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Abstract. The recent compelling observation of the nanohertz stochastic gravitational wave
background has brought to light a new galactic arena to test gravity. In this paper, we derive
a formula for the most general expression of the stochastic gravitational wave background
correlation that could be tested with pulsar timing and future square kilometer arrays. Our
expressions extends the harmonic space analysis, also often referred to as the power spectrum
approach, to predict the correlation signatures of an anisotropic polarized stochastic gravi-
tational wave background with subluminal tensor, vector, and scalar gravitational degrees of
freedom. We present the first few nontrivial anisotropy and polarization signatures in the cor-
relation and discuss their dependence on the gravitational wave speed and pulsar distances.
Our results set up tests that could potentially be used to rigorously examine the isotropy
of the stochastic gravitational wave background and strengthen the existing constraints on
possible non-Einsteinian polarizations in the nanohertz gravitational wave regime.
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1 Introduction

The recent compelling evidence of pulsar timing array (PTA) groups of the Hellings & Downs
(HD) [1, 2] curve is an astronomical milestone [3–6]. First off, the observation highlights grav-
itational waves in a stochastic superposition, producing the renowned quadrupolar correlation
pattern and complementing the single-source-picture provided by ground-based gravitational
wave (GW) detectors [7, 8]. Sustaining decades of effort of precisely timing millisecond pul-
sars over the Galaxy is no small feat [9–12]. This has opened up a new window to challenge
standard models of early universe cosmology [13–41] and a debate whether the main source
of the observed stochastic gravitational wave background (SGWB) is astrophysical supermas-
sive black hole binaries [42–53]. In the same vein, a promising PTA frontier for gravitational
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physics in the nanohertz GW regime remains to be further advocated, despite a couple of pa-
pers [54–61] hinting at many interesting phenomena to be explored in this regime of Galactic
size GWs.

From a gravitational physics standpoint, in the isotropic case, which is the leading signal
expected from the SGWB, it has been very well established that the HD curve resulting
from the Earth term of the cross-correlation of pulsar-pair timing residuals is an excellent
approximation at large scales. Significant departures to this at small scales could however
be traced to the often-dropped pulsar term modulations [62, 63]. Furthermore, pulling away
from the mainstream picture of gravity that is general relativity (GR), it turns out that an
exciting variety of correlation patterns could be realized and potentially tested with data
[64–67]. Theories that admit a nontrivial dispersion of GWs in the nanohertz regime are
particularly interesting, especially if it could somehow also manage to satisfy the strong
multimessenger bound on the GW speed in the sub-kilohertz band [68, 69].

A most important progress in this direction is the realization of the cosmic variance for
GR [70–72] and alternative theories of gravity [73, 74]. Analogous to the way this is played in
CMB science and cosmology [75–77], the cosmic variance arises from the fact that measure-
ments can only be done in one universe and so is invaluable to consider when comparing the
predictions of gravity theories. Based on this, a quadrupolar SGWB can be singled out to
come from tensorial gravitational degrees of freedom (d.o.f.s), which could be luminal or sub-
luminal for the meantime for nanohertz GWs. Inevitably, the question of ‘how quadrupolar
the SGWB is?’ comes up—which is synonymous to testing nanohertz gravity. The correlation
signatures from vector and scalar GWs have similarly been understood together with their
cosmic variances [73, 74].

All of the above important results hinge on one property that the SGWB is isotropic.
However, this could be tested more rigorously by looking for departures from this isotropic
assumption, such as when the SGWB has anisotropic and polarized components. This was dis-
cussed in a handful of trailblazing papers [77–84] that pave the road for possible breakthrough
discovery of anisotropy and polarization in the SGWB. Most recent results touch even further
the realms of utilizing anisotropy and polarization in the SGWB to detect non-Einsteinian
GW polarizations [85–87].

In Ref. [83], it has been shown that the correlation for an anisotropic polarized SGWB
with luminal tensor modes can be teased out using special functions traceable to the rotational
properties of the fundamental field. This laid out the groundwork for a fast and efficient
algorithm for calculating the correlations of an anisotropic polarized SGWB. On the other
hand, in Ref. [86], an impressive compactified expression for the correlation for luminal GWs
including non-Einsteinian polarizations was given in terms of bipolar spherical harmonics
(see Section 6 for more details). This work shares the theme of Ref. [86]1 for going beyond
standard luminal tensor modes and builds on the language of Ref. [83], thus keeping pulsar
terms and utilizing an established numerical routine, to setup a formalism for computing the
anisotropic and polarized components of the SGWB for subluminal tensor, vector, and scalar
gravitational d.o.f.s and pulsars at finite distances. Section 2 summarizes our main results
into readily codable formula for computing the various correlation components of the SGWB.

The rest of this paper proceeds as follows. In Section 3, we setup the formalism for
looking at the pulsar timing main observable, the timing residue, and in Section 4, we calculate
its two-point correlation function, obtaining what we perceive as generalized expressions for

1Ref. [86] appeared in the arXiv when we were wrapping up this paper.
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the inter-pulsar correlation with anisotropy and polarization. Putting this to good use, in
Section 5, we present and discuss the first nontrivial correlation signatures of anisotropy and
polarization for tensor, vector, and scalar GWs. In Section 6, we briefly touch on differences
between our approach and that by Ref. [86]. We wrap up the paper in Section 7.

In Appendix A, we briefly review useful analytical expressions for the correlation of
an isotropic SGWB. In Appendix B, we provide useful relations and identities for the spin-
weighted spherical harmonics and the Wigner-3j symbol, and in Appendices C-D we express
the basis tensors for Einstein and non-Einsteinian GW polarizations and give the full detailed
derivation of the generalized projection factors.

2 Summary of main results

We summarize the formulae derived in the bulk of this paper (Sections 3-4 and Appendix D)
for the correlations of an anisotropic polarized SGWB. These are implemented in the public
code PTAfast [88] with ready-to-use modules for generating the components of a generally
anisotropic and polarized SGWB.

For tensor GWs with frequency f , the SGWB-induced spatial correlations between two
pulsars a and b with distances Da and Db are given by

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
CT
l1l2(fDa, fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

×
√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 −2 2

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
(2.1)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =

∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
CT
l1l2(fDa, fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

×
√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
∓4 ±2 ±2

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
,

(2.2)

where the superscripts I, V,Q, U stand for Stokes parameters, e.g., an isotropic unpolarized
SGWB would have I ̸= 0 and V = Q = U = 0, or in terms of the correlations γI00(ζ) ̸= 0

and γV00(ζ) = γQ±iU
00 (ζ) = 0. The

(
a b c
d e f

)
’s are Wigner-3j symbols (Appendix B). The

CT
l1l2

(fDa, fDb)’s are a generalization of the correlation power spectrum multipoles or har-
monic space coefficients [56, 58, 63, 77, 83, 89] and defined as

CT
l1l2(fDa, fDb) =

JT
l1
(fDa) J

T∗
l2

(fDb)√
π

(2.3)

where the JT
l (x)’s are given by

JT
l (fD) =

√
2πil

√
(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x2
, (2.4)

with the jl(x)’s being spherical Bessel functions of the first kind. The isotropic component
(l = m = 0) gives the HD curve for luminal GWs, v = 1, and infinite pulsar distances,
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Da,b → ∞. The quantity Jl(x)’s can be regarded as a generalization to the projection factors
[56, 89] that are characteristic of the different GW polarizations (Appendix C).

For vector GWs, the correlations turn out to be

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)1+m

(
2l1 + 1

4π

)[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
CV
l1l2(fDa, fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 −1 1

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
(2.5)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =

∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
CV
l1l2(fDa, fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
∓2 ±1 ±1

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
,

(2.6)

where the CV
l1l2

(fDa, fDb)’s are the vector GW correlation power spectrum multipoles defined
by

CV
l1l2(fDa, fDb) =

JV
l1
(fDa) J

V∗
l2

(fDb)√
π

(2.7)

and

JV
l (fD) = 2

√
2πil

√
l(l + 1)

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
. (2.8)

The notable difference between the tensor and vector cases appear in the Wigner-3j symbols,
indicative of the spin of the underlying gravitational field.

