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Abstract We review the present status of quantum-gravity phenomenology in relation to gravitational waves (GWs). The topic can be approached from two directions,
a model-dependent one and a model-independent one. We introduce some among
the most prominent cosmological models embedded in or motivated by theories of
quantum gravity, while also pointing out certain common features shared by these
and other models of quantum gravity. Three cosmological GW observables can be
affected by perturbative as well as non-perturbative quantum-gravity effects: the
amplitude of the stochastic GW background, the propagation speed of GWs and the
luminosity distance of GW sources. While many quantum-gravity models do not
give rise to any observable signal, some predict a blue-tilted stochastic background
or a modified luminosity distance, both detectable by future GW interferometers.
We conclude that it is difficult, but still possible, to test quantum gravity with GW
observations.
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Introduction: Why quantum gravity?
Gravitational-wave (GW) astronomy is the new frontier of knowledge on astrophysics, the fundamental gravitational interaction and the properties of spacetime.
In the recent history of gravitational physics, seldom have experiment and theory
converged in such a synergy. So far, observations of mergers by the LIGO-Virgo
network have confirmed all predictions of general relativity (GR) about GWs emitted by binary systems of black holes and other compact objects [1, 2], but there is
still much to be explored about the nature of gravity. However, while GWs are acknowledged as a promising test of modifications of GR, their role in exploring such
an extreme regime as quantum gravity is unclear [3–22]. The answer to this question
can have lasting repercussions, since the discovery of a signature of quantum gravity would change forever our way of understanding the fundamental interactions of
Nature. The general expectation is that the low curvature, low energies and large
distances characterizing the production and propagation of GWs make it unlikely,
or at least difficult, to probe Planck-size effects, unless they are cumulatively amplified by some cosmological mechanism. As we will see, in some isolated cases such
a mechanism is in action.
Before entering into the topic of this chapter, let us briefly recall what quantum gravity is and why we are interested in it. Quantum gravity is a generic label
denoting any theory unifying the gravitational force and quantum mechanics in a
consistent way. Although there is no experimental evidence that gravity should be a
quantum interaction, theoretically one would expect all forces of Nature to follow
about the same rules, while at the moment gravity is described with quite different
tools than those employed in the Standard Model of electroweak and strong interactions. Sometimes, Gedankenexperimente are invoked [23, 24] to explain local observations [25] and show that it is not possible to have a purely classical gravitational
force interact with quantum matter fields as in the semi-classical Einstein equations
Gµν = κ 2 hTµν i, where κ 2 = 8π G is proportional to Newton’s constant G, Gµν is the
Einstein tensor and hTµν i is the expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor.
However, one can change the quantum setting in such a way as to make classical
gravity compatible with present observations [26]. Other circumstantial arguments
against classical gravity are the presence of singularities (black-hole singularities
and the big bang) where the laws of GR break down and the inability of the latter to
explain satisfactorily the cosmological constant.
Therefore, we have no compelling proof that quantum gravity is needed: there is
no experimental or strong theoretical reason indicating that quantum gravity is an
absolute necessity. Quantum gravity is not even necessary for the sake of getting
new phenomenology, since there are many ad hoc models doing that. Cosmological
models beyond Einstein gravity such as f (R), Horndeski, DHOST or infrared nonlocal models are not embedded in a fundamental gravitational quantum theory and,
yet, deserve interest for their consequences in GW astronomy [7, 12, 19]. It is also
worth mentioning that other types of deviations from the standard cosmological
model, for instance in the matter sector while leaving GR untouched, can also trigger
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a signal, for instance as a large high-frequency amplitude of the stochastic GW
background [27, 28].
Still, for many it is more rewarding to extract phenomenology and predictions
from a robust, consistent theoretical setting rather than from ad hoc scenarios which
are either unfalsifiable or, if falsifiable or validated by observations, difficult to place
inside a bigger picture. This research trend is further strengthened by the fact that
quantum gravity is no longer a mirage and some concrete proposals exist [29–31],
such as string theory, asymptotic safety, loop quantum gravity, group field theory
and non-local quantum gravity, just to name some. Due to lack of space we cannot
review all theories of quantum gravity but we present only scenarios where GW
observables have been calculated.
• Stelle gravity [32–35], a non-unitary, renormalizable quantum field theory of
gravity on a continuous spacetime where the fundamental action contains secondorder curvature invariants (R2 , Rµν Rµν , Rµνσ τ Rµνσ τ ).
• String theory in its low-energy limit [36–38] and the corresponding cosmological models [39]. Here gravity is not quantized directly but it emerges in the
spectrum of quantized stringy fundamental blocks and is unified with the other
Standard-Model interactions.
• Asymptotic safety [40–46], a non-perturbative quantization of gravity via the
functional renormalization-group approach.
• Quantum gravities with discrete pre-geometries (LQG/SF/GFT), where spacetime emerges from a structure (“pre-geometry”) characterized by discrete labels
(spin group representations). The two main theories under this paradigm are loop
quantum gravity (LQG) [47, 48] and spin foams (SF) [49–51], possibly different manifestations of a more general setting known as group field theory (GFT)
[29, 30, 52–55].
• Causal dynamical triangulations [56–63], a non-perturbative quantization of
gravity via a path integral on discrete triangulated geometries.
• Non-local quantum gravity [64–69], a perturbative quantum field theory of
gravity on a continuous spacetime with scale-dependent non-local operators in
the fundamental action.
• Hořava–Lifshitz gravity [70–72], a perturbative quantum field theory of gravity
on a continuous spacetime where the time dimension scales anomalously.
Stelle gravity and Hořava–Lifshitz gravity are known to have issues about, respectively, unitarity and violation of Lorentz invariance, but we include them nonetheless
because some of their features are common to the other approaches and can be calculated easily. To this list, we add other approaches that do not have the same scope
or do not reach the same level of completeness, but that have given valuable insights
into the problem of quantum gravity.
• Canonical quantum cosmology (reviewed in, e.g., [31]), models of the early
universe built on the Hamiltonian formalism. They include the original approach
based on the Wheeler–DeWitt equation as well as loop quantum cosmology,
based on the LQG quantization of gravity in Ashtekar–Barbero variables.
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• Pre-big-bang cosmology [73], where the duality symmetries of string theory
suggest that the cosmological history of expansion and the big bang itself be
preceded by a phase of growing curvature.
• String-gas cosmology [74, 75], a model producing primordial spectra via a thermal mechanism alternative to inflation and involving strings.
• New ekpyrotic scenario [76, 77]. At the density of the string scale, new degrees
of freedom govern the effective four-dimensional cosmological dynamics. At the
time when such density is reached, the dynamics is dominated by an S-brane,
a space-like hypersurface with zero energy density and negative pressure that
induces a transition between a cosmological contracting phase (ekpyrosis) and
an expanding one.
• Brandenberger–Ho non-commutative inflation [78, 79], where time and space
coordinates do not commute and, as a consequence, the inflaton scalar field driving the early phase of acceleration obeys a modified dynamics.
• Non-commutative κ -Minkowski spacetime [80–84], a spacetime with noncommuting coordinates whereupon one can construct a field theory of gravity
and matter.
• Padmanabhan’s non-local field theory [85–87], an effective field theory with
non-local operators assumed to be valid near the horizon of black holes.
• Multi-fractional spacetimes [10], a class of models with scale-dependent spacetime geometries. Integrals and derivatives acquire an anomalous multi-scaling,
the action gets a new discrete symmetry at short scales and standard cosmology
is modified accordingly
The background upon which we will construct cosmological observables is the
flat homogeneous Friedmann–Lemaı̂tre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) line element
ds2 = −dt 2 + a2(t) δi j dxi dx j = a2 (τ ) (−dτ 2 + δi j dxi dx j ) ,

