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ABSTRACT

Aims. In this paper we study the possibility of testi@T symmetry with Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) measuretse
Methods. Working with an éfective lagrangian of the photon wi@PT violation £ ~ p,A,F*” which causes the polarization vectors
of the propagating CMB photons rotated, we determine thetiost angleAa using the BOOMERanG 2003 and the WMAP3 angular
power spectra.

Results. In this analysis we have included the newly releaB€andGC (I < 450) information of WMAP3 and founda = —6.2+3.8

deg at 68% confidence level.

Conclusions. This result increases slightly the significance for @RT violation obtained in our previous paper (Feng et al. 2006)
Aa = -6.0 + 4.0 deg (Ir). Furthermore we examine the constraint on the rotatioreafingm the simulated polarization data with
Planck precision. Our results show that the future Plancksuement will be sensitive tha at the level of 057 deg and able to
test theCPT symmetry with a higher precision.
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1. Introduction electromagnetic tensor. This Lagrangian is not gauge imnvar

. . ant, but the action is gauge independens,ip, = ,. This
In the standard model of particle physi€®T is a fundamental may be possible ifp, ?s c%nstantpin spacet:;ilme oquche gradi-

symmetry. Probing its violation is an important way to sbarcent of a scalar field in the quintessential barjeptogenesis

for the new physics beyond the standard model. Up to B8, 5 ¢ 7han42003:[Li et al. 2002} De Felice et al. 2003) or the
symmetry has passed a number of high precision experime dient of a function of the Ricci scalar in gravitational

tests and no definite signal of its violation has been obser i : : 3
h N g aryo7leptogenesis (Li et al. 2004; Davoudiasl et al. 2004). The
in the laboratory. So, the preseéDT violating dfects, if exist, Chgrn—Sipmogns term violates Lorentz a@BT symmetries wh)en
should be very small to be amenable to the experlmentalsilmltthe background value gf, is nonzero

i .

. Tr?e CPT jymmetry COUId( be Id)énammall);] violated " 0 of the physical consequences of the Chern-Simons term
:n ! ? C?;('Pan' ||ng_ umvershe (Lietal. 2007). dT' N hcos:‘_nc?é the rotation of the polarization direction of electromatic
ogica _Vviolation _mec 1anism |nvestlgate _in_the 't'_waves propagating over large distances (Carroll et al.[1990
erature (Lietal. 2002; | Li& Zhang 2003;|_Lietal. 2004ic, . e | agrangiar{1), we can directly obtain the equation
Feng et al. 2005;| Lietal. 2007) has an interesting fegT motion for the electromagnetic field:

ture that the CPT violating dfects at present time '

are too small to be detected by the laboratory expev,(VFA" - V'A') = —p,e"7(V,Ar — Vo A)) . (2)
iments but large enough in the early universe to ag-, . . . . )
count for the generation of matter-antimatter asymmet Jter imposing Lorentz gauge conditian,.A“ = 0, it becomes:
(Lietal. 2002; Li & Zhang 2003; Li et al. 2004; Li et al. 2007).V#VHAV + R;Aﬂ = -7 (VA — VoA, (3)
And more importantly, this type dEPT violating efects could

be accumulated to be observable in the cosmological expd¥l€reR; is the Ricci tensor. With the geometric optics approxi-
ments [(Feng et al. 2005; Li et al. 2007; Feng et al. 2006). Wifjation, the solution to the equation of motion is expectelito
the accumulation of high quality observational data, eigigc ~ = Re[(@ + eb + e°c” + ...)e™], wheree is a small num-
those from the CMB experiments, cosmological observati@g!- With this ansatz, one can easily see that the Lorengeyau
becomes a powerful way to test tB®T symmetry. condition impliesk,& = 0, where the wave vectdy, = V,S is
Here we study the CMB polarizations an@dPT vi- orthogonal to the surfaces of constant phase and reprebents

olation in the photon sector with anffective lagrangian direction which photons travel along with. The vectéris the

(Carroll et al. 1990 Carroll & Field 1991): product of a scalar amplitud& and a normalized polarization
' vectore!, @ = Agt, with g,&" = 1. Hence in the Lorentz gauge,
L= _:_LFWFW + Les, (1) the wave vectok, is orthogonal to the polarization vectef.
4 Substituting this solution into the modified Maxwell eqoat{3)

where Les ~ p,lAvlfW is a Chern-Simons ternp, is an ex- and negle_ctin_g the Ricci tensor we have at the Iea_ding offder o

ternal vector andf® = (1/2)é™°F,, is the dual of the the equation i, k" = 0.1t indicates that photons still propagate
along the null geodesics. Théfect of Chern-Simons term ap-

