete data set oftransient sources with a broad

spread in redshifts to correct forintrinsic tim e delays (we discuss intrinsic

delaysin section 5).A di�erentapproach wasadopted by Boggsetal.[17],

whoconsidered asingleand extrem ely brightburst,GRB 011206.Thisburst

yielded theboundsof�1 > 0:015 and �2 > 4:5� 10�12 respectively.
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Figure3:Opticalthicknessoftheintergalacticm edium at10 GeV

3.3 C osm ic attenuation

At energies ofTeV and higher, the universe becom es opaque due to the

interaction ofthe gam m a ray photons with the background light to create

electron-positron pairs,

 ! e� e+ . The cross section ofthis reaction is

m axim ized when theproductoftheenergiesofboth photonsis� (mec
2)2.A

photon of10TeV willinteractwith an infrared photon,forinstance,creating

an electron-positron pair.

For n = 1 we are concerned with lower energies,from a few hundreds

keV to a few M eV.A theseenergieswecan safely neglectattenuation.Fig 3

showstheopticalthicknessoftheextragalacticm edium at10 GeV [20].As

itcan be seen,attenuation only becom esim portantathigh redshift,z > 3.

Clearly,itissafeto ignorethise�ectatlowerenergies.

3.4 A quantitative exam ple : G R B 050603A

For an observed burst on Earth, we can skip Eq. 25 which depends on

quantitiesde�ned in therestfram eoftheburst(L peak and E0)and calculate

thebound directly from the
ux on Earth.Thequantitiesusually m easured

aretheenergy 
ux P(E 1;E 2)(in ergcm
�2 s�1 )orthephoton 
ux P
(E 1;E 2)

(in photonscm �2 s�1 ).

GRB 050603A isa very bright burst with m easured redshift z = 2:821

observed with two satellites:Konus-W ind (area � 200 cm2)and Swift-BAT

(area � 5200 cm2). The tim e-integrated spectrum is well�tted by a high

12



energy photon index � = 2:15.Konusm easured a peak 
ux of3:2� 10�5 erg

cm �2 s�1 in the(20 keV,3 M eV)band.Thesevaluescorrespond to:

�tres (20 keV,3 M eV) � 5� 10�4 s

n = 1 �tdel (20 keV) � 9� 10�6 =� s

n = 2 �tdel (20 keV) � 5� 10�29 =�2 s

Forthe sam e burstSwiftdetected a peak 
ux of31.8 photonscm �2 s�1 in

the(15 keV,350 keV)band.Thisim plies

�tres (15 keV,350 keV) � 4� 10�5 s

n = 1 �tdel (15 keV) � 7� 10�6 =� s

n = 2 �tdel (15 keV) � 3� 10�29 =�2 s

Ifthetim edelaysattheselow energy bandswerenotcontam inated with in-

trinsicspectraldelaysatthesource,thisburstcould haveled tothefollowing

lim its:

Konus Swift

n = 1 � > 0:02 � > 0:2

n = 2 � > 3� 10�13 � > 9� 10�13

The tim e resolution used in thisexam ple,4� 10�5 s,isin factbelow the

lim iting tim e resolution ofSwift,0.1 m s.Swiftresolution would have led to

a slightly weaker bound,�1 > 0:07. Furtherm ore,we have considered here

photonsalltheway down to 15keV (Swift)or20keV (Konus).Lim iting the

discussion to photonsabove� 100 keV,forwhich Eq.19 isaccurate,would

havereduced thelim itsfurther.

Thenum bersobtained hereareclearly idealized and should serveonly as

an exam pleofwhatcan beachieved.In orderto setan experim entalbound,

we need to observe the burstin two di�erentenergy channelsand com pare

thearrivaltim ein each one.An additionalproblem isposed by theobserved

intrinsic delay in the em ission tim es ofthe photons at the source [13,24]

which wediscussin section 5.
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Figure4:Thelum inosity and theredshiftneeded togiveabound of�0 = 0:2

forn = 1.Higherboundsareobtained abovethecurve.