(1)

R

where t is proper time, a is called scale factor, τ := dt/a is conformal time and
i, j = 1, 2, 3. We set the speed of light to c = 1. For each observable, we will recall
the GR expression, its generalization to quantum gravity and the constraints placed
to date in the literature.

Stochastic GW background
Basics
Let Pt ( f ) be the primordial tensor spectrum of tensor perturbations of the metric
with proper wave-length λ , where f = k/(2π ) = a/λ is the frequency measured by
a comoving observer and k = |k| is called comoving wave-number. These fluctuations arise in the early universe during an era of inflation or from alternative mechanisms. The amplitude of the tensor spectrum is small compared to that of scalar
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fluctuations Ps ( f ) and, in fact, the bound on the tensor-to-scalar ratio r := Pt /Ps
by the P LANCK Legacy release [88] from the P LANCK+TT+TE+EE+lowE +lensing+BK15+BAO data set at the pivot scale f0 = 7.7 × 10−17 Hz (comoving wavenumber k0 = 0.05 Mpc−1 ) is r < 0.068 at the 95% confidence level (CL). Other
observables of interest are the tensor spectral index nt := d ln Pt /d ln f and its running αt := dnt /d ln f . The primordial tensor spectrum is thus parametrized as
Pt ( f ) = Pt ( f0 )



f
f0

nt ( f0 )+ 1 αt ( f0 ) ln
2

f
f0

.

(2)

In standard inflation in GR, both nt and αt are negative and the spectrum is said to
be red-tilted. The amplitude of the stochastic GW background as observed today is
characterized by the dimensionless density parameter

Ω GW ( f ) :=

π2 f 2
1 dρGW
Pt ( f ) T 2 ( f ) .
=
ρcrit d ln f
3H02

(3)

2
2
2
2 H 2 is the critical energy density, ρ
where ρcrit := 3MPl
GW := [MPl /(8a )]h(∂τ hi j ) +
0
(∇hi j )2 i is the energy density of GWs (spatial average of the kinetic energy of
the transverse-traceless perturbation hi j ) and the shape of the transfer function T ,
which can be found in [89], depends on the expansion history of the universe. Substituting the values of cosmological parameters provided by P LANCK [88] in the
transfer function and making standard assumptions on the number of relativistic degrees of freedom in the early universe, the GW amplitude of the mode which enters
the horizon during the radiation-dominated era can be written as

Ω GW ( f ) =

A
r
h2



f
f0

nt + αt ln
2

f
f0

,

A ≈ 1.4 × 10−15 .

(4)

A blue-tilted spectrum can produce a stochastic GW background with increasing
amplitude that can reach the sensitivity thresholds of GW interferometers at high
frequencies.

Results in quantum gravity
For any given model, one can compare the theoretical prediction of the GW spectrum with the sensitivity curve of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA [90–92], LISA [27, 93],
Einstein Telescope (ET) [94] and DECIGO [95–97], taking into account the cosmic
microwave background (CMB) bound corresponding to r < 0.068 and current and
future sensitivity curves of pulsar timing experiments, NANOGrav [98] and SKA
[99].
Obtaining a primordial blue-tilted tensor spectrum in quantum gravity is difficult. Despite the abundance of viable cosmological inflationary models in quantum
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gravity, a close scrutiny reveals that most of them predict a red tilt and those that
have a blue tilt often lead to unobservable effects because nt or r, or both, are too
close to zero.
• The large class of flux-compactification models in string cosmology is uniformly
characterized by nt < 0 [31, 39]. A case apart is the old ekpyrotic scenario, which
predicts a strongly blue-tilted tensor index nt = 2 [100]. While early versions of
the model are ruled out because they have also a blue-tilted scalar spectrum,
in a recent single-field version perturbations are generated before the ekpyrotic
phase and the scalar spectrum is safely red-tilted [101, 102]. However, in all the
realizations of the model the tensor-to-scalar ratio is exceptionally small and the
resulting stochastic GW background is well below the detection threshold of any
present or future interferometer [103].
• In Wheeler–DeWitt canonical quantum cosmology [104–108], the semi-classical
limit of the Wheeler–DeWitt equation for the wave-function of the Universe admits two solutions such that the tensor spectrum is
"
 3 #
(0)
2 k0
,
(5)
Pt (k) ≃ Pt (k) 1 ± c (ℓPlH)
k
(0)

