arXiv:2305.10478v1 [gr-qc] 17 May 2023

Parametrized Parity Violation in Gravitational Wave Propagation

Leah Jenks,^{1, ∗} Lyla Choi,^{2, †} Macarena Lagos,^{3, ‡} and Nicolás Yunes^{4, §} 1Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics, University of Chicago, Chicago, IL 60637, USA 2Department of Physics, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA 3Department of Physics and Astronomy, Columbia University, New York, NY 10027, USA 4Illinois Center for Advanced Studies of the Universe, Department of Physics, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, Illinois 61801, USA. (Dated: May 19, 2023)

Gravitational parity violation arises in a variety of theories beyond general relativity. Gravitational waves in such theories have their propagation altered, leading to birefringence effects in both the amplitude and speed of the wave. In this work, we introduce a generalized, theorymotivated parametrization scheme to study parity violation in gravitational wave propagation. This parametrization maps to parity-violating gravity theories in a straightforward way. We find that the amplitude and velocity birefringence effects scale with an effective distance measure that depends on how the dispersion relation is modified. Furthermore, we show that this generic parametrization can be mapped to the parametrized-post-Einsteinian (ppE) formalism with convenient applications to gravitational wave observations and model-agnostic tests of general relativity. We derive a mapping to the standard ppE waveform of the gravitational wave response function, and also find a ppE waveform mapping at the level of the polarization modes, h+ and h×. Finally, we show how existing constraints in the literature translate to bounds on our new parity-violating parameters and discuss avenues for future analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of gravitational waves (GWs) by the LIGO-Virgo-Kagra collaboration (LVK)[1–4] and the current era of GW astrophysics have provided a rich background on which to test gravity and study fundamental physics [5, 6]. Although the LVK observations have thus far not observed significant deviations from Einstein’s theory of general relativity (GR) [7–10], there are myriad modified gravity theories that can lead to deviations from GR. Generally, these types of theories are motivated from a high-energy ultraviolet (UV) theory that can lead to small corrections to GR at low energies in an effective field theory (EFT) perspective (see e.g. [11]).

Modified gravity theories can have a variety of effects on GWs, which can be characterized by modifications to the GW amplitude and/or its phase. These modifications can arise both in the GW generation and propagation, but in this work, we will focus solely on the latter. Real propagation effects in the phase arise from modified dispersion relations, characterized for example in [12–14], and have been constrained by LVK observations. Amplitude modifications typically arise from imaginary modifications to the dispersion relations, and they are more difficult to constrain observationally because of degeneracies with other GW parameters.

While these effects are generic features of many modi-

∗ ljenks@uchicago.edu † lc3535@princeton.edu ‡ m.lagos@columbia.edu § nyunes@illinois.edu

fied gravity theories, in this study we will focus on parityviolating theories. Parity violation should here be understood as the lack of invariance of the action that characterizes a theory under a parity transformation, i.e. under the inversion of the spatial triad in a properly adapted coordinate system. Parity-violating gravity theories modify the propagation of GWs in a way that specifically leads to amplitude and/or velocity birefringence. Birefringence denotes the phenomenon in which the right- and left-handed polarization modes evolve differently in their propagation. Specifically, amplitude (velocity) birefringence occurs when the imaginary (real) part of the phase evolves differently for the left- and rightpolarization states.

The most widely studied parity-violating theory is Chern-Simons (CS) gravity [15–17], which is characterized by a (four-dimensional) gravitational Chern-Simons term coupled to a dynamical field that is added to the Einstein-Hilbert action. The parity-violating effects of this theory arise when the field is a cosmological or background scalar (even under parity), because when this couples to the Pontryagin invariant (odd under parity) the scalar-gravitational Chern-Simons term in the action is parity violating. Chern-Simons gravity has been studied in a variety of contexts, including its effects on inflation in the early universe, on black hole spacetimes, and on the generation and propagation of GWs (see e.g. [6, 18– 46]). A variety of extensions of Chern-Simons gravity also exist, including Palatini Chern-Simons [47], torsional Chern-Simons [48, 49], and Einstein-Axion-Chern- Simons [50]. A theory which includes both a Chern- Simons term and a Gauss-Bonnet term [51] has also been suggested. All of these theories induce similar parityviolating modifications to the propagation of GWs.

Chern-Simons gravity is the most well-studied parityviolating modified gravity theory because it has concrete motivations from particle physics [52] and string theory [53–56], and is also the unique parity-violating metric theory that one can write down that is quadratic in the curvature and linear in the associated scalar field [17]. However, if one relaxes the above assumptions, we can consider other parity-violating theories of interest. These include ghost-free scalar-tensor gravity [57–60], the Symmetric Teleparallel equivalent of GR [61], and versions of Horava-Lifshitz gravity [62, 63], all of which lead to parity violation. Parity-violating ghost-free scalar-tensor gravity [57] includes Chern-Simons gravity as a particular limit, but generalizes the theory to include additional parity-violating terms by including higher derivatives of the associated scalar field. The parity-violating symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR [61] is constructed in terms of a non-Riemannian formulation such that the Einstein-Hilbert action can be written in terms of the ‘non-metricity’ tensor. As a non-metric theory, one is allowed to construct additional parity-violating extensions to GR than just the CS interaction. Lastly, Horava-Lifshitz gravity was first introduced as an extension of GR that is renormalizable and UV complete [62]. This theory breaks Lorentz invariance and can include higher-order parity-violating terms [63]. Parity-violating Horava-Lifshitz extends beyond CS gravity by introducing higher dimensional operators that contain derivatives of the curvature.

Significant amounts of work have gone into parametrizing deviations from GR in GWs, but little of this work has focused on parity-violating effects. A widely used formalism is the parametrized post-Einsteinian (ppE) framework, which treats corrections due to modifications of gravity in analogy to post-Newtonian (PN) corrections in GR [64]. This parametrization scheme can take into account both generation effects and propagation effects [12, 65–68] and has also been extended beyond simple binary geometries, see e.g., [69–73]. Separately from this, there has also been work studying waveform parametrizations of parity-violating gravity specifically [59, 74, 75]. These approaches are aimed at creating a generic GW template for the predictions of various parity-violating theories, but the non-GR corrections are constructed from complicated integrals that differ from theory to theory. Thus, the waveform cannot be studied generically and cannot be easily mapped to specific constraints on any particular theory. Furthermore, such non-GR corrections cannot be translated to a generic parametrization a la ppE for the GW strain or in the +/× polarization basis.

In addition to being a convenient theoretical method to characterize modified GW waveforms, the ppE formalism has also become an important tool to test GR with gravitational wave data. PpE corrections to the waveform amplitude or phase can enter at any post-Newtonian orders, and thus, it is straightforward to perform a full Bayesian parameter estimation study or Fisher forecasts. Previous work in the literature that analyzed gravitational wave data to search for parity violation used non-ppE methods for a limited number of waveform corrections and without a consistent parametrization. Amplitude birefringence was studied in [76] and [77] for one particular choice of a theory-independent parametrization using GW data from the GWTC-2 and GWTC-3 catalogs. Similarly, data analysis of velocity birefringence modifications with the GWTC-2 and GWTC-3 catalogs was performed in [78, 79], but for one particular parametrization of the parity-violating effects without a full ppE analysis. Thus, a full analysis of gravitational parity violation within the ppE framework has not yet been performed.

Our aim in this work is to introduce a theorymotivated yet still theory-agnostic framework that allows for straightforward theoretical studies of gravitational parity violation and applications to real world data analysis. We realize this aim by first introducing parametrized parity-violating modifications to the GW propagation equations. By working within the framework of an effective field theory, we present an explicit argument that shows that these modifications must be the only parity-violating interactions one can construct. We show how the addition of these parity-violating corrections forces the right- and left-handed GW polarization modes to propagate differently, leading to amplitude and velocity birefringence. With the assumption that any parity-violating corrections are small deviations from GR and that any time evolution of parity-violating parameters is small compared to the expansion of the universe, we further derive explicit forms for the corrections to the amplitude and phase of the GW. Within the abovementioned assumptions, these expressions for the amplitude and phase are exact, and we explicitly characterize the distance scaling of the parity-violating effects.

We then show that our parametrized parity-violating waveforms map exactly to the ppE framework, and moreover, they both map exactly to known predictions of parity-violating theories studied in the literature. We calculate the modified waveform response function, and discuss degeneracies between the parity-violating modifications and waveform parameters. We then express the waveform modifications in terms of a ppE waveform, both at the level of the response function to the detector h̃ and the individual polarizations h_+ and h_×, and show how the parity-violating ppE construction maps onto specific theories. The detailed mapping to ppE allows for straightforward data analysis, which we show explicitly by calculating how our parity-violating parameters are constrained by currently-existing analyses in the literature. Given that the existing analyses are limited in their scope, we discuss future directions to constrain parity-violation with future and existing GW data.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we introduce our parametrization for parity-violating gravity theories and show how it leads to amplitude and velocity birefringence for a GW in the circular right- and left-handed (R/L) polarization basis. We also summarize how the parametrization maps onto specific theories. In Sec. III we show how the parametrization in the R/L polarization basis maps onto the waveform in the +/× basis, and we show that it can furthermore be mapped onto a ppE waveform. We then discuss existing constraints that can be applied to our new parity-violating parameters in Sec. IV, and finally conclude with discussion and directions for future work in Sec. V. Throughout the remainder of this paper, we use the following conventions: we employ geometric units such that G = 1 = c and assume a (−, +, +, +) metric signature; Latin letters (a,b,...,h) range over all spacetime coordinates, (i,j,k) range over spatial indices, and square brackets denote anti-symmetrization over indices.

