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O
8 Abstract

AN we study the prospects for using interferometers in grawital-wave detectors as tools to search for photon-seatations of
) Lorentz symmetry. Existing interferometers are shown texwguisitely sensitive to tiny changes in théeetive refractive index of
=5 light occurring at frequencies around and below the miarizirange, including at the harmonics of the frequenciesefarth’s

sidereal rotation and annual revolution relevant for tefteorentz symmetry. We use preliminary data obtained bylthser
Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGOR®06-2007 to place constraints on fic@ents for Lorentz violation in
the photon sector exceeding current limits by about fouemadf magnitude.

&)

O Interferometry has been a valuable tool for investigatingas a Michelson interferometer with Fabry-Pérot cavitiethie

o relativity for well over a century, beginning with the class arms. At LIGO, for example, the physical size of each arm is
O)Michelson-Morley and Kennedy-Thorndike experiments [[1, 2 L ~ 4 km, with an &ective path length for the laser light of

“that helped to establish the underlying Lorentz symmetry ofibout 1000 km due to the cavity finedse~ 280 for the con-
— relativity. The suggestion that tiny deviations from Latzn figuration during the 2006-2007 run. The laser operates at an
~ finvariance could arise from an underlying unified theorytsuc infrared wavelengtii ~ 1064 nm, and the relative fringe shift
C\] as strings|[3] has revitalized experimentfibets to probe rel- S can be measured ® ~ 4 x 10710, Taken together, these val-
O) ativity in recent years, leading to many sensitive searébes ues suggest that aiffective sensitivity to a shiféf of the fre-
LO) Lorentz violation involving interferometric experimenigth  quencyf of 6f/f ~ SA/FL ~ 4x 107??is attainable. This esti-
O\l light, particles, and atoms![4]. Recently, the relaticigtre-  mate suggests that gravitational-wave observatoriespaliy
CD_ diction of gravitational waves has been confirmed using+inte have intrinsic sensitivities to Lorentz violation seveoatiers
00 ferometric techniques|[5]. of magnitude better than those achieved in recent Michelson
O . The world's largest laser interferometers are associatéd w Morley experiments [4, 12—14]. It thus provides motivation
(O ‘gravitational-wave observatories, and it is natural to@stut  the present investigation of the prospects for tests of ihtare
< their potential sensitivity to Lorentz-violatingfects involv-  symmetry with LIGO and other gravitational-wave interfero
>' ing photons. Existing observatories include the Laserrinte eters.

.~ ferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGQ) [6] with The LIGO interferometer is optimized for detection of
_ terferometers located at Hanford, Washington and Livingst gravitational-wave signals in the approximate range 40010
(3 Louisiana, and the Virgo observatory [7] with interferosret Hz. The measured signal at the detector port can be taken as

located near Pisa, Italy. Other large ground-based ob®erva the net phase shift

ries are operational or planned [8+-10], arftbes to develop _ _

A¢ = 6¢1 — 0¢2 1)
a space-based observatory, the Laser Interferometer $pace o _ _ _
tenna (LISA) [11] are underway. Here, we examine the po2rising from the individual phase shifég;, j = 1,2, experi-

tential for using low-frequency data from these interfeetens enced by the light in each of the two arms. These individual
to search for signals of Lorentz violation in the form of tada ~ Phase shifts can in principle arise from changegin the ef-
and boost asymmetries associated with the sidereal rotatio ~ fective path lengths; of the arms, or a chang¥. in the car-
annual revolution of the Earth. We present a general thieatet Tier frequencyf. of the light. The phase shifts can also be af-
framework for discussing theffects, and we apply it to pre- fected by modificationgn; of the dfective refractive indexi
liminary LIGO data collected in 2006-2007 with the Hanford experienced by the light propagating in the two arms, inicigd
instrument. The results obtained below reveal an attaieesis ~ changes that might arise due to the presence of Lorentz vio-
tivity to Lorentz violation in the photon sector about fouders ~ lation.  The net phase shift on theh arm for a single light
of magnitude greater than current laboratory experiments. ~ traversal of length 2 can thus be expressed as

