arXiv:hep-ph/0412406 v1 29 Dec 2004

IUHET 477, September 2004

LORENTZ VIOLATION AND GRAVITY

V. ALAN KOSTELECKÝ Physics Department, Indiana University Bloomington, IN 47405, U.S.A.

Lorentz symmetry lies at the heart of relativity and is a feature of low-energy descriptions of nature. Minuscule Lorentz-violating effects arising in theories of quantum gravity offer a promising candidate signal for new physics at the Planck scale. A framework is presented for incorporating Lorentz violation into general relativity and other theories of gravity. Applying this framework yields a proof that explicit Lorentz symmetry breaking is incompatible with generic Riemann-Cartan geometries. The framework also enables the construction of all possible terms in the effective low-energy action for the underlying quantum gravity. These terms form the gravitationally coupled Standard-Model Extension (SME), which offers a comprehensive guide to searches for observable phenomena. The dominant and sub-dominant Lorentz-violating terms in the gravitational and QED sectors of the SME are discussed.

1. Introduction

Reconciling gravity with quantum mechanics to form a consistent theory of quantum gravity remains a major outstanding problem in theoretical physics. The difficulty of the problem is exacerbated by the lack of experimental guidance. Progress in physics is often made through the combination of theory and experiment working in tandem, but the natural scale for quantum gravity is the Planck scale, which lies some 17 orders of magnitude above our presently attainable energy scales. At first sight, this appears an insuperable barrier to the acquisition of experimental information about quantum gravity.

Remarkably, under suitable circumstances, some experimental information about quantum gravity can nonetheless be obtained. The point is that minuscule effects emerging from the underlying quantum gravity might be detected in sufficiently sensitive experiments. To be identified as definitive signals from the Planck scale, such effects would need to violate some established principle of low-energy physics. One promising class of potential effects is relativity violations, arising from breaking the Lorentz symmetry 1

that lies at the heart of relativity.1 Recent proposals suggest these effects could emerge from strings, loop quantum gravity, noncommutative field theories, or numerous other sources at the Planck scale.2

Whatever the nature of the underlying quantum gravity, effective field theory is an appropriate tool for the general description of low-energy signals of Lorentz violation.3 To be realistic, a theory of this type must reproduce established physics. In Minkowski spacetime, nongravitational phenomena involving the basic particles and forces down to the quantum level are successfully described by the Standard Model (SM) of particle physics. Adding gravitational couplings and the Einstein-Hilbert action for general relativity yields the gravitationally coupled SM, which encompasses all known fundamental physics. This combined theory must therefore be a basic component of any realistic effective field theory.

In Minkowski spacetime, relativity violations can be incorporated as additional terms in the SM action describing arbitrary coordinate-independent Lorentz violation, and all dominant contributions at low energies are explicitly known.4 However, the inclusion of Lorentz violation in an effective field theory containing also the Einstein-Hilbert action and the gravitationally coupled SM is more challenging. The study of relativity violations in the corresponding spacetimes requires a framework allowing violations of local Lorentz invariance while preserving general coordinate invariance. Also, since physical matter is formed from leptons and quarks, the framework must be sufficiently supple to incorporate spinors.

This talk summarizes a suitable framework that meets all the above criteria, along with some key associated results. The framework described enables the construction of the general low-energy effective field theory, the Standard-Model Extension (SME), which serves as a comprehensive basis for theoretical and experimental studies of Lorentz violation in all gravitational and SM sectors. The talk is based on a selection of results obtained in Ref. 5, to which the reader is referred for more details.

2. Framework

The framework summarized here, appropriate for the comprehensive description of Lorentz violation, is founded on Riemann-Cartan geometry and the vierbein formalism.6 This formalism naturally distinguishes local Lorentz and general coordinate transformations and also allows the treatment of spinors. The basic gravitational fields are the vierbein e^a_μ and the spin connection ω^{ab}_μ , and the action of the local Lorentz group at each spacetime point allows three rotations and three boosts independent of general coordinate transformations. In this context, Lorentz violation appears in a local Lorentz frame when a nonzero vacuum value exists for one or more quantities carrying local Lorentz indices, called coefficients for Lorentz violation.

