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Gravitational radiation in Infinite Derivative Gravity and Effective Quantum Gravity
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The Hulse-Taylor binary provides possibly the best test of GR to date. We find the modified
quadrupole formula for Infinite Derivative Gravity (IDG). We extend the backreaction formula for
propagation of gravitational waves, found previously for Effective Quantum Gravity (EQG) for a
flat background and extend this calculation to a de Sitter background for both EQG and IDG. We
put tighter constraints on EQG using new LIGO data. We also find the power emitted by a binary
system within the IDG framework for both circular and elliptical orbits and use the example of the
Hulse-Taylor binary. IDG predicts a slightly lower power than GR, which is exactly the observed
result. We also find a lower bound on our mass scale of M > 4.0 keV, which is 10° larger than the

previous result.

General Relativity (GR) has been spectacularly suc-
cessful in experimental tests, notably in the recent detec-
tion of gravitational waves [I]. One of the most renowned
tests is the Hulse-Taylor binary. The way the orbital pe-
riod of these two stars changes over time depends on the
gravitational radiation emitted. This matches the GR
prediction to within 0.2% [2].

However, GR breaks down at short distances where
it produces singularities. The first attempts to modify
gravity by altering the action failed because they gen-
erated ghosts, which are excitations with negative ki-
netic energy [3]. Infinite Derivative Gravity (IDG) [4H34]
avoids this fate while also allowing us the possibility to
not produce singularities.

IDG has the action [6]
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where Mp is the Planck mass, R is the Ricci scalar, R,
is the Ricci tensor and Cy,,x is the Weyl tensor. Each
F;(O) is an infinite series of the d’Alembertian operator
0 = ¢g"V,V, ie. F(O) = >, f.,,0"/M?*", where
the f;, s are dimensionless coeflicients and M is the mass
scale of the theory, which dictates the length scales below
which the additional terms come into play.

The propagator IIjpg around a flat background in
terms of the spin projection operators is modified as fol-
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a(0) =1+ Mp? (Fp(0) + 2F3(0)) O,
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p2 P ~ lgr
Iipg = a(kz) + a(k.Z) — 3C(k2) a=c a(k‘2) (2)

where a and ¢ (given in ([4))) are combinations of the
F;(O)s from (I). In the second equality we have taken
the simplest choice a(k?) = c(k?), giving a clear path
back to GR in the limit a(k?) — 1.

The simplest way to show that there are no ghosts is
to show that there are no poles in the propagator, which
means there can be no zeroes in a(k?). Any function
with no zeroes can be written in the form of the exponen-
tial of an entire function, so we choose a(k?) = c(k?) =
exp [y(k?/M?)], where v is an entire function.

Any entire function can be written as a polynomial
v(k?) = co + c1k? + cok* + -+ -, so a priori we have an
infinite number of coefficients to choose. However, it was
shown that only the first few orders will affect the pre-
dictions of the theory, as terms higher than order ~ 10
can be described by a rectangle function with a single
unknown parameter [35].

The quadrupole formula tells us the perturbation to a
flat metric caused by a source with quadrupole moment
1;;. Here we use the equations of motion to find the
modified quadrupole formula for IDG.

I. MODIFIED QUADRUPOLE FORMULA

The IDG equations of motion for a perturbation A,
around a flat background 7, are given by [6]
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and it should be noted that as a(0J) = c¢(Od), then
f(O)0O = a(0) — ¢(0) = 0. If we take the de Donder
gauge J,h"" = 19" and assume a(0) = ¢(0), then
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where we have defined B;w = hu — %g,wh. Note that in
the limit a — 1, we return to the GR result. If we invert
a(0d), then
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Following the usual GR method [36], we assume the
source is far away, composed of non-relativistic matter
and isolated. The Fourier transform of h,, with respect
to time is
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When we insert the definition of the quadrupole moment,
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Now writing out the full expression for fij and defining
the retarded time t, =t —r
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II. SIMPLEST CHOICE OF q(0)

We choose a(k?) to avoid ghosts, by ensuring there are

no poles in the propagator. If we choose a(k?) = ek®/M?

then
B _G1 &2 ik(to—t)
hij = —f—/dkdt;WLz(t;ﬁ). (11)

Using the general formula for the inverse Fourier trans-
form of a Gaussian,
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we find
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This is the modified quadrupole formula for the simplest
case of IDG. We now need to specify I;;. For example,
when we look at the radiation emitted by a binary system
of stars of mass Mj in a circular orbit, the 11 component
of Iij is

I1(t) = M,R? (1 + cos(2wt)), (14)

where R is the distance between the stars and w is their
angular velocity. Therefore
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hip = ——=— (14 e a2 cos(2wtr)> , (15)
Comparing to the GR case, we see that this matches
the GR prediction at large M, but at small M there
is a reduction in the magnitude of the oscillating term
compared to GR.