For scalar GWs, the correlations are given by

γlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
CS
l1l2(fDa, fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
,

(2.9)

where CS
l1l2

(fDa, fDb)’s are the scalar GW correlation power spectrum multipoles given by

CS
l1l2(fDa, fDb) = 32π2JS

l1 (fDa) J
S∗
l2 (fDb) (2.10)

and

JS
l (fD) = − il

2

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
−
(j′′l (x) + jl(x))√

2
+

1− v2√
2

j′′l (x)

)
. (2.11)

The decomposition in Stokes parameters is not utilized for scalar GWs since scalar modes
anchor a purely longitudinal GW polarization. As with previous cases, the Wigner-3j symbol
in the correlation gives away the spin-0 nature of the scalar field. It is useful to note that the
JS
l (x) integral for scalar GWs reduces to a total boundary that completely cancels out the

contribution for l ≥ 2 at infinite pulsar distances [56, 61, 90]. The two terms in the integrand
of (2.11) were separated only to tease out the transverse and longitudinal components; the
first term, ∝ j′′(x) + j(x), is the transverse (‘breathing’) mode contribution and the second
term, ∝ (1 − v2), is the scalar longitudinal mode contribution. In general, this implies that
correlations due to scalar GWs are physically distinguished by pronounced monopolar and
dipolar components.
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3 Pulsar timing observables and correlation

In this section, we review the timing residue in the context of a passing gravitational wave
and the pulsar timing array correlation.

3.1 Nanohertz GWs and the Timing Residue

Consider a plane gravitational wave with a frequency f , wave vector k̂, and polarization A.
In this case, ‘polarization’ means the various independent ways a gravitational wave displaces
masses on its path: scalar (breathing, longitudinal), vector (x, y), tensor (+,×) [54]. We can
represent a general gravitational wave as a superposition of these plane waves,

hij (η, x⃗) =
∑
A

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
S2

dk̂ hA

(
f, k̂
)
εAije

−2πif(η−vk̂·x⃗) , (3.1)

where εAij are basis polarization tensors (Appendix C) and v = dω/dk is the wave’s group
velocity. In this section, we establish the connection between a gravitational wave hij and
pulsar timing.

The relevant observable is the pulsar timing residue, r(t), which is the remainder of
a pulsar’s time-of-arrival radio signals after subtracting away effects due to known pulsar
astrophysics and systematics. Thus, in principle, a nonvanishing pulsar timing residue can
be attributed to external forces. In this work, we assume that gravity is mainly responsible
for nontrivial pulsar timing residuals and derive the inter-pulsar correlation induced by a
stochastic gravitational wave background.

We begin by writing the pulsar timing residual as [63, 78, 89]

r (t) =

∫ t

0
dt′ z

(
t′
)
, (3.2)

where z(t) is a redshift space fluctuation induced by a passing gravitational wave, hij (η, x⃗).
If a photon were emitted at time ηe and received (by a detector) at a later time ηr > ηe, then
the redshift space fluctuation is given by

z (t, ê) = −1

2

∫ t+ηr

t+ηe

dη dij∂ηhij (η, x⃗) , (3.3)

where dij is the detector tensor, dij = eiej , and ê is a unit vector pointing from Earth toward
a pulsar. By substituting the GW (3.1) into the expression of the pulsar timing residue, we
obtain

r (t, ê) =

∫ t

0
dt′
(
−1

2

)∫ t′+ηr

t′+ηe

dη dij
∑
A

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
S2

dk̂ hA

(
f, k̂
)
εAij

(
k̂
)

× (−2πif) e−2πifη 4π
∑
lm

iljl
(
2πfv

(
t′ + ηr − η

))
Y ∗
lm

(
k̂
)
Ylm (ê) ,

(3.4)

where x⃗ = |x⃗|ê = (t′ + ηr − η) ê is the position vector to the pulsar at time t′ and jl(x) is the
spherical Bessel function of the first kind. Integrating over the time variables t′ and η, we
obtain our final simplified expression of the pulsar timing residual,

r (t, ê) = 2π
∑
A

∫ ∞

−∞
df

∫
S2

dk̂
(
1− e−2πift

)(e−2πifηr

2πf

)

× hA

(
f, k̂
)∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

[
dijεAij

]∑
lm

iljl (x)Y
∗
lm

(
k̂
)
Ylm (ê) .

(3.5)
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We use this later to calculate the two-point function of the GW correlation.

3.2 The Timing Residual Rower Spectrum

In this section, we derive the two-point function of the timing residuals of a pair of pulsars.
This important quantity contains the crucial information that singles out GW phenomena.

We proceed by expanding the timing residue in spherical harmonics, a.k.a. harmonic
analysis,

r (t, ê) =
∑
lm

almYlm (ê) . (3.6)

The coefficients alm’s for a passing GW can be read by comparing (3.5) and (3.6). In the
presence of an ensemble of GWs, i.e., a stochastic gravitational wave background, the two-
point function of the timing residuals can be shown to be

⟨r (ta, êa) r (tb, êb)⟩ =
∑
l1,m1

∑
l2,m2

⟨al1m1a
∗
l2m2

⟩Yl1m1 (êa)Y
∗
l2m2

(êb) (3.7)

where

⟨al1m1a
∗
l2m2

⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞

df

(2πf)2

(
1− e−2πifta

)(
1− e2πiftb

)
×
∑
A1,A2

∫
S2

dk̂ PA1A2

(
f, k̂
)
JA1
l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JA2∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

) (3.8)

and

JA
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
=

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

∑
LM

2πiLY ∗
LM

(
k̂
)
jL(x)

∫
S2

dê dijεAij

(
k̂
)
YLM (ê)Y ∗

lm (ê) .

(3.9)
In (3.8) and (3.9), PA1A2

(
f, k̂
)

is the amplitude of the GW two-point function,

⟨hA
(
f, k̂
)
h∗B

(
f ′, k̂′

)
⟩ = δ

(
f − f ′) δ (k̂ − k̂′

)
PAB

(
f, k̂
)
. (3.10)

In the isotropic case, PAB

(
f, k̂
)
= δABP(f), where P(f) is related to the GW density, often

expressed as ΩGWh2. This quantity is of significant interest for distinguishing early universe
models against the vanilla astrophysical SMBHBs as the dominant source of the SGWB.

Our main interest on the other hand is the overlap reduction function (ORF), measuring
the angular correlation between pulsar pairs. In harmonic space, following the formalism
outlined, this can be shown to be

γAlm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑
l1,m1

∑
l2,m2

Yl1m1 (êa)Y
∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
∫
S2

dk̂ Ylm

(
k̂
)
JA
l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JA∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
.

(3.11)

In [58], we were only concerned with an isotropic SGWB; in other words, the l = m = 0
limit of the above general expression. In this paper, we consider the general case of an
anisotropic polarized SGWB. For this purpose, we define for transverse modes right- and
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left-handed helicity basis tensors (εR/L) and amplitudes (hR, hL), and their associated Stokes
parameters I,Q, U , and V as

I = (⟨hRh∗R⟩+ ⟨hLh∗L⟩) /2 (3.12)
Q+ iU = ⟨hLh∗R⟩ (3.13)
Q− iU = ⟨hRh∗L⟩ (3.14)

V = (⟨hRh∗R⟩ − ⟨hLh∗L⟩) /2 . (3.15)

In this case, we are able to write down the correlation associated with anisotropy and polar-
ization as [83]

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑
l1,m1

∑
l2,m2

Yl1m1 (êa)Y
∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
∫
S2

dk̂ Ylm

(
k̂
)
JI,Vl1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

) (3.16)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =

∑
l1,m1

∑
l2,m2

Yl1m1 (êa)Y
∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
∫
S2

dk̂ Ylm

(
k̂
)
JQ±iU
l1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
,

(3.17)

where the functions JXlm(da, db, k̂)’s are given by

JIl1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= JR

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JR∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
+ JL

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JL∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
,

(3.18)
JVl1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= JR

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JR∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
− JL

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JL∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
,

(3.19)
JQ+iU
l1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= JL

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JR∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
, (3.20)

and
JQ−iU
l1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= JR

l1m1

(
fDa, k̂

)
JL∗
l2m2

(
fDb, k̂

)
. (3.21)

For an isotropic unpolarized SGWB, I ̸= 0 and Q = U = V = 0, hence γIlm ̸= 0 and
γ
V/Q/U
lm = 0. Thus, a nontrivial γV/Q/U

lm can be traced back to V/Q/U ̸= 0. Information on
the anisotropy and polarization of the SGWB are contained in the Stokes parameters [83, 86].

