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The standard model extension (SME) is an effective field theory framework that can be used to
study the possible violations of Lorentz symmetry and diffeomorphism invariance in the gravitational
interaction. In this paper, we explore both the Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating effects on the
propagations of gravitational waves in the SME’s linearized gravity. It is shown that the violations of
Lorentz symmetry and diffeomorphism invariance modify the conventional linear dispersion relation
of gravitational waves, leading to anisotropy, birefringence, and dispersion effects in the propagation
of gravitational waves. With these modified dispersion relations, we then calculate the dephasing
effects due to the Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations in the waveforms of gravitational waves
produced by the coalescence of compact binaries. With the distorted waveforms, we perform full
Bayesian inference with the help of the open source software BILBY on the gravitational wave events
of the compact binary mergers in the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA catalogs GWTC-3. We consider the
effects from the operators with the lowest mass dimension d = 2 and d = 3 due to the Lorentz and
diffeomorphism violations in the linearized gravity. No signature of Lorentz and diffeomorphism
violations arsing from the SME’s linearized gravity are found for most GW events, which allows us

to give a 90% confidence interval for each Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating coefficient.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR) stands as the preeminent the-
ory of gravity, having undergone rigorous experimental
validation across a diverse range of scales with remark-
able precision [1-10]. Despite its empirical success, GR
encounters significant challenges related to the theoreti-
cal singularities and issues of quantization, as well as the
unresolved phenomena of dark matter and dark energy.
Conversely, several candidate theories of quantum grav-
ity, including string theory [11, 12], loop quantum gravity
[13], and brane-world scenarios [14], propose frameworks
wherein Lorentz and diffeomorphism invariances in the
gravitational sector may be spontaneously violated. This
potential breakdown of Lorentz and diffeomorphism in-
variances presents intriguing avenues for addressing some
of the limitations of GR and advancing our understand-
ing of fundamental physics.

A common method to investigate potential violations
of Lorentz and diffeomorphism symmetries in gravity
is through the approach of effective field theory. The
Standard-Model Extension (SME) offers a comprehen-
sive framework for examining deviations from Lorentz
and diffeomorphism invariance [15, 16]. Within this
approach, any components that might disrupt Lorentz
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or/and diffeomorphism invariance can be systematically
included in the Lagrangian. Over recent decades, the
SME has been widely applied to test Lorentz invariance
in the matter sector. In the context of gravity, studies
leveraging the SME to evaluate the Lorentz violations
have encompassed a range of techniques including lu-
nar laser ranging [17, 18], atom interferometry [19], cos-
mic ray observations [20], precision pulsar timing [21-
26|, planetary orbital analyses [27], and superconduct-
ing gravimeters [28]. Studies in the gravity domain are
primarily concerned with the interaction between grav-
ity and matter [29]. Our focus, however, is on the
Lorentz and diffeomorphism-violating effects on gravita-
tional wave (GW) propagation in the pure gravity sector
within a linear approximation [30-32].

In linearized Lorentz-violating gravity, the possible
Lorentz-violating terms involving quadratic metric vari-
ations in the Lagrangian can be classified by their
mass dimension, d. These terms are further divided
into two categories: diffeomorphism-invariant terms and
diffeomorphism-violating terms, depending on whether
they remain invariant under the gauge transformation
huw = by + 0,8 + 0,€,. Here, h,, represents met-
ric perturbations in Minkowski space-time, and &, is an
arbitrary small vector field. Diffeomorphism invariance
requires that d > 4 [32, 33]. The effects of Lorentz vio-
lations on gravitational waves (GWs) and their observa-
tional constraints have been extensively studied for the
diffeomorphism-invariant case; for example, [32-43] and
references therein. In contrast, for the diffeomorphism-
violating case, the Lorentz-violating terms in the La-
grangian can have mass dimensions d = 2 or/and d = 3
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[32].

An exhaustive classification of Lorentz-violating La-
grangians with quadratic metric variations, whether
diffeomorphism-invariant or -violating, is provided in
[32]. These terms modify GW dispersion relations, lead-
ing to effects such as anisotropy, birefringence, and dis-
persion, which alter GW waveforms. Waveform modifica-
tions for the diffeomorphism-invariant case are discussed
in [43] and can be analyzed using Bayesian inference
to compare observed GW signals with theoretical mod-
els, constraining the Lorentz-violating coefficients in the
SME’s linearized gravity sector. A parametrized frame-
work for describing symmetry-breaking effects on GWs
is presented in [37], which has been used for calculating
the symmetry-breaking effects on the primordial GWs
[44]. In this paper, we investigate both Lorentz-violating
and diffeomorphism-violating effects on GW propagation
and calculate the resulting dephasing in waveforms from
compact binary coalescences.

