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Possible Lorentz-violating e�ects in the cosm ic m icrowave background are studied. W e provide a

system aticclassi�cation ofrenorm alizable and nonrenorm alizable operatorsforLorentzviolation in

electrodynam icsand use polarim etric observationsto search forthe associated violations.

Relativityhasbeen con�rm ed toahigh degreeofpreci-

sion by m any experim entsoverthepastcentury.Recent

yearshaveseen renewed interestin sensitivetestsofrel-

ativity following the realization that tiny violations of

Lorentz sym m etry,which form s the basis ofboth Spe-

cialand G eneralRelativity, can arise in theories that

attem ptto unify allknown forces[1]. W hile contem po-

rary searchesfor Lorentz violations involve m any types

ofm atter and energy,the properties oflight have tra-

ditionally been the prim ary focus. Today,searches for

dom inant relativity-violating e�ects involving photons

include m odern versionsofthe classic M ichelson-M orley

and K ennedy-Thorndike experim ents [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]

and analysesofpolarized light from distant astrophysi-

calsources [8,9]. The latter take advantage ofthe ex-

trem epropagationtim esoverwhich tiny e�ectscan accu-

m ulate,and they yield sensitivitiescom parable to those

achieved with m atter[10,11,12].Thecosm icm icrowave

background (CM B),which istheoldestuntainted radia-

tion availableto observation,o�ersa uniqueopportunity

forLorentz-violation searchesinvolving photons.In this

work,we introduce a system atic classi�cation ofcoe�-

cients for Lorentz violation at allorders,develop theo-

reticaltoolsto extractsensitivity from polarim etric ob-

servationsoftheCM B,and analyseobservationaldatato

obtain �rstm easurem entsofvariousrelativity-violating

e�ects.

At attainable scales,Lorentz violations are described

by theStandard-M odelExtension (SM E)[13].TheSM E

isan e�ective�eld theory thatservesasthegeneralthe-

oreticalbasis for experim entalsearches,including ones

with light. It categorizes the type ofLorentz violation

by the m ass dim ension d ofthe corresponding operator

in the Lagrange density,which o�ers a sim ple m easure

oftheirexpected size [14]. Existing studiesofthe SM E

photon sectorprim arily focuson operatorsofrenorm al-

izabledim ension d � 4,buthereweconsiderterm swith

arbitrary d thatpreserve the usualU(1)and spacetim e-

translation sym m etries and hence conserve charge,en-

ergy,and m om entum . Som e calculation reveals that in

thiscasethephoton sectoroftheSM E Lagrangedensity

takesthe form

L = � 1

4
F��F

�� + 1

2
����� A � (̂kA F )�F��

� 1

4
F�� (̂kF )

���� F��; (1)

where A � is the electrom agnetic 4-potentialand F�� is

the �eld-strength tensor. The �rstterm in L isconven-

tionalM axwellelectrodynam ics,while the other term s

violate Lorentz sym m etry. The quantities (̂kA F )� and

(̂kF )
���� are polynom ials in the 4-m om entum operator

p� = i@� given by

(̂kA F )� =
X

d odd

(k
(d)

A F
)�

� 1:::� (d� 3)

@� 1
:::@� (d� 3)

;

(̂kF )
����

=
X

d even

(k
(d)

F
)
����� 1:::� (d� 4)@� 1

:::@� (d� 4)
; (2)

where k
(d)

A F
,k

(d)

F
are constantcoe�cientsforLorentz vi-

olation ofdim ension 4� d. The coe�cientsk
(d)

A F
violate

CPT sym m etry,whilethecoe�cientsk
(d)

F
preserveit.If

thesecoe�cientsem ergefrom spontaneousbreaking,the

associated Nam bu-G oldstone m odesm ightplay the role

ofthe photon [15],butthisissueissecondary and disre-

garded here. Note that relaxing U(1) invariance would

introducead = 2photon-m assterm ,am ongothere�ects.