II. GENERAL PARAMETRIZATION FOR PARITY-VIOLATING GW PROPAGATION

Our goal in this work is to find a theory-agnostic parametrization that can be used to study amplitude and velocity birefringence in GW propagation from binary black hole and neutron star events. To achieve this, we study relevant parity-violating extensions of GR and find the modifications to GW propagation in each theory. Then, we use these results to infer a generalized parametrization. We additionally show from a generic perspective why the parametrization must be the correct one. For clarity, we present the theory-agnostic result here, and enumerate details of specific theories in Appendix A.

We first introduce a general overview of parityviolating gravity in Sec. II A. In Sec. II B, we introduce a parity-violating parametrization of the GW propagation equations and show that it must be the correct and most general expression to characterize parity violation in GW propagation. In Sec. II C, we discuss how the GW propagation is modified and show how it leads to GW amplitude and velocity birefringence for parity-violating theories. Finally, we show the mapping to specific theories in Sec. II D.

A. Parity-Violating Gravity

In general, one can describe the action of a parityviolating gravity theory as follows:

S = S_{GR} + S_{PV}, (1)

where the Einstein-Hilbert action is

S_{GR} = ∫ d^4x √ −gR, (2) and S_{PV} is the beyond-GR parity-violating contribution to the action. We will not assume a specific form for S_{PV}, but examples of explicit expressions for S_{PV} can be found in Appendix A for the theories we have considered. In general, S_{PV} can be a function of the curvature and an auxiliary scalar field, φ.

The addition of S_{PV} leads to a modification of the linearized field equations and thus to the GW dispersion relation. Let us start by considering a cosmological Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) background, and linear perturbations around it. In general, a metric tensor could carry up to 6 different polarizations—two of each helicity 2, helicity 1 and helicity 0. However, due to the symmetries of the background, the linear perturbations of these different helicities decouple and their dynamics can be analyzed separately. In this paper, we focus on the dynamics of the helicity-2 polarizations. Additional polarizations present in the theories discussed here will be analyzed in the future.

Let us then proceed to consider the two helicity-2 polarizations of GWs and use a circular basis: right-handed and left-handed (R/L). On FRW, the linear perturbations of GWs in spatial Fourier space can be expressed as h_{R,L}(η) = A_{R,L} (η)e^{−i[ϕ(η)−ki xi]}, (3)

where η is conformal time, dη = dt/a with a the scale factor, ϕ(η) is the GW phase, k_i is the comoving wavenumber vector, and A_{R,L} is the right and left-handed polarization amplitude, respectively. Notice that h_{R,L} is complex in that it can be written in terms of an amplitude and a phase. Furthermore, we will see that ϕ(η) can have both real and imaginary contributions. The real part of ϕ will be the true phase of the GW, while the imaginary part will contribute to the overall amplitude.

From here, the propagation equations of GWs that break parity symmetry but still preserve spatial rotation and translation invariance, and contain up to secondorder time derivatives can generically be expressed as

h^{′′}_{R,L} + { 2H + λ_{R,L} ∞∑ n=1 k^n [ α_n(η) (Λ_{PV}a)^n H + β_n(η) (Λ_{PV} a)^{n−1} ]} h^′_{R,L}

4

+ k^2 { 1 + λ_{R,L} ∞∑ m=0 k^{m−1} [ γ_m(η) (Λ_{PV} a)^m H + δ_m(η) (Λ_{PV}a)^{m−1} ]} h_{R,L} = 0, (4)

where k = |⃗k| is the magnitude of the comoving wavenumber, primes denote derivatives with respect to conformal time, H := a^′/a is the comoving Hubble parameter, and λ_{R,L} = ±1. We take n to be an odd, positive integer, and m to be an even, non-negative integer, such that m − 1 is odd. In this paper, we will consider parityviolating modifications within the context of a low-energy effective field theory, such that Λ_{PV} is the cutoff scale of the theory. The dimensionless functions α, β, γ, and δ parametrize the magnitude of the parity violation. In the most general case, these functions depend on conformal time, as we have explicitly denoted above. This is due to the fact that parity-violating modified gravity theories generally propagate auxiliary fields, which themselves evolve with time, and thus, the coefficient in the effective-field-theory expansion can become complicated functions of these fields and their derivatives. For now, we will keep this time dependence general, but we will later make simplifying assumptions about the time evolution of these functions, such that they can be approximated by their values today. Note that within the EFT framework, we assume that all parity-violating modifications must be small, and we keep only the leadingorder terms. As a consistency check, we see that, when α = β = γ = δ = 0, we recover the propagation equation for GWs in GR.

B. Parametrized Parity-Violating Propagation Equations

Let us pause momentarily to further motivate the form of Eq. (4). This expression was found by finding the parity-violating corrections to the GW amplitude and phase in multiple theories individually (see Appendix A), and then, inferring from the results a general form for the corrections that maps backwards to the individual form for the propagation equation. However, we can also see from a generic perspective that this form for the parityviolating modifications has to be correct by considering the following.

As stated above, we know that the propagation equations can be up to second order in time derivatives, which allows for three possible modifications, to the dispersion relation: one each on the functions that multiply h^{′′}_{R,L}, h^′_{R,L} , and h_{R,L}:

A h^{′′}_{R,L} + B h^′_{R,L} + C h_{R,L} = 0 , (5)

where A, B and C are functions of time (through the scale factor and its derivatives) and of k, and may be different for right- or left-handed polarizations. Since the left-hand side of this equation equals zero, we can divide by A and rewrite the equation in a simpler form:

h^{′′}_{R,L} + B̄ h^′_{R,L} + C̄ h_{R,L} = 0 , (6)

where B̄ and C̄ are new functions of, again, time and k, and possibly different for right- and left-handed polarizations.

Let us now determine the functional dependence of these functional prefactors by considering the properties of propagating GWs and using dimensional analysis. The only physical quantities that are able to influence GW propagation in parity-violating theories are the frequency of the wave, the distance that the wave has propagated over, and the magnitude and time evolution of the coupling parameter(s) that encode parity violation. The distance of propagation can be replaced with the Hubble constant today times some function of redshift (or analogously by the Hubble parameter). The coupling parameters can be product-factorized into a dimensionless coupling constant(s) and a cut-off scale Λ_{PV} to a given power. Moreover, by dimensional analysis, B̄ and C̄ have to have units of inverse conformal time to the first and second power respectively. The only quantities that have units of inverse conformal time are precisely the three mentioned above: k, H and Λ_{PV}a. Notice also that because the coupling parameters are allowed to be timevarying, one can construct an arbitrary function of them and of their derivatives that also has the correct units of inverse conformal time. We will call this function f(φ^′), where we use φ to make contact with the fact that additional degrees of freedom in most parity-violating modified gravity theories are scalar or pseudo-scalar fields, such as in Chern-Simons theory.

Using all of this, we can infer that

B̄ = k B̄_k + H B̄_H + Λ_{PV}a B̄_Λ + f(φ^′) B̄_φ , (7)

C̄ = k^2C̄_{kk} + H^2C̄_{HH} + (Λ_{PV}a)^2C̄_{ΛΛ}

+ kHC̄_{kH} + kΛ_{PV}aC̄_{kΛ} + HΛ_{PV}aC̄_{HΛ}

+ kf(φ^′)C̄_{kφ} + f(φ^′)ΛaC̄_{φΛ} + f(φ^′)HC̄_{Hφ}. (8)

where B̄_i and C̄_{ij} with i, j ∈ (k, H, Λ_{PV}a, ϕ) are now dimensionless functions. These functions must depend on dimensionless combinations of k, H, Λ_{PV}a and f(φ^′), and thus,

B̄_i = B̄_i ( k Λ_{PV}a , H Λ_{PV}a , f(φ^′) Λ_{PV}a ) , (9) C̄_{ij} = C̄_{ij} ( k Λ_{PV}a , H Λ_{PV}a , f(φ^′) Λ_{PV}a ) . (10)

In principle, further dimensionless combinations could appear in Eqs. (9) and (10), which contain k, H and f(φ^′) in the denominator, for example^H_k or^k_{f (φ′)} . However, the functions B̄_i and C̄_{ij} must be finite as H → 0, k → 0, and f(φ^′) → 0 in order to ensure a continuous parametrization connected to flat space, low energy, and GR, respectively. Thus, these terms must not be present, and we are left only with the dimensionless quantities appearing in Eqs. (9) and (10).

With this in hand, we can express the dimensionless functions as

B̄_i =^∞ ∑ n=0,m=0 b^{(i)}_{nm}(η) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m , (11)

C̄_{ij} =^∞ ∑ n=0,m=0 c^{(ij)}_{nm} (η) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m , (12)

where b^{(i)}_{nm} and c^{(ij)}_{nm} are coefficients that are allowed to vary in time. The sum on m cannot start at a negative number because, as we mentioned above, these functions must be regular in the flat spacetime limit. The sum on n must also start at positive values (or zero) because the deviations from GR must decay as the cut-off is increased.

Let us now simplify several of the terms in Eqs. (7)-(8). Notice that with the expansion in Eqs. (11) and (12), several terms are degenerate with each other and can be combined. For example, all terms in the B̄_k sums in Eq. (11)can be represented with different m and n choices in the B̄_Λ and B̄_H sums. For example, if we consider the n = 1 and m = 0 term in the B̄_k sum, we obtain kB̄_k = k^2/(Λ_{PV}a); taking n = 2 and m = 0 in the B̄_Λ sum gives Λ_{PV}B_Λ = k^2/(Λ_{PV}a). Similarly, kB̄_k(n = 0, m = 1) = HB̄_H(n = 1, m = 0). Notice also that the time evolution induced by the f(φ^′)B̄_φ term can be absorbed into b^Λ_{nm}(η) and b^H_{nm}(η). Thus, all contributions can be represented with the second and third terms in Eq. (7). We can perform a similar analysis for the C̄_{ij} terms. The three terms proportional to C̄_{kH}, C̄_{kΛ} and C̄_{HΛ} can all be represented by the C̄_{kk} terms with particular choices of n and m. Moreover, the C̄_{HH} term can be neglected because it is O(H)^2, and again the time evolution from the f(φ^′) terms can be absorbed into c^{(ij)}_{nm} (η). Thus, we are left with only the C̄_{ΛΛ} and C̄_{kk} terms.