The direct detection of GWs from compact binary co-
alescences by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA (LVK) Collabo-
ration has ushered in a new era of gravitational physics
[45-52]. These GWs carry crucial information about the
local spacetime properties of compact binaries, enabling
tests of fundamental gravitational symmetries. Numer-
ous studies have tested Lorentz and parity symmetries
using data from LVK GW events [33, 39-41, 53-69];
see [70] for a recent review. While previous tests in
Lorentz-violating linearized gravity for diffeomorphism-
invariant cases focused on terms with mass dimension
d > 4, this paper examines the effects of diffeomor-
phism violations induced by Lorentz-violating terms with
d = 2 and d = 3, along with their observational con-
straints from LVK GW events. Using the SME frame-
work for Lorentz-violating linearized gravity, we perform
Bayesian inference with modified waveforms incorporat-
ing diffeomorphism-violating effects on GW events from
the GWTC-3 catalog. We find no significant evidence
of diffeomorphism violations in most GW data and pro-
vide 90% confidence intervals for each diffeomorphism-
violating coefficient.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next
section, we provide a brief overview of GW propaga-
tion in the SME framework, incorporating both Lorentz
and diffeomorphism violations and their modified dis-
persion relations. Section III examines phase modifica-
tions to GW waveforms caused by Lorentz-violating and
diffeomorphism-violating coefficients in the SME. In Sec-
tion IV, we describe the matched-filter analysis within
Bayesian inference, and in Section V, we present con-
straints on each diffeomorphism-violating coefficient us-
ing data from GW events in the GWTC-3 catalog. Fi-
nally, the conclusions and summary are provided in Sec-
tion VI.

Throughout this paper, we adopt the metric con-
vention (—,+,+,+), with Greek indices (u,v,...) run-
ning over 0, 1,2, 3 and Latin indices (4, j, k) running over
1,2,3. Natural units are used, setting h = c = 1.

II. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE PROPAGATIONS
IN THE LINEAR GRAVITY OF SME

In this section, we present a brief introduction to the
GWs in the linearized gravity sector of the SME and the
associated modified dispersion relation of GWs due to
the effects of the Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations.

A. Linearized gravity with Lorentz and
diffeomorphism violations

The quadratic Lagrangian density for GWs in the lin-
earized gravity sector of the SME is given by [32]

1
E = ZE’upaHEVO—B/\nN)\ h,u,uaoz 8,3 hpo'

1 N
+ih’“j Z ;C(d)wpahpm
K,d

(2.1)

where one expands the metric g,, of the spacetime in
the form of g, = My, + hyu with 7, being the con-
stant Minkowski metric, and e#?*" is the Levi-Civita ten-
sor. The first term in the above expression represents
the quadratic approximation to the Lagrangian density
for the Einstein-Hilbert action, while the second term
which consists of operators K(D#P7 denotes the modifi-
cations due to the Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations.
The operator K(@DHr7 is the product of a coefficient
KC(drvpoeiea-ciz with d — 2 derivatives 0.,0., - - 0z, ,,
ie.,

]@(d)“l’pa = Ic(d)uypo-alaz'”Ed72861862 e 85(1—2'

(2.2)
The coefficient K(DHvroeieaci—2 hag mass dimension
4 —d and are assumed small and constant over the scales
relevant for the gravitational phenomenon considered in
this paper. As pointed out in [32], to contribute non-
trivially to the equation of motion, the K(@rres hag
to satisfy the requirement K(D) (o) £ L) (po)(uv)
where + corresponds to odd d and even d respectively.
According to the the symmetries of the coefficient
Ig(d)“”ﬂ"51€2"'€d—2 under the permutations of its indices,
K @rreo can be divided into three different types,
K Duvpo _ g(djupro | Q(d)upw + (dupvo (2.3)
These three types of operators have different symmetries
in their indices. Specifically, §(D#¥7 is anti-symmetric in
both “up” and “vo”, ¢DrPvo is anti-symmetric in “up”
and symmetric in “vo”, and k(@D#v7 is totally symmet-
ric. One can further decompose each type of operator
into several irreducible pieces and explore their proer-
ties on the gravitational wave propagations. It is shown
in [32] such a decomposition leads to 14 independent

classess of operators in total, as preented in Table I, see
also Table T of ref. [32].



The s-type operators §®#P*7 are CPT even, denot-
ing that these operators are invariant under the com-
bined symmetry of change conjugation, parity transfor-
mation, and time reversal (CPT). They consist of three
irreducible pieces in the decomposion,

§Dupvo _ o(d,0)upro | g(dYppro §(0l72)up'/<77 (2.4)

with
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The g¢-type operators §(D#*¥? are CPT odd, denoting
that they change sign under the symmetry of CPT. They
consist of six irreducible pieces in the decomposion,

q(d)upva — q(d»O)upw + q(d,l)upwf + q(d,2)upwf
_~_qA(d73)uPW + q(d,4)upw + qA(d75)lLP'/0)
(2.6)
where
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And the k-type operators are CPT even and consist of
five irreducible pieces,

EDuvpo _ [ (d0)uvpo  [(duvpo y [(d,2)uvpo
4k (d3)uvpo 4 ]%(d74);wp0’ (2.8)
where
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(2.9)

The properties of the above 14 coefficients are summa-
rized in Table. I, see also Table I in [32] for more detailed
properties of these coefficients. These 14 classes thus
characterize all possible phenomenological effects in lin-
earized gravity, affecting the propagating properties of
gravitational waves.