Theoperatorsin Eqs.(2)producechangesin theprop-

erties ofelectrom agnetic radiation. The plane-wave so-

lutionsto the equationsofm otion obtained from Eq (1)

revealthatin thepresenceofLorentzviolationlightprop-

agating in em pty spacecan beviewed asa superposition

oftwo m odesdi�ering in polarization and velocity.The

di�erence in phase velocity between the m odescausesa

shiftin therelativephasebetween thetwo m odesduring

propagation,which altersthe superposition and thereby

producescosm icbirefringence.Foreach typeofoperator

causingbirefringence,thesizeofthee�ectisgoverned by

theassociated coe�cientforLorentzviolation m ultiplied

by a factorofE d�3 t,where E isthe photon energy and

tisthe propagation tim e. Forcosm ologicalsourcesthis

factorcan becom every large,providingextrem esensitiv-

ity to m inusculeviolationsofLorentzinvariance.

The CM B radiation isnow known to be partially po-

larized [16,17,18,19,20]and has propagated for ap-

proxim ately 14 billion years,so even m inuscule Lorentz

violationscould alteritspolarization in a detectableway

[21,22].ForCM B radiation,taking theobserved photon

energy asE ob � 10�13 G eV and thepropagation tim eas

t� 1010yr� 1042 G eV �1 ,we obtain a crude estim ated

sensitivity ofparts in 1081�13d G eV 4�d to dim ension-d

coe�cientsforLorentzviolation.Sincethesensitivity to

relativity violationsgrowsroughly asE d�3 ,higherpho-

ton energies generally lead to higher sensitivities. O ne

m ight therefore expect studies ofthe lower-energy m i-

crowaves in the CM B to yield lesser sensitivities than

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0702379v2


2

d 3 4 5 6 7

H 0

R

(E =E ob)
d� 3

dt 0.95 2.7 40 8:6� 10
3

4:9� 10
6

Estim ated sensitivity (G eV
4� d

) 10
� 42

10
� 29

10
� 18

10
� 7

10
3

B03 sensitivity (G eV
4� d

) 10
� 42

10
� 30

10
� 19

10
� 9

-

TABLE I: CM B sensitivitiesto Lorentz-violating operatorsofdim ension d.The �rstrow listsnum ericalvaluesofthe energy

integralin term sofE ob and the Hubble constantH 0 = 71 km /s/M pc. The second row givesthe estim ated sensitivity to the

corresponding coe�cientforLorentzviolation.Thethird row listsapproxim atesensitivitiesweobtain by com parison with B03

data.The cosm ologicalparam etersadopted in thiswork are zC M B = 1100,
 m = 0:27,
 � = 0:73,
 r = 0:015.

priorsearchesforbirefringencefrom SM E operatorswith

d = 4 perform ed using near-opticalem issions from dis-

tantgalaxiesand gam m araysfrom gam m a-raybursts[9].

However,a signi�cantadvantage arisesfrom the cosm o-

logicalredshift. M uch ofthe polarization change occurs

shortly aftertheCM B wasproduced,when theUniverse

was m uch hotter and the photons were approxim ately

1000 tim es m ore energetic. This im plies that studying

the CM B ise�ectively equivalentto an opticaltestwith

a tim e scale set by som e fraction ofthe Hubble tim e.

Indeed,explicitly integrating the CM B energy from the

tim eoflastscattering to thepresentrevealsthatforop-

eratorswith d > 5 thee�ectivesensitivity to Lorentzvi-

olation iswellapproxim ated by partsin 1067�10d =(d� 5)

G eV 4�d ,a substantialim provem entoverthe crude esti-

m ate. Table Iprovidesnum ericalvalues ofthe integral

and estim ated sensitivities.

To study the im plicationsofLorentz violation forthe

observedCM B polarization,wem ust�rstunderstand the

e�ects on the Stokes param eters Q ,U ,V and the cor-

responding Stokesvectors = (s1;s2;s3)T = (Q ;U;V )T .

Thebirefringenceinduced from Eq.(1)causestheStokes

vectors characterizingthenetpolarization ofthelightto

rotateaboutan axisgiven by theStokesvector& forthe

fasterm ode [9].The angleofrotation ofs isthe change

in relative phase. For a convenient norm alization of&,

the di�erentialrotation isgiven atleading orderby

ds=dt= 2E &� s � � i�� s ; (3)

where�isam atrix.Thecom ponentsof&and henceof�

controlcom pletelythepolarizationchangeaslightpropa-

gatesfrom adistantsourcetoEarth,and they depend on

coe�cients for Lorentz violation,the photon frequency,

and the propagation direction.