We have so far considered generic deformations of the GW propagation equation, but we would like to focus on modifications that specifically violate parity. The equations are said to preserve parity symmetry when by making a reflection of the spatial coordinates ⃗x → −⃗x the physical solution does not change. More concretely, this means that both right- and left-handed polarizations have the same physical behavior, and hence when we make the exchange of polarizations h_L ↔ h_R, the equations stay the same because B̄ and C̄ are the same for right- and left-handed polarizations in Eq. (6). On the contrary, if we have parity breaking equations, then B̄_L ≠ B̄_R and C̄_L ≠ C̄_R. Nevertheless, the right- and left-handed coefficients are expected to be related to each other since typical theories studied in the literature come from an action principle, which is a scalar paritypreserving quantity. As such, it can only lead to a set of equations that satisfy the relations B̄_{L,R}(⃗k) = B̄_{R,L}(−⃗k) and C̄_{L,R}(⃗k) = C̄_{R,L} (−⃗k). From here, we can then expect the only difference between right and left coefficients in parity-breaking theories to be a change in sign. This implies specifically that the dimensionless functions B̄_i ↔ −B̄_i and C̄_{ij} ↔ −C̄_{ij} when h_R ↔ h_L. Let us then introduce the quantity λ_{R,L} = ±1 for right and left, respectively. GW modifications that are parity-violating should be linear in λ_{R,L} . We can incorporate this effect explicitly by expanding the coefficients b^{(i)}_{nm}, assuming that any parity-violating effects are small perturbations from GR:

b^{(i)}_{n,m} = b̄^{(i)}_{nm} + (λ_{R,L} )^n(λ_{R,L} )^mδb^{(i)}_{nm}, (13)

c^{(ij)}_{nm} = c̄^{(ij)}_{nm} + (λ_{R,L} )^n(λ_{R,L} )^mδc^{(ij)}_{nm} , (14)

where b̄^{(i)}nm and c̄^{(ij)}nm are the background GR quantities and the δb^{(i)}_{nm} and δc^{(ij)}_{nm} coefficients characterize the parity-violating corrections.

We can now implement the above in the functional prefactors. Expanding out the relevant terms in Eq. (7), we have

B̄ =^∞ ∑ n=0,m=0 [ H (¯ b^H_{nm} + λ^{n+m}_{R,L} δb^H_{nm} ) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m ,

+ Λ_{PV}a (¯ b^Λ_{nm} + λ^{n+m}_{R,L} δb^Λ_{nm} ) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m ] . (15)

First, let us delineate which terms arise from GR in the usual expression for GW propagation and which ones arise from parity-violating EFT considerations. From the GR expression, we must have that b̄^H_{00} = 2, b̄_{nm} = 0 for all (n, m) ≠ (0, 0), and b̄^Λ_{nm} = 0 for all n and m. Now consider the perturbative contributions. We assume that k ≫ H, e.g., that GW wavelengths are short compared to the Hubble scale, and thus will keep terms that are at most linear in H, but that may contain higher powers of k. To obtain terms that are up to linear order in H, we must have δb^H_{nm} = 0 for m ≠ 0, so we are left with δb^H_{n0} nonvanishing. Terms with m ≠ 0 are degenerate with terms arising from the HB̄_H expansion, and thus, we are left with δb^Λ_{10} ≠ 0. We also see that for n even, (λ_{R,L} )^n = +1 and the modifications will be parity preserving. Thus, we require that n be an odd integer.

Similarly, for C̄, we have:

C̄ =^∞ ∑ n=0,m=0 [ k^2 ( c̄^k_{nm} + λ^{n+m}_{R,L} δc^k_{nm} ) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m ,

+ (Λ_{PV}a)^2 ( c̄^Λ_{nm} + λ^{n+m}_{R,L} δc^Λ_{nm} ) ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ( H Λ_{PV}a )_m ] . (16)

From GR, we have that c̄^k_{00} = 1 with c̄^k_{nm} = 0 for all (n, m) ≠ (0, 0). We can see that δc^Λ_{00}, δc^Λ_{10}, and δc^Λ_{01} all must vanish as they increase as Λ_{PV} increases. To keep the expression linear in H, δc^Λ_{nm} with m > 1 can be neglected, so we are left with δc^Λ_{n1} nonvanishing for n > 1. Finally, consider δc^k_{nm}. We find that δc^k_{n0} is nonvanishing, while the δc^k_{01} contribution is degenerate with the δc^Λ_{31} contribution and again δc^k_{nm} with m > 0 can be neglected at this level.

With this analysis, we are left with

B̄ = 2H

+ λ_{R,L} ∞∑ n=1 [ δb^H_{n0}H ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n + δb^Λ_{n0}Λ_{PV}a ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ] , (17) C̄ = k^2

+ λ_{R,L} ∞∑ n=1 [ HΛ_{PV}aδc^Λ_{n1} ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n + δc^k_{n0}k^2 ( k Λ_{PV}a )_n ] , (18)

where n is odd. We see that B̄ and C̄ give us expressions for the parity-violating modifications exactly as we have in Eq. (4), identifying α_n(η) = δb^H_{n0}, β_n(η) = δb^λ_{n0}, γ_m(η) = δc^Λ_{nm}, and δ_m(η) = δc^k_{n0}.

Let us summarize the assumptions we have made to obtain the above expression in the following list:

1. Any deviation from GR is small, and the modifications can be reliably treated in an EFT framework.

2. The beyond-GR modifications are specifically parity violating. Other non-parity-violating terms could appear with even powers of λ_{R,L} k, but as these types of modifications have been more extensively studied in the literature, we focus solely on the parity-violating contributions.

3. We expect the modifications to be polynomial in k, assuming both locality and small deviations from GR. Generically, one could expect rational polynomials in k, because A, B, and C in Eq. (5) could all be polynomials. However, in assuming small deviations from GR, we recover a simple polynomial form for B̄ and C̄.

4. We assume that k ≫ H, and that the GW wavelengths are short compared to the expansion of the universe.

Thus, with the above discussion, we see that Eq. (4) describes the most generic parity-violating corrections to GW propagation allowable, within the above listed assumptions.

C. Modified GW Propagation

Replacing Eq. (3) into Eq. (4) we can rewrite the GW equation in terms of the phase only, and can write an effective modified dispersion relation as

ϕ^{′′} + ϕ^{′2} + iϕ^′ { 2H + λ_{R,L} k^n [ α_n (Λ_{PV}a)^n H + β_n (Λ_{PV}a)^{n−1} ]}

− k^2 { 1 + λ_{R,L} k^{m−1} [ γ_m(η) (Λ_{PV}a)^m H + δ_m(η) (Λ_{PV}a)^{m−1} ]} = 0,

(19)

where we have kept the sums over n (odd) and m (even) implicit, and we have assumed that the GW amplitude varies on much longer timescales than the phase. Now, assuming that the parity-violating terms are small perturbations from GR, we can linearize the equations of motion by taking ϕ = ϕ̄ + δϕ, where the background solution ϕ̄ has the usual GR form, ϕ̄^′ = ±k − iH. Note that the iH contribution to ϕ̄ simply induces a decay in the GW amplitude with the expansion of the universe. This is accounted for in the standard form for the GW waveform signal, which includes a decay factor of 1/D_L, where D_L is the luminosity distance. In addition, δϕ has both real and imaginary parts associated to velocity birefringence and amplitude birefringence contributions, respectively. We denote this as

δϕ = −iλ_{R,L}δϕ_A + λ_{R,L} δϕ_V , (20)

where A, V denote the amplitude and velocity contributions, respectively. We replace ϕ = ϕ̄ + δϕ into Eq. (19) and perform a series expansion assuming that δϕ ≪ ϕ̄, ϕ^{′′} ≪ (ϕ^′)^2, and δϕ^{′′} ≪ ϕ̄δϕ^′ [34]. We then find for δϕ^′_{A,V} : δϕ^′_A = k^n 2 [ α_n (Λ_{PV}a)^n H + β_n (Λ_{PV}a)^{n−1} ] , (21) δϕ^′_V = k^m 2 [ γ_m (Λ_{PV}a)^m H + δ_m (Λ_{PV} a)^{m−1} ] . (22)

To simplify these expressions further, we will make the assumption that the time-dependent parity-violating parameters α, β, γ, and δ vary slowly with respect to the expansion of the universe, and can thus be well approximated by their current values via a Taylor expansion, e.g., α_n ≈ α_{n0} . The comoving wavenumber k is a constant in conformal time and can also be taken out of the integral. Additionally, we will employ the transformation dt = −dz/[H(z)(1 + z)]. Then, using all of the above, we can rewrite the expressions for the phase and amplitude shifts as δϕ_A = k^n 2 [ α_{n0} Λ^n_{PV} ∫ dz (1 + z)^{1−n} + β_{n0} Λ^{n−1}_{PV} ∫ dz H(1 + z)^{1−n} ] , (23) δϕ_V = k^m 2 [ γ_{m0} Λ^m_{PV} ∫ dz (1 + z)^{1−m} + δ_{m0} Λ^{m−1}_{PV} ∫ dz H(1 + z)^{1−m} ] . (24)

We can now define an effective distance, D_α as in [12, 14],

D_α = (1 + z)^{1−α} ∫ (1 + z)^{α−2} H(z) dz, (25) and will also in analogy define an effective redshift parameter, z_α, such that

z_α = (1 + z)^{−α} ∫ dz (1 + z)^{1−α}

. (26)

Notice that D_1 = D_T , where D_T is the look-back distance, and D_2 = (1 + z)^{−1}D_C = D_A, where D_C and D_A are the comoving and angular-diameter distances, respectively. From the effective redshift parameter, we obtain that z_0 = ln(1 + z) and z_1 = (1 + z)^{−1}z.