As an illustrative example for the basic ideas of the framework, suppose a nonzero timelike coefficient k_a = (k, 0, 0, 0) exists in a certain local Lorentz frame at some point P . Whenever particles (or localized fields) have observable interactions with k_a, physical Lorentz violation occurs. The corresponding Lorentz transformations, called local particle Lorentz transformations, act to boost or rotate particles in the fixed local frame at P , leaving k_a and any other background quantities unaffected. Note, however, that the local Lorentz frame itself can be changed by local observer Lorentz transformations, under which k_a behaves covariantly as a four-vector. Note also that the physics is covariant under general coordinate transformations, as desired, because a change of the observer’s spacetime coordinates x^μ induces a conventional general coordinate transformation on k_μ = e^a_μ k_a. The breaking of Lorentz symmetry is called explicit if k_μ(x) is specified as a predetermined external quantity, while it is spontaneous if instead k_μ(x) is determined through a dynamical procedure such as the development of a vacuum value.

In general, the Lorentz-violating piece S_{LV} of the action for the effective field theory contains terms of the form

S_{LV} ⊃ ∫ d^4x ek_xJ^x, (1)

where k_x is a coefficient for Lorentz violation in the covariant x representation of the observer Lorentz group. Also, J^x lies in the corresponding contravariant representation and is a general-coordinate invariant formed from the vierbein, spin connection, and SM fields. The form (1) of terms in the effective action is independent of the origin of the Lorentz violation in the underlying quantum gravity, including whether the violation is spontaneous or explicit.

3. Spontaneous and Explicit Lorentz Violation

With this framework established, various issues concerning observable Lorentz violation can be addressed. One result is that explicit and spontaneous Lorentz violations have distinct implications for the energymomentum tensor. To see this, first separate the action of the full effective theory into a piece S_{gravity} involving only the vierbein and spin connection and the remainder, S_{matter} = S_{matter,0} + S_{matter,LV}, where S_{matter,LV} contains all Lorentz violations involving matter. Any term in the latter therefore has the general form (1), where the operator J^x is now taken to be formed from matter fields f^y and their covariant derivatives.

For explicit Lorentz violation, consider a particular variation of S_{matter} for which all fields and backgrounds are allowed to vary, including the coefficients for explicit Lorentz violation, but in which the dynamical fields f^y satisfy equations of motion:

δS_{matter} = ∫ d^4x e(T^{μν} e_{νa}δe^a_μ +^1_2 S^μ_{ab}δω^{ab}_μ + eJ^xδk_x). (2)

This expression defines the energy-momentum tensor T^{μν} and the spindensity tensor S^μ_{ab}, as usual. For infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations δe^a_μ , δω^{ab}_μ , δk_x, the variation (2) yields the condition

T^{μν} − T^{νμ} − (D_α − T^β_{βα})S^{αμν} = −e^{μa}e^{νb}k_x(X_{[ab]})^x_yJ^y (3)

on the symmetry of the energy-momentum tensor T^{μν} , where D_μ is the covariant derivative, T^λ_{μν} is the torsion, and (X_{[ab]})^x_y is the representation for the local Lorentz generators. When instead the special variation (2) is induced by a diffeomorphism, the variations δe^a_μ , δω^{ab}_μ , δk_x are Lie derivatives, yielding the covariant conservation law

(D_μ − T^λ_{λμ})T^μ_ν + T^λ_{μν} T^μ_λ +^1_2 R^{ab}_{μν}S^μ_{ab} = J^xD_ν k_x, (4)

where R^{ab}_{μν} is the curvature. In the limit of conventional general relativity, these equations reduce to the familiar expressions T^{μν} = T^{νμ} and D_μT^μ_ν = 0. In the Minkowski-spacetime limit with Lorentz violation, known results4 also emerge.

For spontaneous Lorentz violation, the derivation can be adapted to obtain equations similar to (3) and (4), but with the terms involving k_x replaced by zero. This is because all coefficients arising from spontaneous breaking are vacuum field values and therefore must obey equations of motion, so the variation δk_x in Eq. (2) is absent. The result can also be understood geometrically. The spacetime geometry implies a set of identities, the Bianchi identities, that are tied to the equations of motion and hence imply certain conditions on the matter sources. However, for sources involving explicit Lorentz violation, these conditions are generically incompatible with covariant conservation laws for the matter. For example, in general relativity the Bianchi identities are D_μG^{μν} = 0, the Einstein equations are G^{μν} = 8πG_N T^{μν} , and substitution yields the condition D_μT^{μν} = 0, which in the presence of explicit Lorentz violation is incompatible with the result (4). In contrast, spontaneous Lorentz violation yields consistent results, essentially because in this case the coefficients for Lorentz violation form an intrinsic part of the geometrical structure rather than being externally imposed.