If we restrict the theory to be diffeomorphism invari-
ance, the quadratic action S ~ [ d*zL of the linearized
gravity should be invariant under the the gauge transfor-
mation Ay, — by + 0,8, +0,&,, which requires the con-
dition K@DW)(pn) g, = £K(D(r))g, holds. With this
condition, the operator K(Drrea can only be decomposed
into three independent classes [32], which are represents
by §(@0upre  G(d.0)uere gnd l%(d’o)“p””, respectively. Tt
is obvious that the diffeomorphism-invariance case only
allows the Lorentz-violating operators with mass dimen-
sion d > 4, while the diffeomorphism-violating case al-
lows operators with mass dimension d > 2.

B. GW propagations with Lorentz- and
diffeomorphism-violating effects

The equations of motion for GWs can be derived by
varying the quadratic action S ~ [d*zL with respect
to hy, with Lagrangian density £ given by (2.1), which
yields

1
o€ e 720005 hx — SMP hye = 0, (2.10)

where the tensor operators
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4
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Here

ghovo — Z {g(fi)wﬂfff7 (2.12)
d

GHere = Z Q(d)upWT’ (2.13)
d

oo = 3 oo, (2.14)

d

In GR, the metric perturbation h,, contains only
two degenerate, traceless, and transverse tensor modes.
However, when Lorentz-violating and diffeomorphism-
violating modifications are introduced, h,, may acquire
additional degrees of freedom, depending on the specific
nature of the violations. These include two scalar modes
and two vector modes. As shown in [34], in Lorentz-
violating linearized gravity, the extra scalar and vector
modes of gravitational wave (GW) polarization can be di-
rectly induced by the two tensorial modes. In this paper,
assuming these additional modes are small, and following
a similar treatment to that in [33], we focus exclusively
on the effects of Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating
modifications on the two traceless and transverse tensor
modes.

With the above considerations, we restrict our analysis
to the modes h;; that satisfy the conditions
d'hy; = 0.

n”hi; =0, (2.15)



TABLE 1. Properties of the coefficients K(®D#rPoa1- a2

in each irreducible class. A similar table can also be found in Table. I

of ref. [32].
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Under these constraints, the equations of motion for GWs
given in Eq. (2.10) reduce to

(0F — VHAY £ 26 M ], = 0. (2.16)

In the linearized gravity sector of SME, it is convenient
to decompose the GWs into circular polarization modes.
To study the evolution of h;;, we expand it in terms of
spatial Fourier harmonics as

d3k z ikt 7
2}/ k)i oA (),

A=R,L |

62+k2+265’5M7,jmn R
26L6M23mn R

Then, following methods developed for the study of
Lorentz violation in the photon sector of the SME [71]
as well as GW propagations with diffeomorphism invari-
ance, the modified dispersion relation of GWs with 4-
momentum k* = (w,k) can be derived by requiring the
determinant of the above 2 X 2 matrix vanishes, which
yields (see also in [33]) !

w=(1-¢"% ¢l K, (2.21)
where
1
0 _ _ R zgmn R L igmn L
¢ 2|k‘2( M ot eboM mn)
(2.22)
and

1 jmn ymn
|C‘2 = 4‘k|4 |:( R6 ] in - eL(SMJ ’rlT/Ln)Q

+a(effoMTm el V(e oMMl )| (2.23)

And [¢[* = (€2 + (¢3)? + (¢%)? with
¢t —i¢? = |k12( e oM ek ), (2.24)
¢t +i¢% = L( Loniimn el (2.25)

mn)
[k|”

1 It is worth noting here that the Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-
violating operators introduced in (2.1) only affect the dispersion
and the corresponding phase velocities of GWs. It is shown in
[57, 58, 72, 73] that the Lorentz-violating terms with mixed time
and spatial derivatives can change the damping rates of GWs.

(2.17)

where e% are the circular polarization tensors, and R and
L denote the right-handed and left-handed GW polariza-
tions, respectively. The circular polarization tensors ef;
satlsfy the relation

eIk el =ipaeft, (2.18)
with pr = 1 and p;, = —1. Using this decomposition, the

equations of motion in Eq. (2.16) can be rewritten as

ha+ k2ha + 2656 M7 eB hp =0, (2.19)
or equivalently, in matrix form:
2€R 5M1Jmn L hR
82 —‘er +2€L5Mwmn L > (hL ) =0. (2'20)

1
CS = W(GR(SM

mn el efjéMijm”e,Lnn). (2.26)
The modified dispersion relation in the above leads to
the phase velocities (v = w/k) of the GWs

v =1-¢"£|¢|.