where Pt (k) ∝ H 2 is the standard spectrum at horizon crossing (k = aH),
c > 0 is a known numerical constant, ℓPl ≈ 10−35 m = 5 × 10−58 Mpc is the
Planck length and k0 is the pivot scale of the experiment: for the CMB, typically k0 = 0.05 Mpc−1 or k0 = 0.002 Mpc−1 . The − (+) sign corresponds to a
blue (respectively, red) tilt. The strong suppression of the (ℓPl H)2 ≪ 1 term is
further increased at late times by the (k0 /k)3 factor, since at the frequencies of
LISA and DECIGO k0 /k ∼ 10−15 − 10−13. Therefore, the quantum correction is
unobservable.
• In loop quantum cosmology, there are three main approaches to cosmological
perturbations.
– In the dressed-metric approach, the tensor spectrum is red tilted [109, 110].
– In the effective-constraints or anomaly-cancellation approach, one can consider quantum corrections coming from inverse-volume operators, from holonomies or, more realistically, from both. If one considers only inversevolume corrections, the inflationary spectra are compatible with observations
but the tensor spectrum is red tilted [111, 112]. The case with only holonomy
corrections predicts a blue-tilted tensor spectrum but it is ruled out observationally [113]. To the best of our knowledge, the case with both types of
corrections has not been explored yet.
– In the hybrid-quantization approach, the value and sign of the spectral index
nt (k) depend on the background effective solution and, even more importantly,
on the vacuum on which to perturb such background. The k-dependence of
the tensor index can be found via a numerical analysis and it turns out that
for some choices of vacuum nt < 0, while for others the spectrum oscillates
rapidly and a blue tilt can be generated at certain frequencies [114, 115]. How-
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ever, what matters for the formation of a stochastic GW background is the
average trend of the spectrum and, in all these cases, it decreases in k when k
is sufficiently large. Therefore, the spectrum is red-tilted at small scales and it
is unlikely that this model could generate a detectable stochastic background,
for any vacuum choice. A detailed numerical study, which we will not pursue
here, could give a more precise answer.
• Non-local quantum gravity offers a natural embedding of Starobinsky gravity
into a fundamental theory. The early universe is described by a period of inflation driven by a non-local quadratic gravitational action [116–120]. Decompose
(0)
(0)
the metric gµν = gµν + hµν , where g µν is a background (typically, FLRW) and
hµν is an inhomogeneous tensor fluctuation (i.e., not including scalar modes) corresponding to the graviton particle at the quantum level. In the frame where the
theory is defined, in terms of an action made of quadratic curvature invariants,
the perturbed action on a quasi de Sitter background is


2 Z
p
MPl
R
4
eH̃2 () hi j ,
(6)
d x |g| hi j  −
S=
2
6
(0)

where g is the determinant of the background metric gµν ,  = ∇µ ∇µ and R
are, respectively, the Laplace–Beltrami operator and the Ricci scalar on the
background, H̃2 (z) := H2 (z − 4z∗ ), H2 is a function such that the form factor
exp(−H2 ) is entire (i.e, it does not contain any poles in the momentum) and
z∗ = R/(6M∗2 ), M∗ being the fundamental mass scale of the theory. The background accelerating solution is the same as in local Starobinsky inflation, so
that on this quasi de Sitter background the slow-roll approximation holds. The
approximate primordial tensor spectrum as a function of the comoving wavenumber is



2H 2 (k)
−H̃2
3
M∗2
,
e
Pt (k) ∼ 1 −
2 ln(ke /k)

1

 1
ke 2
1
ke − 2
H(k) ∼ ln
+
,
ln
k
12
k



(7)
(8)

up to proportionality factors, where ke is the wave-number of the last perturbation exiting the horizon at the end of inflation. Equation (8) tells us that the Hubble parameter is approximately proportional to a positive power of ln(ke /k) > 0
during inflation. Thus, both H and z∗ ∝ H 2 decrease when k increases. Since a
characteristic of non-local quantum gravity is that H̃2 increases with z∗ , then H̃2
decreases when k increases and vanishes asymptotically. Therefore, at high frequencies (high k) the non-local term in the tensor spectrum (7) tends to unity,
limk→∞ exp[−H̃2 (z∗ )] = 1. Therefore, non-local Starobinsky gravity is out of
reach of any present or future GW interferometer because at high frequencies it
reduces to standard Starobinsky inflation, which has a red-tilted spectrum [120].
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Other models of, or related to, quantum gravity manage to generate a bluetilted tensor spectrum and a detectable stochastic GW background: pre-big-bang
cosmology, string-gas cosmology, new ekpyrotic scenario, Brandenberger–Ho noncommutative inflation and multi-fractional spacetimes. Except pre-big-bang cosmology, which will be mentioned only in the conclusions, we shall discuss them
separately, while we will follow a model-independent approach for the luminosity
distance.

String-gas cosmology
In a compact space, the excitation modes of a thermal ensemble of strings are momentum modes and winding modes. The energy of winding modes decreases with
the size of the available space and their number increases with the energy, so that,
for an adiabatic process, winding modes dominate the thermal bath in a small space.
The temperature of this bath cannot rise indefinitely and reaches a maximal temperature TH called Hagedorn temperature. The universe starts with an almost constant
scale factor and a temperature slightly lower than TH . Both scalar and tensor spectra are generated thermally. In particular, tensor modes are generated by anisotropic
pressure terms in the energy-momentum tensor, but near the Hagedorn temperature
the thermal bath is dominated by winding modes and the pressure decreases. Thus,
there is a decrease of power at low k and a slight blue tilt. Eventually, winding modes
decay and three spatial directions open up while the others stay compact, leading to
a radiation-dominated era.
In this scenario, inflation is replaced by a quasi-static era where thermal fluctuations generate an almost scale-invariant primordial scalar and tensor spectrum, the
latter being



 2 1 − T̂(k)
1
,
(9)
Pt (k) ≃
T̂ (k) 1 − T̂ (k) ln
4(MPl lst )4
lst2 k2
where lst is the string length scale, T̂ (k) := T (k)/TH and the temperature T (k) is
evaluated at the time when the mode with comoving wave-number k exits the horizon. The form of T (k) is unknown except for its behaviour during the Hagedorn
phase (T ≈ const . TH ) and in the following radiation-domination era (T ∼ 1/a).
In the scalar sector, an increase of power is observed for small k (ns − 1 < 0), while
the tensor index and its running read
nt ≃ (1 − ns) −

αt ≃ −αs .