The rest of this paper dwells on the derivation and analysis of the correlation for an
anisotropic polarized SGWB with tensor, vector, and scalar gravitational d.o.f.s.

4 Correlation for an anisotropic polarized SGWB: power spectrum for-
malism

In this section, we outline the general expressions pertaining to the correlations in the SGWB.
The calculation of the Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
’s at the core of this section proceeds as in [58] and is

reviewed in detail in Appendix D.
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4.1 Tensor GW modes

For the tensor GWs, the Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
’s turn out to be

JR,L
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
= −∓2Y

∗
lm

(
k̂
)
e∓2iα

√
2πil

√
(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x2
, (4.1)

where the upper (lower) signs correspond R (L) polarizations, respectively. The factor eim
′α

is a redundant phase due to an extra rotational d.o.f. and does not enter the correlation.
In the infinite distance limit, D → ∞, the integral admits the analytical expression∫ ∞

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x2
= i

√
π2−(l+1)(iv)l−2Γ(l − 1) 2F̃1

(
l − 1

2
,
l

2
; l +

3

2
; v2
)

(4.2)

where 2F̃1 (a, b; c;x) =2 F1 (a, b; c;x) /Γ(c) is a regularized hypergeometric function. If v = 1,
this reduces further to ∫ ∞

0
dx eix

jl(x)

x2
= 2il−1 (l − 2)!

(l + 2)!
, (4.3)

which gives the HD correlation for an isotropic SGWB.
Moving forward, we expand the Stokes parameters for tensor modes in spin-weighted

spherical harmonics:

I
(
f, k̂
)
=
∑
lm

Ilm(f)Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.4)

V
(
f, k̂
)
=
∑
lm

Vlm(f)Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.5)

(Q+ iU)
(
f, k̂
)
= (Q+ iU)lm (f)+4Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.6)

(Q− iU)
(
f, k̂
)
= (Q− iU)lm (f)−4Ylm

(
k̂
)
. (4.7)

The above expression lets us write down

JI,Vl1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= (−1)m1

[
2Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

−2Yl2m2

(
k̂
)

±−2 Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

2Yl2m2

(
k̂
)]

JT
l1 (fDa) J

T∗
l2 (fDb)

(4.8)

and

JQ±iU
l1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= (−1)m1 ∓2Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

∓2Yl2m2

(
k̂
)
e±4iαJT

l1 (fDa) J
T∗
l2 (fDb)

(4.9)
where JT

l (fD)’s are given by

JT
l (fD) =

√
2πil

√
(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x2
. (4.10)
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The correlation is therefore given by

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑

l1m1l2m2

(−1)m1

[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
× JT

l1 (fDa) J
T∗
l2 (fDb)Yl1m1 (êa)Y

∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
√

(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

4π

(
l l1 l2
0 −2 2

)(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
(4.11)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =

∑
l1m1l2m2

(−1)m1JT
l1 (fDa) J

T∗
l2 (fDb)Yl1m1 (êa)Y

∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
√

(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

4π

(
l l1 l2
∓4 ±2 ±2

)(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
.

(4.12)

Once again, γIlm ̸= 0 and γ
V/Q/U
lm = 0 correspond to the isotropic case. The above formulae

thus give the most general expression for the correlation due to an anisotropic polarized
SGWB with subluminal tensor GWs and finite pulsar distances.

The isotropic SGWB is recovered from this as the l = m = 0 special limit. This is easy
to show using the identity(

0 l1 l2
0 −2 2

)(
0 l1 l2
0 −m1 m2

)
=

(−1)m1

2l1 + 1
δl1l2δm1m2 , l1 ≥ 2,m1 = −l1,−l1 + 1, · · · l1 − 1, l1 ,

(4.13)
and the addition theorem

Pl (êa · êb) =
4π

2l + 1

∑
m

Ylm (êa)Y
∗
lm (êb) . (4.14)

It follows that
γV00 = γQ±iU

00 = 0 (4.15)

and
γI00 =

∑
l

2l + 1

4π
ClPl (êa · êb) (4.16)

where the tensor GW power spectrum is given by [58]

CT
l =

JT
l (fDa) J

T∗
l (fDb)√
π

. (4.17)

The HD correlation power spectrum emerges from this in the luminal GW (v = 1) and infinite
pulsar distance (fDa,b ≫ 1) limit:

CT
l ∼ 8π3/2

(l + 2)(l + 1)l(l − 1)
. (4.18)
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We close this part by writing the correlations in the computational frame such that
pulsar a is on the ẑ axis and pulsar b is on the x−z plane with êa · êb = cos ζ. Using spherical
harmonic identities,

Yl1m1 (êa) =

√
2l1 + 1

4π
δm10 (4.19)

and
Y ∗
l2m2

(êb) = Y ∗
l2m2

(ζ, 0) = Yl2m2 (ζ, 0) , (4.20)

we obtain the useful expressions

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
JT
l1 (fDa) J

T∗
l2 (fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 −2 2

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
(4.21)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =

∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
JT
l1 (fDa) J

T∗
l2 (fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
∓4 ±2 ±2

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
.

(4.22)

Owing to the 3j symbol, it should be noted that the correlation components satisfy the
following parity relations:

γIl−m = (−1)mγIlm , (4.23)

γVl−m = (−1)m+1γVlm , (4.24)

γQ±iU
l−m = (−1)mγQ∓iU

lm . (4.25)

This can be used to obtain the tensor SGWB correlations γl−|m| provided γlm with m > 0.

4.2 Vector GW modes

For vector GWs, the relevant Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
’s are given by

JV R,V L
(l≥1)m

(
fD, k̂

)
= ∓∓1Y

∗
lm

(
k̂
)
e∓iα2

√
2πil

√
l(l + 1)

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
. (4.26)

The phase factor e±iα corresponds to an arbitrary rotational d.o.f. that drops out in the
correlation. On the one hand, the integral is conveniently expressed as∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
=− i

v

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x

+
e2πifD

v

jl (2πfDv)

2πfDv
−

√
π2−(l+1)

vΓ (l + (3/2))
ϵl−1|ϵ→0+ .

(4.27)

The second boundary term is associated with finite pulsar distances; the third boundary term
reduces to a constant (∼ 1/v) for l = 1 (dipole moment) but vanishes for all l > 1.
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The integral admits an analytical expression for the infinite distance case,∫ ∞

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x
=

√
π2−(l+1)ilvl−1Γ(l) 2F̃1

(
l

2
,
l + 1

2
; l +

3

2
; v2
)

, (4.28)

and further in the luminal GW limit,∫ ∞

0
dx eix

jl(x)

x
= il

(l − 1)!

(l + 1)!
. (4.29)

This leads to a correlation analogous to the HD correlation (v = 1 and fD → ∞) for vector
GWs.