Here “+” correspond to two modes propagating at differ-
ent velocities. Therefore, the two tensorial modes can be
decompose into two modes propagate at different veloc-
ities, one is the fast mode (denoted by h; with velocity
v4) while another is the slow mode (denote by hs with
velocity v_). One can connect (hy, hs) with the circular
polarization modes (hr,hgr) by normalized matrix as

(2.27)

hy\ [ —e¥/?sin g ~/2 cos ¥ 2 hr
hs )\ €%/?cosS  €%/?siny hy |-
(2.28)
Here the angles ¢ and ¢ are defined as
12 22
sing — (C)K*(C) (2.29)
C3
cosv = €]’ (2.30)
1y 2
R 1 S (2.31)
(€12 +(¢?)?

In the modified dispersion relation (2.21), the coeffi-
cient ¢ and ¢ are functions of the frequency w and wave
vector k [40]. Considering it’s also direction-dependent
and to describe its effects on the propagation of GWs; it
is convenient to expand its coefficients in terms of spin-
weighted spherical harmonics Yj,, (1) as

d—4 (d)
Z w ij k(f)im’

,]WL

(2.32)



. d d
R = 3w Yo ) (5 5

d.jm
(2.33)
¢ = > WY (A 0 (2.34)
d,jm
where n = —k is the direction of the source, Yj,, (i) =

0Y;m(f) is the scalar spherical harmonics function, and
|s] < j < d—2. The indice m takes —j,---,j. The
spherical coefficients for Lorentz and diffeomorphism vi-

) D@
yim F(E)jmo H(B)jm’

combinations of the tensor coefficients in Eqgs. (2.5, 2.7,
2.9), which obey the relation kj(ig* = (—1)mk§i)m. The
expansions of the coefficient ¢°, ¢! +i¢2, and ¢3 are also
a combination of operators at multiple mass dimensions,
but they have different expansion properties. The mass
dimension d of the expansion coefficients can take even
numbers of d > 2 for the expansion of (%, odd numbers
of d > 3 for ¢3, and even number of d > 6 for ¢! & i(>.

For convenience, the frequency and direction depen-
dence can be separated, and we introduce several energy-
independent coefficients as

olations k:gf and kgv)) are linear

((ay(n Zme (B)ED) 0 (2.35)
C(d)(n) T lC iy ()

=3 LY @) [k, £k, ] (2:30)
C(ay(m ZYJm (B e (2.37)

Then the phase velocity of the GWs can be rewritten as
vy = 1—w®? {C?d)(n)
/() + (2 () + (¢ ()] (2.38)

for a specific mass dimension d. The new effects arising
from the Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations in the
linearized gravity of SME are fully characterized by the

coefficients, gD , £ , and EE) k@ These
(Djm> *(V)jm (E)jm B)jm
coefficients determine the speed of the GWs and all lead

to frequency-dependent dispersions. Specifically, the co-

efficients kEV)) and kéf)) + ké;?) lead to different
velocities of two independent tensorial modes of GWs, a
fast mode hy and a slow mode hg, as we mentioned in
Eq. (2.28). Therefore, the arrival times of the fast and
slow modes could be different. This is also called the ve—
locity birefringence of the GWs. The coeflicients k:( Djm
induce the non-birefringent dispersion of GWs. For this
case (except d = 4 case), the two independent tenso-
rial modes have the frequency-dependent velocity in the
same form. For d = 4 case, the velocity is independent
of the frequency of the GWs. In addition, all the co-

: (d) (d) (d) (d)
efficients, k(I)jm, k(V)jm’ and k(E) +1 k(B)

are also

direction-dependent if j # 0 and induce the anisotropic
phase effects on the propagation of the GWs.

In summary, all the coefficients can provide frequency
and direction-dependent phase modifications to the
GWs. In the following, we are going to study the phase
modifications due to these Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-
violating coefficients in detail.

IIT. PHASE MODIFICATIONS TO THE
WAVEFORM OF GWS

Let us turn to derive the modified waveform of GW
with Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating effects in the
linearized gravity sector of the SME. For this purpose,
we closely follow the derivation presented in [43, 54, 74].
Now consider a graviton emitted radially at r = r. and
received at r = 0, we have

= 1=+ VT @R T O

a

(3.1)

Integrating this equation from the emission time (when
r =r.) to arrival time (when r = 0), one obtains

ot
Te = / — —wi
te a(t)

/(o) + () + (G )?] [ o
(3.2)

ety m)

Considering gravitons emitted at two different times ¢,
and t,, with wave numbers k and k', and received at
corresponding arrival times to and t{ (r. is the same for
both). Assuming A =t, —t, < a/a, then, the difference
in their arrival times is given by

Ato = (1 + 2)At, + (wg

W) [y ()
dt

= (Gl )+ @)+ ()] [
(3.3)

where z = 1/a(t.) — 1 is the cosmological redshift.

