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Possbl Lorentz-violating e ects in the cosm ic m icrow ave background are studied. W e provide a
system atic classi cation of renomm alizable and nonrenomm alizable operators for Lorentz violation in
electrodynam ics and use polarin etric observations to search for the associated violations.

Relativity hasbeen con m ed to a high degree ofpreci-
sion by m any experin ents over the past century. Recent
years have seen renewed interest in sensitive tests of rel-
ativity follow ing the realization that tiny violations of
Lorentz symm etry, which fom s the basis of both Spe—
cial and G eneral Relativity, can arise in theories that
attem pt to unify all known forces [I]. W hile contem po-
rary searches for Lorentz violations involre m any types
of m atter and energy, the properties of light have tra-
ditionally been the prim ary focus. Today, searches for
dom inant relativity-violating e ects involving photons
Include m odem versions of the classic M ichelson-M orley
and K ennedy-T homdike experim ents [, |3, 14, |5, 1€, 7]
and analyses of polarized light from distant astrophysi-
cal sources [g,19]. The latter take advantage of the ex—
trem e propagation tin es overw hich tiny e ectscan accu—
mulate, and they yield sensitivities com parabl to those
achieved w ith m atter [10,/11,/12]. T he coan icm icrow ave
background (CM B), which is the oldest untainted radia-
tion available to observation, o ersa unigue opportunity
for Lorentz-violation searches involving photons. In this
work, we Introduce a system atic classi cation of coe -
cients for Lorentz violation at all orders, develop theo—
retical tools to extract sensitivity from polarim etric ob—
servationsofthe CM B, and analyse observationaldata to
obtain rst m easuram ents of various relativity-violating
e ects.

At attainable scales, Lorentz violations are described
by the Standard-M odelE xtension (SM E) [L3]. The SM E
isan e ective eld theory that serves as the generalthe—
oretical basis for experin ental searches, including ones
with light. Tt categorizes the type of Lorentz violation
by the m ass dim ension d of the corresponding operator
In the Lagrange density, which o ers a sin ple m easure
of their expected size [L4]. Existing studies of the SM E
photon sector prin arily focus on operators of renom al
izable dimension d 4, but here we consider termm s w ith
arbirary d that preserve the usualU (1) and spacetin e~
translation symm etries and hence conserve charge, en—
ergy, and m om entum . Som e calculation reveals that in
this case the photon sector ofthe SM E Lagrange density
takes the form
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where A is the electrom agnetic 4-potentialand F  is
the eld-strength tensor. The 1rsttem in L is conven—

tional M axw ell electrodynam ics, whilke the other temm s
violate Lorentz symm etry. The quantities (ﬁAF ) and

(TEF ) are polynom ials in the 4-m om entum operator
p = i@ given by
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where k, ¢ , kK
olation ofdimension 4 d. The coe cients k ZidF) violate

CPT symm etry, while the coe c:ient'skF(d) preserve it. If

these coe cients em erge from spontaneous breaking, the

associated N am bu-G oldstone m odes m ight play the rolke
of the photon [L8], but this issue is secondary and disre-
garded here. Note that relaxing U (1) nvariance would
Introducead = 2 photon-m asstem , am ong othere ects.

T he operators in E gs. [2) produce changes in the prop-
erties of electrom agnetic radiation. The planewave so—
lutions to the equations ofm otion obtained from Eq [
revealthat in the presence of Lorentz violation light prop—
agating In em pty space can be viewed as a superposition
of two m odes di ering in polarization and velocity. The
di erence in phase velocity between the m odes causes a
shift In the relative phase between the two m odes during
propagation, which alters the superposition and thereby
produces coan ic birefringence. For each type of operator
causing birefringence, the size ofthe e ect is govemed by
the associated coe cient for Lorentz violation m ultiplied
by a factor ofE? 3 t, where E is the photon energy and
t is the propagation tim e. For coam ological sources this
factor can becom e very large, providing extrem e sensitiv—
iy to m nuscule violations of Lorentz nvariance.