As with the tensor modes, the step ahead demands us to expand the Stokes parameters,
this time for vector modes, in spin-weighted spherical harmonics:

I
(
f, k̂
)
=
∑
lm

Ilm(f)Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.30)

V
(
f, k̂
)
=
∑
lm

Vlm(f)Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.31)

(Q+ iU)
(
f, k̂
)
= (Q+ iU)lm (f)+2Ylm

(
k̂
)
, (4.32)

(Q− iU)
(
f, k̂
)
= (Q− iU)lm (f)−2Ylm

(
k̂
)
. (4.33)

We now derive the correlation for an anisotropic polarized SGWB with vector GW d.o.f.s.
Following the formulae (3.18-4.1), we obtain

JI,Vl1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= (−1)m1+1

[
1Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

−1Yl2m2

(
k̂
)

±−1 Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

1Yl2m2

(
k̂
)]

JV
l1 (fDa) J

V∗
l2 (fDb)

(4.34)

and

JQ±iU
l1m1l2m2

(
fDa, fDb, k̂

)
= (−1)m1 ∓1Yl1−m1

(
k̂
)

∓1Yl2m2

(
k̂
)
e±2iαJV

l1 (fDa) J
V∗
l2 (fDb)

(4.35)
where the JV

l (fD)’s are given by

JV
l (fD) = 2

√
2πil

√
l(l + 1)

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
. (4.36)

The correlation is therefore obtained by the sums

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑

l1m1l2m2

(−1)m1+1
[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
× JV

l1 (fDa) J
V∗
l2 (fDb)Yl1m1 (êa)Y

∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
√

(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

4π

(
l l1 l2
0 −1 1

)(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
(4.37)
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and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =

∑
l1m1l2m2

(−1)m1JV
l1 (fDa) J

V∗
l2 (fDb)Yl1m1 (êa)Y

∗
l2m2

(êb)

×
√

(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

4π

(
l l1 l2
∓2 ±1 ±1

)(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
.

(4.38)

The isotropic case is simply obtained by noting that(
0 l1 l2
0 −1 1

)(
0 l1 l2
0 −m1 m2

)
=

(−1)m1+1

2l1 + 1
δl1l2δm1m2 , l1 ≥ 1,m1 = −l1,−l1+1, · · · l1− 1, l1 .

(4.39)
Then, it follows that

γV00 = γQ±iU
00 = 0 (4.40)

and
γI00 =

∑
l

2l + 1

4π
ClPl (êa · êb) (4.41)

where the vector GW correlation power spectrum is given by [58]

CV
l =

JV
l (fDa) J

V∗
l (fDb)√
π

. (4.42)

As with tensor GWs, we leave the section by giving the expression for the correlations
in the computational frame. Using (4.19) and (4.20), we end up with the useful expressions,

γI,Vlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)1+m

(
2l1 + 1

4π

)[
1± (−1)l+l1+l2

]
JV
l1 (fDa) J

V∗
l2 (fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 −1 1

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
(4.43)

and

γQ±iU
lm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =

∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
JV
l1 (fDa) J

V∗
l2 (fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
∓2 ±1 ±1

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
.

(4.44)

The correlations γl−|m| can be recovered with γlm for m > 0 using the same relations as with
the tensor case (4.23-4.25).

4.3 Scalar GW modes

The Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
’s for scalar GWs simplify to

JST
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
= Y ∗

lm

(
k̂
)(

2πil
)∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
j′′l (x) + jl(x)

)
(4.45)
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and

JSL
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
√
2

= −Y ∗
lm

(
k̂
)(

2πil
)∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/vj′′l (x) ,

(4.46)

respectively, for the ST and SL GW polarizations. It is worth noting that the ST integral
can be recast as a total boundary for v = 1, i.e., note that

eix/v
(
j′′l (x) + jl(x)

)
=

d

dx

[
eix/v

(
j′l(x)−

i

v
jl(x)

)]
+

v2 − 1

v2
eix/vjl (x) . (4.47)

Furthermore, given the asymptotic expansion

eix/v
(
j′l(x)−

i

v
jl(x)

)
∼

√
π2−(l+1)

Γ (l + (3/2))
xl
(
l

x
+

i

v
(l − 1) +O (x)

)
, x → 0+ (4.48)

and the integral identity∫ r

0
dx eixjl (x) = 2lrl+1Γ(l + 1)2 2F̃2(l + 1, l + 1; l + 2, 2l + 2; 2ir) , Re(l) > −1 , (4.49)

we find that the ST and SL integrals take analytical closed forms for finite fD and v = 1:∫ 2πfD

0
dx eix

(
j′′l (x) + jl(x)

)
= e2πifD

[
j′l (2πfD)− ijl (2πfD)

]
(4.50)

and∫ 2πfD

0
dx eixj′′l (x) = e2πifD

[
j′l (2πfD)− ijl (2πfD)

]
− 2l (2πfD)l+1 Γ(l + 1)2 2F̃2 (l + 1, l + 1; l + 2, 2l + 2; 4πifD) .

(4.51)

This shows that the ST terms reduce to a dipolar contribution; on the other hand, the SL
modes are characterized by a diverging higher moment contributions in the infinite distance
limit. Utilizing (4.47), we also obtain an analytical expression for infinite pulsar distances
and subluminal scalar GWs:∫ ∞

0

dx

v
eix/vjl(x) =

√
π2−(l+1)(iv)l+1Γ(l + 1) 2F̃1

(
l + 1

2
,
l + 2

2
; l +

3

2
; v2
)

. (4.52)

A takeaway is that the Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
’s for the scalar GWs can be written as

Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
= Y ∗

lm

(
k̂
)
FS
l (fD) , (4.53)

where the FS
l (fD)’s can be read from (4.45) and (4.46). The angular and radial dependencies

separate. In this case, we calculate the correlation of an unpolarized SGWB directly with
(3.11). For either ST or SL modes, we obtain

γlm (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑

l1m1l2m2

FS
l1 (fDa)FS∗

l2 (fDb)Yl1m1 (êa)Y
∗
l2m2

(êb)√
(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

4π

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
.

(4.54)
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To recover the isotropic case, l = m = 0, we use the identity(
0 l1 l2
0 0 0

)(
0 l1 l2
0 −m1 m2

)
=

(−1)m1

2l1 + 1
δl1l2δm1m2 , l1 ≥ 0,m1 = −l1,−l1 + 1, · · · l1 − 1, l1 ,

(4.55)
and the addition theorem (4.14). This leads to the correlation

γ00 (fDa, fDb; êa, êb) =
∑
l

2l + 1

4π
ClPl (êa · êb) , (4.56)

where the scalar GW correlation power spectrum is given by

CS
l =

FS
l (fDa)FS∗

l (fDb)√
4π

. (4.57)

We make the further identification

FS
l (fD) =

√
32π2il−1FS

l (fD) (4.58)

where

FS
l (fD) = − i

2

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/vRS

l (x) . (4.59)

Above, RSL
l (x) = j′′l (x) for the SL case and RST

l (x) = −
(
RSL

l (x) + jl(x)
)
/
√
2 for the ST case

[56]. The Fl(∞)’s are the projection factors considered in [56] such that Cl ∝ 32π2|Fl(∞)|2.
These are generalized to finite distances by the above expressions.

An interesting result emerging from generalized scalar-tensor theory is that the ST and
SL modes interfere to leave only dominant monopolar and dipolar traces in the correlation
[56, 61, 90]; in symbols,

hAB ∝ εST
AB + εSL

AB

(
1− v2

)
/
√
2 , (4.60)

where v is the group speed of scalar GWs. This paper extends this result to an anisotropic
polarized SGWB. The particular superposition translates to an overall relativistic scalar-
induced projection factor,

FS
l (fD) = − i

2

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
RST

l (x) +
1− v2√

2
RSL

l (x)

)
, (4.61)

that reduces to a total boundary. In the limit D → ∞, all the l ≥ 2 scalar modes vanish.
In general, for finite D ∼ 0.1 − 1 kpc relevant for PTA, the spectrum is characterized by a
dominant monopole and a dipole. In this case, the higher l ≥ 2 are nontrivial but remain
subdominant. We shall use the overall scalar field-induced correlation in our analysis.

As with the tensor and vector GW cases, we close this section by expressing the corre-
lation in the computational frame. Using the identities (4.19) and (4.20), we obtain

γlm (fDa, fDb, ζ) =
∑
l1l2

(−1)m
(
2l1 + 1

4π

)
FS
l1 (fDa)FS∗

l2 (fDb)Yl2m (ζ, 0)

√
(2l + 1)(2l2 + 1)

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)(
l l1 l2
m 0 −m

)
.

(4.62)

Note that for the scalar case, l+ l1+ l2 must be an even integer, and so the correlations γl−|m|
can be evaluated simply using

γl−|m| = (−1)mγlm , (4.63)

where m is a positive integer.
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5 Discussion

In this section, we present the correlation signals at various levels of anisotropy for tensor
(Sec. 5.1), vector (Sec. 5.2), and scalar (Sec. 5.3) modes in the SGWB.