Let us focus on the GW signal generated by non-
spinning, quasi-circular inspiral in the post-Newtonian
approximation. Relative to the GW in GR, the Lorentz-
and diffeomorphism-violating effects modify the phase of
GWs. In [2, 75], it was proved that the difference of ar-
rival times in (3.3) induces the modification to the phase
of GWs W in the following form,

\I/(f) = \IIGR(f) + 6\111(f’ Il) + 5\1’2(.f7 n),

for d # 3, where F correspond to fast and slow modes,
respectively, and

(3.4)

2(1—3 ud—B

5‘111(f7n)=d7_3m



dt
qd—3’

(3.5)

V(@) + () + <<?d><n>>2/t 0

e

2d—3 Ud_3 0 to dt
=3 i ss® /t —=3» (3:6)

where u = TMf with f = w/27 being the frequency of
the GWs, M = (1 + z)M. is the measured chirp mass,
and M, = (m1m2)3/®/(m1 +m2)'/® is the chirp mass of
the binary system with component masses m; and ms.
When d = 3, the phase corrections §W; and §W¥4 are given
by

(5\112(f, Il) =

50 = \J(Cy )+ (2 ()7 + (G ()

to
X lnu/ dt,
t

e

to
oWy = (?d)(n)lnu/ dt.
t

e

(3.7)
(3.8)

Then the fast and slow modes (hy, hs) with phase cor-
rections can expressed as

hyp = h§Re(0F2totn) (3.9)

hy = h§Re0¥2=00), (3.10)

By using the relation in (2.28), one can transform the
above results to the circular polarization modes

hp = e®¥2 [(cos oW, —icosVsin oW, )hGE
—isinde ¥ sin 6\Illh§R] : (3.11)
hy = Y2 {(cos o, +icosz9$in5\111)th

— isin e’ sin 6\111th}. (3.12)

The circular polarization modes hgr and hy, relate to the
modes hy and hy via
hy +hgr

V2
hr, —hgr

V2i

The corresponding waveforms for hy and hy are

hy = , (3.13)

hy = (3.14)

hy = e¥2 [(cos 61 — icospsindsin 00y )G
— (cos ¥ + isin ¥ sin p) sin 5\Illh§R} , (3.15)
hy = V2 [(cos 0W; + i cos @ sin ¥ sin 5\111)th
+ (cos ¥ — isin ¥ sin p) sin 5\111th} . (3.16)
Here we would like to consider several special limits of

the above general waveform. Considering that the opera-
tors with the lowest mass dimension are expected to have

the dominant Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating ef-
fects on the propagation of GWs, in the following we only
discuss specific cases with relative lower mass dimensions,
for example, d = 2,3,4,5,6. Note that ref. [76] explores
isotropic Lorentz-violating effects on GWs, which cor-
respond to operators with mass dimensions d = 7 and
d=8.

A. Non-birefringent dispersion by the even d

(d)
coefficients k(I)Jm

The coefficients k‘g?;jm for even d > 2 induce the non-
birefringent dispersion of GWs,

W= d4ZYJm Ve | Kl (3.17)

This leads to the non-birefringent phase velocity of GWs,

v=1-w!" >V (R

B (3.18)

jm

This phase velocity is direction-independent for 7 = 0 but
anisotropic for j # 0. For the effect induced by kg 1jm it
is obvious to see that the phase modification ¥, = 0. In
the following, we consider the phase corrections for mass

dimensions d = 2, d = 4, and d = 6, respectively.

1. d=2

For mass dimension d = 2 case, since 0 < j < d -2,

7 and m have to take 7 = 0 = m. For this case, k(I)Jm

only has one component k( oo’ which is obvious direction

independent. The phase correction for this case is given
by

to
PR G k) 00/ adt. (3.19)

dym

As we mentioned, the d = 2 case can only be induced by
the diffeomorphism violations of the linearized gravity
described by the Lagrangian (2.1).

2. d=4

For the d = 4 case, the phase velocity is indepen-
dent of the frequency of the GWs, so they do not give
any observable dephasing effects and modify the speed
of GWs in a frequency-independent way. This effect can
be constrained by comparison with the arrival time of
the photons from the associated electromagnetic counter-
part. For the binary neutron star merger GW170817 and
its associated electromagnetic counterpart GRB170817A



[77], the almost coincident observation of the electromag-
netic wave and the GW place an exquisite bound on

—Tx 1077 < N V@)K, <3 x 1071,

B (3.20)

jm

Since this case does not lead to any dephasing effects, we
are not going to include this case in our later analysis
with GW signals in GWTC-3. In addition, it is shown
in [34] that with the effects of the anisotropic coefficients
kg?;jm, the extra polarizations of GWs can be directly

generated by the two tensorial modes under certain con-
ditions.

3. d=6

For the mass dimension d = 6 case, the index j can
take 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, and the index m runs from —j to

j. Note that each of k:( T)jm are complex function which

m.(6
satisfies kgl;jm = (-1) kglij

independent components for coefficients ké 1§

Thus the number of
are (d —

1)? = 25. The phase correction in the modified waveform
for this case is given by

. fo dt
9= S0 | Somai ) [

e

(3.21)

The coefficients kélg can be constrained by comparing
the modified waveform with the GW strain data from
the GW detectors, see ref. [70] for a review. The anal-
ysis with the isotropic effect of Lorentz violation which
corresponds to j = 0 in the linearized gravity has been
carried out through full Bayesian parameter estimations
on the GW events observed by the LIGO/Virgo/KAGRA
detectors in a series of papers [37, 57, 67-69], while the
anisotropic case has been considered in [38].