4
> 0,
ln[(1 − T̂ )(lst k)−2 ]

(10)
(11)

A blue-tilted tensor spectrum is one of the characteristic predictions of string-gas
cosmology that could be tested if a primordial gravitational signal was discovered.
However, in order to achieve detection the small blue tilt (10) nt ≈ 0.035 [88] should
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be accompanied with as high as possible a tensor-to-scalar ratio:


2
25
1 − T̂
r=
.
1 − T̂ ln2
9
(lst k)2

9

(12)

The stochastic GW background predicted by string-gas cosmology is shown in
Fig. 1. In the most optimistic case of a tensor-to-scalar ratio saturating the CMB
bound, the model reaches DECIGO sensitivity.

Fig. 1 Stochastic GW background of string-gas cosmology compared with the sensitivity curves
of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK), SKA, LISA, ET and DECIGO. The black and blue solid curves
−1
−1
, respectively. We used the central values of the
and 5 × 103 MPl
correspond to lst = 103 MPl
P LANCK constraints ns = 0.9658 and αs = −0.0066. Note that the approximation (2) breaks down
for high-frequency GWs, since the corresponding curves go beyond the upper bound on the GW
amplitude (dashed lines) obtained from the full expression (9). Credit: [120].

New ekpyrotic scenario
In the ekpyrotic universe, two flat 3-branes constitute the boundary of a fivedimensional spacetime and interact with an attractive potential V (ϕ ) along a compact fifth dimension parametrized by the radion ϕ . As the branes get closer, the
gravitational energy in the bulk is converted into brane kinetic energy and the branes
collide and oscillate back and forth their center of mass along the extra direction.
During the collision, part of the brane kinetic energy is converted into matter and
radiation. An observer on one of the branes experiences the brane collision as a
big bang after a period of contraction called ekpyrosis. During the slow contraction
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phase, a pattern of inhomogeneities is developed. In the new scenario of [76, 77],
the tensor index is small and positive,
nt = 1 − ns > 0 ,

αt = −αs .

(13)

The tensor-to-scalar ratio at the pivot scale is
r(k0 ) ≃

2ns 25
 (k0 τB )2(1−ns ) (1 − ns)2 ,
Γ 2 1 − n2s

(14)

where Γ is Euler’s function and τB is the conformal time at which the string density
is reached and the cosmological bounce takes place. Taking the grand-unification
scale τB = (1016 GeV)−1 ≈ 5×10−55 Mpc and the observed value of the scalar index
ns ≈ 0.9658, one has r(k0 ) ∼ (10−4 − 10−2) (1 − ns)2 .
Figure 2 shows the stochastic GW background of this model. The signal reaches
the DECIGO curve only in the most optimistic case of a strong blue tilt and a strong
positive tensor running.

Fig. 2 Stochastic GW background of the new ekpyrotic scenario compared with the sensitivity
obs
curves of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA, SKA, LISA, ET and DECIGO. Denoting as nobs
s ± δ ns and αs ±
δ αs the P LANCK values, we plot the worst case minimizing the tensor blue tilt and maximizing the
obs
negative tensor running at the 2σ -level (nt = 1 − (nobs
s + 2δ ns ) ≈ 0.026, αt = −(αs + 2δ αs ) ≈
−0.007, red solid curve), the intermediate case taking the central values of the parameters (nt =
obs
1 − nobs
s ≈ 0.034, αt = −αs ≈ 0.007, black solid curve) and the best case maximizing the tensor
blue tilt and the positive tensor running at the 2σ -level (nt = 1 − (nobs
s − 2δ ns ) ≈ 0.042, αt =
−(αsobs − 2δ αs ) ≈ 0.021, blue solid curve). We take τB = 5.8 × 10−24 Mpc, which corresponds to
the conformal time at the grand-unification scale 1016 GeV. The dotted curves correspond to the
above cases with no running. Credit: [120].
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Brandenberger–Ho non-commutative inflation
The graviton action of this model is decorated with *-products. This structure alters the scalar and tensor primordial spectra in a way that depends on whether the
perturbation modes have a wave-length smaller (ultraviolet limit, UV) or larger (infrared limit, IR) than the fundamental length scale ℓnc appearing in the commutation
algebra. In the particular case of natural inflation, the IR limit of this model has a
blue-tilted tensor spectrum and is compatible with P LANCK data [79]. Here the
mechanism is directly related to the time-momentum uncertainty, which induces a
k-dependence in the effective mass term of the GW propagation equation. This dependence is inherited by the tensor spectrum and, for a certain choice of parameters,
it leads to an enhancement at small scales. In the IR limit,
(0)

Pt = Pt Σ 2 (ℓnc H) ,

(15)

(0)

where Pt = Pt (Σ =1) is the amplitude in the commutative limit (Einstein gravity)
and Σ is a function encoding the non-commutative effects. Σ multiplies both the
tensor and scalar amplitudes, so that their ratio r is unchanged. When the FLRW
2-sphere is factored out of the total measure, the tensor spectral index is positive,
nt ≃

r
≃ 4ε ,
4

αt ≃ 8ε (ε − η ) ,

(16)

where ε := −Ḣ/H 2 and η := −φ̈ /(H φ̇ ) are the first two slow-roll parameters. The
scalar spectrum is red-tilted for some choices of inflaton potential, such as natural inflation [79]. The dependence of the observables (16) from the number of e-foldings
N and the parameter A = (φ∗ /MPl )2 /3, where φ∗ is a characteristic scale of the
scalar-field potential, can be found in [79, 120]. In particular, CMB data constrain
5.8 < A < 11 at the 95 % CL for 50 < N < 60.
As expected by the fact that non-commutativity changes the sign and value of
the coefficients in the slow-roll expressions of the observables but not their order
of magnitude, the spectrum is enhanced up to the DECIGO sensitivity curve, but
barely so, and it does not reach ET [120].