Send offprint requeststo: J.-Q. Xia, e-mailxiajq@mail.ihep.ac.cn  pears at the next ordde;V, " = —p,e”*7k,e,. We can see that
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the Chern-Simons term makk4sv,&” not vanished. This means
that the polarization vectat” is not parallel transported along
the light-ray. It rotates as the photon propagates in spaeet
We consider here the spacetime described by spatially flaio.s
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric. The null geaes
equation is k)2 — k'k' = 0. We assume that photons propagate |
along the positive direction of axis,i.e. k* = (k% k%, 0,0) and '
k! = k°. Gauge invariance guarantees that the polarization vecto
of the photon has only two independent components which are®*|
orthogonal to the propagating direction. So, we are onlgrint
ested in the changes of the components of the polarization ve o2+
tor, £ ande>. Assumingp, = po to be a non-vanishing constant,
we obtain the following equationsiz?/dA + Hk%e? = pokPe3, 0 ‘ ‘
de3/dA + HKOe® = —pok®e?, where we have defined théfiae 15 10 Ac’(deg)  ° 5
parameterl which measures the distance along the light-ray,
k¢ = dx*/da, and the reduced expansion r&té = a/a. The Fig.1l. One dimensional distribution on the rotation angle
polarization angle is defined gs= arctan £3/&?). It is easy to from WMAP3 and BO3 data.
find that the rotation angle is

1t

0 tz

Me=xo-re=— [ podn= [ p S (4) G = CE& cog(2Aa) + CC sirf(2Aa)

"z © CCC = CCC cof(2Aa) + CC sirP(2Aa) , (6)
where the subscripis the redshift of the source when the light hile the t ¢ — . h q
was emitted. For CMB photons, the source is the last scagerlw lie the temperature power Spectrun remains unchanged.
surface withz ~ 1100[l. The subscript 0 indicates the present
time. As we know, a vector rotated by an andle in a fixed 2. Method and Results
coordinates frame is equivalent to a fixed vector observed in )
coordinates frame which is rotated bysy. So, with the notion N our study we make a global analysis to the CMB data

of coordinates frame rotation, the rotation angle is with the public available Markov Chain Monte Carlo pack-
age CosmoME (Lewid & Bridle 2002), which has been mod-

oo dt ified to allow the rotation of the power spectra discussed/apo

Aa = -Ay = Po = = Polz. (3) with a new free parametete. We assume the purely adia-

K batic initial conditions and impose the flatness conditiastim

with r, being the comoving distance of the light source awasated by inflation. Our most general parameter space is:
from us. This phenomena is known as “cosmological birefrifews, we, s, 7, Ns, 0g[10M%A], 1, Aa), wherewy, = Qph? andw, =
gence”. This rotation anglaa can be obtained by observinchh2 are the physical baryon and cold dark matter densities rel-
polarized radiation from distant sources such as radiaxggda ative to the critical density®s is the ratio of the sound hori-
guasars and CMB. zon to the angular diameter distance at decoupfirigthe opti-
The Stokes paramete® and U of the CMB polarization cal depth to re-ionizatior\s andns characterize the primordial
can be decomposed into a gradient-lid) éind a curl-like C) scalar power spectrum,is the tensor to scalar ratio of the pri-
component (Kamionkowski et al. 1997). For the standardriheonordial spectrum. For the pivot of the primordial spectrue w
of CMB, theTC andGC cross-correlation power spectra vanistgetkyp = 0.05Mpc™. In our calculation we have assumed that
With the existence of cosmological birefringence, the ppéa the cosmic rotation angle is not too large and imposed a conse
tion vector of each photon is rotated by an angte and one Vative flat prior-7/2 < Ae < /2.
would observe nonzefbC andGC correlations, evenif they are _ In our calculation we combine the full data of WMAP3
zero at the last scattering surface. Denoting the rotatadtiies (Spergel etal. 2007; | _Page et al. 2007; __Hinshaw et al.|2007;
with a prime, one gets (Feng et al. 2005; Lue et al. 1999):  Jarosik et al. 2007) (including the information C and GC
power spectral( < 450)) and BOOMERanG 2003 (B03)