4. Low-Energy Effective Action

A wide-ranging application of the general framework summarized here is the construction of all possible dominant terms in the low-energy effective action, independent of the structure of the underlying quantum gravity theory. The full SME effective action at low energies is a sum of partial actions,

S_{SME} = S_{gravity} + S_{SM} + S_{LV} + . . . . (5)

Here, the term S_{gravity} represents the pure-gravity sector, involving the vierbein and the spin connection and including any Lorentz violation. The term S_{SM} is the SM action with gravitational couplings. The term S_{LV} contains all Lorentz-violating terms that involve matter fields and dominate at low energies, including minimal gravitational couplings. The ellipsis represents low-energy terms of higher suppression order, including operators of mass dimension greater than four, some of which violate Lorentz symmetry.

The pure-gravity action can be written

S_{gravity} = 1 16πG_N ∫ d^4x (L^{LI}_{e,ω} + L^{LV}_{e,ω} + . . .), (6)

where the Lorentz-invariant piece L^{LI}_{e,ω} and the Lorentz-violating piece L^{LV}_{e,ω} involve only e^a_μ and ω^{ab}_μ . The ellipsis represents possible dependence on nonminimal dynamical gravitational fields, such as the recently proposed cosmologically varying scalar fields that can lead to Lorentz violation.7 The Lorentz-invariant lagrangian L^{LI}_{e,ω} can be expanded as usual,

L^{LI}_{e,ω} = eR − 2eΛ + . . . , (7)

while the Lorentz-violating lagrangian L^{LV}_{e,ω} has the form L^{LV}_{e,ω} = e(k_T )^{λμν} T_{λμν} + e(k_R)^{κλμν} R_{κλμν} +e(k_{T T} )^{αβγλμν}T_{αβγ} T_{λμν} + . . . . (8) The Lorentz-violating matter action S_{LV} can also be constructed as a series of terms involving both SM and gravitational fields. For illustrative purposes, attention here is restricted to the special limit of single-fermion gravitationally coupled quantum electrodynamics (QED), for which only the dominant and minimally coupled terms are considered. A discussion of the full theory can be found in Ref. 5.

In this limit, the relevant U(1)-invariant action is a sum of partial actions for the Dirac fermion ψ and the photon A_μ. The fermion partial action for the QED extension can be written as

S_ψ = ∫ d^4x(^1_2 iee^μ_aψΓ^{a ↔}D_μ ψ − eψM ψ), (9)

where the symbols Γ^a and M are defined by Γ^a ≡ γ^a − c_{μν} e^{νa}e^μ_bγ^b − d_{μν}e^{νa}e^μ_bγ_5γ^b −e_μe^{μa} − if_μe^{μa}γ_5 −^1_2 g_{λμν} e^{νa}e^λ_be^μ_cσ^{bc}, (10) M ≡ m + im_5γ_5 + a_μe^μ_aγ^a + b_μe^μ_aγ_5γ^a +^1_2 H_{μν}e^μ_ae^ν_bσ^{ab}. (11)

The first term of Eq. (10) and the first two terms of Eq. (11) are conventional, while the others involve Lorentz violation controlled by the coefficients a_μ, b_μ, ,¸ d_{μν}, e_μ, f_μ, g_{λμν}, H_{μν}, which typically vary with position. The covariant derivative D_μ in Eq. (9) is a combination of the spacetime covariant derivative and the usual U(1) covariant derivative: D_μψ ≡ ∂_μψ +^1_4 iω^{ab}_μ σ_{ab}ψ − iqA_μψ. (12) In the photon sector, the partial action is

S_A = ∫ d^4x(L_F + L_A), (13)

where

L_F = −^1_4 eF_{μν} F^{μν} −^1_4 e(k_F )_{κλμν} F^{κλ}F^{μν}, (14) L_A =^1_2 e(k_{AF} )^κϵ_{κλμν} A^λF^{μν} − e(k_A)_κA^κ. (15)

The electromagnetic field strength F_{μν} is defined by the locally U(1)- invariant form

F_{μν} ≡ D_μA_ν − D_ν A_μ + T^λ_{μν} A_λ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ. (16)

The Lorentz violation in this sector is controlled by the coefficients (k_F )_{κλμν} , (k_{AF} )_μ, and (k_A)_μ.