Multi-fractional spacetimes
Multi-fractional spacetimes are spacetimes where the clocks and rulers used by the
observer register different scaling laws (for instance, linear size versus volume) in
copies of the same object with different sizes (for instance, a human-size hyperball compared with a microscopic one) [10]. This ever-changing geometry is typical
of spacetimes arising in quantum gravity [121, 122]. Multi-fractional theories implement this dimensional flow via a modification of the integration measure in the
field action and of the kinetic operators acting on the fields, including gravity. In the
particular case of the so-called theory with q-derivatives, the tensor spectrum reads
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(


 )
αt (k0 )
p(k)
p(k) 2
Pt (k) = r(k0 ) Ps (k0 ) exp nt (k0 ) ln
ln
,
+
p(k0 )
2
p(k0 )

(17)

where nt < 0, αt < 0 and r = −8nt as in standard inflationary models and
"

1
p(k) ≃ k 1 +
|α |



k
k∗

1−α #−1

,

(18)

where k∗ is a fundamental comoving scale and the parameter α (not to be confused
with the running of scalar or tensor indices) is related to the Hausdorff dimension
space
of space (the way volumes scale with the linear size; see below) by dH = 3α in
three topological dimensions. If 0 < α < 1 (respectively, α > 1), the tensor spectrum is red-tilted but less (respectively, more) than in Einstein gravity. If α < 0,
for k ≪ k∗ (large scales, small frequencies) one recovers GR, while an exotic
regime is reached for k ≫ k∗ (small scales, large frequencies) where p(k) ≃ kα
1
2
and Pt (k) ∼ kα nt + 2 αt α ln(k/k0 ) . The observed spectral index α nt is positive definite
and the spectrum increases at large k, while the observed tensor running at large
frequencies stays negative, α 2 αt < 0. The geometric interpretation is that in the IR
the Hausdorff dimension of spacetime is smaller than 4 and there is an increase in
the number of modes given the same density.
As one can see in Fig. 3, for the typical signs and values of r, nt and αt of standard
inflationary scalar-field models, the theory can reach the DECIGO sensitivity curve
if the tensor-to-scalar ratio r is close to the CMB bound (in the figure, r = 0.06).
The running decreases the spectral amplitude at the typical frequencies of interferometers. Results with zero running are insensitive of the choice of scale k∗ (position
of the bending point of the spectrum) because α nt is very small, while there is a
visible effect in the presence of running due to the amplification by α 2 .

Modified dispersion relation and propagation speed
Basics
A feature common to all theories of quantum gravity is dimensional flow, the change
of spacetime dimension with the probed scale. Quantization of spacetime geometry
or its emergence from fundamental physics introduces, directly or indirectly, two
types of change relevant for the propagation of GWs: an anomalous spacetime measure dρ (x) (how volumes scales) and a kinetic operator K (∂ ) (modified dispersion
relations), so that the perturbed action for a small perturbation hµν over a back(0)

ground gµν is
S=

1
2ℓ2∗Γ

Z

dρ

q


|g(0) | hµν K h µν + O(h2µν ) ,

(19)
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Fig. 3 Stochastic GW background of multi-fractional inflation with no running (αt = 0) and α =
−1/2, −3, −5 (respectively, red, black and blue solid curve), compared with the sensitivity curves
of LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA, SKA, LISA, ET and DECIGO. Here r = 0.06 and nt ≈ −0.0075 is given
by the consistency relation r = −8nt . The αt = 0 plots are unaffected by different choices of k∗ ,
which we took in the range k∗ = 10−20 − 1010 Mpc−1 . The dotted curves correspond to the above
cases with non-zero running αt = −0.0001 (typical order of magnitude of inflationary models) and
k∗ = 10−3 Mpc−1 . Credit: [120].

up to a source term, where ℓ∗ is a (or the) characteristic length scale of the geometry
and Γ is a constant. Splitting the perturbation into the usual polarization decomposi×
Γ
tion hµν = h+ e+
µν + h× e µν , the modes h+,× /ℓ∗ are dimensionally and dynamically
equivalent to a scalar field.
The measure defines a geometric observable, the Hausdorff dimension dH (ℓ) :=
d ln ρ (ℓ)/d ln ℓ, describing how volumes scale with their linear size ℓ. In a classical spacetime, dH = D. Also, spacetime is dual to a well-defined momentum space
characterized by a measure ρ̃ (k) with Hausdorff dimension dHk , in general different from dH . The kinetic term is related to dHk and to another
observable, the specR
tral dimension dS (ℓ) := −d ln P(ℓ)/d ln ℓ, where P(ℓ) ∝ ρ̃ (k) exp[−ℓ2 K˜ (−k2 )]. In
any plateau of dimensional flow, where all dimensions are approximately constant,
k
ρ̃ (k) ∼ dk kdH −1 and
2−2β
(20)
K˜ (−k2 ) = −ℓ∗ k2 + k2β ,
where β := [K ]/2 is a constant given by half the energy scaling of K . Here
momentum-space coordinates have the usual dimensional units [k µ ] = 1. Then, one
k
β −1
finds that P ∝ (ℓ∗ ℓ)−dH /β , implying dS = 2dHk /[K ] and

β=

dHk
.
dS

(21)
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In such a plateau region, since [S] = 0, from (19) we have

Γ≃

dH dHk
−
,
2
dS

(22)

and Γ ≈ const. We assume that dS 6= 0 at all scales. The case of non-local quantum
gravity, where dS = 0 at short scales, must be treated separately. In the GR limit in
D topological dimensions, dH = dHk = dS = D and Γ = D/2 − 1, the usual scaling
of a scalar field. In D = 4, Γ = 1. The value of the dimensions dH , dHk and dS and
of the parameter Γ for different quantum gravities can be found in [17]; in the UV,
−3 6 ΓUV 6 2.
The modified dispersion relation (20) arises in higher-order non-unitary theories
(β = 2, 3, . . .) [32, 34, 35], the propagation of low-energy particles in non-critical
string theory (β = 3/2 at mesoscopic scales and β = 2 in the deep UV) [123],
asymptotic safety (β = 2) [124], Hořava–Lifshitz gravity (β = 3 only in the spatial directions) [71], multi-fractional spacetimes with fractional and q-derivatives
(β > 0; Lorentz invariance is broken here) [10], causal sets (β = 2) [125] and as
an effective dispersion relation in loop quantum gravity [126–129]. Last, ℓ∗ is a
length scale around which quantum-gravity effects become relevant. If there is only
one fundamental scale ℓ∗ , then it is very small (of order of, or not too far from,
the Planck scale ℓPl ) and the UV regime corresponds to very short wave-lengths. If,
however, (20) is an effective dispersion relation, ℓ∗ is a mesoscopic scale that could
be relatively far from the actual UV and closer to the IR regime.