C,'¢ = C[®sin(20), (Jones et al. 2006; Piacentini et al. 2006; Montroy et al6200
P We calculate the likelihood of T, TG, GG and CC power
G~ = E(C' - C7)sin(4Ae) , spectra using the routine for computing the likelihood sigob

by the WMAP team. As for th& C andGC power spectra data
(I < 450), which are just the preliminary suboptimal results
currently, we simply assume the Gaussian likelihood fumgti

C,'® = C®cos(2a),

1 Besides the CMB photons which come from the last scatteting s

face, we might observed thefilirent CMB photons which travelled XZ
different distances as well. However, we are only interesteth@al  [rc,gc = exp|- e/ec
perturbations of CMB photons in this paper. CMB polarizasiare al- 2

ready linear phenomena. They are not existent at the zerdéhn. &Vhen
calculating the variations of polarizations dueG®T violation in the 2 httpy/cosmologist.infa

perturbation theory up to linear order, we may ignore thetfiations of 2 We are very grateful to Professor Eiichiro Komatsu (the memb
the travelling distances of CMB photons. Otherwise, thasetdbations of WMAP group) for the email communications on the use of Tit&
combined with polarizations would give higher order resutich are and GC data of WMAP3. Because the current relea3et and GC
beyond the scope of this paper. So, in this paper, we onlyideninear information of WMAP3 are not very accurate and do not incltioe
perturbations and we can assume that each CMB photon ditectes  correlations between fierentl values, our simple Gaussian likelihood
travelled the same distance. function Eq[(Y) is accurate enough for the illustrativegmse.
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CTC/GC _ TC/GC 2 TABLE I. Assumed experimental specifications. The noisepeters
2 _ Z I.th 1,obs @) At andAp are given in units ofiK-arcmin.
XTc/ce = ol >
! fsky I max (G HZ) Owhm Ar Ap

TC/GC TC/GC . 0.65 2500 100 95 6.8 109
Where_Clyth and Ciobs denote the theoretical value and the 143 71 60 114
experimental data of th€C or GC power spectra of WMAPS3, 217 50 131 26.7
o denotes the variance of estimated power spectra at each mult

pole.
In the computation of the CMB spectra, we have consid- the CPT ¢ dnoti h . It of
ered lensing contributions. Furthermore, we make use of thi € Symmetry and not improve the previous resuft o

Hubble Space Telescope (HST) measurement of the Hubble fation angle significantly.
rameterHE — 100h kmpsl(Mpczl by multiplying a Gaussian [{H Re_cently Feng et al. _(2006) use_d the WMAP3 and B03 po-
likelihood functionh = 0.72 + 0.08 (Freedman et al. 2001).Iarlzanon data to constrain the rotation angle and fouedstm-

We also impose a weak Gaussian prior on the baryon dené‘ﬁ; result: Ao = ~6.0 + 4.0 deg at & confidence level. As we
Quh? = 0.022:+ 0.002 (1) from the Big Bang Nucleosynthesiss ow above, th@ C andGC information are very important for

; ; this type of analysis. In their analysis they did not include
Burl [.2001). as . ;
gglértzzﬁ;? prioorcals) 1g|g1;1rltt?n<eggsclsyy\r/§/e will also use a ¢ C andGC information of WMAP3 and set th€C andGC of

TC _ GC _
In Figure[l we plot our one-dimensional constraint on tH2CWer spectra of WMAPS to be zerG,™ = 0 andCp™ = 0.

rotation anglea from the combined WMAP3 and BO3 data his factor should fiect the final result. Comparing these two
and find that the current CMB polarization data favor a no:nze?esu'ts’ we can find that the mean value of our result moves to-

rotation angle of the photons. The best fit value of the rotati Va'd direction away from the zero and the error bar shrinks a
angle isAa = ~0.122 = —7.0 deg. Marginalizing the posterior“me’ which strengthens the conclusion on (DET violation.

A : : Moreover, Cabella et al. (2007) perform a wavelet analysis
g.strlbuuons, we find that the mean value of the rotatlonlangof the temperature and polarization maps of the CMB deliere

by the WMAP3 experiment which include the information of
_ _ TC andGC power spectra. They set a limit on the CMB photon