For given values of the coe�cients for Lorentz vio-

lation, the change in polarization as light propagates

is determ ined by integration of Eq.(3) from em ission

to detection. For the CM B radiation, the integration

m ustbe done for each pointon the sky,and two issues

m ust be addressed. The �rst is the cosm ologicalred-

shift,which leads to decreasing photon frequencies and

consequent changes in the rotation axis & as the light

propagates. This typically m akes analyticalconsidera-

tions su�ciently challenging that num ericalintegration

is needed. The second issue involves the tensor nature

of the Stokes param eters and the whole-sky nature of

the CM B.Forlightpropagating inward overthe sphere

ofthe sky,the Stokesparam eterss1 and s2 are com po-

nentsofa sym m etric2-tensorin thetangentspaceofthe

sphere,while s3 isa scalar. To obtain a globaldescrip-

tion capableofhandling correlationsin CM B dataacross

the sky,it is convenientto work in a spin-weighted ba-

sis.By de�nition,a spin-weighted function sf ofweight

s transform saccording to sf
0= e�s� sf undera localro-

tation by � in thetangentspaceofthesphere.W ede�ne

spin-weighted Stokesparam eterss(�2) = s1� is2 ofspin-

weight� 2 and s(0) = s3 ofspin-weight0,and we adopt

the spin-weighted basis in which the Stokes vector be-

com ess = (s(+ 2);s(0);s(�2))
T .W ith these de�nitions,a

globaldescription can be achieved by decom posing vari-

ousquantitiesofinterestin term sofspin-weighted spher-

icalharm onics sYlm (̂n) [23, 24]. The sYlm (̂n) can be

viewed as the generalization ofthe usualsphericalhar-

m onicstotensorsin thetangentspaceofthesphere,with

integer indices restricted by l� jsjand m = � l;:::;l.

For a �xed spin weights,the sYlm (̂n) form a com plete

orthonorm alsetofspin-s functionson the sphere.

The CM B tem perature T and the Stokes param eter

s3 = s(0) are scalars on the sphere and can be decom -

posed into the usualsphericalharm onics Ylm � 0Ylm ,

while the Stokes param eters s(�2) are com binations of

harm onicswith spin-weight� 2:

T =
P

lm
a(T )lm 0Ylm ; s(0) =

P

lm
a(V )lm 0Ylm ;

s(�2) =
P

lm
(a(E )lm � ia(B )lm )�2 Ylm : (4)

Here,eacham plitudeobeysa�
(X )lm

= (� 1)m a(X )l�m with

X = T;E ;B ;V . The notation E and B arisesfrom the

parity propertiesofthe am plitudes,which m im icsthose

of the electric and m agnetic �elds, while the notation

V arisesfrom the Stokesusage forcircularpolarization.

The above decom positions are convenient since general

considerationspredicttheCM B hasno V -type(circular)

polarization and signi�cant nonzero cross correlations

only between theT and E am plitudeswhen reionization

orotherforeground e�ectsare neglected [25].Typically,

CM B observations oftem perature and polarization are

expressed asestim atesofpowerspectra and correlations

via the coe�cients C
X 1X 2

l
� 1

2l+ 1

P

m
ha�

(X 1)lm
a(X 2)lm i.

In the absence ofLorentz violation,a TT com ponent,

a sm allE E com ponent,and a TE correlation are pre-

dicted,consistentwith existing data atpresentsensitiv-

ities. Even sm allerB B m odes withoutTB correlations

are also expected,but con�rm ation ofthis lies beyond
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FIG .1: Sam ple plots oflikelihood versus values ofcoe�cients for Lorentz violation. For each listed coe�cient,the boxes

indicatenum erically calculated values,and thecurveisa sm ooth extrapolation through them .D ark-gray and light-gray regions

representthe 68% and 95% con�dence levels,respectively.

currentobservationalreach.