IIT. BACKREACTION EQUATION

There is a second order effect where gravity couples to
itself and produces a backreaction. In [37], the backre-
action was found for Effective Quantum Gravity (EQG).
EQG has a similar action to IDG (the F;(0O) in are
replaced by a + blog((J/u?) where p is a mass scale [38].

In this section we generalise the result of [37] and also
extend it to a de Sitter background. Using the Gauss-
Bonnet identity and a similar expression for the higher-
order terms (only valid in the weak field limit) we can
focus on without the Weyl term.

Around a dS background, the curvatures to linear or-
der in the perturbation are
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where the background curvature is R = 12H? and H is

the Hubble constant. The curvatures to quadratic order
are
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Far away from the source, we use the gauge V*h = 0
and h = 0, so that the linearised curvatures become
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We can simplify the equations of motion further by not-
ing that
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The linear vacuum equations of motion around a dS
background in this gauge [39, 40] are then
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where f1, is the zeroeth order coefficient of F;(OJ). Using
, the second order equations of motion are
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which upon inserting becomes

thPY = (14 24M 52 H? f1,) [ (ht (O —2H?) hY)

!
2
+%55 (hl (O-2H?) hg)}, (22)

where f1, corresponds to by in the EQG formalism and
(X) represents the spacetime average of X.
So the energy density p = tgg is given by
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For a plane wave solution
huw = € cos(wt — kz), (24)
we find
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Note that because HZMp? ~ 10719 f; would have
to be of the order of 10*'° for the de Sitter background
in the present day to have a noticeable impact and we
can generally use the Minkowski background as a good
approximation. In the EQG notation, f;, is replaced by
b, which already has the constraint b; < 108! so we can
ignore this extra term.

For a classical wave, w? = k2 so the term on the second
line disappears. This is the case for IDG when we assume
there are no poles. On the other hand, EQG has complex
poles, so for EQG or IDG with a single pole there can be
damping [41H44] and therefore w? # k2.

[37] used LIGO constraints on the density parameter
Qo as well as the constraint on the mass of the pole
m > 5 x 10'3 GeV to constrain €, the amplitude of the
massive mode as € < 1.4 x 10733, Since then, LIGO has
found more stringent constraints of Qp < 5.58 x 1078
[45]. Following the same method as [37], we divide by

2
the critical density p. = gfg to find
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[
which we use to find a stronger constraint of
€< 8.0x 1073, (27)

This cuts the allowed parameter space in half and makes
it less likely that the detector referred to in [37] would
be able to detect this mode.

IV. POWER EMITTED

We can use the backreaction equation to find the power
radiated to infinity by a system, which is given by [306]

-

where the integral is taken over a two-sphere at spatial
infinity S% and n* is the spacelike normal vector to the
two-sphere. In polar coordinates, n* = (0,1,0,0). We
are therefore interested in the t¢g,. component.

In the limit H — 0 and including the usual GR term,

becomes

tount'r2dsQ, (28)
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Note that hl? = 1o, = 0, which means we can discard

the second and third terms in the square bracket.
Because hj;" is traceless,
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Note that if we call the integral in (30) fij(tr), then
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as we are looking at the r — oo limit.
Therefore the remaining term becomes
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Note that this is the same as the GR expression, but with
I;; i; instead of I;;. If we convert to the reduced quadrupole

5”516 Ikl [36] we find
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We can then use the identities [36]
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to see that the power emitted by a system is
p_ G d3J;; d3J"
5\ dt? dt3 [’

Jij :/ dtle M Gt J o).,

This result can then be applied to any system for which
we know the reduced quadrupole moment. We will now
apply it to binary systems in both circular and elliptical
orbits.

(36)

where

(37)

A. Circular orbits

For a binary system of two stars in a circular orbit, the
reduced quadrupole moment J;; in polar coordinates is
given by

(1 + 3cos(2wt)) 3sin(2wt) 0
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where M; is the mass of each of the stars, R is the dis-

tance between them, and w is the angular velocity. Our
power is then (again in the limit r — o)
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This gives

P=- (40)

and using (sin’(x

po 1 a

This is the GR result with an extra factor of =2« /M’
This gives a reduction in the amount of radiation emitted
from a binary system of stars in a circular orbit. Note
that this factor tends to 1 in the GR limit M — oo.

f(e)

1000}

—GR

500[ _ IDG

100 E
501

10.0 0.2 04 06 0.8

e

FIG. 1. We plot the enhancement factor f'P¢(e) given by
against the eccentricity e as well as the enhancement
factor for the GR term fSR(e), where the total power is
P fOR (e) + PEIE f'PC(e). This factor describes how the
power emitted changes with respect to the eccentricity. The
extra IDG term will show up most strongly at around e = 0.6,
which coincidentally is the value for the Hulse-Taylor binary.