A rough estimate of the sensitivity of the gravitationalvea 0pj oL; of. onj\ 2L
instruments can be made by noting that each can be idealized 5, ~ (T + o + F) - (2)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier IUHET 612, July 2016


http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.02592v1

Inits operating mode, the interferometer s ‘locked’ on e&kda proximate agreement with results from standard modeling of
fringe by adjusting the carrier frequendy and the &ective  the tidal gradients. Note that the tidal frequencies algmeap
path lengthd ; using feedback and servo mechanisms, so thain the demodulated carrier signal at the detector port bait ar
A¢ = 0 is enforced at the detector port in the absence of @ompromised by noise, while they are observable at theittexa
gravitational-wave signal. Over aféigiently large time inter- frequencies in the spectrum obtained from the fsr signal.
val T compared to the time between successive feedback and To investigate possible signals from Lorentz violation, we
servo actions, the integrated net phase change reduce$to anadopt here the methods offective field theory, which pro-
tegral over changes in theftirenceAn = 6Ny — 6N, of effective  vide powerful and model-independent techniques for shuglyi

refractive indices, observable signals originating from an otherwise unaitaliz
6T2 pg, 2L 42 AR Iarge_ energy scale [18]. The r_eali.stiﬁel:tive field theory de-
f dt— —» — f dt—, (3)  scribing general Lorentz violation is called the Standsiadel
=172 2 =T/2 n Extension (SME) [19, 20]. It is constructed by adding Lorent
because the changék; andésf. are stochastic and average to Violating terms to the action for General Relativity coupte
zero when the interferometer is locked. the Standard Model. Each addition to the Lagrange density is

The above reasoning demonstrates that the operating mogeordinate-independent contraction of a Lorentz-viatgp-
of the interferometer does in principle have sensitivityitoe-  erator with a cofficient determining the size of its physical ef-
varying signals from Lorentz violation in thefective refrac-  fects. Any operator can be classified according to its mass di
tive indexn. However, the Earth’s sidereal-rotation angular fre-mensiond in natural units, with the corresponding ¢ieient
quency iswe ~ 7.3 x 107° rad Hz, while its annual-revolution having mass dimension-4d. Operators of larged can plau-
angular frequency i€ ~ 2.0 x 1077 rad Hz, so the sidereal sibly be interpreted as representirfteets at higher order in a
and annual signals of interest for searches for Lorentatiart  low-energy expansion of the underlying theory. In Minkowsk
involve frequencies many orders of magnitude below the-optispacetime, limiting attention to terms with < 4 produces a
mized band of the instrument. At these low frequencies, théheory that is power-counting renormalizable and knowrhas t
instrumental noise makes clean extraction of any signak chaminimal SME. Reviews include, for example, Refs.[[4,121,.22]
lenging. One possible option for sidestepping this issue is  In the present work, we focus attention on possilifects
take advantage of information circulating in the interfeeger ~ from the photon sector of the SME. We analyze potential sig-
at sideband frequencies, as we discuss next. nals at harmonics of the sidereal frequeagyand the annual