Aa = -0.108+0.067= 6.2+ 3.8 deg (), (8) rotation angle\a = —2.5+3.0 deg (Ir). They found no evidence

which deviates the unrotated cage = 0 more than & [ortheCPT violation from WMAP3 polarization data. However,

and gives a weak evidence fdZPT violation. This re- in their analysis, they have not included the informatio68
sult is frequency independent, while the Faraday Rotatigi@larization data. We also made an analysis without the B@3 d
(Scannapieco & Ferreira 1997), which also can give norizero 2nd found thate' = ~1.6 + 10.3 deg (Ir) which means that
andGC power spectra, is frequency dependent and of the muilg WMAP3 data only did not give any significant evidence for
smaller order than ours. On the other hand, currently skvigia PT violation. Therefore, we believe that they should obta# th
precision experimental tests have confirrﬁed @ symme- similar result with ours if they also include the BO3 polatipn
try and do not detect appare@PT violation in the laboratory. data in their analysis. o
However, these two results are consistent. From equaffi§s ( ©Pviously the current CMB polarization data are not good
we can find that the size of théects ofCPT violation on CMB ~ €nough to verify this possiblePT violation. We need more ac-
polarization power spectra is an integratéiiet and enhanced Curate CMB data such as the Planck measurdhiarthe near
during the propagation time, while the laboratory experitae future. In Table | we list the assumed experimental speeifica
just test theCPT symmetry at present. It means that BT tions of the future Planck measurement. The likelihood fiamc

- : 2
violating effect should be too small to be detected at any specitid © €XPExg/2) and
time and enhanced during the propagation time to be delectab IC] )

A
by the CMB measurements. Yo =) (2 + 1)f (—— +In—%=+3
=2, “\ial " e

9)
In Figure[2 we illustrate theffects of the rotation anglsa [

on the power spectra for two casas = 0 andAa = ~0.108. \neref, denotes the observed fraction of the sky in the real

The basic cosmological parameters we choose for these p@[ﬁerimentsA is defined as:

are the best fit values of global fittin@,h? = 0.0228,Qnh? = ) ’ o

0.1320,7 = 0.099,Hy = 731, ns = 0.965,As = 22x 10° A = C[T(CFCF® - (CF°)?) + C[(C°CEC - C°Cr)

andr = 0.00866. One can see from Figure 2 that @ienode is

" élrc(c—;l'rec—lec _ C_ITCGIGG) " C"ITG(C_ITCGIGC _ C—I'recjlcc)
very sensitive to the rotation angher. Direct measurements of . .
the TC andGC power spectra are crucial and would give more + CFC(CTCEC - (CT€)?) + CFC(CTeCC - CTTCFF)
strirllzgent cr:)nstrailnts_, th:;\r(lj ones qf ot%cta:r po;vgg spectra. + CITC((;IT GC_,GC _ 5|GG6|TC) " élec(C‘ITGC‘ITC _ C‘I‘rTC_IGc)
t t t - ~ — .
rom the analysis of data points € an power spec + CESETTERe _ (IO | (10)

tra of WMAP3 and B03, we can find that this negative rotation

angle is slightly preferred. Firstly, in the BO3 data, @ power o4 C| and || denote the determinants of the theoretical and
atl ~ 250 and ~ 350 are both negative, while it is positive aly,sarved data covariance matrices respectively
| ~ 450. TheGC power atl ~ 250,1 ~ 350 andl ~ 450 are '

all negative. Based on the equatiofis (6) and Fiilire 2, we d&h = C[TCCCCFC + 2CTCCTCCEC — T (CPC)?

see that thd C andGC power spectra of BO3 really help to ob- _5GG(C—TC)2 _ 600(6TG)2

tain this negative rotation angle. On the other hand, thditgua . ' 7' P

of TC andGC power spectra of WMAP3 seems not very goodCl = CTCFCCTe + 2CTCCTCEC - CT(CFC)?

The data points are distributed around the liie = O propor- ~CC(CTC)2 — CLC(CTC)2 . (11)
tional and the error bars are very large. Therefore, the WBIAP
polarization data can not give much more contribution fet-te 4 httpy/sci.esa.inscience-gvww/aregdindex.cfm?fareaig17/.




4 Jun-Qing Xia et al.: TestinGPT Symmetry with CMB Measurements

6000

T T T T T 150 T T T T T T T T T T
Ac=l TG — Aa=) Ie GG — Au=0

1 = = = Ao=—10.108 1 = = =Aa=—0.108 1 = = = Ao=-0.108
100 - . 4

5000

4000

3000

2000

1000 -100 -

ol . 1 . I . I . L 150 LL . I s I . 1 . L 1 . 1 . 1 . 1 . 1
u 500 1000 1500 2000 a s00 1000 1500 2000 (1] 00 1000 1500 2000