Results in quantum gravity
The dispersion relation (20) of the spin-2 graviton field has been used to impose constraints on quantum-gravity theories exhibiting dimensional flow using the LIGOVirgo merging events [6–8]. Given the dispersion relation (20), the velocity of propagation of a wave front is given by the group velocity
cGW :=

dω
.
d|k|

(23)

The signal of GW150914 is peaked at a frequency f = ω /(2π ) = 100 Hz, corresponding to ω ≈ 630 Hz ≈ 4.1 × 10−13 eV. At that frequency, the difference
∆ c := cGW − 1 between the propagation speed of the signal and the speed of light
is bounded from above as [1]
|∆ c| < 4.2 × 10−20 .

(24)

For the usual Lorentz-invariant massive dispersion relation ω 2 = |k|2 + m2 , one
gets cGW ≃ 1 − m2 /(2ω 2 ) if the mass is small, so that ∆ c ≃ −m2 /(2ω 2 ) and
m < 1.2 × 10−22 eV. Consider now the more general dispersion relation ω 2 =
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|k|2 + O(1)ℓn∗ |k|n+2 . The case n = 1 stems from generic quantum-gravity arguments
[123], while the case n = 2 can be obtained either as the low-momentum expansion
of Padmanabhan’s non-local model or from an argument matching the logarithmic
leading-order LQG correction to the entropy-area law for black holes [128]. Since
the GW frequency is much lower than the Planck frequency, one gets very weak
bounds on ℓ∗ when n = 1, 2 [6, 8]. However, setting instead ℓ−1
∗ > 10 TeV (quantumgravity scale larger than the LHC scale), one finds the bound 0 < n < 0.76 [8]. We
can connect these results with the kinetic operator (20) if we allow for a breaking of
Lorentz invariance. Expanding the dispersion relation K˜ = 0 for small ω /|k|, one
finds
β

ω2
2β −2
2β −2
2β
2
2
1− 2
ω = |k| − ℓ∗ |k|
≃ |k|2 − ℓ∗ |k|2β ,
(25)
|k|
where n = 2β − 2. As said, too weak bounds on ℓ∗ are obtained when n = 1, 2
(β = 3/2, 2), while when ℓ−1
∗ > 10 TeV we have β = dH /2 − Γ < 1.38 when dH ≈ 4.
This happens at intermediate scales where the corrections to GR are small but nonnegligible. In this mesoscopic regime, the above bound implies

Γmeso > 0.62 ,

(26)

weaker than the constraint (33) discussed below. At any rate, one should apply
this bound with care to Lorentz-invariant theories, as it entailed an assumption
(ω /|k| ≪ 1) that may strongly depend on the model and on the symmetry-breaking
mechanism.
Multi-fractional spacetimes can produce ad hoc models [7, 10] saturating the
bound (26) which, in turn, would constrain the two-dimensional parameter space
(ℓ∗ , α ) of the simplest version of the theory to a region that should be checked
against other types of cosmological observations and mechanisms (inflation, dark
energy, and so on). While this procedure can select specific viable models, it is
purely phenomenological.
The modified dispersion relation of the graviton in non-local quantum gravity
requires a separate but rather quick analysis. The linearized perturbation equation is
[66]
h̃ = 0 ,
h̃ := eH2 () h ,
(27)
where H2 is a non-local form factor such that exp H2 is an entire function of the
background Laplace–Beltrami operator . The dispersion relation is k2 exp H2 (−k2 )
= 0, which leads to the usual pole k2 = −ω 2 + |k|2 = 0 in the propagator. Since the
perturbation equation is the standard one for h̃, the propagation speed of GWs equals
the speed of light and the theory avoids the bound (24).
Early-universe scenarios such as Brandenberger–Ho non-commutative inflation
and the new ekpyrotic scenario have no say about the propagation of late-time GWs.
Therefore, they are not constrained by interferometric observations on the propagation speed or the luminosity distance of individual sources.
We conclude that, in general, modified dispersion relations in quantum gravity
are not an efficient way to constrain the theory because the correction is too small
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and the graviton speed is very close, or equal to, the speed of light, thus evading the
bound (24).

Luminosity distance
Basics
The luminosity distance dLEM of a source of electromagnetic radiation is defined by
the relation between the flux F of light reaching an observer and the power L per
unit area emitted by the source:
F =:

L
.
4π (dLEM )2

(28)

In standard GR, the luminosity distance as a function of the redshift 1 + z = a0 /a
(with a0 = 1) is
dLEM (z) = (1 + z)

Z t0
dt
t(z)

a

= (1 + z)

Z z
dz
0

HGR

,

(29)

where a(z) = (1 + z)−1 . The Hubble parameter HGR (z) is determined by the first
2 = (κ 2 /3)ρ and includes all energy contributions, includFriedmann equation HGR
ing dark-energy. At small z, dLEM ≃ z/H0 , where H0 is the Hubble parameter today.
Sources of GWs admit another definition of luminosity distance. Let hµν be a
metric perturbation around the Minkowski background ηµν = diag(−, +, · · · , +)
and call h one of the graviton polarization modes. The scalar h is the amplitude
of a gravitational wave emitted by a source such as a black-hole or a neutron-star
binary system. In D topological dimensions, a direct calculation [130] or a scaling
argument [20] yields the asymptotic dependence of h on the distance r = |x − x′ |
in the local wave zone of the source, i.e., a region of space much larger than the
wave-length of the metric perturbation but smaller than cosmological scales:
h≃

κ Fh (t − r)
r

D=4

D−2
2

∝

1
,
r

where Fh is a function of retarded time. If the observer is at a cosmological distance, the cosmic expansion must be taken into account. Since r is nothing but the
comoving distance from the source, after rescaling with the scale factor a one gets
(see [131, section 4.1.4] for the derivation in four dimensions)
h∼

1
D−2
(d EM ) 2

L

D=4

=

1
.
dLEM

(30)
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For sources of GWs and light, called standard sirens, both sides of this equation can
be measured: the left-hand side is the strain measured in an interferometer, while
the right-hand side is determined by observations in the optical spectrum.
In theories beyond GR, the relation between h and dLEM can be different. Defining the GW luminosity distance as h =: 1/dLGW (up to a retarded time-dependent
function), in these theories the ratio dLGW (z)/dLEM (z) deviates from 1. This is a
cosmological observable that can be determined from standard-sirens data and is
parametrized in several forms [19].