The arms are in resonance when the carrier frequeipcy frequencyQ, including the sidebands. In principle, Lorentz-
takes the valud. = Nfis;, whereN is typically a large integer Vviolating contributions to the signal could also arise frtm
of order 18%and fi, = ¢/2L ~ 37.52 kHz at LIGO is called the matter sector, including in particular from the electrops)-
free spectral range (fsr) frequency. Resonance also oattivre  tons, and neutrons in the interferometer mirrors. Whileeff d
sidebandd, = f. + frs;, which experience lower noise and are inite interest, addressing this possibility would comalethe
thus interesting candidates for signal analysis. Furtoeema ~ present analysis without contributing to our goal of dentiats
macroscopic differenceAL = L; — L, in the arm lengths, which  ing that gravitational-wave detectors have competitivesii-
for LIGO is of order 2 cm, displaces these sidebands from thély to Lorentz violation, and so we defer it to future investi
dark fringe by a bias phase shift = +AL/2L ~ 3x 10°®  tion. This obviates the issue of fixing possible field redefini
per traversal of the light. This implies that the power at thetions and coordinate choices [19, 20, 23-25]. We also sfinpli
detector port at the sideband frequerigycontains an interfer- the analysis by disregarding contributions to LorentZatiog
ence term between the bias phase shift and any phase shift frdirefringence of light, as disentangling theseets requires
the change[{3) in the flierenceAn of effective refractive in-  unavailable information about the polarization of the tigh-
dices. The power at, is thus modulated at the frequencies of culating in the interferometer.
harmonic changes inf. In short, when the carrier frequency  The possible modifications to thefective refractive index
is used to lock the interferometer, the sideband at the &sr fr for photons propagating in the presence of Lorentz viofatio
guency can be used to measure the low-frequency signals froh@ive been classified and enumerated for arbiuigd@4]. Non-
Lorentz violation|[15, 16]. birefringent Lorentz-violating operators in the photorctse

A successful measurement of harmonic changesfiras-  appear only for eved > 4. Decomposing in spherical harmon-
sociated with tidal forces has already been demonstrafdd [1 ics implies the correspondmg spherical fimgents for Lorentz
The tidal acceleration has a gravity-gradient comporgnt  Violation can be denoted by;), ., where the subscrigtindi-
along the interferometer arms that induces redshifts ircthe ~ cates nonbirefringence and tf1e indigesare the usual angular
culating light. The redshifts act to produd@egtive changesin quantum numbers for the spherical harmonics vith d - 2.
AT varying harmonically at the tidal frequencies and intragluc All the associated modifications to thiective refractive index

a single-traversal phase shift of can then be expressed in the formi [24]
3¢ _ gl? @ n=1+¢% %= > E"*-1) Yin(D) . (5)
2r A2’ djm

Using preliminary LIGO data from the 2006-2007 runl/[15], the whereE is the photon energy,is the direction of its momen-
spectral powers at the tidal frequencies are found to be-in apum,c( )12 are the cofficients for Lorentz violation seen in the

(1)jm
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laboratory frame, and > 4 takes only even values. andd = 6 for this site. The first column shows the harmonic.
To apply the above results in the context of LIGO, considefThe second column contains the combinationdot 4 con-

first a single arm of the interferometer. For a traversal ef th tributing to the diferenceAn. The third column lists the com-

light down the arm and back, we can introduce an averagedinations contributing fod = 6. The numerical factors in this

refractive index last column are given in units of 1 Ge\2. The contributions
R 1/ o 0r A to An from an individual harmonic can be obtained from this
i) = E(g +¢ (_l)) table by multiplying an entry in the first column with one ireth
= 1+ Y E¥*L(14 (1)) Yjm(D) cD®, (6)  second or third column.
dzjn; 2( ) I 0im Next, consider annual variations. These are associatéd wit

) ) ) _ .. boosts between the Sun-centered and laboratory frames, so
Taking both arms into account, thefférenceAn appearing in - working with cartesian cd@cients for Lorentz violation is con-

Eq. (3) is then given by ceptually more straightforward than spherical fiogéents. To
AR = ATy - (), @) keep the analysi_s comparatively simple we focus here on the
cased = 4, for which the &ects are unsuppressed by powers of
where the angle betweénandi, can be taken as/2. the energyE. A more general analysis is possible in principle
The LIGO observatory is a noninertial frame due to the rota-and would be of interest but lies beyond our present scope.
tion and revolution of the Earth. In searching for Lorentalai In cartesian coordinates and fibe 4, the modification to the