4 D istribution ofbursts

GRB 050603A could havegiven a very powerfulbound on �.Buthow likely

would itbeto detecta burstyielding such a bound ora higherone? From

theresultsoftheprevioussections,them orelum inousand closertheburst,

thestrongerthebound.In thissection weestim atetheprobability of�nding

such a burst,given an em piricallum inosity and spacedistribution ofbursts.

To im provea bound,�0,weneed to detecta burstwith a lum inosity and

a redshiftsuch that

�
n L

L�

Gn(z)> �
n
0
: (32)

Eq. 32 de�ne a region in the lum inosity and redshiftspace-phase (see Fig.

4).Theprobability forsuch a burstto happen isgiven by theintegralofthe

probability of�nding a burstoverthisregion.

Letusintroducethelocalpeak lum inosity function,�0(L),de�ned asthe

fraction ofGRBswith lum inositiesin the intervallogL and logL + dlogL,

can beapproxim ated by [18]:

�0(L)= c0

(
(L=L�)

�1 L�=� 1 < L < L�

(L=L�)
�2 L� < L < � 2L�

; (33)

wherec0 isanorm alizationconstantsuch thattheintegraloverthelum inosity
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function equalstheunity.

Thereisa strong evidence thatlong GRBsfollow thecom oving starfor-

m ation rate (SFR),R SF R(z). Nam ely,R G R B (z),the com oving GRB rate

satis�esR G R B (z)/ R SF R(z).W eem ploy theparam etrization ofPorcianiet

al.[19]forthecom oving SFR distribution.From itwewrite

R G R B (z)= �0
23exp(3:4z)

exp(3:4z)+ 22

q


m (1+ z)3 + 
�

(1+ z)3=2
: (34)

Thelum inosity function atredshiftz istherefore�(z;L)= � 0(L)R G R B (z).

Guetta etal. [25]used the BATSE peak 
ux distribution,to estim ate the

param eters�0,�1 and �2.Forlong burststhey found two di�erent�ts:

�1 �2 � 1 � 2 L� (erg s
�1 ) �0 (Gpc

�3 yr�1 )

I -0.1 -2 30 50 6:3� 1051 0.18

II -0.6 -3 30 50 1:6� 1052 0.16

ShortGRBs,which constitute aboutonequarteroftheobserved bursts,do

notfollow theSFR [26,27]and willnotbediscussed here.

Theprobability ofdetecting a burstwhich setsa bound � > �0 is

N (� > �0)=

Z
1

0

R G R B (z)

1+ z

dV (z)

dz
dz

Z
1

�

�0(L)dlogL; (35)

where the factor(1+ z)�1 accounts forthe cosm ologicaltim e dilation and

V (z)isthecom oving volum e.Thefactor� isde�ned as

�= m ax

 
�n
0
L�

�nGn(z)
;Lm in

!

; (36)

whereLm in isthem inim allum inosity fora burstto bedetected

Lm in = 4�d(z)2(1+ z)�
� � 1

� � 2

E
2��

0

E
1��

1 � E
1��

2

N m in: (37)

Lm in dependson thesensitivity ofthetelescope,N m in,which isthem inim al

photon 
ux necessary to triggertheinstrum ent.W econsidered forn = 1 an

idealized detector,Det.I,with an area of5200 cm 2 m aking observationsin

theenergyband (500keV,2M eV).Forn = 2,wefocused on theforthcom ing

spatialobservatory GLAST which willbe launched in 2006.W e considered

the energy band (100 M eV,1 GeV)where GLAST is expected to have an

e�ectivearea of8000 cm 2.