With these definitions, we can summarize the parametrized parity-violating deviations from GR as follows: δϕ_A = [k(1 + z)]^n 2 ( α_{n0} Λ^n_{PV} z_n + β_{n0} Λ^{n−1}_{PV} D_{n+1} ) , (27) δϕ_V = [k(1 + z)]^m 2 ( γ_{m0} Λ^m_{PV} z_m + δ_{m0} Λ^{m−1}_{PV} D_{m+1} ) , (28)

such that the right and left-handed polarization modes are modified in the following way

h_{R,L} = h̄_{R,L} exp { ∓ [k(1 + z)]^n 2 ( α_{n0} Λ^n_{PV} z_n + β_{n0} Λ^{n−1}_{PV} D_{n+1} )}

× exp { ±i [k(1 + z)]^m 2 ( γ_{m0} Λ^m_{PV} z_m + δ_{m0} Λ^{m−1}_{PV} D_{m+1} )} , (29)

where h̄_{R,L} is the usual GR expression for the right and left-handed modes.

From the parametrized dispersion relation, one can also immediately see how the GW velocity is modified in parity-violating theories. The group and phase velocities of a GW are given by v_g = dω/dk and v_p = ω/k, respectively, where ω for the right and left-handed polarizations satisfies the following dispersion relation:

ω^2_{R,L} = k^2 { 1 + λ_{R,L} k^{m−1} [ γ_m(η) (Λ_{PV} a)^m H + δ_m(η) (Λ_{PV}a)^{m−1} ]} . (30)

Again, assuming that all parity-violating parameters are small deviations from GR, we find for the modified group and phase velocities, respectively:

v^{R,L}_g = 1 + λ_{R,L} 2 mk^{m−1} [ γ_m (aΛ_{PV})^m H + δ_m (aΛ_{PV})^{m−1} ] , (31)

v^{R,L}_p = 1 + λ_{R,L} 2 k^{m−1} [ γ_m (aΛ_{PV})^m H + δ_m (aΛ_{PV})^{m−1} ] . (32)

Clearly then, the right-handed and left-handed waves may have different propagation speeds. Phenomenologically, this means that, for long propagation times, the two polarizations may decohere in time, and lead to two separate “echoes” of the emitted GW, one purely righthanded and another purely left-handed. This parityviolating decoherence has been discussed in [13]. For short propagation times, the two polarizations propagate coherently in time. In that case, modifications to the GW speed have been tightly constrained by the coincident GW and gamma ray burst event, GW170817. We will discuss applications of this constraint to these parametrized velocities in Sec. IV.

D. Mapping to Parity-Violating Theories

Now that we have established the generic parametrization above, we can map the parity-violating coefficients to various theories. This mapping is shown below in Table I. The parameters listed in the table correspond to specific parameters defined in each theory. We show the mapping to Chern-Simons gravity [33–35] and its extensions Palatini Chern-Simons [47] and generalized Chern- Simons [50]. We also consider parity-violating ghost-free scalar-tensor gravity [57–60], both second and fourth order constructions of the parity-violating extensions to the Symmetric Teleparallel equivalent of GR [61], and parityviolating Horava-Lifshitz gravity [63]. Details of each theory, including the propagation equations and definitions of the particular parameters, can be found in Appendix A.

Theory α1 β1 γ0 δ2 δ4

(Palatini [47]) Chern-Simons [33–35]^{4α̃CSϑ̇}_κ 0 0 0 0 Generalized Chern-Simons[50] 24Ũ0 0 0 0 0 Ghost-Free Scalar Tensor [58] α^{GF} − ˙α̃^{GF} 0 (α^{GF} − β^{GF}) 0 Symmetric Teleparallel I [61] 0 0 −4α^{ST} 0 0 Symmetric Teleparallel II [61] (3β2 − 3β3) ˙β̃2 0 (β1 − β3) 0 Horava-Lifshitz [63] 0 0 0 −α1 α2

TABLE I. Dimensionless GW birefringence parametrizations for various modified gravity theories. Definitions of the specific parameters can be found in Appendix A. Notice that Palatini Chern-Simons, Chern-Simons and Generalized Chern-Simons make the same predictions at leading order beyond GR.

From Table I we can see that when considering parityviolating theories beyond GR in the literature, the only nonvanishing coefficients within our assumptions are α_1, β_1, γ_0, δ_2, and δ_4. In this case, the modifications to the phase can be determined explicitly to give δϕ_A = k(1 + z) 2 ( α_{10} Λ_{PV} z + β_{10} D_2 ) , (33) δϕ_V = 1 2 { γ_{00} ln(1 + z) + [k(1 + z)]^2 δ_{20} Λ_{PV}

D_3

+ [k(1 + z)]^4 δ_{40} Λ^3_{PV}

D_5 } . (34)

In principle, one could construct other theories that lead to contributions from additional n terms, but for now we focus on the nonzero coefficients discussed above.

In extensions of CS gravity, there are additional terms that arise beyond those presented above, which can give rise to GW velocity modifications and amplitude modifications [47, 50]. However, these velocity modifications come with higher powers of H or of the parity-violating parameter, and thus, are subdominant to the leading terms considered here. There is additionally a formulation of Chern-Simons gravity that includes torsion [48], where GWs have also been shown to exhibit birefringent behavior [49]. This study, however, was carried out in the adiabatic limit and on a de Sitter background. Thus, we do not consider torsional CS in our theory map, as we would like to consider the most general GW propagation on the FRW spacetime. Lastly, there are additional terms in the fourth-order symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR and a higher-order construction of ghost-free scalar-tensor gravity, discussed in [59], but these also do not lead to additional corrections at the level of our analysis for the reasons discussed above.

III. PARITY-VIOLATING WAVEFORM MODIFICATIONS

We have so far considered parity-violating GW modifications in the circularly polarized right- and left-handed basis. However, to connect with GW observations, in this section we discuss how parity-violating modifications in the circular basis impact GWs in the linear polarization (+/×) basis, commonly used in the literature, and how such modifications enter the waveform. More specifically, in this section we show how the modified h_{R,L} in Eq. (29) translates to a modified h_{+,×} and a modified response function, h. We then show how both of these modifications can be directly mapped to the ppE formalism [64].

A. Linearly Polarized Gravitational Waves

The linear +/× polarization modes are defined in terms of the circular right- and left-handed polarization modes as

h_+ = h_R + h_L √ 2 , (35)

h_× = i h_R − h_L √ 2 . (36)

Again, recalling that δϕ_A and δϕ_V are small deviations from GR, we can expand the exponential dependence of the parity-violating waveform modifications in Eq. (29). With this assumption we find that the polarization modes in the + and × basis are

h_+ = h̄_+ − iδϕ_Ah̄_× + δϕ_V h̄_×, (37)

h_× = h̄_× + iδϕ_Ah̄_+ − δϕ_V h̄_+, (38)

where h̄_{+,×} are linearly polarized GWs in GR. Notice that these modifications have been analyzed in spatial Fourier space in the previous sections. However, GWs are typically analyzed either in temporal Fourier space (i.e. in the “frequency domain”) or in the time domain, since they are detected at a fixed location but at different times.

The equations presented in the previous sections allow us to propagate the GW signal from the source to the detector in k space. The observed signal in k-space can then be translated to that in f space by using, once more, that the local deviations from GR are small, and, thus, we have that ω ≈ ck at the detector (although the accumulated deviations over the entire propagation time may not be negligible). We can thus simply replace k → 2πf with f being the detected GW frequency and h_{+,×}(k, η) → h̃_{+,×}(f, η) in the solutions previously calculated. Notice that f is the detected and redshifted frequency, which is related to the emitted source frequency f_s by f_s = (1 + z)f. Therefore, the GR waveform in Eqs. (37)-(38), denoted by ~h̄_{+,×} in frequency space, is also a function of the redshifted quantities, such as f and the redshifted chirp mass for compact binary coalescence.

We then calculate the measured GW response function to a detector, h̃ in the frequency domain in terms of the h̃_{+,×} modes as

h̃ = F_+h̃_+ + F_×h̃_×, (39)

where F_{+,×} are the detector beam pattern functions, which depend on the GW source sky location and polarization angle. For a LIGO/Virgo type of L-shaped interferometer, they can be explicitly written as [80]

F_+ = 1 2 [1 + cos^2(θ)] cos(2ϕ) cos(2ψ)

− cos(θ) sin(2ϕ) sin(2ψ), (40)

F_× = 1 2 [1 + cos^2(θ)] cos(2ϕ) sin(2ψ)

+ cos(θ) sin(2ϕ) cos(2ψ), (41)

where θ and ϕ are the angular sky position and ψ is the polarization angle.