tion, it is useful to work instead in a frame that is approxieiya  effective refractive index in the laboratory frame can be wnmitt
inertial over the time period of the experiment. The canon-as
ical choice for this inertial frame is the Sun-centered feam P da
3 ok : - 0 = —Lfijglk 1 LelMfigk | ab (11)
[4,125,/26], with coordinates denoted 85 X, Y, Z). The origin 20 e T2 o+ T fr
of the timeT is defined to be the vernal equinox 2000, so thatyhere the ten cartesian diieients for Lorentz violation associ-
T(2090'03'2_0 07:35 UTG; 0. TheZ axis is aligned with the 5164 with nonbirefringent operatorscat 4, which are linearly
Earth's rotation axis, and thk¥ axs points towards the vernal rejated to the spherical cfigients, are taken as the symmetric
equinox 2000. The cdkcientsc, ), can plausibly be assumed ompinatiord¥, the antisymmetric combinatiGiK, and the

constant on solar-system scales in this frame [19]. The rotgace componer, in the Sun-centered frame [25]. This gives
tion and revolution of the Earth thus induce sidereal andiahn

variations in the laboratory céiecientsc{)\*’. These variations AR = 3k - kRl
are key signals for detecting Lorentz violation. LI Z iy Al Ak ZIK i Ak _JKL=KL

. . . L . . -5 - AN JA kKD + N1 AN 37K

Consider first sidereal variations. The sphericalfioients 2t 22)( I Kle T o
cgld))jm for Lorentz violation are particularly well suited for stud —2AJTA"T7?W). (12)
ies of sidereal signals because they transform under ocotati
in a comparatively simple way. The relationship between th
spherical cofficients in the laboratory frame and ones in the
Sun-centered frame is given hy [24]
. . 0_ _ 0. __pJ o= 3)] i, - R

(d)lab _ M weTo ] ) Ar=1 Ay=-p, AN7=-R-p), A;=R" (13)
jm — Zel v eadmw(_/\/)c(mmy (8)

m

dn this expression, the elements of the Lorentz transfaonat
relating the Sun-centered frame and the laboratory frame ca
be taken as

C
where the matrixRiY rotating between the Sun-centered and

wherey is the colatitude of the laboratory and the little Wigner laboratory frames is given by Eq. (C1) of Ref.[25], ghtlis

matricesd) . are specified in Eq. (136) of Ref. [24]. The time given in terms of the orbital and laboratory boosts by Eq.)(C2

Te = T — To is a local sidereal time, fiset fromT by To ~  of the same reference.

(23.934 hr)(6625° — 1)/360°, wherea2 is the longitude of the The above set of equationsfBaes to determine the explicit

laboratory in degrees. For the Hanford sjtey 435° andTo ~  form of Anin terms ofd = 4 cartesian cdécients for Lorentz

2000-03-20 19:56 UTC. violation, once the location and relevant properties ofdbe
Substituting the resul]8) into theftérencel(l7) gives servatory are specified. The cartesianfiioents can then be
_ _ transformed into spherical ones if desired. For example, fo
An = Z ME?))j'r?]be'm“’“’T“’d,'nm (=) CE?))W‘ (9)  the Hanford site the explicit contributions for each haridm
djmm terms of spherical cdgcients for Lorentz violation in the Sun-

. . . lab - centered frame are displayed in Table 2. In this table, tise fir
In this expression, the experiment-dependent famﬁeim IS column specifies the harmonic. All relevant harmonics imvol
given by ing the sidereal and annual frequencies, including thele-si
(d)lab _ =d-4 1 i1 _myy. (x bands, are considered. The second column gives the pagty-e
Mayim = E (1 D) =17 Yin3. 0). (10) contributions, which match those shown in T%ble 1. Tr?e ygrit
where¢ is the angle of the interferometeX” arm measured odd contributions, which are proportional to one power & th
east of south, which i ~ —144 for the interferometer at the boost, are presented in the third column. The final column pro
Hanford site. As an example, Table 1 displays the explicit nuvides the contributions involving the isotropic d¢heient cgl))oo,
merical form of the combinationEl(9) for harmonics witk= 4 all of which are parity even and involve two powers of the loos
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Figure 1: Integrated fsr PSD as a function of tilme the Sun-centered frame. Figure 2: PSD versus frequency in the sidereal region.
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Note that all nine independent componeoﬁ%ﬂ appear. How- N ' ' ' BV i : ' g