Results in quantum gravity
To extract the luminosity distance in quantum gravity in a model-independent way,
we appeal again to dimensional flow. In a multi-scale spacetime such as those arising in quantum gravity, the measurement of a generic distance r in the absence of
curvature in a non-relativistic regime (Newtonian approximation) deviates from the
one in ordinary space by a power-law correction, so that [10, 11, 132, 133]
"
 α −1 #
r
,
(31)
r → r̃ = r 1 + ε
l∗
where α is the same as in (18) and the parameter ε accounts for two types of corrections (deterministic if ε = ±1, stochastic if ε is a random variable averaging to zero
[11]). According to the flow-equation theorem [10], when measuring r with physical rods one can identify α with the UV Hausdorff dimension of spacetime divided
by D [11]. Generic quantum-gravity arguments select the values α = 1/3, 1/2 as
especially appealing [11, 132, 133], although they are not really preferred in most
of the concrete theories listed here.
It turns out that the luminosity distance follows a similar multi-scale power
law. It is not difficult to show that (22) is the scaling of the GW amplitude h
(subscripts +, × omitted) with respect to the radial distance r in the local wave
zone, h(t, r) ∼ fh (t, r) (ℓ∗ /r)Γ . On cosmological distances, it is sufficient to replace
r → ar. Assuming that quantum-gravity corrections to dLEM are negligible at large
scales and absorbing redshift factors and all the details of the source (chirp mass,
spin, and so on) into the dimensionless function fh (z), one has
h(z) ∼ fh (z)



ℓ∗
dLEM (z)

Γ

.

The final step is to generalize this relation, valid only for a plateau in dimensional
flow, to all scales. An exact calculation is extremely difficult except in special cases,
but a model-independent approximate generalization is possible because the system
is multi-scale (it has at least an IR and a UV limit, respectively Γ → 1 and Γ →
ΓUV ). In fact, multi-scale systems such as those in multi-fractal geometry, chaos
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theory, transport theory, financial mathematics, biology and machine learning are
characterized by at least two critical exponents Γ1 and Γ2 combined together as a
sum of two terms rΓ1 + A rΓ2 + . . ., where A and each subsequent coefficients contain
a scale (hence the term multi-scale). In quantum gravity, lengths have exactly this
behavior, which has been proven to be universal [10, 11, 132, 133] in the flat-space
limit. In particular, it must hold also for the luminosity distance because one should
recover such a feature in the sub-cosmological limit dLEM → r. Thus [20],
 EM γ −1
dLGW
d
,
= 1 ± |γ − 1| L
EM
ℓ∗
dL

(32)

with γ 6= 0. In the presence of only one fundamental length scale ℓ∗ = O(ℓPl ), (32)
is exact and γ = ΓUV takes values different from 1, in the interval −3 6 ΓUV 6 2 for
the theories considered in this chapter. Conversely, if ℓ∗ is a mesoscopic scale much
larger than the Planck scale, then (32) is valid only near the IR, close to the end of
the flow, where γ = Γmeso ≈ 1. This equation resembles the GW luminosity-distance
relation expected in some models with large extra dimensions, where gravitons leak
into a higher-dimensional space [134–137].
Observations can place bounds on the two parameters ℓ∗ and γ in a modelindependent way, by constraining the ratio (32) as a function of the redshift of the
source. An analysis based on two standard sirens (the binary neutron-star merger
GW170817 observed by LIGO-Virgo and the Fermi telescope [138] and a simulated z = 2 super-massive black hole merging event that could be observed by LISA)
shows that no constraint can be placed on the deep UV limit of any quantum gravity unless (32) were valid at all scales and 0 < γ − 1 = ΓUV − 1 = O(1), in which
case κ -Minkowski spacetime and Padmanabhan’s non-local effective model would
be ruled out. The other alternative is that (32) was valid in a near-IR regime and
γ = Γmeso was very close to 1 from above, in which case one finds the bound [20]
0 < Γmeso − 1 < 0.02

(ℓ∗ = ℓPl ) .

(33)

Examining (22), one concludes that this case is realized only for geometries with a
spectral dimension reaching dS → 4 from above. The only theories in our list that
do so are those where ΓUV > Γmeso > 1 (κ -Minkowski spacetime with ordinary measure and bicross-product or relative-locality Laplacians and Padmanabhan’s model)
or Γmeso > 1 > ΓUV (LQG/SF/GFT). One can exclude observability of the models
with ΓUV > Γmeso > 1, since they predict Γmeso − 1 ∼ (ℓPl /dLEM )2 < 10−116. Thus,
only LQG/SF/GFT could generate a signal detectable with standard sirens, unless
some yet unknown theoretical constraints limited the size of the effect. Here dS runs
from small values in the UV, but before reaching the limit dSIR = 4 it overshoots the
asymptote and decreases again [139]: hence Γmeso > 1 > ΓUV .
A complementary solar-system constraint on the spin-2 sector can arise from
modifications of Newton’s potential and can be much stronger than (33), but it heavily relies on model-dependent assumptions on the scalar perturbation sector which
are under poor control [17]. On the other hand, the bounds obtained from dL are
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stronger than the ones found from the modified dispersion relation (20). This is one
reason behind the recent surge of interest in the luminosity distance to probe theories
beyond GR.
Let us now discuss the case of non-local quantum gravity [69]. Using the same
full calculation or the scaling argument as in GR with h replaced by h̃, for entire
form factors we have
h̃ =

1

=⇒

d GW

h = e−H2

L

1
d GW

,

(34)

L

where h̃ is defined in (27). We can estimate the non-local correction in the right-hand
side for the minimal form factor H2 () = −ℓ2∗  = ℓ2∗ (∂t2 + 3H ∂t ) in the homogeneous approximation and, crudely, an approximately constant Hubble parameter
2
H ≃ H0 , so that at large redshift h ≃ H0 e−10(ℓ∗H0 ) e2H0 (t−t0 ) , while at small redshift
2
h ≃ H0 e−3(ℓ∗H0 ) e2H0 (t−t0 ) . Overall,
2

e−c(ℓ∗ H0 )
h≃
,
dLGW

c = O(1) − O(10) .