The CM B radiation is now known to be partially po—
larized [L€, 17, 118, 119, 120] and has propagated for ap—
proxim ately 14 billion years, so even m inuscule Lorentz
violations could alter its polarization in a detectable way
21,122]. ForCM B radiation, taking the observed photon
energy asEo, 10 '3 GeV and the propagation tin e as
t  10%%r 10% Gev !, we cbtain a crude estin ated
sensitivity of parts in 108! 134 Gev? ¢ to din ension-d
coe cients for Lorentz violation. Since the sensitivity to
relativity violations grow s roughly asE ¢ 2, higher pho-
ton energies generally lead to higher sensitivities. One
m Ight therefore expect studies of the lowerenergy m i-
crowaves In the CM B to yild lesser sensitivities than

are constant coe cients for Lorentz vi-
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d 3 5 6 7
Ho [E=E )" *dt 0.95 40 86 10° 4:9 10°
E stin ated sensitivity Gev?® 9) 10 *2 10 2° 10 '® 10 10°
B03 sensitivity Gev? 9) 10 *2 10 *° 10 *° 10 ° -

TABLE I: CM B sensitivities to Lorentz—iolating operators of dim ension d. The rst row lists num erical valies of the energy
Integral in term s of E o, and the Hubble constant Ho = 71 km /s/M pc. The second row gives the estin ated sensitivity to the
corresponding coe cient for Lorentz violation. T he third row lists approxin ate sensitivities we obtain by com parison w ith B 03

data. T he cosm ological param eters adopted In thiswork are zcy g = 1100,

prior searches for birefringence from SM E operatorsw ith
d = 4 perfom ed using near-optical em issions from dis—
tant galaxiesand gam m a rays from gam m a-ray bursts [9].
However, a signi cant advantage arises from the cosn o-
logical redshift. M uch of the polarization change occurs
shortly after the CM B was produced, when the Universe
was much hotter and the photons were approxin ately
1000 tin es m ore energetic. This im plies that studying
the CM B is e ectively equivalent to an optical test w ith
a tin e scale set by som e fraction of the Hubbl time.
Indeed, explicitly integrating the CM B energy from the
tin e of last scattering to the present reveals that for op—
eratorsw ith d > 5 the e ective sensitivity to Lorentz vi-
olation iswell approxin ated by parts in 107 %9 =d 5)
Gev* 9, a substantial in provem ent over the crude esti-
m ate. Table I provides num erical values of the integral
and estim ated sensitivities.

To study the im plications of Lorentz violation for the
observed CM B polarization,wem ust rstunderstand the
e ects on the Stokes parameters Q, U, V and the cor-
responding Stokes vector s = (s';s%;8%)T = Q;U;v)T.
T he birefringence induced from Eq. [I) causes the Stokes
vector s characterizing the net polarization ofthe light to
rotate about an axis given by the Stokes vector & for the
fasterm ode [@]. T he angl of rotation of s is the change
In relative phase. For a convenient nom alization of &,
the di erential rotation is given at leading order by

ds=dt= 2E& s i s ; 3)

where isam atrix. T he com ponentsof& and hence of
controlcom pletely the polarization change as light propa—
gates from a distant source to E arth, 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 detemn ined by integration of Eq. [3) from em ission
to detection. For the CM B radiation, the integration
m ust be done for each point on the sky, and two issues
must be addressed. The st is the cosn ological red—
shift, which leads to decreasing photon frequencies and
consequent changes In the rotation axis & as the light
propagates. This typically m akes analytical considera—
tions su ciently challenging that num erical integration
is needed. The second issue involves the tensor nature
of the Stokes param eters and the wholesky nature of
the CM B . For light propagating inw ard over the sphere

n = 027, = 073, = 0:015.

of the sky, the Stokes param eters s' and s? are com po—
nents ofa sym m etric 2-tensor in the tangent space ofthe
sphere, while s® is a scalar. To cbtain a global descrip—
tion capable ofhandling correlationsin CM B data across
the sky, i is convenient to work in a spin-weighted ba—
sis. By de nition, a spin-weighted function sf ofweight
s transfom s according to s£%= e 5 f under a Iocal ro-
tation by in the tangent space ofthe sohere. W e de ne
soin-weighted Stokesparam eterss 5, = st is® of spin-
welght 2 and s, = s° of pin-weight 0, and we adopt
the spin-weighted basis In which the Stokes vector be—
comess = (Sy2iS0)iS(2 ) .- W ih these de nitions, a
global description can be achieved by decom posing vari-
ous quantities of interest in termm s of spin-w eighted soher—
ical ham onics (Y, @) R3, 124]. The Yy, @) can be
viewed as the generalization of the usual spherical har-
m onicsto tensors in the tangent space ofthe sphere, w ith
Integer indices restricted by 1  Bjand m = 1:::; L
Fora xed spin weight s, the (Y, @) form a com plete
orthonom alset of spin-s functions on the sphere.