Integrating num erically Eq.35 we�nd
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D et. I G LA ST

�1 rate(burstsyr�1 ) �2 rate(burstsyr�1 )

G R B 021206 0.015 (7.4 -6.9)� 10�1 4:5 � 10�12 9.4 -12.8

0.05 (2.8 -3.1)� 10�1 7� 10�12 1.9 -2.2

0.1 (9.1 -6.9)� 10�2 10�11 (4.8 -3.5)� 10�1

0.5 (2.1 -1.3)� 10�3 2:5� 10�11 (5.0 -2.4)� 10�3

1.0 (3.5 -2.0)� 10�4 5� 10�11 (7.2 -3.9)� 10�5

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

021206 [17]. To estim ate Lm in,we assum ed that the idealdetector,Det.

I,has a sensitivity ofN m in � 1 ph cm�2 s�1 ,which is com parable to the

sensitivities estim ated by Band [28]for severaldetectors in sim ilar energy

bands. ForGLAST,we took N m in � 4� 10�6 ph cm �2 s�1 ,which roughly

m eansthatthe detectorisvery quietatthese energiesand a detection of6

photonsduring the whole duration ofthe burst(� 3 m inutes)isenough to

identify it.

Finallywetookintoaccountthepartialsky coverageofanyrealtelescope

to com pute the num berofburstsobserved peryear.GLAST opening angle

willbe � 2 stereoradian;we used a sim ilaropening angle forouridealized

detector.

5 C om parison w ith other w orks

TheideaofusingGRBstosetexperim entalboundson apossibleviolation of

Lorentz sym m etry was�rstsuggested by Am elino-Cam elia etal.[8]. Later

on,severalgroups m ade use ofit to explore these lim its [13,17,14]. The

currentbestboundshavebeen obtained by Boggsetal.[17]who used avery

bright burst,GRB 021206,to set a lim it on the sym m etry breaking scale.

The data consisted oflight curves in six energy bands spanning 0.2 - 17

M eV.Theredshiftofthisburstisnotknown,butan approxim ated redshift

ofz ’ 0:3 wasestim ated from the spectraland tem poralpropertiesofthe

burst(thism ethod involves,however,a very high uncertainty which can be

ashigh asa factorof2).

Theobserved 
uenceofGRB 021206 is1:6� 10�4 ergscm 2 attheenergy

rangeof25-100kev [21].ThisputsGRB 021206asoneofthem ostpowerful

burstseverobserved. GRB 021206 also showsa very atypicalphoton spec-

trum atthe M eV range. Instead ofdecreasing with the energy following a

powerlaw with � � 2:5,itisalm ost
atfrom 1 M eV up to 17 M eV,nam ely
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� � 0 (thisim pliesin particularthatF� increaseswith � in theseenergies).

This 
atness allows to resolve a fast 
are and to determ ine its peak tim e

and uncertainty in severalbands. The analysis ofthe dispersion ofthese

peak tim es yields to the lower bounds �1 > 0:015 and �2 > 5� 10�12 [17].

Applying ourm ethod on the energy band 15-350 keV using data from the

GRB 050603A,we obtained a theoreticalupper lim it to the lower bounds

of�1 > 0:2 and �2 > 9� 10�13 . These num bers represent the best bounds

thatcould beobtained ifthetim eresolution ofthedetectorwashigh enough

(� 5� 10�5 s),the detectornoise wasnegligible and we had atourdisposal

thelightcurvesin atleasttwo energy channels.

Ourconclusionson theoptim alredshiftand energy band arebased on a

powerlaw spectrum E �� with � � 2. They arise from com paring the tim e

delay,which always increases with the energy,with the tim e resolution of

thetelescope.Com paring both energy dependencies,wefound in section 3.2

thatforn = 1 and � > 2 isbetter to observe atlow energies. However if

� < 2,like in GRB 021206 in theM eV range,thisconclusion doesnothold

and itispreferableto usethehighestavailableenergy band.In thiscasethe

GLAST Large Area Telescope willbe a very powerfultool. Itis expected

to be sensitive from 20 M eV to 300 GeV with a peak e�ective area in the

range1-10GeV of8000cm 2.Observing with GLAST in energy bandsbelow

10 GeV where cosm ic extinction is stillnegligible (see �g. 3)can im prove

dram atically our current bounds. At present little is known about GRB

em ission atenergieshigherthan 50 M eV and therefore itisnotpossible to

estim ate how com m on are burstswith � < 2.Taking advantage ofatypical

bursts to explore even higher energies is an exciting possibility to keep in

m ind,however at present it is di�cult to design a strategy based only in

thesebursts.