B. Generalisation to elliptical orbits

The power radiated by a binary system with a circular
orbit is of limited applicability because (as shown in Fig.
, in GR the power emitted is highly dependent on the
eccentricity of the orbit [46], i.e. Pgr = PSifOR(e).
where fGR(e) is an enhancement factor that can be as
large as 103. The circular orbit is therefore unlikely to
be an accurate approximation.

For an elliptical orbit, the relevant components of the
reduced quadrupole moment are [46]

Jow = .u“dZ (COSQ(¢)

ud(mww (42)

where 4 is the reduced mass mims/(my + msa) and the
distance between the two bodies is given by

a(l—eé?)
~ 1+ecos(wt)’ (43)

where e is the eccentricity of the orbit and a is the semi-

major axis [46]. The change in angular position over time

is
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d? '

For the xx component, we need to calculate

)= (44)
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This is a very difficult integration to do. However, if
we make the change of coordinates z = M(t, — t..), we
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can use a Taylor expansion in ﬁ if it is small and the
identities

/ e dy = —\/T, / e 2dz =0

—0o0
/ e % 2dz = —ﬁ7 (46)
o 2

to see that we can write
P ~ Pgr + Pipc = PR % (e) + PHEF S (e), (47)

where the IDG power for an elliptical orbit is the power
for a circular orbit multiplied by an enhancement factor
f(e) which depends on the eccentricity.

circ (IDG 256 w® 27 74 £IDG

Pipe = Pipcf 7 (e) = ?WGR M™% (e), (48)
PG (e) is a polynomial of 22nd order and so is given in
the appendix. f'P%(e) is plotted in Figwith a compar-
ison to the enhancement factor for GR, f&F(e).

The Hulse-Taylor binary has a period of 7.5 hours
and ellipticity of 0.617. The radiation emitted from the
Hulse-Taylor binary is 0.998 +0.002 of the GR prediction
[2], which leads to the constraint on our mass scale

M >23x 10" Mp = 4.0 keV. (49)

This improves by a factor of 10% our previous constraint
of M > 0.004 eV [I5] from laboratory tests of gravity at
short distances [47]. In length terms, we have gone from
the micrometre scale down to the picometre scale.

Interestingly, the eccentricity of the Hulse-Taylor bi-
nary is almost exactly the right level for IDG to show
up most strongly. The observed value is indeed slightly
lower than the GR prediction - this is exactly what IDG
would predict and taking the mass scale to be 6 keV gives
precisely the observed value.

V. CONCLUSION

We found the modified quadrupole formula for IDG,
telling us how the metric changes for a given stress-energy
tensor. We generalised the backreaction formula already
found for Effective Quantum Gravity (EQG) to a de Sit-
ter background (for both EQG and IDG) and used up-
dated LIGO results to find tighter constraints on EQG.

Finally, we found the power emitted by a binary sys-
tem, for both circular and elliptical orbits and used the
example of the Hulse-Taylor binary.

We predicted a lower radiation loss than GR, which is
exactly what observations found. We were also able to
dramatically improve our constraints on IDG.

1 M can a priori take any value up to the Planck mass Mp, which
still gives us a huge allowed range, but this should improve as we
get more results from gravitational wave observations. Tighter
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Appendix A: Elliptical orbits

Using our change of coordinates, the integral be-
comes

oS (Wlt = 7)) =}

AD)
(1+ecos(¥(tr — 57)))

We can use a Taylor expansion in ﬁ to write this as
the GR expression J,, (the zeroeth order) plus the first
order expression (which disappears as the integrand is
odd) and finally the second order correction as

. - ﬁu 2
Ja::r ~ sz 24M2(1 —+ GCOS(Q//))4 {1/}

.(4 (62 — 3) cos(2¢) — 8e? — 19e cos(1)

+3e cos(Sw)) — 24" sin(v))
(2 (e* + 3) cos(v) + e(3 cos(2¢) + 5)) } (A2)

We perform a similar calculation for jyy to find that the
full enhancement factor for the IDG term f1P% (e) is given
by

fIDG(e)

. 120467e | 5284978¢*  12620113¢® | 585660427¢*
167802 251703 2013624 4027248
14387669¢5  21671843¢S  321579275¢7

1006812 55034 4027248
1822163101e®  4929137503¢”  18026523359¢°
4027248 32217984 64435968
52454025521e!l  101348994923e'2  14433473687¢'3
515487744 1030975488 515487744
37007732585¢4  2233524965¢15  12090157079¢16
2061950976 687316992 8247803904
2100312263¢17  170855795¢18 26969647610
16495607808 3665690624 32991215616
10580267¢*  11¢! 595¢22 (43)
21994143744 64435968 = 515487744

constraints on the mass scale can be found if we assume IDG is
responsible for inflation [29] [3T] [32].
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