In GR, for non-precessing and quasi-circular binaries, the inspiral waveform for + and × polarizations has been calculated in the post-Newtonian (PN) approximation [81]. In the so-called restricted PN approximation (at leading PN order in the amplitudes), h̃_+ and h̃_× can be expressed as

~h̄_+ = (1 + ξ2)AeiΨ, (42)

~h̄_× = 2ξAei(Ψ+π/2). (43)

Here, ξ = cos ι where ι is the inclination angle between the binary’s angular momentum vector and the line of sight, A is the amplitude and Ψ is Fourier GW phase in the stationary phase approximation [82, 83]. Higher order PN corrections are also formally present in ~h̄_+ and ~h̄_×, however these higher order terms are subdominant. Thus, the main constraining power of beyond-GR parity violation arises from ~h̄_{+,×} at Newtonian order, and we can proceed with the restricted PN approximation. Then, the explicit form for the GR detector response function is [34]

~h̄(f) = Af −7/6ei(Ψ+δ^¯Ψ), (44)

where A = √ 5 96π^{4/3} M^{5/6} D_L √ F^2_+(1 + ξ^2)^2 + 4F^2_×ξ^2, (45)

and the additional GR contribution to the phase δΨ is given by

δΨ = arctan

F_×(2ξ) F_+(1 + ξ^2)

. (46)

Analogously, we would like to characterize the parityviolating GW by writing h̃ in terms of an amplitude and a phase in the following generic way:

h̃ = ~h̄(1 + δA_A + δA_V )e^{i(δΨ}A^{+δΨ}V^), (47)

where δA_{A,V} and δΨ_{A,V} are the corrections to the amplitude and phase arising from our δϕ_A and δϕ_V and ~h̄ is the GR value of the response function (obtained replacing Eqs. (42)-(43) into Eq. (39)).

To determine the explicit form for the quantities δA_{A,V} and δΨ_{A,V} , we first insert the modified expressions for h_+ and h_×, Eqs. (37) and (38) into the expression for the response function, Eq. (39). We then can write the full complex expression as an amplitude and a phase, and expand each to linear order in δϕ_{A,V} . From this procedure, we obtain: δA_A + δA_V = f(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_A − g(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_V (48) for the parity-violating amplitude corrections and

δΨ_A + δΨ_V = g(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_A + f(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_V (49) for the parity-violating phase corrections, where for notational ease, we have defined the functions f(F_{+,×}, ξ) = 2(F^2_+ + F^2_×)ξ(1 + ξ^2) 4F^2_×ξ^2 + F^2_+(1 + ξ^2)^2

, (50) g(F_{+,×}, ξ) = F_+F_×(−1 + ξ^2)^2 4F^2_×ξ^2 + F^2_+(1 + ξ^2)^2

. (51)

The modified response function can then be expressed as h̃ = ~h̄ [1 + f(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_A − g(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_V ] × exp {i [g(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_A + f(F_{+,×}, ξ)δϕ_V ]} . (52) Note here that when averaging over the entire sky, g(F_{+,×}, ξ) will vanish due to the cross terms proportional to F_+F_×. However, this is not generically the case if the sky localization of a GW event is known, so we keep these terms for completeness. Furthermore, there are particular angles, e.g., when F_+ = ξ = 0 where the linear order parity-violating contribution becomes undefined, in which case one must use the general party-violating expression before Taylor expanding in δϕ_{A,V} . We show this explicitly in Appendix B. This result for the waveform modification is in agreement with previous results in the literature [36, 59].

B. Degeneracies with Waveform Parameters

The parity-violating corrections to the phase, δϕ_V , could be degenerate with other waveform parameters that represent properties of the system, so let us study this here further. First, if δϕ_V is frequency independent, then it is degenerate with the polarization angle, ψ, and can be absorbed into the expressions for F_+ and F_×, Eqs. (40) and (41). Note that gravitational waveforms also depend on additional frequency-independent angular parameters such as the coalescence phase, ϕ_c, but such a parameter affects in the same way the right- and lefthanded polarizations of GWs, and hence it will not be degenerate with δϕ_V .

We thus notice that we can make a redefinition of ψ such that: ψ → ψ̂ = ψ̄ + δψ = ψ̄ + δϕ_V 2 , (53)

where ψ̄ is the true polarization angle and δψ is the correction due to the velocity birefringence. We can then simplify to obtain δA_A = 2(F_+(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2 + F_×(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2)ξ(1 + ξ^2) (4F_×(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2ξ^2 + F_+(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2(1 + ξ^2)^2 δϕ_A (54) and δΨ_A =

F_+(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)F_×(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)(−1 + ξ^2)^2 4F_×(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2ξ^2 + F_+(θ, ϕ, ψ̂)^2(1 + ξ^2)^2 δϕ_A, (55) with δA_V = δΨ_V = 0 because the δϕ_V dependence is now in δψ. We will denote F̂_{+,×} = F_{+,×}(θ, ϕ, ψ̂).

Similarly, if the parameter δϕ_A is frequency independent, then it is simultaneously degenerate with the inclination angle ξ and the amplitude of the signal A, which can be seen by the following shifts: ξ → ξ̂ = ξ̄ + δξ = ξ̄ + 1 2 (1 − ξ̄^2)δϕ_A, (56) A → Â = Ā + δA = Ā + Āξ̄δϕ_A, (57)

where Ā and ξ̄ are the true values of the amplitude and ξ. We emphasize that δϕ_A can be absorbed by a simultaneous change in both A and ξ, but it cannot be fully absorbed into δξ or δA individually. Notice in particular that the degeneracy with A is really a degeneracy with the luminosity distance of the source, as the chirp mass affects the amplitude (and phase) of the wave in a different frequency-dependent way. The full expression for the response function then becomes

h̃ = F̂_+(1 + ξ̂^2)Âe^{iΨ} + iF̂_×2ξ̂Âe^{iΨ} (58) = Â √ F̂ 2_+(1 + ξ̂)2 + 4F̂ 2_×ξ̂2e^{i(Ψ+δΨ̂)}, (59)

where δΨ̂ refers to δΨ with F_{+,×} and ξ replaced with their hatted quantities. Notice that the expression above takes the same form as ~h̄ but is modified due to ψ, ξ and A being modified from their true values. Furthermore, in the scenario in which the observed waveform is only a small portion of the full signal, the amplitude modulations caused by precession in binary systems can mimic the presence of amplitude birefringence[77].

Overall, these degeneracies can lead to complications when measuring birefringence effects. As first noted in [33], if the polarization or inclination angle of a source is uncertain, it can be difficult to separate the effects of velocity or amplitude birefringence from the true values of the source parameters. Electromagnetic counterparts, such as those from GW170817, can help constrain polarization and inclination angles and eliminate uncertainty surrounding birefringence effects. Nevertheless, if δϕ_{A,V} do depend on frequency, and the GW detection covers a wide range of frequencies (e.g., the signal is generated by a light compact binary event), then these degeneracies are expected to be broken. Notice that even for a single detector in cases where the GR amplitude and phase may coincidentally contain PN terms with the same frequency evolution as δϕ_{A,V} , there most likely will not be a degeneracy since the GR terms will depend on the same binary parameters that will affect other, different, frequencydependent terms and cannot be chosen freely to reabsorb the effects of δϕ_{A,V} . For multiple detectors the degeneracy will be even less likely since δϕ_{A,V} additionally will affect right- and left-handed polarizations differently that can be independently measured with detectors oriented differently.

C. Mapping to PPE

Now that we have obtained the parity-violating modification in a standard form in terms of the waveform response, we can map it to the ppE framework [64, 66– 68]. The simplest ppE waveform in the frequency domain can be written as

h̃_{ppE} = ~h̄ (1 + α_{ppE} u^appE ) e^{iβ}ppE^{ubppE} , (60)

where α_{ppE} , β_{ppE} , a_{ppE} and b_{ppE} are dimensionless ppE parameters, which can be mapped to various theories, and u = πMf, where f is the detected GW frequency and M is the GW chirp mass. The latter encodes information about the binary component masses, and is the main effective parameter determining the GW morphology during the inspiral.

Let us now calculate the four parameters α_{ppE} , β_{ppE} , a_{ppE} , and b_{ppE} for the parity-violating model discussed in the previous sections. We can write the expression for h̃ by expanding out δϕ_A and δϕ_V explicitly in Eq. (52). Then we can map the amplitude and phase corrections in a ppE form as

h̃ = ~h̄ 1 + ∑ a_{ppE}

u^{appE} α^{ppE}_{appE} e^{i ∑b}ppE^{ubppE βppEb}ppE , (61)

where we can read off the ppE parameters to be

a_{ppE} = b_{ppE} = n, m (62)

and in the case of a_{ppE} = b_{ppE} = n, the associated coefficients are:

α^{ppE}_n = [ 2(1 + z) MΛ_{PV} ]_n f(F_{+,×}, ξ) 2 [z_nα_{n0} + Λ_{PV}D_{n+1}β_{n0} ] ,

(63)

β^{ppE}_n = [ 2(1 + z) MΛ_{PV} ]_n g(F_{+,×}, ξ) 2 [z_nα_{n0} , Λ_{PV}D_{n+1}β_{n0} ] ,

(64)

while in the case of a_{ppE} = b_{ppE} = m we have

α^{ppE}_m = − [ 2(1 + z) MΛ_{PV} ]_m g(F_{+,×}, ξ) 2 [z_mγ_{m0} + Λ_{PV}D_{m+1}δ_{m0} ] ,

(65)

β^{ppE}_m = [ 2(1 + z) MΛ_{PV} ]_m f(F_{+,×}, ξ) 2 [z_nγ_{n0} + Λ_{PV}D_{n+1}δ_{n0} ] .

(66)

These general expressions appear quite cumbersome, however they greatly simplify when considering specific parity violating theories. We can see explicitly as well that α^{ppE}_{appE} and β^{ppE}_{bppE} are dimensionless quantities, as all dimensional quantities appear with the correct power of Λ_{PV} to render the full expression dimensionless.

Table II shows the specific ppE parameters and corresponding post-Newtonian order for each theory. Recall that an N-PN order corresponds to a contribution of O(u/c)^{2N/3} compared to the leading order GR term in the waveform. For that given order, this ppE formulation gives corrections a_{ppE} =^{2N}_3 and b_{ppE} =^{2N−5}_3 .