Asalreadym entioned,ourboundm ustbeinterpreted asatheoreticalone,

i.e.thehighestbound thatcould beset,were thebestconditionsachieved.

W e already com m ented on the necessity ofobserving in atleasttwo energy

channelsand to takeinto accounttherealtim eresolution ofthedetector.

An additionalseriousproblem istheintrinsic lack ofsim ultaneity in the

pulse em ission in the keV regim e [13,24]. Soft em ission has a tim e delay

relativetohigh energyem ission [22].W hilethereason forthisphenom enon is

notunderstood,an anti-correlation between thespectralevolution tim escale

and the peak lum inosity hasbeen found [15]. There are two di�erentways

to dealwith the intrinsic delay. The �rstisto try to reduce itby choosing

very lum inousburstsand observingin M eV orhigher,wherethedelay,ifstill
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exists,seem stobesm aller.Thesecond approach isbased on thefactthatthe

delaysproduced byaviolationofLorentzsym m etryincreasewiththeredshift

ofthe source,whereasintrinsic tim e delaysare independent ofthe redshift

ofthe source [14]. Thus,a system atic com parison ofa delaysin a group of

burstswith known redshiftscould enableusto distinguish between intrinsic

and redshift dependent delays. Using a sam ple of35 bursts with known

redshifts,Ellis et al. [14]established a lower lim it of�1 > 7� 10�4 on the

sym m etry breaking scale. These boundsare two ordersofm agnitude lower

than ourtheoreticallim its.Thisdi�erencedem onstratestheim portancethat

intrinsictim edelays,noiseand therealinstrum entalresolution can have.

6 C onclusions

Our goalwas to explore the potentialofGRBs to set bounds on Lorentz

violation and to�nd optim altechniquestodoso.W em odi�ed thedispersion

relation of photons by adding an extra term proportionalto the photon

m om entum to the powern + 2. W e have shown thatin m odelswith n = 1

itispossibleto exploreenergieswhich arecloseto thePlanck energy.W hen

n = 2,the energies explored are sm aller,around 107 GeV.These bounds

are idealized and they do not take into account experim entallim itations

orthe intrinsic tim e-structure ofthe 
-ray em ission. They should serve as

theoreticalestim ations ofwhatcan be achieved. The m ethodology we use

here can be used to design future optim alexperim ents for observing this

e�ect(orsetting boundson it).

W ehavem odelled thebursthigh energy em ission with a powerlaw spec-

trum E �� with � � 2.This�tswellthetim eintegrated em ission ofm ostof

the bursts. W e found two non intuitive results: (i)The optim alredshiftto

setthestrongestbound islessthan 1.(ii)Forn = 1,low energy,ratherthan

high energy em ission is preferred. Both results are counter-intuitive since

theLorentzviolation delay increaseswith thedistanceand with theenergy.

However,distance orobservationsathigh energies(where the 
ux islower)

dilute the photons reducing the tem poralresolution achieved on Earth. It

turnsoutthatthisisthedom inante�ect.

In the m odelswith n = 2,going to higherenergiesalwaysim provesthe

bounds. Here the situation willbe rem arkably changed when the spatial

observatory GLAST willbecom eoperational.

W ehavealsoinvestigated theprobability ofim proving thecurrentexper-
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im entalbounds,given a phenom enologicallum inosity and spacedistribution

ofbursts.Aswearediscussing idealized bounds,thisprobability should only

betrusted up to an orderofm agnitude.
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