5.1 Tensor GW correlations

The natural starting point of the discussion is the isotropic case (l = m = 0), for which case
the HD curve (v = 1) is reproduced. We remind that from a gravitational physics perspec-
tive, this correlation pattern is produced by the + and × GW polarizations, producing the
dominantly quadrupolar signal expected in GR. We now discuss alternatives to the isotropic
HD correlation.

For the tensor GWs, the HD curve is shown in Figure 1 together with two other cases
corresponding to GW speeds v = 0.5 and 0.1. For the v < 1 cases, we recover the known
enhancement of the quadrupolar power in the isotropic case [56, 58]. For more discussion of
the isotropic SGWB with nonluminal GW propagation, we refer to [56, 58, 60, 73, 89].
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Figure 1. (a) Correlations induced by tensor modes for l = m = 0 (isotropic unpolarized case) and
(b) for l = 1 for v = 1.0, 0.5, 0.1 with fD = 103.

In this context, the HD curve appears a special case of the isotropic SGWB, i.e., γI00 ∼
γHD(ζ) with everything else vanishing, γVlm = γQ±iU

lm = 0 for l > 0 and |m| ≤ l. Thus, we look
toward the more general and interesting scenario of an anisotropic polarized SGWB induced
by gravitational tensor modes. It is useful to keep in mind that the correlation γVlm(ζ) vanishes
for m = 0, and the γQ±iU

lm (ζ) becomes nontrivial only for l ≥ 4 owing to the Wigner-3j symbol,
reflecting the spin-2 nature of tensor GWs.

The nontrivial modes and moments of the tensor correlation up to l = 4 are shown in
Figures 1, 2, and 3. Notably, the previous discussion is reflected in this presentation such
that for 1 ≤ l ≤ 3 we show only the I and V contributions to the correlation since the Q and
U components vanish. Then, at l = 4 we find nontrivial contributions to the correlation from
all Stokes parameters, indicating anisotropy and polarization.

We find that subluminal GW propagation generally damps out the anisotropic and po-
larized components of the correlation. In the cases shown, the correlation with the maximum
size always belongs to the luminal one. We may trace this back to the fact that in the isotropic
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Figure 2. (a) Correlations induced by tensor modes for l = 2 and (b) for l = 3 for v = 1.0, 0.5, 0.1
with fD = 103.

case, the quadrupole dominates the correlation for subluminal travelling waves and we are
seeing this manifest to the anisotropic and polarized components in Figures 1–3. The drop in
the power is associated to the declining contributions from the higher multipoles for sublumi-
nal GWs [56, 58, 91]. However, this should be taken no more than as a rule of thumb as there
are clear cases when the correlations produced by subluminal GWs remain comparable in size
to the luminal one. Notable modes displaying this behaviour are γV11, γI2m, γV31, γV32, γ

I/Q±iU
4m ,

with m ≤ 2. Turning this around, one may look toward these interesting components of the
correlation to look for signatures of an anisotropic polarized SGWB from subluminal GWs.

Another interesting place to look for differentiating between the luminal and subluminal
GWs are the γIl0 modes. This is utilizing the observation that its values and behavior at
particularly small angular separations are notably different, e.g., γI20 > 0 for the luminal case
but γI20 < 0 in the subluminal cases. A practical importance of searching for the higher-order,
l ≥ 2, anisotropy and polarization components for tensor GWs also arises: at higher modes,
the correlations for different GW speeds do not manifest merely as an overall change in scale
for different v’s but rather a totally different angular pattern is displayed. A basis of this is
that the shape of the correlation is shared for most cases by the subluminal cases presented in
Figures 2-3 whereas the luminal case paints an almost completely different angular correlation
signature. We may look at the γI30 and γV31 components as a representative to elaborate
on this point; for both of these, the correlation reaches an extremum for ζ ≲ 50◦ in the
luminal case but not for the subluminal cases. There are many lookout options for this
interesting behaviour at higher anisotropy and polarization modes. This is a compelling
reason to consider them for establishing rigorous tests of gravity in the nanohertz regime.
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Figure 3. Correlations induced by tensor modes for l = 4 for v = 1.0, 0.5, 0.1 with fD = 103.

5.2 Vector GW correlations

As with tensor modes, the reasonable start of discussion of anisotropy and polarization in the
correlation is the isotropic limit (l = m = 0). For luminal vector GWs, this isotropic part is
known to produce a divergence with indefinitely large pulsar distances [49, 56, 58], which is
tamed in a realistic astrophysical scenario. The divergence however manifests as an unusually
large correlation at small angles that renders luminal vector GWs disfavored when compared
with observation [49, 64, 65]. For this reason, we go with v = 0.9 instead of v = 1.0 in the
discussion of this section.

The first nontrivial components of anisotropy and polarization of the correlation induced
by a stochastic superposition of vector GWs is presented in Figures 4 and 5. In this case, we
show the anisotropy and polarization modes up to l ≤ 2 and consider subluminal GW speeds
of v = 0.9, 0.5, 0.1. This is tied to the spin-1 nature of the vector d.o.f.s that manifest through
the Wigner-3j symbol in the correlation. As a consequence, γVl0 vanishes and γQ±iU

lm returns
nontrivial values only beginning at l = 2.

It is worth recalling the isotropic limit as a reference [56, 58]. In this case, the correlation
for subluminal vector GWs is dominated by the quadrupole. This explains why from a purely
visual standpoint the correlation curves of an isotropic SGWB of vector GWs (Figure 4(a))
may be confused with the tensor ones such as the HD curve (Figure 1(a)). A distinction is that
the amount of power is different, which manifests to the size of the correlation and is generally
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Figure 4. (a) Correlations induced by vector modes for l = m = 0 (isotropic unpolarized case) and
(b) for l = 1 for v = 0.9, 0.5, 0.1 with fD = 103.
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Figure 5. Correlations induced by vector modes for l = 2 for v = 0.9, 0.5, 0.1 with fD = 103.

larger for vector GWs because of the extra dipolar contribution. For subluminal vector GWs,
the dominant contribution also happens to be the quadrupole. However, compared with
tensor modes, the vector GWs next-to-leading order contributions come from a dipole and the
octupole of comparable magnitudes at v ∼ 0.5. This gives the vector-anchored quadrupolar
correlation its own flavor, physically distinct from ones produced by tensor modes. At v ≪ 1
such as v ∼ 0.1 and the infinite distance limit, the dipolar and the octupolar powers become
even more suppressed compared with the quadrupolar contribution. Nonetheless, this turns
out to be strongly dependent on the pulsar distance in such a way that it is always possible
to distinguish the tensor and vector cases at any GW speeds. We expect that this holds in
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the astrophysical scenario where the timed millisecond pulsars have D = O(1) kpc, though
for several with large uncertainties.

Moving on to the anisotropic and polarized components (Figures 4(b) and 5), we realize
that subluminal GW propagation in most cases damps it away, reminiscent of the tensor case.
This is reflected in Figures 4-5 where the correlation arranged in order of size is more or less in
the same order as the GW speed. However, we clarify that this should be seen merely as a rule
of thumb as there are clear exceptions particularly with the polarized ones, γQ±iU

2m . Turning
this around, these are places in the correlation where it may be worth focusing observations
into in order to find signatures of subluminal GWs produced by vector d.o.f.s.

It should be noted that the anisotropy and polarization could be utilized to distinguish
between tensor and vector modes in the SGWB. The different powers produced particularly
due to the extra dipole of vector modes would be a useful probe of constraining the possi-
ble existence of vector GWs. Recall that for tensor GWs, the first nontrivial signals from
polarization come at the order l = 4. On the other hand, for vector GWS, this leading po-
larization signature in the correlation appears at l = 2. With anisotropy and polarization
measurements, we therefore have the extra physical means to understand the nature of gravity
through probing the components of the SGWB.

In the end, considering vector GWs may have been impractical to begin with from a pro-
duction standpoint, as there are not many known astrophysical nor cosmological processes
that would be able to give rise to such excitations. The point is however PTAs through
correlation measurements of an anisotropic polarized SGWB can be put to good use to inde-
pendently chip in on this matter of vector GWs.