B. Birefringent dispersion by the odd d coefficients
)

(V)jm

The coeflicients kg )) mn for odd d > 3 produces

frequency-dependent dispersion and birefringence effects
in GWs, i.e.,

d
w= d4Zij Ve o | Kl (3.22)

Note that here F corresponds to the fast and slow modes
respectively. This leads to the birefringent phase velocity
of GWs,

v =120 Y (k)

) i (3.23)

jm

Similarly, this velocities are direction-independent for
7 = 0 but anisotropic for j # 0. In this case, the fast
and slow modes are circularly polarized, and we have
¥ = 0,n. For the effects induced by kgl/))jm7 it is obvious
that the phase corrections ¥y = 0.

1. d=8

For mass dimension d = 3 case, the index j can take
0 and 1, and index m runs from —j to j. Considering

[ (-1 )mk( ) it is known that there are only

(V)im V)j—m>
4 independent components for the coeflicients kéf))jm,
@ kS Rek®) L and Imk), | in which

they are k(V)OO’ (V)10 (V )11° (V)

kg/))u is a complex function so it contains two indepen-
dent components. The phase correction for this case is

given by
to
/ dt.  (3.24)
t

e

50y =1Inu Zyjm Bk

Similarly, one can constrain the coefficients kéf/)) by

comparing the modified waveform with the GW strain
data from the GW detectors. The analysis with the
isotropic effect for d = 3 case (which corresponds to j = 0
case) has been performed in refs. [37, 57, 78].

2. d=5

For mass dimension d = 5 case, the index j can take
0, 1, 2, 3, and index m runs from —j to j. Here the

coefficients k((f/))jm have (d — 1)2 = 16 components in
total. The phase corrections for this case are given by

to
ZYW Bk / a~2dt. (3.25)
te

The constraints on the isotropic effect for d = 5 case
have been performed in a series of papers, see refs. [37,
53, 55, 57, 60], while the the anisotropic effects has been
constrained in [39, 40, 42, 79].

5\111—27Tf

C. Birefringent dispersion by the even d
KD @

(2)jm a0d kg,

coefficients

(d)
The coefficients k(E)]m and k(B)Jm
duces frequency-dependent dispersion and birefringence

effects in GWs, i.e.,

for even d > 6 pro-

= (1 3 G )+ (G 0 ) . 3:20)



For this case, we have ¥ = w/2 and §¥5 = 0.

For mass dimension d = 6, the index j = 4 and index

m runs from 0 to 4. In this case, the coefficients kgi,))jm

and kEdB))jm have 18 components in total. The phase cor-
rections for this case is given by

01 = Sm ) (G )+ (G () [ oS

e

(3.27)

and k(d)

(B)jm T

The constraints on the coefficients k(d) .
(E)jm

d = 6 case have been performed in [40, 42, 79].

IV. BAYESIAN INFERENCE AND
PARAMETER ESTIMATION

In this section, we present a brief introduction to the
Bayesian inference used to constrain the coefficients of
Lorentz and diffeomorphism violation in the linearized
gravity in the framework of the SME. Bayesian infer-
ence plays a pivotal role in modern astronomy, en-
abling the extraction of physical parameters from ob-
servational data. Given GW data d;, we compare it
with the predicted GW strain incorporating Lorentz- and
diffeomorphism-violating effects to infer the posterior dis-
tribution of parameters g that characterize the waveform
model. According to Bayes’ theorem, the posterior dis-
tribution is expressed as:

Pldla. i) = A,

(4.1)

where P(é]d, H) represents the posterior probability dis-
tributions of the model parameters 6, and H is the wave-
form model. P(0|H) is the prior distribution for param-
eters 0, P(d|0, H) is the likelihood function for a given
set of model parameters and P(d|H) is the normalization
factor, commonly referred as the “evidence”:
P(d|H) = / d6P(d|f, H)P(6)H). (4.2)
In most cases, GW signals are weak and embedded
within noise, making matched filtering a crucial method
for signal extraction. Assuming Gaussian and stationary
noise [80-82], the likelihood function for matched filtering

is given by:
P(d|6, H) x H ¢~ 3{di=h(0)|di~h(8)) (4.3)

i=1

where h(0) is the GW strain predicted by the waveform

model H, and ¢ indexes the individual GW detectors.
The noise-weighted inner product (A|B) is defined as:

(A|B) = 4 Re [/OOO A(f)B(f)*df],

S0 (4.4)

where * denotes the complex conjugate, and S(f) is the
power spectral density (PSD) of the detector. To ensure
stable and reliable parameter estimation, we use the PSD
data provided in the LVK posterior sample, which is more
robust compared to PSDs derived from strain data using
Welch averaging [48, 83, 84].