Theory appE α^{ppE} PN bppE β^{ppE} PN

Chern-Simons [33–35] 1 f(F+,×, ξ)^{z1(1+z)}_M^{α10}_{ΛPV} 1.5 1 g(F+,×, ξ)^{z1(1+z)}_M^{α10}_{ΛPV} 4

Ghost-Free Scalar Tensor [58–60] 1 f(F+,×, ξ)^{(1+z)}_M ( z1^{α10}_{ΛPV} + β1_0 D2 ) 1.5 1 g(F+,×, ξ)^{(1+z)}_M ( z1^{α10}_{ΛPV} + β1_0 D2 ) 4 2 −2g(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 3 2 2f(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 5.5

Symmetric Teleparallel I [61] 0 −^{g(F+,×,ξ)}_2 z0γn_0 0 0^{f (F+,×,ξ)}_2 z0γn_0 2.5 Symmetric Teleparallel II [61] 1 f(F+,×, ξ)^{(1+z)}_M ( z^{α10}_{ΛPV} + β1_0 D2 ) 1.5 2 g(F+,×, ξ)^{(1+z)}_M ( z^{α10}_{ΛPV} + β1_0 D2 ) 4 2 −2g(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 3 2 2f(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 5.5

Horava-Lifshitz [63] 2 −2g(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 3 2 2f(F+,×, ξ)^{D3(1+z)}_{M2}^{δ20}_{ΛPV} 5.5

4 −8g(F+,×, ξ)^{D5}_{M4}^{δ40}_{Λ3PV} 6 4 8f(F+,×, ξ)^{D5}_{M4}^{δ40}_{Λ3PV} 8.5

TABLE II. Parametrized post-Einsteinian mapping of a given detector response for parity-violating theories.

In addition to the mapping shown above in terms of the detector response h̃, it is also useful to consider a ppE mapping at the level of h_+ and h_×. This is particularly useful if one wishes to stack constraints from many events without needing to be concerned with the detector response and sky localization parameters for each, as well as if there is one event with multiple detectors. In this case, we parametrize separately the modifications in h_+ and h_× as

h̃_+ = ~h̄_+(1 + δA_+)e^{iδΨ}+ , (67)

h̃_× = ~h̄_×(1 + δA_×)e^{iδΨ}× . (68)

Plugging in the expressions for h̄_{+,×}, Eqs. (42) and (43), we find

h̃_{+,×} = ~h̄_{+,×} [ 1 + ξ_{+,×}(ξ)δϕ_A ] exp [ iξ_{+,×}(ξ)δϕ_V ] , (69)

where we define

ξ_+(ξ) = 2ξ (1 + ξ^2)

, (70)

ξ_×(ξ) =

(1 + ξ)^2 2ξ . (71)

Then, in the same way as above, we can write this expression in terms of ppE parameters as:

a_{ppE} = n, (72) b_{ppE} = m, (73)

α^{ppE}_n = ξ_{+,×}(ξ) 2 ( 2 MΛ_{PV} )_n

× [z_nα_{n0} + Λ_{PV}D_{n+1}β_{n0} ] , (74)

β^{ppE}_m = ξ_{+,×}(ξ) 2 ( 2 MΛ_{PV} )_m

× [z_mγ_{m0} + Λ_{PV}D_{m+1}δ_{m0} ] . (75)

Again, we see that α^{ppE}_{appE} and β^{ppE}_{bppE} are dimensionless quantities as required. Notice that the ppE parameters for h_+ and h_× differ by a ξ dependent prefactor. One may be concerned about the factor of ξ^{−1} in ξ_×(ξ) when ξ = 0. However, we note the apparent divergence cancels out with the GR factor in h̄_× and as along as deviations from GR remain small there is no issue.

IV. CONSTRAINTS

Full data analysis with the parametrization introduced in this work will be necessary to rigorously constrain the new parity-violating parameters. However, as a first step, we can consider initial constraints based on previously existing work in the literature. In this section, we consider both the velocity constraints from the GW170817/GRB170817 coincident event and birefringence specific constraints in the literature from binary black hole events. We note that the LVK analysis on modified dispersion relations and propagation effects does not include birefringence, and, thus, we will not include it for the purposes of this paper.

A. Propagation Speed

The coincident gravitational wave/gamma ray burst event from binary neutron star merger, GW170817 has provided a tight constraint on the speed of GWs, c_T , compared to the speed of light, c. We have [4]

− 7 × 10^{−16} < 1 − c_T < 3 × 10^{−15}. (76)

This observation immediately ruled out many beyond- GR theories that induce a modification to the GW speed [84–88]. We can map this constraint to our parametrization using our expression for the modified group velocity, Eq. (31), assuming that both polarization still propagate coherently in time. Notice that when m = 0, the parityviolating contribution to v_g vanishes, although this model will still induce phase velocity modifications according to Eq. (32) and it will hence affect the overall phase of the signal (see related discussions in [14]). If we then consider m ≠ 0, we find that the γ_m term in v_g will be suppressed by a factor of H/Λ_{P V} compared to the δ_m term, and thus we will focus on the latter, bigger, term. We thus approximate:

v_g − 1 ≈ λ_{R,L} m ( k a )_{m−1} δ_m Λ^{m−1}_{PV}

. (77)

Taking the weaker constraint from Eq. (76), we find that | | | | ( k a )_{m−1} δ_m Λ^{m−1}_{PV} | | | | < 3 × 10^{−15}. (78)

The case of m = 2 is especially important since it indeed corresponds to the phase modification that appears in parity violating ghost-free scalar-tensor theory, symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR and Horava-Lifshitz theory, as can be seen in I. Considering a frequency at merger of k/a ∼ 10^3 Hz, we find | | | δ_2 Λ_{PV} | | | ≲ 10^{−9} m. (79)

If we take δ_2 to be an O(1) quantity, we can invert this constraint into a lower bound on the cutoff scale, Λ_{PV} ≳ 10^2 eV. Note that in obtaining this bound we convert from Eq. (79) to natural units (c = ℏ = 1) to make contact with the usual conventions for effective field theories in particle physics.

B. Polarization and Phase

We will now consider how previous analyses regarding the polarization of binary populations and phase distortions translate into our parametrization.

In [76] the authors performed an initial study to constrain amplitude birefringence with binary black hole mergers from the GWTC-2 data set. The authors considered a toy model for amplitude birefringence, taking h_{R,L} = h̄_{R,L}e^{λR,L κDC} , where κ is known as the opacity parameter and D_C is the comoving distance. Because one polarization is exponentially enhanced with respect to the other one, if birefringence is present it may induce an overall preference for mostly right or left-handed polarizations in the total GW population. In turn, this would translate into a preference for mostly face-on or face-off binary systems, which is not observed in GWTC- 2 and hence sets a bound in κ. In this study, the authors assumed all merger events were at a common average comoving distance of D_C ≃ 1.23 Gpc (equivalently, z = 0.3) and that the birefringence effect was frequency independent for simplicity. The constraint on κ was found to be

|κ| ≲ 0.74 Gpc^{−1}. (80)

Recall that per the discussion in Sec. II, from a theoretical standpoint, parity-violating effects do not enter the propagation equation with even powers of k and thus a k-independent amplitude effect does not actually correspond to any parity-violating theory. However, in order to make a direct comparison to [76], we will consider a constraint based on n = 0 in Eq. (4). This allows one to translate the opacity constraint directly to a joint constraint on α_{00} and β_{00} . Taking the small redshift limit such that D_C ≈ D_1 ≈ z/H_0 and recalling that z_0 = ln(1 + z), we find that

|α_{00} H_0 + Λ_{PV}β_{00} | ≲ 1.5 Gpc^{−1}. (81)

The relevant constraint in a theoretical context is in fact the n = 1 term, which corresponds to Chern-Simons gravity, ghost-free scalar tensor gravity and symmetric teleparallel gravity. To extend this constraint to include frequency dependence, we consider a representative frequency value of f ∼ 100 Hz, where current detectors are the most sensitive. From this, we obtain the following order-of-magnitude estimation | | | α_{10} Λ_{PV}

H_0 + β_{10} | | | ≲ O(10^{−19}), (82)

where all quantities are now dimensionless. We again notice that the α term is suppressed by a factor of H_0/Λ_{PV} compared to the β term. If both parameters are expected to be of the same order, then Eq. (82) translates into a constraint in β only, |β_{10} | ≲ O(10^{−19}).

Repeating the data analysis of [76] while actually taking into account the frequency dependence in amplitude birefringence will lead to an overall improvement on the constraint since, in that case, amplitude birefringence will not be degenerate with the binary inclination. In [78] the authors use the GWTC-1 binary catalog and constrain amplitude birefringence including a linear frequency dependence. The authors obtain a constraint on the scale of parity violation at 100 Hz, which is equivalent to our parameter in the low-redshift approximation |β_{10} | ≲ 5 × 10^{−19}.

Furthermore, it was recently shown that using the complete GWTC-3 binary catalog leads to an improvement of several orders of magnitude in the amplitude birefringence constraint [77]. The authors parametrize the effect as δϕ_A = κD_C (f/100Hz). This specific frequency and time dependence is exactly encoded into the parameter β_{10} (c.f. Eq. (33) with D_2(1 + z) = D_C ), then without making any small-redshift approximation we directly translate the constraints from [77] into:

|β_{10} | < 0.7 × 10^{−20} (83)

at 90% confidence level.