5.3 Scalar GW correlations

Scalar GW polarizations in an isotropic SGWB (l = m = 0) manifest as a monopole and
a dipole in the correlation, with suppressed quadrupole and higher-order multipoles. This
suppression comes about due to the peculiar way that the relativistic scalar modes interfere
with each other from the point-of-view of scalar-tensor gravity [56, 61, 90]. A physical conse-
quence of this is realized for luminal scalar modes where a potentially divergent longitudinal
GW polarization is rendered harmless as it is suppressed by a factor 1− v2 ≪ 1 compared to
the breathing mode.

Figure 6 shows the various correlations of an SGWB built with gravitational scalar
modes. The previous discussion on the isotropic limit is reflected in the top-left corner. In
this case, we find that in the luminal limit a dipolar signature in the correlation is visually
recognizable. For decreasing values of the speed of the scalar modes, on the other hand, the
monopole gradually overtakes the correlation signal, which is shown in the topmost of Figure
6.

We reiterate that for the gravitational scalar d.o.f.s there was no need to break the
correlation into Stokes parameters because of the purely longitudinal GW polarization. The
rest of Figure 6 shows the anisotropic components of the correlation of an SGWB built with
scalar GWs. This reveals an interesting result that could be viewed as counter-intuitive:
with the exception of the isotropic limit (l = m = 0), the correlation curves for scalar GWs
manifesting as an SGWB is generally larger for smaller GW speeds. In Figure 6, this is
exemplified by γ1m, γ22, γ3m. We labelled counter-intuitive based from the previous context
of the tensor and vector GWs where the total power drops at subluminal cases. On the
other hand, for scalar GWs at subluminal velocities, the monopole becomes dominant but in
addition approaching a divergence in the ultra-nonrelativistic limit (v ≪ 1) [56, 58]. This is
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Figure 6. Correlations induced by scalar modes for l ≤ 3 for v = 1.0, 0.5, 0.2 with fD = 103.

well-known in the isotropic case and now realized at various levels of the anisotropy (l ≥ 1)
through an amplification of the correlation.

It is worth noting that for large pulsar distances the monopole and the dipole behave
as 1/v4 and 1/v2, respectively. Thus, the independent contributions coming from both the
breathing and longtudinal GW modes scale as ∼ 1/v4 which is sufficient to explain the
enhancement of power in the isotropic case at subluminal and ultra-nonrelativistic speeds
[56, 58]. This is suppressed in the isotropic SGWB correlation as shown in Figure 6. However,
because scalar GWs are nearly-singularly characterized by a monopole and a dipole, the results
finally reveal where the enhanced power at small speeds goes into: the anisotropies of the
correlation. This could be taken to be constrainable signatures of scalar GW components of
the SGWB.

The anisotropic correlation with scalar GWs could be used to independently constrain
scalar d.o.f.s in the nanohertz GW regime. A comment is also owed to the tiny high-frequency-
wiggles for small GW speeds in several components in Figure 6 such as γ11, γ22, and γ33.
These are in fact sourced by finite pulsar distances and could be ironed out by pulling the
pulsars further away to infinity. However, pulsars located at infinity is unrealistic despite
the credit to the HD curve which gives a spectacularly accurate analytical solution at large
scales. Focusing on the detection of finite pulsar distance effects such as those that manifest
at sub-degree angular separations and the ones in Figure 6 for scalar GWs is a nice addition
to PTA science objectives.
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6 Change of basis into bipolar spherical harmonics

It is worthwhile to spend time to tease out the differences of our approach with Ref. [86].
A first is with regard to pulsar terms, which we keep in ours but is dropped in Ref. [86].

The dropping of pulsar terms is quite common in the PTA community and for good reason,
since PTAs are for the time being mostly sensitive to large angles where pulsar terms are
subdominant. Furthermore, this good trade leads to closed-form analytical expressions for
the ORF such as the Hellings & Downs curve. Either way, we show that pulsar terms can be
kept, utilizing only the same quantity, Jl(x)’s, that are computed for the isotropic case; this
implies that extending to the general case of the anisotropic and polarized SGWB requires
almost no extra computation. Pulsar terms may be relevant should several millisecond pulsar
pairs of arcsecond sky separations be detected, for instance, in the square kilometer array era.

Another key difference, this time on the practical side, is that the Wigner 3j-symbols
we mainly use in our expressions are readily available in computational softwares such as
scientific computing library ‘scipy’ (in python) that we use in our code PTAfast [88]. Bipolar
spherical harmonics could of course be computed as this is also heavily used in CMB science
in order to study the anisotropy and polarization of the signal. Choosing which basis to
express the anisotropy and polarization components is a matter of preference and resources;

bipolar spherical harmonics {Yl1(êa) ⊗ Yl2(êb)} and Wigner 3j-symbols
(

l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
are

related via [83]

{Yl1(êa)⊗ Yl2(êb)}lm

=
∑
m1m2

(−1)m1
√
2l + 1

(
l l1 l2
m −m1 m2

)
Yl1m1(êa)Y

∗
l2m2

(êb) .
(6.1)

Clearly, the spin of the fundamental field that enters through m in our expressions reflect to
the same m in the bipolar spherical harmonics in [86], and vice versa.

With that said, a complete transcription of the expressions in Ref. [86] to ours may not
possible due to pulsar terms; though, we bear in mind for a future work creating a dictionary
that might be able to do this translation with extra terms accounting for pulsar terms. This
also has to wait until [86] is tested to more cases, i.e., subluminal GWs including non-luminal
vector and scalar (breathing and longitudinal) polarizations. Nonetheless, the road has been
laid out in [83] (see Sec. 8). With this, we easily obtain that the Alm

l1l2
’s in equation (10) of

[86] are related to our Jl(x)’s via

Alm
l1l2 ∝

√
(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)Jl1(x)Jl2(y)

×
{[

Ilm

(
1 + (−1)l+l1+l2

)
+ Vlm

(
1− (−1)l+l1+l2

)]( l l1 l2
m −2 2

)
+ (Q+ iU)lm

(
l l1 l2
−4 2 2

)
+ (Q− iU)lm

(
l l1 l2
4 −2 −2

)} (6.2)

where x, y ∼ D/λ ≫ 1 are ratios between the typical millisecond pulsar distance D = O
(
103
)

pc and the wavelength of GW λ = O
(
100
)

pc.
We leave out the exact details for future work since this dictionary deserves attention

beyond the usual tensor case and luminal GWs.
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7 Conclusions

To the best of our knowledge, we have derived the most general expressions for the correlation
in the PTA and SGWB literature that is valid for subluminal tensor, vector, and scalar GW
scenarios and considers finite distances, incorporating often dropped pulsar term modulations
relevant at small angular scales. We believe that Section 2 wraps up our derived formulae in a
friendly and codable language that could potentially be used to test the isotropy of the SGWB.
Inevitably, this provides a better understanding of the nature of gravity through a grasp of
the anisotropic and polarized components of the SGWB with subluminal non-Einsteinian GW
polarizations.