We consider the cases of Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-
violating waveforms in (3.15) and (3.16) with different
mass dimension d separately. It is mentioned in the pre-
vious section that the cases with mass dimensions d = 5
and d = 6 have been explored in refs. [38-40, 42, 79],
which will not be considered here. For this reason, we
explore the cases with d = 2 and d = 3 cases in this pa-
per. To perform the parameter estimation on the mod-
ified waveforms (3.15) and (3.16) with the Lorentz- and
diffeomorphism-violating effects, we employ the python
package BILBY [85, 86]. We perform Bayesian inference
on GW data from the 88 compact binary coalescence
events in GWTC-3, which include binary neutron stars
like GW170817, neutron star—black hole binaries, and bi-
nary black holes. Two events, GW200308_173609 and
GW200322_091133, are excluded in our analysis due to
the possible uncertainties of their inferred source prop-
erties [46]. It is also shown in [87] from a new analy-
sis that these two events could be generated by Gaus-
sian noise fluctuations. We use the IMRPhenomXPHM
template [88-90] for the GR waveform h§%, (f) except
for the binary neutron star event GW170817, and use
IMRPhenomPv2 NRTidal for GW170817.

Considering that the spherical expansion coefficient
formulae in Egs. (2.38, 2.36, 2.37) provide a general solu-
tion for different events within the same coordinate sys-
tem, we can combine the posterior distributions of indi-
vidual events as:

N
PO{di}, H) < [ [ P(6]di, H),

i=1

(4.5)

where d; represents the data from the i-th GW event,
and N is the total number of selected GW events.

V. RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of the constraints
on the Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating coefficients
for mass diemsnion d = 2 and d = 3 cases. In the follow-
ing, we present the results for d = 2 and d = 3 separately.

A. d=2

For the mass dimension d = 2 case, the phase correc-
tions (with 0¥; = 0) in the modified waveform in (3.15)
and (3.16) is expressed

§Wy = Ap(mf) ™, (5.1)



where
I k) / (1+2)* /
. 4f DO Jo Hon/Qm(1+ 2/)° + Qa
(5.2)
Here we adopt a Planck cosmology with €, = 0.315,

Qp = 0.685, and Hy = 67.4 km s~! Mpc~"' [91]. The pa-
rameter A is the parameter we sampled in the Bayesian
inference along with other GR parameters. We use the
uniform prior for parameter A; in our analysis. Then
from the marginal posterior distributions of A; and the
redshift z of the analyzed GW events, one can obtain

posterior distributions of 3% In Fig. 1 we display

(I)OO
the marginalized posterior distributions of k( )00 from se-
lected GW events in the GWTC-3. For most GW events
we analyze in each test, we do not find any significant sig-
natures of Lorentz and diffeomorphism violation due to
the coefficient ’“8300 A few events that suggest nonzero
values for the non-GR coefficients A; are excluded from
our analysis due to their contradiction with GR. The pos-

terior posterior distributions for £®  from the excluded

1)00
GW events are presented in Fig. (2) It is mentioned in
[60, 66] that these results may arise from limitations in
current waveform approximants, such as systematic er-
rors during the merger phase or unaccounted physical
effects like eccentricity. Consequently, we have excluded
these events from our analysis. Table II presents the list

of excluded events along with the estimated constraints
on k( )00 for each excluded event.

In addition, we consider the coefficient k%oo as a uni-

versal parameter for all GW events, then we obtain its
combined constraint by multiplying the posterior distri-
butions of the individual events together, which gives

< 1.3 x 10793 GeV?
(5.3)

2 (2)
—0.5x 107% GeV? < k 7y,

at 90% confidence level. The lower and upper limits of

o)

(100 are represented by the vertical dash line in Fig. 1.

B. d=3

For the mass dimension d = 3, the phase correction
(with 6%y = 0) in the modified waveform in (3.15) and
(3.16) takes the form

0V =A,Inu, (5.4)
with
AM — Zng k(d
(1
/ (Lt 2. (5.5)
Ho/Qn (1 +27)3 + Qn

10

TABLE II. The list of the excluded events in the analysis for
d = 2 case and their constraints on kggoo at 90% confidence
interval. It is obvious that these constraints favor non-zero
values of the non-GR coefficient k')

(100
Coefficient Events Constraint (1072 Gev?)

GW190408-181802 (15.2,20.9)
GW190503-185404 (3.5,12.6)
GW190519_153544 (1.5,3.3)
GW190630-185205 (5.9,8.3)

K2 | GW190701.203306 (11.5,19.1)
GW200112_155838 (8.2,12.9)
GW200216-220804 (2.7,4.9)
GW200225_060421 (4.2,23.5)
GW200311_115853 (8.1,11.6)

Here A, is the parameter we sampled in the Bayesian in-
ference along with other GR parameters. We use the
uniform prior for parameter A, in our analysis. As
we mentioned, for mass dimension d = 3, the coeffi-

(3)
cients k(v)]m
k(3)

(V)10° Rek V)117

have four independent components, £3)

(V)00
and Imk(f,))u These components are

entirely tangled together. Here we adopt an approach
by using the “maximum-reach” method, with which
one can constrain each of these components separately
[40, 42, 79]. This implies that when one considers one of
these components, the others are set to zero.