Multipole 1 Multipole | Multipole 1
10 T T T % T T T T 0 T T T ' T * T 2 T T F T T T
cc Ag=0 —_— Aa=( GC
15k C 4 cr " o ol & A=) J
1 == mha=0.108 i it - - - Au=0.108 1 - = - Ao=0.108
1
16} ' i el o i a o l—
. o 1 \ ]
| 1 i ] " [
- L) - ’ -1 -
14 A R . 1 5 y
|[ , SO " - LT AL TR gl 1 voh - : & gl
121 T o B I 2 " 7K lI (] II. 2 1 :l i i gy v N
" I R b g (I ] "y | ¥ ¥ ¥y by ¢
10 = y -l ig K g - Pl LT T 5 3 ] by %4 4 -
PO T N P e IO 0 O L T o TR ]
08 ’ Yoa M oy oy B o v A V) . b i s ;
= o 1 Ay g o 7 g G0 omy g, ¥ - G TR T L 4
. | 1 | '
i | wb oy g AL V4 i £ty
0.6 | B i L b ¥ v S et v ! i
R el o a0 g \y - vyt
"oy ' 1 I 1
04 | % L v v ,' g L8 - 4 1, : 4 = bl
[] L
' u s . |I ‘Ir Ny
I
o . 20| T g e B 8 I
1
Wy 1 1
00 fz=t sl iy ]
FERn . | : L ! . L a0 L N 1 R L N L i n ' i L L
0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000 0 500 1000 1500 2000
Multipole 1 Multipole | Multipole 1

Fig. 2. The dfects of the rotation angl&éa on the power spectra @fT, TG, GG, CC, TG andGC. The black solid line is for the
case ofAa = 0 and the red dashed line is fae = —0.108.

The likelihood has been normalized with respect to the maxirant Nos. 90303004, 10533010 and 10675136 and by the @hieeslemy of
mum likelihoody?Z. = 0, whereCY = C¥. For more details Science under Grant No. KICX3-SYW-N2.
of this calculation we refer the readers to our previous camp
ion paper|(Xia et al. 2007). By the simulated data with Plan
accuracy, we find that the standard deviation of the rotation
gle will be significantly reduced to = 0.057 deg. This result is Burles, S., etal. 2001, ApJ, 552, L1
much more stringent than the current constraint. Assunfieg t Cabella, P., Natoli, P. & Silk, J. 2007, Phys. Rev. D, 76, 11280
mean value unchanged, the cosmolog@8T violation will be gg;;g”’ 2 mgf EEIHGGBB&lJ;;f'VghRél?{i% Bhﬁ' F;%'QD’ a3l
confirmed around 1@0 confidence level with the future Planck payoudiasl, H., Kitano, R., Kribs,,C.,yM.urayémé, H. & Steantit, P. J. 2004,
measurement. Phys. Rev. Lett., 93, 201301

In summary, probing the violation of fundamental symme-De Felice, A., Nasri, S. & Trodden, M. 2003, Phys. Rev. D, 613%D9
tries is an important way to search for the new physics beyon@eng' E" t'.' HM '3'( 'V'-J& Zh"’g}?' X-Q"&Zgﬂ& Phg’(s-l\'ietztbgé Bgf]” Lot
the standard model. In this paper we have determined the rotgg'ngélé’oz" » Xia, J. Q.. Chen, X. & zhang, X. M. - Phigey. Lett.,
tion polarization angléa with the CMB data from the WMAP3  Freedman, W., et al. 2001, ApJ, 553, 47
and BOOMERanG 2003. We find that a nonzero rotation anglginshaw, G., et al. 2007, ApJ, 170, 288
of the photons is mildly favoredde = -6.2 + 3.8 deg (b). j?;%ssik'v\’/\‘-éﬂ ;'-alzoggdé*F’AJv J17&726§23
Our result shows a small violation of t@PT symmetry, albeit 200 L0 cw "0 0C e " 'Siebbins, A. 1997, PhysvRg, 55, 7368
not conclusive with the present CMB data. With Planck data ou| ewis, A & Bridle, S. 2002, Phys. Rev. D, 66, 103511.
simulations indicate that this type &PT violation could be Li, H., Li, M. & Zhang, X. M. 2004, Phys. Rev. D, 70, 047302

confirmed significantly, oEPT symmetry will be verified with  Li, M., Wang, X. L., Feng, B. & Zhang, X. M. 2002, Phys. Rev. [3,603511
a high precision. Li, M., Xia, J. Q., Li, H. & Zhang, X. M. 2007, Phys. Lett. B, 65357
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