In Minkowski spacetime, the coefficients for Lorentz violation in the SME predict a plethora of experimental signals for relativity violations, even when attention is limited to spacetime-constant coefficients for operators of mass dimension four or less. Experimental tests in this limit to date include ones with photons,8^,9 electrons,10^,11^,12 protons and neutrons,13^,14 mesons,15 muons,16 neutrinos,17^,18 and the Higgs.19

In the full SME effective action including the gravitational couplings, the Lorentz-violating terms create spacetime anisotropies and spacetimedependent rescalings of the coupling constants in the field equations, which in turn induce further potentially significant physical effects. The Lorentzviolating behaviors of gravity modes and fundamental particles vary with momentum magnitude and orientation, spin magnitude and orientation, and particle species. Established results for post-newtonian physics, gravitational waves, black holes, cosmologies, and other standard scenarios typically acquire corrections depending on coefficients for Lorentz violation.

In the gravitational sector, substantial deviations from conventional physics due to Lorentz violation are likely only in regions of large gravitational fields, such as near black holes or in the early Universe. Nonetheless, observable effects may emerge under suitable circumstances. For example, searches for Lorentz violation are feasible in laboratory and space-based experiments studying post-newtonian gravitational physics,20 including the classic tests of gravitational physics, of the inverse square law, and of gravitomagnetic effects. Similarly, spacetime anisotropies in the equations for gravitational waves21 can be sought in Earth- or space-based experiments. Comparisons of the speeds of neutrinos, light, and gravitational waves which can differ in the presence of Lorentz violation, may also eventually be feasible by observing certain violent astrophysical processes. On a larger scale, anisotropic Lorentz-violating corrections generated for the conventional homogeneous FRW cosmologies have the potential to generate a realistic anisotropic cosmology with detectable effects. One possible class of Lorentz-violating cosmological signals would be alignment anomalies on large angular scales, which have been reported in the WMAP data22 but are absent in standard cosmologies.23 Certain coefficients for Lorentz violation can also contribute to an effective cosmological constant, dark matter, and dark energy. For instance, the small nonzero cosmological constant may be partially or entirely tied to small Lorentz violation and may also vary with spacetime position.

5. Summary

The gravitationally coupled SME discussed in this talk is the full low-energy effective field theory for gravitation and other fundamental interactions.5 It offers a comprehensive basis for the study and analysis of experimental tests of Lorentz symmetry, independent of the underlying quantum gravity. The detailed exploration of the associated theoretical and experimental implications is an open challenge of considerable interest, with the potential to uncover experimental signals from the underlying Planck-scale theory.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by NASA grants NAG8-1770 and NAG3- 2194 and by DoE grant DE-FG02-91ER40661.

References 1. V.A. Kostelecký and S. Samuel, Phys. Rev. D 39, 683 (1989); V.A. Kostelecký and R. Potting, Nucl. Phys. B 359, 545 (1991).

2. For reviews, see these proceedings and earlier volumes in this series: V.A.

Kostelecký, ed., CPT and Lorentz Symmetry, World Scientific, Singapore, 1999; CPT and Lorentz Symmetry II, World Scientific, Singapore, 2002.

3. V.A. Kostelecký and R. Potting, Phys. Rev. D 51, 3923 (1995). 4. D. Colladay and V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. D 55, 6760 (1997); Phys. Rev.

D 58, 116002 (1998); V.A. Kostelecký and R. Lehnert, Phys. Rev. D 63, 065008 (2001).

5. V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. D 69, 105009 (2004).

6. R. Utiyama, Phys. Rev. 101, 1597 (1956); T.W.B. Kibble, J. Math. Phys. 2, 212 (1961). For a review of gravitation in Riemann-Cartan spacetimes, see F. Hehl et al., Rev. Mod. Phys. 48, 393 (1976).

7. V.A. Kostelecký, R. Lehnert, and M. Perry, Phys. Rev. D 68, 123511 (2003);

N. Arkani-Hamed et al., JHEP 0405, 074 (2004).

8. J. Lipa et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 060403 (2003); H. Müller et al., Phys.

Rev. Lett. 91, 020401 (2003); P. Wolf et al., Gen. Rel. Grav. 36, 2351 (2004); Phys. Rev. D 70, 051902 (2004); S.M. Carroll, G.B. Field, and R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 41, 1231 (1990); M.P. Haugan and T.F. Kauffmann, Phys. Rev. D 52, 3168 (1995); V.A. Kostelecký and M. Mewes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 251304 (2001); Phys. Rev. D 66, 056005 (2002).