ever, the componem‘(f‘))20 contributes only to the constant term,

which lacks a characteristic time variation and can theselie a
expected to be more challenging to detect. Note also that th& =
sole contribution to the twice-annual harmonic comes frben t °r ]
isotropic codicient. N K,
To investigate the experimental reach attainable in practi T 2};“”2“; = l;;?“ o e
we analyze the preliminary dataset taken in the fsr charinel Frequency (Hz) e
the Hanford site during the S5 LIGO run, over the 16-month
period from March 31, 2006 to July 31, 2007/[15]. During this Figure 3: PSD versus frequency in the semisidereal region.
run, the photodetector signal was demodulated at 37.52 kHz.
The power spectral density (PSD), which is proportionaht® t s
absolute value of the electric-field amplitude squared per H
was evaluated over intervals of 64 s and then integratedein th  *
range 352 + 0.2 kHz, thereby yielding a time series of the 4 s} E
power at the fsr frequency. Figure 1 shows this series. The ve & ,
tical axis is the uncalibrated integrated PSD, while thézoor-
tal axis is the timél in seconds since the vernal equinox 2000.
The time series corresponds to the squared modgus ¢/, TelS S e e e e e e
where ¢, is the bias phase shift mentioned above apds Frequency (Hz) <108
the time-dependent phase shift induced by the time vantio
in An. Note that these data provide an essentially continuous Figure 4: PSD versus frequency in the annual region.
record over the 16-month period. This represents another ad
vantage of the fsr channel in that it provides continuity rove
this extended period, whereas the carrier channel is réset a from interference, and the observed relative amplitudeseag
the interferometer loses lock, typically after about 24fsou ~ Wwith known values|[17]. The exception is the e, which is