However, several issues remain to be settled in a future work. Looking for a middle
ground between the formalisms in [83]—this work’s predecessor—and [86] is definitely worth
considering (Section 6). On top of everything is the notion of the cosmic variance [70–73]. This
is well-understood for the isotropic SGWB in and beyond general relativity, and is invaluable
for testing gravity. It remains to generalize this notion and derive it with anisotropy and
polarization in the SGWB. On the observational side, there is the question of when the data
could be sensitive to the anisotropic and polarized components of correlation. This remains
to be addressed. Another future work that is not directly related but is important to the
field is to establish a rigorous test of the Gaussianity of the SGWB. This hypothesis is tied
to the cosmic variance and the source of the SGWB, and remains to be directly tested with
observation.
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A A brief history of the overlap reduction function

Here are some important results on the ORF of an isotropic SGWB [49].
The standard ORF, due to equal parts + and × GW transverse polarizations, is given

by

ΓT
ab (ζ) = Γ+

ab (ζ) + Γ×
ab (ζ) ≊

δab
2

+ Cab (ζ) , (A.1)

where ζ is the angular separation between a pair of pulsars, a and b, and Cab (ζ) is the HD
curve [1],

Cab (ζ) =
3

2

(
1

3
+

(
1− cos ζ

2

)[
ln

(
1− cos ζ

2

)
− 1

6

])
. (A.2)

The expression in the parenthesis is the correlation originally derived by Hellings and Downs
in 1983. The ORF nowadays is normalized as ΓHD

ab (0) = 0.5. In this context, two physical
conditions give rise to the HD correlation: luminal tensor modes and pulsars at infinity.
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There are also phenomenological ORFs that are not necessarily due to gravitational de-
grees of freedom, but nonetheless are worth considering given their comparatively large signal-
to-noise ratio in the previous iterations of the data [49]. These are the GW-like monopole
and dipole:

ΓGW-mon
ab =

δab
2

+
1

2
, (A.3)

and
ΓGW-dip
ab =

δab
2

+
cos ζ

2
. (A.4)

The ‘GW-like’ monicker is owed to the first term, δab/2, put in by hand, to compensate possible
unaccounted for small scale power (a = b) irrelevant for the large scale correlation (a ̸= b).
Without the first term, these are simply referred to as monopole and dipole correlations.

Several ORFs have also been derived for non-Einsteinian GW polarizations when the
modes are on the light cone and the pulsars are at infinity. The ‘breathing’ mode or scalar
transverse polarization gives rise to the correlation [54]

Γb
ab ≈

δab
2

+
3 + cos ζ

8
. (A.5)

On the other hand, a related ‘longitudinal’ scalar mode correlation, Γl
aa, diverges in the same

limit. Keeping the scalar modes on the lightcone with a GW frequency f but with pulsars
at a finite distance D, then in the limit fD ≫ 1, it can be shown that the autocorrelation
function of the scalar longitudinal mode behaves as [54]

Γl
aa ∼ 3π2

4
fD − 3 ln (4πfD) +

37

8
− 3γE , (A.6)

where γE is Euler’s constant. A similar situation arises with vector modes; in which case,
their ORF can be found to be

ΓV
ab = Γx

ab + Γy
ab ≈ 3 log

(
2

1− cos ζ

)
− 4 cos ζ − 3 , (A.7)

except that the autocorrelation diverges,

ΓV
aa ∼ 6 ln (4πfD)− 14 + 6γE , (A.8)

in the infinite distance limit.
It must be said that the divergences do not manifest in practice as the pulsars are always

at finite distances in a finite volume of the observable Universe. Analysis of the results for
finite pulsar distances attest to this.

B Triple spherical harmonics integral and the Wigner-3j symbol

We lay down identities on spin weighted spherical harmonics sYlm (n̂) relevant in the body
of the paper.

For s = 0, sYlm (n̂) reduces to the spherical harmonic Ylm (n̂). In general, sYlm (n̂)
satisfies the orthogonality relation∫

S2

dn̂ sY
∗
lm (n̂) sYl′m′ (n̂) = δll′δmm′ (B.1)
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and completeness relation∑
lm

sY
∗
lm (n̂) sYlm

(
n̂′) = δ(2)

(
n̂− n̂′) = δ

(
ϕ− ϕ′) δ (cos θ − cos θ′

)
. (B.2)

Spin-weighted spherical harmonics satisfy the conjugate identity

sY
∗
lm (n̂) = (−1)s+m

−sYl−m (n̂) , (B.3)

and a triple spherical harmonics identity∫
dê s1Yl1m1 (ê) s2Yl2m2 (ê) s3Yl3m3 (ê) =

√
(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)(2l3 + 1)

4π

×
(

l1 l2 l3
−s1 −s2 −s3

)(
l1 l2 l3
m1 m2 m3

) (B.4)

where
(
a b c
d e f

)
is the Wigner-3j symbol. The 3j symbol vanishes unless |l1− l2| < l3 < l1+ l2

and m1 +m2 +m3 = 0; if m1 = m2 = m3 = 0, then l1 + l2 + l3 must be an even integer; the
3j symbol satisfies a reflection property(

l1 l2 l3
m1 m2 m3

)
= (−1)l1+l2+l3

(
l1 l2 l3

−m1 −m2 −m3

)
. (B.5)

C GW polarizations

For a GW propagating along the Ω̂ direction, the polarization basis for tensor, vector, and
scalar GWs can be expressed as [92]

ε+ = m̂⊗ m̂− n̂⊗ n̂ and ε× = m̂⊗ n̂+ n̂⊗ m̂ , (C.1)

εx = m̂⊗ Ω̂ + Ω̂⊗ m̂ and εy = n̂⊗ Ω̂ + Ω̂⊗ n̂ , (C.2)

εb = m̂⊗ m̂+ n̂⊗ n̂ and εl =
√
2Ω̂⊗ Ω̂ , (C.3)

respectively, where
(
m̂, n̂, Ω̂

)
form an orthonormal basis. (ε+, ε×) are the familiar transverse-

traceless tensor GW polarizations, (εx, εy) are the corresponding vector GW polarizations,
and

(
εb, εl

)
for scalar GWs.

It is useful to point the GW/Ω̂ along the z-direction such that the orthonormal basis(
m̂, n̂, Ω̂

)
may be written as

m̂ = cosφ x̂+ sinφ ŷ (C.4)
n̂ = − sinφ x̂+ cosφ ŷ (C.5)
Ω̂ = ẑ . (C.6)

Calculations can be generalized at the end by a three-dimensional rotation of Ω̂. With the
Cartesian basis (x̂, ŷ, ẑ), the GW polarization basis can be identified to be

ε+ =

 cos(2φ) sin(2φ) 0
sin(2φ) − cos(2φ) 0

0 0 0

 and ε× =

− sin(2φ) cos(2φ) 0
cos(2φ) − sin(2φ) 0

0 0 0

 , (C.7)
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εx =

 0 0 cosφ
0 0 sinφ

cosφ sinφ 0

 and εy =

 0 0 − sinφ
0 0 cosφ

− sinφ cosφ 0

 , (C.8)

εb =

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 0

 and εl =
√
2

 0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

 . (C.9)

D Calculation of the Jlm(fD, k̂)’s

This appendix lays down the detailed calculation of the Jlm(fD, k̂)’s.

D.1 Tensor GW modes

To illustrate our strategy, we consider tensor GWs: we fix k̂ = ẑ; then, rotate ẑ → k̂ to obtain
Jlm

(
fD, k̂

)
.

We define the right- and left-handed complex circular polarization basis tensors:

εR =
ε+ + iε×√

2
and εL =

ε+ − iε×√
2

. (D.1)

The contraction of the detector tensor, dij , with the basis tensors give

dijεR,L
ij =

√
16π

15
Y2±2 (ê) , (D.2)

where the helicity R (L) takes m = +2 (−2). Substituting this into (3.9) with YLM

(
k̂ = ẑ

)
=

δM0

√
(2L+ 1)/4π, we obtain

JR,L
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
=

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

∑
L

4πiL
√

2L+ 1

15
jL(x)

∫
S2

dê Y2±2 (ê)YL0 (ê)Y
∗
lm (ê) .

(D.3)
The triple spherical harmonics integral vanishes; except with the following nontrivial values
for m = ±2 and L = l − 2, l, l + 2:∫

S2

dê Y2±2 (ê)Y(l−2)0 (ê)Y
∗
l±2 (ê) =

√
15

32π

(
(l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2)

(2l − 3)(2l − 1)2(2l + 1)

)1/2

, (D.4)

∫
S2

dê Y2±2 (ê)Yl0 (ê)Y
∗
l±2 (ê) = −

√
15

8π

(
(l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2)

(2l − 1)2(2l + 3)3

)1/2

, (D.5)

and ∫
S2

dê Y2±2 (ê)Y(l+2)0 (ê)Y
∗
l±2 (ê) =

√
15

32π

(
(l − 1)l(l + 1)(l + 2)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)2(2l + 5)

)1/2

. (D.6)

The last expression reduces to

JR,L
lm (fD, ẑ) =− δm±22πi

l

√
2l + 1

8π

(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

×
(

jl−2(x)

(2l − 1)(2l + 1)
+

2jl(x)

(2l − 1)(2l + 3)
+

jl+2(x)

(2l + 1)(2l + 3)

)
.