In addition to the constraints on amplitude birefringence, work has been done to study velocity birefringence with LVK data. The authors in [79] performed an analysis of the LVK O3 events from the GWTC-2 and GWTC- 3 catalogs. The authors considered a modified dispersion relation of the form ω^2 = k^2 ± 2ζk^3, and found a bound on the parameter ζ such that |ζ| ≲ O(10^{−17} m). Notice the authors consider ζ to be a constant factor, differing from our setup in which we assume the parity violating parameters generically can vary with time. Nevertheless, we can map this constraint to our δ_{20} such that we obtain | | | | δ_{20} Λ_{PV} | | | | ≲ O(10^{−16}) m. (84)

If δ_{20} ∼ O(1) then Λ_{PV} ≲ 0.5 GeV. Note that, again, we do not consider γ_{20} because it is suppressed by an additional factor of H/Λ_{PV} compared to δ_{20} . Here we see that velocity birefringence leads to several orders of magnitude tighter constraints than those from the overall GW speed in Eq. (79). This shows that future analyses that incorporate frequency-dependent distortions of the waveform will be the most promising way of improving parity-violation constraints for models in which both effects are present. Nevertheless, some theories like Chern- Simons gravity are only expected to exhibit amplitude birefringence.

Further analysis will need to be done in order to fully explore the parameter space of parity-violating theories with our newly introduced parametrization; however, these existing constraints provide some initial insight into the types of bounds we might expect to obtain with new data analysis of LVK merger events.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have introduced a new parametrization scheme to describe GW propagation in parity-violating extensions to GR, which we argue is the most generic modification of the GW propagation equation to describe parity violation. We have shown how these generic modifications to the propagation equations impact the right and left-handed circular polarization modes, leading to both amplitude and phase modifications in the waveform. Known parity-violating theories in the literature can be described using this parametrization, which we show explicitly via the mapping in Table I. Furthermore, the modified polarization modes in the circular polarization basis translate easily to a ppE waveform template, both at the level of the detector response function h and at the level of the individual polarization states h_+ and h_×. Lastly, we have shown how current constraints in the literature map onto our parametrization. We have discussed constraints on the modified dispersion relation from the GW170817/GRB170817 coincident event, as well as current bounds from studies of amplitude and velocity birefringence from binary black hole mergers in the GWTC-2 and GWTC-3 catalogs.

There are a variety of pathways forward towards future work. On the theory side, in the above work, we have limited ourselves to the assumption that if the birefringence parameters α, β, γ, and δ are small, and that if they vary with time, they can be well approximated by their present day values, i.e., that they vary slowly compared to the expansion of the universe. One could drop this assumption and consider the parametrized modifications arising from a higher-order expansion in the birefringence parameters or even considering a universal time evolution profile. We also note that we have not included parity-violating generation effects in this current study. In general, parity violation impacts the generation of GWs by leading to a modification in the chirping rate [89–94]. Generally, this enters at a high PN order, but can be enhanced by considering eccentric, highly spinning binaries [35, 46]. A future realistic test of parity violation would take into account both generation and propagation effects in parityviolating theories for the above-mentioned observational probes.

Most importantly, further work should be done to investigate how this parametrization scheme can be used to place meaningful bounds on parity violation from binary black hole events, binary neutron star events, and the stochastic GW background. This includes data analysis from the LVK binary black hole and binary neutron star events detected so far as well as forecasting constraints from future observations. The observations by the LVK O4/O5 observing runs, LISA [95] and potential third-generation experiments such as the proposed Einstein Telescope [96] and Cosmic Explorer [97] will no doubt be increasingly sensitive probes to the scale of amplitude and velocity birefringence in GW propagation.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Stephon Alexander, Will Farr, Wayne Hu, and Maximiliano Isi for useful comments and discussions. The work of L.J. is supported by the Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics at the University of Chicago through an endowment from the Kavli Foundation and its founder Fred Kavli. M.L. was supported by the Innovative Theory Cosmology Fellowship at Columbia University. N. Y. acknowledges support from NSF Grant No.

PHY-2207650 and from the Simons Foundation through Award No. 896696.

Appendix A: Summary of Parity-Violating Theories

In this appendix we discuss specifics of the parityviolating theories to which our parametrization maps.

1. Chern-Simons Gravity

The most well-studied parity-violating modified gravity theory is Chern-Simons gravity. It is characterized by the addition of a gravitational Chern-Simons term to the Einstein-Hilbert action such that S = ∫ d^4x √ −g ( R + α^{CS} 4κ ϑ ∗ RR ) , (A1)

where κ = (16π)^{−1}, α^{CS} is a coupling parameter, the pseudo-scalar field, ϑ is coupled to the Pontryagin density of the spacetime, defined by ∗ R^a_b^{cd}R^b_{acd}, (A2) where the Hodge dual to the Riemann tensor is ∗ R^a_b^{cd} = 1 2 ϵ^{cdef} R^a_{bef} , (A3) with ϵ^{cdef} the totally antisymmetric Levi-Civita tensor. The propagation of gravitational waves in Chern-Simons gravity on a cosmological background has been well studied in [33–36] so we will present only a schematic outline of the computation here. The linearized equations of motion are □h^j_i = − 1 a^2 ϵ^{pjk} [ (ϑ^{′′} − 2Hϑ^′)∂_ph^′_{ki} + ϑ^′∂_p□h_{ki} ] , (A4) which after taking a plane-wave ansatz, leads to a modified dispersion relation:

iϕ(η)^{′′} + ϕ(η)^{′2} − k^2 = −2iϕ(η)^′ ( H − 4α^{CS}λ_{R,L} κ2a^2 kϑ^{′′} ) ( 1 + 4α^{CS}λ_{R,L} κa^2 kϑ^′ ) . (A5)

Linearizing the dispersion relation and using the equation of motion for the pseudo-scalar field to obtain ϑ̈ = −2Hϑ̇, we obtain δϕ = −iλ_{R,L} k 2 4α^{CS}ϑ̇_0 κ z. (A6)

Lastly, notice that the quantity αϑ̇/κ has units of length (in geometric units). To make this dimensionless, we redefine coupling, α̃^{CS} = α^{CS} Λ_{PV}, and make the replacement α^{CS} → α̃^{CS} such that the entire expression is dimensionless, and we obtain the result in Table I.

Generalized Chern-Simons gravity [50](also denoted as Chern-Simons-Axion-Einstein gravity) generalizes the scalar field coupling to the Chern-Simons to a generic function of the scalar, U(ϕ). From this, one can obtain a modified dispersion relation such that at this order of study we have

ω^2 = k^2 − iλ_{R,L} kU_0H, (A7)

and we find the same result for δϕ as in the usual Chern- Simons case, with a slightly different notation.

2. Ghost-Free Scalar Tensor Gravity

Parity-violating ghost-free scalar tensor theories allow extensions beyond Chern-Simons gravity by considering higher derivative terms of the scalar field. In [58] the following contributions to the Lagrangian are considered: L_1 = ϵ^{μναβ} R_{αβρσ} R_{μν}^ρ_λϕ^σ ϕ^λ, (A8) L_2 = ϵ^{μναβ} R_{αβρσ} R_{μλ}^{ρσ} ϕ_ν ϕ^λ, (A9) L_3 = ϵ^{μναβ} R_{αβρσ} R^σ_ν ϕ^ρϕ_μ, (A10) L_4 = ϕ_λϕ^λϵ^{μνρσ} R^{αβ}_{μν} , (A11)

where ϕ is the scalar field. The equations of motion can be found to be h^{′′}_{ij} + 2Hh^′_{ij} − ∂^2h_{ij} + 1 aΛ ϵ_{ilk}∂_l [ α^{GF}h^{′′}_{jk} + (Hα^{GF} + (α^{GF} )^′)h^′_{jk} − β^{GF}∂^2h_{jk} ] = 0, (A12)

with Λ the cutoff scale of the theory and α^{GF}, β^{GF} functions of ϕ̇, leading to δϕ = ikλ_{R,L} 2Λ [α̇^{GF}_0 (1 + z)D_2 − α^{GF}_0 z] + λ_{R,L} k^2 2Λ (β^{GF}_0 − α^{GF}_0 )(1 + z)^2D_3. (A13)

As in the CS case above, we will rescale α̇^{GF} → ˙α̃^{GF} = α̇^{GF}/Λ_{PV} to make the parity violating parameter dimensionless.

3. Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity

In this section we follow the discussion in [61]. The symmetric teleparallel equivalent of GR is a non-metric theory defined with respect to the non-metricity tensor:

Q_{abc} = ∇_ag_{bc}, (A14) Q_a = g^{bc}Q_{abc}, (A15) Q̃_c = g^{ab}Q_{abc}, (A16) with an action given by S_{QGR} = − 1 2κ ∫ d^4x √ −g [ − 1 4 Q_{abc}Q^{abc}

+ 1 2 Q_{abc}Q^{bac} + 1 4 Q_aQ^a − 1 2 Q_aQ̃^a ] . (A17)

One can construct parity-violating extensions to this at both second and higher order. Considering at most second order in derivatives, the parity-violating contributions are L_{a3} = ϵ^{abcd}ϕ_cϕ^f Q_{abe}Q_{f d}^e, (A18) L_{a7} = ϵ^{abcd}ϕ_f ϕ^f Q_{abe}Q_{cd}^e, (A19) where α is a function of ϕ̇, an auxiliary scalar field. The equations of motion become: ( h^{′′}_{ij} + 2Hh^′_{ij} − ∂^2h_{ij} ) − 4Hαϵ_{kl(i}∂^kh^l_{j)} = 0, (A20)

which can be converted into a dispersion relation

iϕ^{′′} + 2iHϕ^′ + ϕ^{′2} − k^2 + 4kαHλ_{R,L} = 0. (A21)

to find

δϕ = −2λ_{R,L}α_0 ln(1 + z). (A22)

By including higher derivative terms, one can obtain additional contributions to the action:

S_{P V} = 1 2κ ∫ d^4xa^3 ( β_1(t) a^3Λ

L_{P V 1} + β_2(t) aΛ L_{P V 2} + β_3(t) aΛ L_{P V 3} ) , (A23) where

L_{P V 1} = ϵ^{ijk}∂^2h_j^l∂_ih_{kl}, (A24) L_{P V 2} = 2Hϵ^{ijk}ḣ_j^l∂_ih_{kl}, (A25) L_{P V 3} = ϵ^{ijk}ḣ_j^l∂_iḣ_{kl} (A26) and β̃_1 = (β^′_2H + β_2H^′) + 3(β^′_3H + β_3H^′) + β_3H^2, (A27) β̃_2 = β^′_2 + 3Hβ_2. (A28)