(35)

Assuming, to maximize the effect, that light is not affected by non-locality, we have
dLGW
≃ 1 + c(ℓ∗H0 )2 ,
dLEM

(36)

and, for ℓ∗ = ℓPl , the right-hand side is of order of 1 + 10−120, an effect completely
unobservable compared with the estimated error ∆ dL /dL ∼ 0.001 − 0.1 of present
and future interferometers [140–143]. For a power-law expansion a = (t/t0 ) p , dL ∝
(t0 /t)2p (t0 − t) and one can show that, again, the correction in the ratio (36) is of the
order of (ℓ∗ /t0 )2 ∼ 10−120. Increasing ℓ∗ to particle-physics scales does not magnify
this correction enough, since it is governed by the cosmological scale H0−1 ∼ t0 ∼
1017 s. Therefore, no non-local effect is observable in the luminosity distance for
this theory.
Regarding multi-fractional spacetimes, it is possible to construct models with
large deviations from the standard luminosity distance [17] but, just as in the case
of the modified dispersion relation, one enters the realm of ad hoc phenomenology.

Strain noise
The above constraints can be complemented by a bound on the Hausdorff dimension
of spacetime in the UV (dHUV ) coming from the strain noise of interferometers [3,
5, 11]. The correction in (31) can also be regarded as a threshold on the minimal
uncertainty in physical measurements (spacetime fuzziness) of distances. Quantum
gravity may manifest itself as an intrinsic noise with variance
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2
= ℓ2∗
σQG



L
ℓ∗

2α

,

(37)

where α is the same parameter introduced in (18) and (31). If L is the typical
length of a GW interferometer (e.g., the linear size of its arms), we can
compare
R
2 = d f S 2( f )
this quantum-gravity noise with the instrumental or strain noise σexp
of a GW interferometer, where S is the spectral noise. For a signal dominated
2 ≃
by the characteristic frequency 1/L (in c = 1 units), a rough estimate is σexp
f S 2 ( f )| f =1/L . The strain noise is dimensionless and (37) has the dimensionality
of (length)2, so that a signal of spacetime fuzziness would be detectable if


ℓ∗
L

2(1−α )

=

2
σQG
2
≃ f S 2( f )
∼ σexp
L2

f = L1

,

leading to

S (f) =



1
ℓ∗

α −1

f

1
2 −α

ln
=⇒

α=



ln

ℓ

S
√

f



∗  .
1

(38)

ℓ∗ f

Results in quantum gravity
In the worst-case scenario where ℓ∗ is of Planckian size, one might believe it impossible to probe with an instrument of a macroscopic size L of order of the kilometer
(or millions of kilometers, in the case of LISA). However, L does not appear in (38)
and, if α is small enough, the detector may even catch the stochastic background
from spacetime fuzziness. Setting ℓ∗ = ℓPl in (38), we get an upper bound on α
for all the main interferometers in operation, under construction, or proposed for
the near future, ranging from α < 0.47 for Ligo-Virgo-KAGRA and DECIGO to
α < 0.54 for LISA [17]. This translates into a bound on the small-scale Hausdorff
dimension of spacetime,
dHUV < 1.9 ,
(39)
very close to the value found in certain kinematical states of LQG/SF/GFT. Note
that an infinitely sensitive instrument not detecting quantum-gravity noise would
push the bound to α ∼ 0, which would mean that there is no dimensional flow
(dH = 4), i.e., the condition of application of the flow-equation theorem does not
hold. Therefore, one could not interpret this result as having a spacetime with zero
UV dimension. In particular, the Hausdorff dimension in non-local quantum gravity
does not change and we do not expect any imprint in the strain noise. Any constraint from (38) would be physically helpful only in the case where a strain noise
of quantum-gravity origin were actually detected.
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Conclusions
Table 1 summarizes the cosmological models of quantum gravity that we have explored here in relation with GW physics. To the model discussed in this review, we
add pre-big-bang cosmology, where r < 0.01 at the pivot scale k0 = 0.05 Mpc−1 and
the stochastic GW background is blue-tilted and can reach the sensitivity of present
and future interferometers [144]. As one can appreciate, their great majority does
not give rise to any observable signal, as expected on the grounds that Planck-scale
corrections do not have an impact on the production and propagation of gravitational
waves. Still, in some cases there is margin for moderate hope to see something, or
at least to place meaningful constraints, in the near future. All these results would
deserve further critical scrutiny because they are as good as the assumptions made
to obtain them. For example, it is not yet clear whether the bump in the spectral
dimension found in kinematical quantum states in LQG/SF/GFT and giving rise to
a potential detectable deviation from the luminosity distance [17] is an artifact or a
physical feature of the model [139].
Ω GW
Stelle gravity
String theory (low-energy limit)
Asymptotic safety
LQG/SF/GFT
loop quantum cosmology
Causal dynamical triangulations (phase C)
Non-local quantum gravity
Hořava–Lifshitz gravity
Pre-big-bang cosmology
String-gas cosmology
New ekpyrotic scenario
Brandenberger–Ho non-commutative inflation
κ -Minkowski spacetime
Padmanabhan’s non-local model
Multi-fractional spacetimes

cGW

dL

Strain noise

✓

?
✓

?

?
✓

✓
✓
✓
✓
?
✓

?
✓

✓

✓

Table 1 Observability in GW data of various theories of quantum gravity using the stochastic
GW background (Ω GW ), the propagation speed of gravitons (cGW ), the luminosity distance (dL )
and the strain noise. A tick indicates that the theory might give a detectable signal, empty cells
correspond to theories which cannot produce such a signal, and question marks are placed where
no prediction has been calculated so far.

The number of ticks in the table is not related to the quality of science one can
do with each theory. Some models have many ticks because they can be tuned more
easily than others, while some have no tick at all because their predictions are rigorous but consistently below detection threshold. Also, the table is by no means
exhaustive. While we have spent some time on the propagation of GWs, we have
not discussed the constraints that can come from the production of GWs at inspiral and merger phases [7, 12] or from the horizon structure of merging black holes
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[15], topics that would require another review and more advances from the theoretical side than those currently available for the theories in our list, list that, as we
already stressed, is not comprehensive.
The main message to take on board from this review is that, in certain models
of quantum gravity, short-scale modifications can leave an imprint on GWs when
they are accumulated on cosmic distances or amplified by the cosmic expansion
via mechanisms that go beyond effective field theory. By the first half of this century, GW interferometers should be able to give a deeper insight into the physics of
quantum gravity.
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