Then the posterior samples of each component of

1 ®)

(V)im
tributions of A,,, right ascension (ra), declination (dec),
and redshift z of the analyzed GW events, via Egs. (5.5).

Fig. 3 presents the marginalized posterior distributions of

k00 kgggw, Rek(s) |, and Imk(}) | from selected GW

events in the GWTC-3. The lower and upper limits of

each coefficient k(v))ow kg’/))wv Rek(v)n, and Imk(v)11
(6

(I)jm &€ represented by the vertical dash line in each
figure of Fig. 3. For most GW events we analyze in
each test, we do not find any significant signatures of
Lorentz and diffeomorphism violation due to the coef-

ficient kEV)) In addition, for each coefficient of kgv))oo’
k‘(g)

(V)10° Rek: v)11v and Imk(v 11> We consider each of them
as a universal parameter for all GW events, and then we
obtain their combined constraints separately by multi-
plying the posterior distributions of the individual events
together. Table. ITI summarizes the 90% confidence in-

can be calculated from the marginal posterior dis-

terval of each coefficients kéf/))ow kE?/))m? Rekg’/))l17 and
Tmk(;),,,. From both the Fig. 3 and Table. III, it is ob-

vious that the posterior samples and the 90% confidence
interval of each coefficient k(v)) i are all consistent with

zero, which indicates there are no any signatures of the
Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations arising in the lin-
earized gravity of SME has been found in the GW signals.
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FIG. 1. The posterior distributions for k((?goo from selected

GW events in the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA catalog GWTC-3.
The legend indicates the events that give the six tightest con-
straints. The vertical dash line denotes the 90% interval for
kﬁ;oo from combined results. Note that we have excluded a
few events in our analysis (as shown in the list presented in
Table. II).
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FIG. 2. The posterior distributions for kggoo from 9 excluded

GW events (the excluded events are listed in Table. II).

VI. CONCLUSION

The detection of GW signals by the LIGO-Virgo-
KAGRA Collaboration marked the beginning of a new
era in testing gravity in the strong-field regime. In
this study, we investigate the effects of Lorentz- and
diffeomorphism-violating effects in the linearized gravity
on GW propagation within the framework of SME. Us-
ing an approach similar to that in the photon sector of
the SME [71], we derive a modified dispersion relation for
GWs with the Lorentz- and -violating effects, which lead
to anisotropy, birefringence, and dispersion effects in the
propagation of gravitational waves. With these modified
dispersion relations, we then calculate the dephasing ef-
fects due to the Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations
in the waveforms of gravitational waves produced by the

11

TABLE III. 90% confidence interval of each component of
the Lorentz- and diffeomorphism-violating coefficients ké?))jm
from 90 GW events in the GWTC-3 catalog.

j m‘ Coefficient Constraint (10™*" Gev™")
0 0 ko0 (—0.65,1.13)
1 0 kéf/}w (—0.3,0.9)
1 Re kEf’))u (—4.2,3.2)
Im k() (—1.2,4.2)

coalescence of compact binaries.

With the distorted waveforms, one can test the Lorentz
and diffeomorphism invariance of gravity by comparing
the modified waveform with the GW strain data from the
GW detectors. Several previous works have been carried
out for testing Lorentz symmetry in Lorentz-violating lin-
earized gravity for mass dimension d > 4 cases. This
study explores the effects of diffeomorphism violations in-
duced by Lorentz-violating terms with mass dimensions
d = 2 and d = 3 respectively. Using the SME frame-
work for Lorentz-violating linearized gravity, we perform
Bayesian inference with modified waveforms incorporat-
ing diffeomorphism-violating effects on GW events from
the GWTC-3 catalog. We find no significant evidence
of diffeomorphism violations in most GW data and pro-
vide 90% confidence intervals for each diffeomorphism-
violating coefficients.

Our results, illustrated in Fig. 1 for d = 2 case, and
Fig. 3 and Table. III for d = 3 case, show no evidence

of Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations. Accordingly,

we report constraints on the coefficients kggoo describing

anisotropic non-birefringent effects for d = 2 and coeff-
cients kg?/))oo’ kg’/))m’ Rek'g/))n, and Imk'g?/))n describing
birefringent anisotropic effects for d = 3. Nevertheless,
the medians of all components remain near zero and thus
are consistent with the results of GR prediction. Looking
to the future, the next generation of GW detectors, with
enhanced sensitivity and the ability to observe lighter and
more distant binary black hole (BBH) and binary neu-
tron star (BNS) systems, is anticipated to tighten further
constraints on Lorentz and diffeomorphism violations in-
duced dispersions in GW propagation.
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