9. R. Jackiw and V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3572 (1999); M. Pérez- Victoria, JHEP 0104, 032 (2001); V.A. Kostelecký et al., Phys. Rev. D 65, 056006 (2002); C. Adam and F.R. Klinkhamer, Nucl. Phys. B 657, 214 (2003); H. Müller et al., Phys. Rev. D 67, 056006 (2003); T. Jacobson, S. Liberati, and D. Mattingly, Phys. Rev. D 67, 124011 (2003); V.A. Kostelecký and A.G.M. Pickering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 031801 (2003); R. Lehnert, Phys. Rev. D 68, 085003 (2003); G.M. Shore, Contemp. Phys. 44, 503 2003; B. Altschul, Phys. Rev. D 69, 125009 (2004); hep-th/0402036; R. Lehnert and R. Potting, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 110402 (2004); Q. Bailey and V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. D 70, 076006 (2004); C. Lämmerzahl, A. Macias, and H. Müller, Phys. Rev. D, in press.

10. H. Dehmelt et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4694 (1999); R. Mittleman et al.,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 2116 (1999); G. Gabrielse et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 3198 (1999); R. Bluhm et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 2254 (1999); Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 1432 (1997); Phys. Rev. D 57, 3932 (1998); D. Colladay and V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Lett. B 511, 209 (2001); B. Altschul, Phys. Rev. D 70, 056005 (2004).

11. B. Heckel, in CPT and Lorentz Symmetry II, Ref. 2; L.-S. Hou, W.-T. Ni, and Y.-C.M. Li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 201101 (2003); R. Bluhm and V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1381 (2000).

12. H. Müller et al., Phys. Rev. D 68, 116006 (2003).

13. L.R. Hunter et al., in CPT and Lorentz Symmetry, Ref. 2; D. Bear et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 5038 (2000); D.F. Phillips et al., Phys. Rev. D 63, 111101 (2001); M.A. Humphrey et al., Phys. Rev. A 68, 063807 (2003); Phys. Rev. A 62, 063405 (2000); F. Canè et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 230801 (2004); V.A. Kostelecký and C.D. Lane, Phys. Rev. D 60, 116010 (1999); J. Math. Phys. 40, 6245 (1999).

14. R. Bluhm et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 090801 (2002); Phys. Rev. D 68, 125008 (2003).

15. KTeV Collaboration, H. Nguyen, in CPT and Lorentz Symmetry II, Ref. 2;

OPAL Collaboration, R. Ackerstaff et al., Z. Phys. C 76, 401 (1997); DELPHI Collaboration, M. Feindt et al., preprint DELPHI 97-98 CONF 80 (1997); BELLE Collaboration, K. Abe et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 3228 (2001); BaBar Collaboration, B. Aubert et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 142002 (2004); FOCUS Collaboration, J.M. Link et al., Phys. Lett. B 556, 7 (2003); V.A. Kostelecký and R. Potting, Phys. Rev. D 51, 3923 (1995); V.A. Kostelecký, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 1818 (1998); Phys. Rev. D 61, 016002 (2000); Phys. Rev. D 64, 076001 (2001).

16. V.W. Hughes et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 111804 (2001); R. Bluhm et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1098 (2000).

17. Recent experimental studies of Lorentz and CPT violation with neutrinos are summarized elsewhere in these proceedings: M.D. Messier (SK); T. Katori and R. Tayloe (LSND); and B.J. Rebel and S.F. Mufson (MINOS).

18. S. Coleman and S.L. Glashow, Phys. Rev. D 59, 116008 (1999); V. Barger et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 5055 (2000); J.N. Bahcall, V. Barger, and D. Marfatia, Phys. Lett. B 534, 114 (2002); I. Mocioiu and M. Pospelov, Phys. Lett. B 534, 114 (2002); A. de Gouvêa, Phys. Rev. D 66, 076005 (2002); G. Lambiase, Phys. Lett. B 560, 1 (2003); V.A. Kostelecký and M. Mewes, Phys. Rev. D 69, 016005 (2004); Phys. Rev. D 70, 031902(R) (2004); Phys. Rev. D 70, 076002 (2004); S. Choubey and S.F. King, Phys. Lett. B 586, 353 (2004); A. Datta et al., Phys. Lett. B 597, 356 (2004).

19. D.L. Anderson, M. Sher, and I. Turan, Phys. Rev. D 70, 016001 (2004); E.O.

Iltan, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 19, 327 (2004).

20. A detailed discussion is in C.M. Will, Theory and Experiment in Gravitational Physics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, England, 1993.

21. V.A. Kostelecký and S. Samuel, Phys. Rev. D 40, 1886 (1989). 22. G. Hinshaw et al., Astrophys. J. Suppl. 148, 135 (2003). 23. See, for example, A. de Oliveira-Costa et al., Phys. Rev. D 69, 063516 (2004).