The CM B temperature T and the Stokes param eter
s’ = sy, are scalars on the sphere and can be decom —
posed into the usual spherical ham onics Yy, o¥m
while the Stokes param eters s( ,, are combinations of
ham onics w ith spin-weight 2:

P P
T= wnaop o¥mi So=
ja(B ym ) 2 Yim ¢ 4)
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Here, each am plitudeobeysay ,,, = ( )" ax in wih
X = T;E;B;V. The notation E and B arises from the
parity properties of the am plitudes, which m in ics those
of the electric and m agnetic elds, whik the notation
V arises from the Stokes usage for circular polarization.
T he above decom positions are convenient since general
considerations predict the CM B hasno V -type (circular)
polarization and signi cant nonzero cross correlations
only between the T and E am plitudes when reionization
or other foreground e ects are neglected 25]. T ypically,
CM B observations of tem perature and polarization are
expressed as estin ates of power spestra and correlations
via the coe cjentsci(1X2 2111 n PRy ym @ o)m 1
In the absence of Lorentz violation, a TT com ponent,
a amallEE ocomponent, and a TE correlation are pre—
dicted, consistent w ith existing data at present sensitiv—
ties. Even an aller BB m odes w thout TB correlations
are also expected, but con m ation of this lies beyond
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Sam ple plots of likellhhood versus values of coe cients for Lorentz violation. For each listed coe cient, the boxes

indicate num erically calculated values, and the curve isa sn ooth extrapolation through them . D ark-gray and light-gray regions

represent the 68% and 95% con dence levels, respectively.

current observationalreach.
The Stokes vector & determm ining the rotation axis
for birefringence can also be decom posed In the spin-

W e m atch to the B03 data by com paring published val-
ues ofC; @] w ith those expected from nonzero birefrin—
gence. W e assum e conventional initial C,, w ith nonzero

welghted basis, & = (& 2)7&0)7& 2) )7 - This gives cIT,Cc{¥,andC}*® only, calculated usihg availble soft-
0 1 ware . The TT data are una ected by birefringence

&) & 2) 0 and can be disregarded here. Including them and vary-

= JF 8 %&( 2) 0 %&H 2) g\ : 5) Ing the underlying cosm ology or the nitial C; to nd

0 & 2 50, the pint best- t cosn ological param eters and Lorentz—

The com ponents &g, can be w ritten explicitly in temm s
ofthe coe cients for Lorentz violation in Egs. ([2). How -
ever, i is convenient here to expand in spin-weighted
sphericalham onics. Som e calculation yields

&) = F dP n E4 4k$))]m 0¥m 7
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Here, d is odd for &gy, d iseven for & ,,,1 d 2 for
both,and1 2forg& ;) . k ollowsthatCM B Lorentz vi-
olations separate into three categoriesE ,B ,V according
to the operator dim ension d and itsP and CPT proper—

. . . . (GH) @)
ties. T he coe cients for Lorentz violation k E)In ,k(B Vim
K@

v)m areconstantsofdin ension E 4d TheE,B e ects
preserve CP T, whil the V e ects violate it.

A ocomplte analysis of availbble CM B polarization
data [L€, 17,18, 19, [20] is challenging because search-
Ing for Lorentz violation requires carefiil treatm ent of
the frequency dependences. W e avoid these com plica—
tionshereby focusing on results from theBOOM ERANG
(B 03) experin ent ], which perform ed polarim etry In a
sihgle relatively narrow high-frequency band at approx-—
inately 145 GHz. The e ects grow roughly asE ¢ 3,
so inclusion of other low er-frequency results m ay reduce
errors but is unlkely to change sensitivites drastically.