To study the various sidereal and annual signals, the powehifted by about 2.5 standard deviations from the expected f
Spectra in the appropriate frequency ranges can be exdractguency and should be unobservable. This line must therefore
from the dataset. The resolution bandwidth is approxingatel b€ attributed to human activities on a daily cycle.
2.4 x 108 Hz. The PSD as a function of frequency in the side- The PSD in the vicinity of the solar frequency is displayed
real region is shown in Fi] 2. Table 3 lists the frequencies a in Fig.[4. No significant annual modulation appears in the
the PSD values for each of the four prominent peaks. Four tidadata. However, a pronounced peak is visible at the frequency
lines are known to appear in this region: the lunar principlef = (6.5 + 0.6) x 1078 Hz, which is consistent with the semi-
wave Q, the solar principle wave;RPthe lunar and solar decli- annual frequencyQg/2r ~ 6.2 x 1078 Hz. The amplitude
national waves K and the solar elliptical wave; ®f K;. Near  of the declinational solar tidal wave at this frequency is to
the twice-sidereal frequency, the power spectrumis ptedén  small by more than an order of magnitude to account for this
Fig.[3, and the locations and sizes of the four prominent peakpeak, which has height as shown in Table 3. The origin of this
are provided in Table 3. Again, four tidal lines are knowneher anomalous peak is currently unknown but could be instrumen-
the lunar principle wave b the solar principle wave,Sthe  tal. As an illustration of principle, consider the feedsiard
lunar major elliptical wave Bl of M,, and the lunar and solar servo mechanism that helps to maintain the interferometér |
declinational waves K With one exception, the frequencies of by correcting for the tidal deformation of the Earth via actu
the four prominent peaks in each of these spectra match the lators that modify the macroscopic arm-lengtffetience. This
cations of these tidal lines to ¥YHz. The measured power in servo includes a correction at twice the annual frequeniighw
each line is proportional to the tidal amplitude becausegsea  conceivably could be a natural source of an instrumetiiate
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Harmonic d = 4 contributions d = 6 contributions X107 Ge\?)
1 0.14¢{,, 0.19¢{,, - 0.28¢{)
CcossTe) | 0.24Rec(), —1.0Imc(), | 032Rec{), +0.062Recy),, — 1.4Imc), +1.1Imc),)
sinwsTe) | ~LORec), —0.24Imcl),; | -14Recy), + 1.1 Recy),, - 0.32Imc(,, - 0.062 Imc(D),)
CoS(5Ts) | 0.36Rec(),, — 1.1ImcfY,, | 0.49Rec)),, +0.061Recy),, - 1.4Imcf),, - 0.82Imc{),,
sin(2w6Ts) | ~1.1Rec)),, - 0.36 ImctY,, | -1.4 Rec), — 0.82 Rec(),, - 0.49Imc{y),, — 0.061Imcy),,
cos(eTs) - 0.27 Rec{p),; -~ 0.64Imc(P),.
Sin(3we Ta) - ~0.64 Rec(d),; - 0.27 Imc(y),,
cos(4veTe) - ~0.27 Recl),, + 0.78 Imc(,,
SiN(4we Ts) - 0.78 Recl),, + 0.27 Imc{p),,
Table 1: Contributions from sidereal harmonics dot 4 andd = 6 at Hanford, WA.
Harmonic ‘ Parity-even Parity-odd &107°) Isotropic x10719)
1 0.14c{,, 0.068¢);, -1.2 cgf‘%)oo
cosQoT) - 0.56¢{), - 0.92Imcf), 0.12¢{y,
Sin@QeT) - ~1.0Rec{ -
cos(XT) - - 0.36¢{ ),
Sin(2QgT) - - -
COSWeTe — 2QeT) - — -5.2 C(fl))oo
sinweTs — 2Q6T) - - ~12 cgf‘%)oo
cossTo — QeT) - -6.1 cgf‘))lo +0.42 Rec(sf))11 ~181m Cgﬁ))n 0.13c{n,
SinWeTe — QaT) - ~1.4¢;), - 1.8 Recy), - 0.421mcpy), ~0.30¢),
coS@sTs) 0.24 Rec{),, - 1.0Imc),, 0.10 Rec{}),, +0.046 Imc{{),, ~5.0¢{%0
sineTa) ~10Rec(},, —0241mc(),, 0.046 Reci, —0.10Imc);; ~1.2¢{
coSEeTe + QpT) - 0.26¢{),+ 0.42Reci), — 1.8ImcfY, | —0.0057c]),
SinWeTe + QoT) - 0.062¢(), — 1.8 Reciy, —0.42Imc{, | 0.013ciyy,
CoSweTe + 2QsT) - - 0.22c§ﬁ))00
SinWeTe + 2Q6T) - - 0.053c{,
c0S(weTe — 2Q5T) - - —45 C(?))oo
Sin(2weTe — 2Q6T) - - 13c§ﬁ§00
cos(eTe — QaT) - -91 Recgf‘))ll ~31Im Cgf‘))u -
Sin(2we To — Qo T) - ~3.1Rec), +9.1Imcy), -
cos(2eTs) 0.36 Rec{),, - 1.1Imc{),, - 0.39 Céﬁ))oo
Sin(2we Te) ~1.1Rec,, - 0.36Imc{),, - ~1.1¢{
coS(wsTe + QoT) - 0.39 Recgf‘))ll +0.131m cgf))ll -
Sin(2weTe + Qo T) - 0.13Rec);; - 0.39Imcy);, -
c0S(20gTe + 2Q6T) - - ~0.0083c{y,
sin(2we Te + 2QsT) - - 0.024¢{{),

Table 2: Contributions fromd = 4 spherical cofficients at Hanford, WA.