The Stokes vector & determ ining the rotation axis

for birefringence can also be decom posed in the spin-

weighted basis,& = (&(+ 2);&(0);&(�2))
T .Thisgives

� = 2E

0

B
@

&(0) � &(+ 2) 0

� 1

2
&(�2) 0 1

2
&(+ 2)

0 &(�2) � &(0)

1

C
A : (5)

The com ponents &(s) can be written explicitly in term s

ofthecoe�cientsforLorentzviolation in Eqs.(2).How-

ever, it is convenient here to expand in spin-weighted

sphericalharm onics.Som e calculation yields

&(0) =
P

d

P

lm
E d�4 k

(d)

(V )lm 0Ylm ;

&(�2) =
P

d

P

lm
E d�4 (k

(d)

(E )lm
� ik

(d)

(B )lm
)�2 Ylm : (6)

Here,d isodd for&(0),d is even for&(�2),l� d � 2 for

both,and l� 2for&(�2).ItfollowsthatCM B Lorentzvi-

olationsseparateinto threecategoriesE ,B ,V according

to the operatordim ension d and itsP and CPT proper-

ties.Thecoe�cientsforLorentzviolation k
(d)

(E )lm
,k

(d)

(B )lm
,

k
(d)

(V )lm
areconstantsofdim ension E 4�d .TheE ,B e�ects

preserveCPT,while the V e�ectsviolateit.

A com plete analysis of available CM B polarization

data [16,17,18,19,20]is challenging because search-

ing for Lorentz violation requires carefultreatm ent of

the frequency dependences. W e avoid these com plica-

tionsherebyfocusingon resultsfrom theBO O M ERANG

(B03)experim ent[16],which perform ed polarim etry in a

single relatively narrow high-frequency band atapprox-

im ately 145 G Hz. The e�ects grow roughly as E d�3 ,

so inclusion ofotherlower-frequency resultsm ay reduce

errors but is unlikely to change sensitivites drastically.

W e m atch to the B03 data by com paring published val-

uesofCl [16]with thoseexpected from nonzero birefrin-

gence. W e assum e conventionalinitialCl,with nonzero

C T T

l
,C T E

l
,and C E E

l
only,calculated usingavailablesoft-

ware [26]. The TT data are una�ected by birefringence

and can be disregarded here. Including them and vary-

ing the underlying cosm ology or the initialCl to �nd

the joint best-�t cosm ologicalparam eters and Lorentz-

violating coe�cients is expected to yield sim ilar results

becausetheTT data dom inatethestatisticsand ourini-

tialCl are consistent with other larger datasets. The

initialCl are used to generate polarization m aps ofthe

sky. For chosen values ofcoe�cients for Lorentz viola-

tion,the m aps are propagated num erically via Eq.(3)

to the present epoch, and the Cl predicted today are

extracted. Forsim plicity,we considerone nonzero coef-

�cientata tim e,although in principle any com bination

ofcoe�cients m ay exist in nature. The theoreticalC l

are binned to m atch the reported B03 values for C T E

l
,

C T B

l
,C E E

l
,C B B

l
,and a �2 distribution is constructed,

�2 =
P

bins
(CB 03 � Ctheory)

2=(�2B 03 + �2theory).

Figure 1 shows our estim ated likelihoods for several

types ofLorentz violations. The �gure reveals that at

the 1� levelthe B03 data prefer nonzero values for all

coe�cientsforLorentz violation butare consistentwith

no violations at 2�. Note that for d > 3 the com par-

atively high B03 frequency leads to som ewhat tighter

constraintsthan ourestim atesin TableI,dem onstrating

the advantage ofhigher-energy studies. For each inde-

pendent �t, the preferred values and 1� ranges ofthe

coe�cients are listed in Table II.Except for one spe-

cialcase,allcoe�cients for Lorentz violation cause ei-

ther frequency- or direction-dependent polarization ro-

tations, resulting in com plicated changes in polariza-

tion over the sky. O nly coe�cients with d = 3 pro-
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Coe�cient Value �
2
=d.o.f.

k
(3)