violating coe cients is expected to yield sin ilar results
because the T T data dom inate the statistics and our ini-
tial C; are consistent w ith other larger datasets. The
niial C; are used to generate polarization m aps of the
sky. For chosen values of coe cients for Lorentz viola—
tion, the m aps are propagated num erically via Eq. [3)
to the present epoch, and the C; predicted today are
extracted. For sin plicity, we consider one nonzero coef-

clent at a tin e, although in principle any com bination
of coe cients m ay exist in nature. The theoretical C ;
are binned to m atch the reported B 03 values or C7 ¥,
CIB,L£EE,CcP®®, and a ? distrbution is constructed,

2 2 2

( BO3 + theory ) *

Figure 1 shows our estin ated likelhoods for several
types of Lorentz violations. The gure reveals that at
the 1 Jlevel the B03 data prefer nonzero values for all
coe cients for Lorentz violation but are consistent w ith
no viclations at 2 . Note that for d > 3 the com par-
atively high B03 frequency leads to som ewhat tighter
constraints than our estin ates in Table I, dem onstrating
the advantage of higherenergy studies. For each inde-
pendent t, the preferred values and 1 ranges of the
coe clents are listed in Tabl II. Except for one spe-
cial case, all coe 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. Only coe cients with d = 3 pro—

= bjns(cBO3 Ctheory)zz



Coe cient Value =dof.
ko) oo 2 7 10 “®Gev 12
LI B 1) 10 2Gev 12
ko @1']) 10 ¥ Gev 12
Kiz)20 a7l 10 * 12
k)50 a7ty 10 12
Ko 0o @ 2) 10 *cev ! 12
ko1 @®3) 10 *®gev ! 12

@3 10 gev ! 12
ko )00 @ 3) 10 *gev ' 11
Ko 50 @3 10 *®gev ! 12

® 3 10 *°Gev ' 12
ke 0 a1'd) 10 Ycev 2 12
K50 a1’y 10 YGev * 12
ke 4o 113 10 *Gev 2 12

TABLE II:Samplmeasured 1 valiesofcoe cients show ing
2 perdegree of freedom . Each tisperform ed independently.

duce frequency-independent e ects, and only the singlke
special coe cient k ;\3,))00 produces polarization rotations

that are also uniform over the entire sky. A recent study
of this special case 21] found that B03 and other CM B
data favor a sm all nonzero rotation angle of 6 4,
which In the present context is equivalent to the value

Gy, 43 . .
K )00 6 4) 10 G eV and is com patdble w ith the

result in Tabl II. At the 95% con dence lvel, we ob—
3)

tain an upper lin it ofk ', o < 26 10 ** GeV.This is
oconsistent w ith the constraint kS))OO <40 10% Gev

obtained from radio-galaxy polarim etry [E].

Tabl IT also includes various resu ks for frequency—and
direction-dependent birefringence e ects. W e nd that

. . @) @) :
2 constraintson the coe cientsk o, andk ., ,which

controlanisotropic Lorentz violations ford = 3, lie at the
level of 10 *2 G eV .V ilations involving operators w ith
d= 4 are constrained to the 2 levelof10 30 . This lim it
is consistent w ith the existing partialconstraintson these
coe cients of approxin ately 10 32 obtained from spec—
tropolarin etry of galaxies and of approxin ately 10 37

obtained from gam m a-ray bursts [9]. H ow ever, the point-
source nature of these previous resultsm eans that, while
extram ely sensitive, they only cover a lim ited portion of
the coe cient space. Am ong allcoe cientswihd= 5;6,

only kg, is direction independent. Our2 constraint

on this coe cient is consistent w ith studies of its e ects
In other contexts R7]. For the direction-dependent co—
e cientswih d = 5 and d = 6 given In Tablk II, the
m easurem ents listed are the rst obtained.

O verall, our results dem onstrate that studies of the
CM B polarization o er broad sensitivity to possble ef-
fects from allcoe cients for Lorentz violation in electro—
dynam ics. W hile incorporation of additional available
data is unlkely to Increase signi cantly the net sensi-
tivity, other CM B experin entsm ay provide tests of the
robustness of the 1 birefringent signals and determ ine
w hether they could be indicative of system atic e ects or
m ore conventionalphenom ena such as foregrounds. Ifthe
signalspersist, existing and future high-resolution polari-
m etric data could determ inew hich typesofviolationsare
preferred. W hateverthe outcom e, CM B polarim etry pro—
vides highly sensitive tests of spacetin e sym m etries w ith
the potential to reveal signals of findam ental physics.
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