(D.7)
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Utilizing the spherical Bessel function recursion relation

jl(x)

x
=

jl−1(x) + jl+1(x)

2l + 1
, (D.8)

we obtain

JR,L
lm (fD, ẑ) = −δm±22πi

l

√
2l + 1

8π

(l + 2)!

(l − 2)!

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

jl(x)

x2
. (D.9)

Then, the result is obtained by rotating ẑ to k̂ = (θ, ϕ) direction via the general rule

JA
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
=
∑
m′

Dl∗
m′m (−α,−θ,−ϕ) JA

lm′ (fD, ẑ) , (D.10)

where Dl
m′m(−α,−θ,−ϕ) is the Wigner-D matrix given by

Dl
m′m(−α,−θ,−ϕ) =

√
4π

2l + 1
−m′Ylm (θ, ϕ) eim

′α , (D.11)

and sYlm (ê)’s are spin weighted spherical harmonics (Appendix B). Our final result is given
by (4.1).

D.2 Vector GW modes

As with tensor GWs, we rely on right- and left-handed helicity basis tensors to deal with
vector GWs:

εV R =
εx + iεy√

2
and εV L =

εx − iεy√
2

. (D.12)

Similarly, the contraction of the detector tensor, dij , with the basis tensors gives

dijεV R,V L
ij = ∓

√
16π

15
Y2±1 (ê) , (D.13)

where the upper (lower) signs correspond to V R (V L). In this case, the triple spherical
harmonics integration reduces to∫

dê Y21 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) =

√
15

2π

(−l + L+ 1)
√

l(l + 1)(2l + 1)(2L+ 1)
(
−(l − 1)(l + 2) + L2 + L

)
(−l + L− 2)(l + L− 1)(l + L+ 1)(l + L+ 3)(l − L)!(−l + L+ 2)!

(D.14)
which holds for m = −1, l ≥ 1, l − 2 ≤ L ≤ l + 2 and L+ l ≥ 2, and∫

dê Y2−1 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) = (−1)L+l

∫
dê Y21 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) (D.15)

which holds for m = 1, l ≥ 1, l − 2 ≤ L ≤ l + 2 and L + l ≥ 2. Since L + l is even, the two
integrals become equal except with m = ∓1. The integral is then more compactly expressed
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as∫
dê Y2±1 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) = δm∓1

[
δl1δL1

(
−
√

3

20π

)
+ δl1δL3

√
9

140π

+Θ(l − 2)

[
δL(l−2)

(
−
√

15

2π

(l − 1)
√
l (4l3 − 7l − 3)

2(2l − 3)(2l − 1)(2l + 1)

)

+ δLl

(
−
√

15

2π

√
l(l + 1)(2l + 1)2

2(2l − 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 3)

)

+ δL(l+2)

(√
15

2π

l(l + 1)(l + 2)

2(2l + 3)
√
l(l + 1)(2l + 1)(2l + 5)

)]]
,

(D.16)

where Θ(x) is the step function. Substituting this into (3.9), we obtain the simplified expres-
sion

JV R,V L
lm (fD, ẑ) =∓

√
16π

15
δm±1

[
− δl1

3i

2
√
5

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v (j1(x) + j3(x))

+ Θ(l − 2)

√
15

2

il

2

√
l(l + 1)(2l + 1)

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)]
.

(D.17)

Notably, the l = 1 piece can be continued to the same form as the l ≥ 2 contributions. Thus,
the expression becomes

JV R,V L
(l≥1)m (fD, ẑ) = ∓δm±1

√
2πil

√
l(l + 1)(2l + 1)

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
. (D.18)

Rotating ẑ to an arbitrary k̂ direction, we obtain the final result (4.26).

D.3 Scalar GW modes

We follow the same strategy to calculate JA
lm

(
fD, k̂

)
for scalar GWs. The difference is that

we calculate the correlations directly for the scalar transverse and longitudinal modes; a
right- and left- handed helicity basis is not suitable since one of the independent scalar GW
polarizations is purely longitudinal.

This time, the contraction of the detector tensor, dij , with the polarization basis for the
ST and SL modes become

dijεST
ij = sin2 θ =

4
√
π

3
Y00 (ê)−

4

3

√
π

5
Y20 (ê) (D.19)

and

dijεSL
ij =

√
2 cos2 θ =

√
2

(
2
√
π

3
Y00 (ê) +

4

3

√
π

5
Y20 (ê)

)
. (D.20)

We proceed with the summation and integration in (3.9) independently for the scalar GW
polarizations.
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In the ST case, the only surviving term in the sum over L,M in (3.9) is M = 0. The
relevant triple spherical harmonics integrals are∫

dê Y00 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) =
δm0δlL√

4π
(D.21)

and∫
dê Y20 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê)

=
δm0

2

√
5

π

(L− l + 1)2(L+ l)(L+ l + 2)
√

(2L+ 1)(2l + 1)Γ(−L+ l + 3)

(−L+ l + 2)2(L+ l − 1)(L+ l + 1)(L+ l + 3)Γ (l − L+ 1)2 Γ(L− l + 3)
(D.22)

where (D.22) holds if l− 2 ≤ L ≤ l+ 2 and L+ l ≥ 2; otherwise, it vanishes. In summing L,
we note that l1 + l2 + l3 in the 3j symbol must be an even integer since m1 = m2 = 0. By
the end, this leaves three terms corresponding to L = l − 2, l, l + 2. We also pull out l = 0, 1
terms from the L = l + 2 contribution, and the l = 1 from the L = l contribution so that we
are able to add the terms for l ≥ 2 coming from all L = l − 2, l, l + 2 terms. In this way, the
last integral becomes

∫
dê Y20 (ê)YL0 (ê)Ylm (ê) =



3δm0

4

√
5

π

(l − 1)l√
2l − 3(2l − 1)

√
2l + 1

, L = l − 2, l ≥ 2

δm0

√
5

π

l(l + 1)

2(2l − 1)(2l + 3)
, L = l, l ≥ 1

3δm0

4

√
5

π

(l + 1)(l + 2)

(2l + 3)
√
(2l + 1)(2l + 5)

, L = l + 2, l ≥ 0 ,

(D.23)
and we obtain the simplified expression

JST
lm (fD, ẑ) = δm0δl0

2
√
π

3

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v (j0(x) + j2(x))

+ δm0δl1
2
√
3πi

5

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v (j1(x) + j3(x))

−δm0Θ(l − 2) 4πil
√

2l + 1

4π

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

[
d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
− (l − 1)(l + 2)

2

jl(x)

x2

]
.

(D.24)

Making good use of the spherical Bessel function differential equation,

x2j′′l (x) + 2xj′l(x) +
(
x2 − l(l + 1)

)
jl(x) = 0 , (D.25)

and (D.8), we obtain the further simplification

JST
lm (fD, ẑ) = δm02πi

l

√
2l + 1

4π

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
j′′l (x) + jl(x)

)
. (D.26)
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Performing the three-dimensional rotation, as we did with the tensor and vector cases, we
end up with the final expression (4.45).

Similarly, for the SL modes, summing over L and using the spherical harmonics integral
identities, we obtain

JSL
lm (fD, ẑ)√

2
= δm0δl0

2
√
π

3

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
j0(x)

2
− j2(x)

)
+ δm0δl1

2
√
3πi

5

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

(
3j1(x)

2
− j3(x)

)
+δm0Θ(l − 2)4πil

√
2l + 1

4π

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/v

[
d

dx

(
jl(x)

x

)
− (l − 1)(l + 2)

2

jl(x)

x2
+

jl(x)

2

]
.

(D.27)

Then, utilizing the spherical Bessel function differential equation and recursion relation, we
get the simplification

JSL
lm (fD, ẑ)√

2
= −δm02πi

l

√
2l + 1

4π

∫ 2πfDv

0

dx

v
eix/vj′′l (x) . (D.28)

Performing the three-dimensional rotation leads to the final result (4.46).
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