(V )00
(12� 7)� 10

� 43
G eV 1.2

k
(3)

(V )10
� (3� 1)� 10

� 42
G eV 1.2

k
(3)

(V )11
� (21+ 7

� 9
)� 10

� 43
G eV 1.2

k
(4)

(E )20
� (17+ 7

� 9
)� 10

� 31
1.2

k
(4)

(B )20
� (17+ 7

� 9
)� 10

� 31
1.2

k
(5)

(V )00
(3� 2)� 10� 20 G eV � 1 1.2

k
(5)

(V )10
(8

+ 2

� 3)� 10
� 20

G eV
� 1

1.2

� (8+ 3

� 4
)� 10

� 20
G eV

� 1
1.2

k
(5)

(V )20
� (10� 3)� 10� 20 G eV � 1 1.1

k
(5)

(V )30
(8

+ 3

� 4
)� 10� 20 G eV � 1 1.2

� (8� 3)� 10
� 20

G eV
� 1

1.2

k
(6)

(E )20
� (11+ 4

� 5
)� 10

� 10
G eV

� 2
1.2

k
(6)

(E )30
� (11+ 5

� 6
)� 10� 10 G eV � 2 1.2

k
(6)

(E )40
� (11+ 5

� 6
)� 10� 10 G eV � 2 1.2

TABLE II:Sam plem easured 1� valuesofcoe�cientsshowing

�
2
perdegreeoffreedom .Each �tisperform ed independently.

duce frequency-independent e�ects,and only the single

specialcoe�cientk
(3)

(V )00
producespolarization rotations

thatarealso uniform overtheentiresky.A recentstudy

ofthisspecialcase [21]found thatB03 and otherCM B

data favor a sm all nonzero rotation angle of 6� � 4�,

which in the present context is equivalent to the value

k
(3)

(V )00
’ (6� 4)� 10�43 G eV and iscom patiblewith the

result in Table II.At the 95% con�dence level,we ob-

tain an upperlim itofk
(3)

(V )00 �
< 26� 10�43 G eV.Thisis

consistentwith the constraintk
(3)

(V )00 �
< 40� 10�43 G eV

obtained from radio-galaxy polarim etry [8].

TableIIalsoincludesvariousresultsforfrequency-and

direction-dependent birefringence e�ects. W e �nd that

2� constraintsonthecoe�cientsk
(3)

(V )10
and k

(3)

(V )11
,which

controlanisotropicLorentzviolationsford = 3,lieatthe

levelof10�42 G eV.Violationsinvolving operatorswith

d = 4 areconstrained to the2� levelof10�30 .Thislim it

isconsistentwith theexistingpartialconstraintson these

coe�cients ofapproxim ately 10 �32 obtained from spec-

tropolarim etry ofgalaxies and of approxim ately 10�37

obtained from gam m a-raybursts[9].However,thepoint-

sourcenatureofthesepreviousresultsm eansthat,while

extrem ely sensitive,they only covera lim ited portion of

thecoe�cientspace.Am ongallcoe�cientswith d = 5;6,

only k
(5)

(V )00
isdirection independent. O ur2� constraint

on thiscoe�cientisconsistentwith studiesofitse�ects

in other contexts [27]. For the direction-dependent co-

e�cients with d = 5 and d = 6 given in Table II,the

m easurem entslisted arethe �rstobtained.

O verall,our results dem onstrate that studies of the

CM B polarization o�er broad sensitivity to possible ef-

fectsfrom allcoe�cientsforLorentzviolation in electro-

dynam ics. W hile incorporation of additionalavailable

data is unlikely to increase signi�cantly the net sensi-

tivity,otherCM B experim entsm ay provide testsofthe

robustness ofthe 1� birefringent signals and determ ine

whetherthey could beindicativeofsystem atice�ectsor

m oreconventionalphenom enasuch asforegrounds.Ifthe

signalspersist,existingand futurehigh-resolution polari-

m etricdatacould determ inewhich typesofviolationsare

preferred.W hatevertheoutcom e,CM B polarim etrypro-

videshighly sensitivetestsofspacetim esym m etrieswith

the potentialto revealsignalsoffundam entalphysics.
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