Peak | Frequency | Power spectral density Harmonic‘ Coeﬁcient‘ Result
O, |1076x10° 6.655x 1010 We | ol <13x10%
Pr | 1154x10°° 5.869x 1010 Il | < 10X 1072 GeV-2
S1 | 1157x10° 2.088x 10 ICowl | <13x102Gev2
Ky |1.162x 105 3.841x 101 n €, - 18% 1022
N, |2192x10°5 1.666 10”1’ | 05?))22| - 13% 104 GeV-2
M, | 2236x 108 1.415x 10" |CEe) | <24x10% Gev?
S, |2315x10°% 6.218x 100 (42
K, |2321x10° 1.657x 101 Bws sl | <30x 107 Gev2
2Q¢/2n | 6.239% 10°8 4.034x 102 Awe |c§?))44| < 26x 104 GeV2
Table 3: Frequencies (Hz) and power spectral density ofwelepeaks. Qg | Cgﬁ))00| <3.3x10°
|C(ﬁ))10| <6.7x 10715
. - [Rec® | <38x10715
Harmonic AR/T (g 5
[Im ¢t | <41x10
we <14x 102 hn
2weg <20x102% Table 5: Results for spherical déieients from Hanford, WA preliminary data.
3we <21x102%
Ao, <21x10%
Qs <34x%x 1020 about Lorentz violation as well. However, for the given dura
20, (4.0 + 0.25)x 10°19 tion of the run, the resolution is inflicient to extract useful

information about these sidebands.

Combining the values in Table 4 with the contributions to
An/n presented in Tables 1 and 2 yields results for the spher-
ical codficients for Lorentz violation. To gain some insight
into these results, we can follow standard procedure in éhe fi
However, in practice the tidal servo would have been reset bgi4] and consider the result for each sphericalfiont in turn
tween the lock periods roughly once a day, and moreover thgnder the assumption that all others vanish. These regelts a
size of the correction is too small by more than an order ofgjlected in Table 5. Additional insight is obtained by werk
magnitude, so this appears unlikely to be the source of the oling instead in a cartesian basis. Results fordhe 4 cartesian
served continuous modulation. In the analysis that followes  coefficientsk2®, 2K, andx; are displayed in Table 6.
include the anomalous peak for completeness, but its deéinit  oyerall, the results in Tables 5 and 6 reveal improvements
interpretation and verification must await the acquisitban laboratory sensitivity to all but one of the déeients for
independent dataset. Lorentz violation associated with operatorslat 4. The limits

To calibrate the power spectra, we take advantage of then codficients controlling parity-even rotation-violating opera
strongest tidal line in the twice-sidereal region, whichttie  tors represent a gain of about four orders of magnitude over e
lunar principle wave M. The horizontal gravity gradients from sting laboratory bounds|[4, 12-14], while those on padtig
this wave are knowrl[27]. They can be used to calculate theperators are improved by about a factor of four. In contrast
induced phase shift on the light at the detector port, gien t the constraint of, in Table 6 is weaker than the best exist-
latitude of the Hanford detector and the orientation of titer: ing two-sided bounds from laboratory experiments [4,/29, 30
ferometer arms. This derived value is in close agreemetit witand from astrophysics|[4, 31]. Moreover, a definitive measur
the result obtained from the observed modulation of the datghent of thed = 4 codficient Cgl))oo or, equivalentlyx; can-
and a simulation of the inteferometar [17, 28]. Normalizing  not be inferred from these results as the constraint oldaine
spectrum to this phase shift yieldg/2r = (1.1+1.2)x 10"  from the annual frequenc®, appears incompatible with the
for a single traversal at this frequency. We can use this to exobserved signal from the anomalous peak @t.2 Assum-
tract the values oAn/n at the various harmonics af; andQs  ing an appropriate phase at this frequency yields the esult
of interest. | Ciol = (111 +0.7) x 10° and & = (3.1 % 0.2) x 10°°.

The results of this procedure are shown in Table 4. The valu&his anomalous signal could conceivably be a theoretical ar
for each ofwg, 2we, andQg is a 2r confidence limit on a sig- tifact of the analysis performed here, which assumes cenven
nal above expectation, while that for each ef;3and 4vs isa  tional fermions and therefore is insensitive to mattetereco-
20~ confidence limit on a signal above noise. Therl€ignal efficients producing distinctfiects at the annual and semian-
at 2 is obtained from the anomalous peak discussed abovaual frequencies [32], but the possibility of an instruna¢ays-

In principle, the phases of the oscillations and also theouar tematic means that a compelling resolution of this disanepa
sidebands presented in Table 2 contain interesting infooma is unlikely to be attained in the absence of new data. Thédtsesu
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Table 4: Results foan/n from Hanford, WA preliminary data.
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