Keeping only the relevant correction terms, we obtain

ϕ^{′′} + ϕ^{′2} + iϕ^′ [ 2H + λ_{R,L} k aΛ β^′_2 + λ_{R,L} k aΛ H(3β_2 − 2β_3) ]

− k^2 [ 1 + λ_{R,L} k aΛ (β_1 − β_3) ] = 0, (A29) and δϕ = − iλ_{R,L} k 2Λ [ β̇_{20} (1 + z)D_2 + (3β_{20} − 3β_{30})z ]

+ λ_{R,L} 2Λ k^2(1 + z)^2(β_{10} − β_{20})D_3. (A30)

Lastly, we again rescale β̇_2 → ˙β̃_2 = β̇_2/Λ_{PV}. 4. Horava-Lifshitz Gravity

The parity-violating extension of Horava-Lifshitz gravity can be found in [63] and is characterized by adding parity-violating terms

L_{P V} = α_2ϵ^{ijk}R_{il}Δ_j R^l_k M^3_∗ + α_1ω_3(Γ) M_∗ (A31)

to the usual Horava-Lifshitz action, where α_1 and α_2 are constants, M_∗ is the cutoff scale of the theory and ω_3 is the usual gravitational Chern-Simons term. The field equations become: h^{′′}_{ij} + 2Hh^′_{ij} − ∂^2h_{ij} + h_{ij} + ϵ_i^{lk} ( 2α_1 M_∗a + α_2 M^3_∗ a^3

∂^2 ) ∂_l∂^2h_{jk} = 0. (A32)

We can then obtain the dispersion relation

iϕ^{′′} + ϕ^{′2} + 2iHϕ^′ − k^2 + k^3λ_{R,L} ( 2α_1 M_∗a − α_2 M^3_∗ a^3 k^2 ) = 0, (A33) and thus δϕ = − α_1λ_{R,L} 2M_∗ k^2(1+z)^2D_3+ λ_{R,L}α_2 2M^3_∗ k^4(1+z)^4D_5. (A34)

Appendix B: General Form of Parity-Violating Corrections to Detector Response

In this appendix we derive the generalized form of the detector response given in Eqs. (48)-(51). Using the modifications of h_+ and h_× given by Eqs. (37)-(38), we substitute into the detector response function to obtain

h̃ = AδAe^{i(Ψ+δΨ)} (B1)

where A and Ψ correspond to the GR amplitude and Fourier GW phase introduced in Eq. (42)-(43) in the stationary phase approximation respectively. The parityviolating modifications are generally included in the terms δA and δΨ, which are given by:

δA = √ (F_+(1 + ξ^2) + F_+δϕ_A2ξ − F_×δϕ_V (1 + ξ^2))^2+(F_+δϕ_V 2ξ + F_×2ξ + F_×δϕ_A(1 + ξ^2))^2, (B2) and

δΨ = arctan

(F_+δϕ_V 2ξ + F_×2ξ + F_×δϕ_A(1 + ξ^2)) (F_+(1 + ξ^2) + F_+δϕ_A2ξ − F_×δϕ_V (1 + ξ^2)) (B3)

Taylor expanding (B2) and (B3) to first order assuming small δϕ_A and δϕ_V results in Eqs. (48)-(51).

In the specific case where F_+ = ξ = 0 (and hence F_× = 1), the functions f(F_{+,×}, ξ) and g(F_{+,×}, ξ) from Eqs. (50)-(51) are undefined, so we instead have to use Eqs. (B2) and (B3) and obtain δA = √ (δϕ_V )^2 + (δϕ_A)^2 (B4)

δΨ = arctan ( −δϕ_A δϕ_V ) . (B5)

[1] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GWTC-1: A Gravitational-Wave Transient Catalog of Compact Binary Mergers Observed by LIGO and Virgo during the First and Second Observing Runs, Phys. Rev. X 9, 031040 (2019), arXiv:1811.12907 [astro-ph.HE].

[2] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), GWTC-2:

Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the First Half of the Third Observing Run, Phys. Rev. X 11, 021053 (2021), arXiv:2010.14527 [gr-qc].

[3] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, VIRGO, KAGRA), GWTC-3: Compact Binary Coalescences Observed by LIGO and Virgo During the Second Part of the Third Observing Run, (2021), arXiv:2111.03606 [gr-qc].

[4] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo, Fermi- GBM, INTEGRAL), Gravitational Waves and Gammarays from a Binary Neutron Star Merger: GW170817 and GRB 170817A, Astrophys. J. Lett. 848, L13 (2017), arXiv:1710.05834 [astro-ph.HE].

[5] N. Yunes, K. Yagi, and F. Pretorius, Theoretical Physics Implications of the Binary Black-Hole Mergers GW150914 and GW151226, Phys. Rev. D94, 084002 (2016), arXiv:1603.08955 [gr-qc].

[6] R. Nair, S. Perkins, H. O. Silva, and N. Yunes, Fundamental Physics Implications for Higher-Curvature Theories from Binary Black Hole Signals in the LIGO-Virgo Catalog GWTC-1, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 191101 (2019), arXiv:1905.00870 [gr-qc].

[7] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Tests of General Relativity with GW170817, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 011102 (2019), arXiv:1811.00364 [gr-qc].

[8] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Tests of General Relativity with the Binary Black Hole Signals from the LIGO-Virgo Catalog GWTC-1, Phys. Rev. D 100, 104036 (2019), arXiv:1903.04467 [gr-qc].

[9] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, Virgo), Tests of general relativity with binary black holes from the second LIGO-Virgo gravitational-wave transient catalog, Phys. Rev. D 103, 122002 (2021), arXiv:2010.14529 [gr-qc].

[10] R. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific, VIRGO, KAGRA), Tests of General Relativity with GWTC-3, (2021), arXiv:2112.06861 [gr-qc].

[11] S. Alexander, G. Gabadadze, L. Jenks, and N. Yunes, The Chern-Simons Caps for Rotating Black Holes, (2021), arXiv:2104.00019 [hep-th].

[12] S. Mirshekari, N. Yunes, and C. M. Will, Constraining Generic Lorentz Violation and the Speed of the Graviton with Gravitational Waves, Phys. Rev. D 85, 024041 (2012), arXiv:1110.2720 [gr-qc].

[13] J. M. Ezquiaga, W. Hu, M. Lagos, and M.-X.

Lin, Gravitational wave propagation beyond general relativity: waveform distortions and echoes, JCAP 11 (11), 048, arXiv:2108.10872 [astro-ph.CO].

[14] J. M. Ezquiaga, W. Hu, M. Lagos, M.-X. Lin, and F. Xu, Modified gravitational wave propagation with higher modes and its degeneracies with lensing, JCAP 08 (08), 016, arXiv:2203.13252 [gr-qc].

[15] A. Lue, L.-M. Wang, and M. Kamionkowski, Cosmological signature of new parity-violating interactions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1506 (1999), astro-ph/9812088.

[16] R. Jackiw and S. Y. Pi, Chern-Simons modification of general relativity, Phys. Rev. D68, 104012 (2003), arXiv:gr-qc/03x1.

[17] S. Alexander and N. Yunes, Chern-Simons modified general relativity, Phys. Rep. 480, 1 (2009), arXiv:0907.2562 [hep-th].

[18] S. Alexander and N. Yunes, A new PPN parameter to test Chern-Simons gravity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 241101 (2007), arXiv:hep-th/0703265.

[19] S. Alexander and N. Yunes, Parametrized postnewtonian expansion of chern-simons gravity, Phys. Rev. D75, 124022 (2007), 0704.0299.

[20] S. Alexander and N. Yunes, Chern-Simons Modified Gravity as a Torsion Theory and its Interaction with Fermions, Phys. Rev. D77, 124040 (2008), arXiv:0804.1797 [gr-qc].

[21] C. F. Sopuerta and N. Yunes, Extreme and Intermediate- Mass Ratio Inspirals in Dynamical Chern-Simons Modified Gravity, Phys.Rev. D80, 064006 (2009), arXiv:0904.4501 [gr-qc].

[22] V. Cardoso and L. Gualtieri, Perturbations of Schwarzschild black holes in Dynamical Chern-Simons modified gravity, Phys. Rev. D80, 064008 (2009), [Erratumibid.D81:089903,2010], arXiv:0907.5008 [gr-qc].

[23] K. Konno, T. Matsuyama, and S. Tanda, Rotating black hole in extended Chern-Simons modified gravity, Prog.Theor.Phys. 122, 561 (2009), arXiv:0902.4767 [gr-qc].

[24] L. Amarilla, E. F. Eiroa, and G. Giribet, Null geodesics and shadow of a rotating black hole in extended Chern-Simons modified gravity, Phys. Rev. D81, 124045 (2010), arXiv:1005.0607 [gr-qc].

[25] S. Chen and J. Jing, Geodetic precession and strong gravitational lensing in the dynamical Chern-Simons modified gravity, Class. Quant Grav. 27, 225006 (2010), arXiv:1005.1325 [gr-qc].

[26] D. Garfinkle, F. Pretorius, and N. Yunes, Linear Stability Analysis and the Speed of Gravitational Waves in Dynamical Chern-Simons Modified Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 82, 041501 (2010), arXiv:1007.2429 [gr-qc].

[27] C. Molina, P. Pani, V. Cardoso, and L. Gualtieri, Gravitational signature of Schwarzschild black holes in dynamical Chern- Simons gravity, Phys. Rev. D81, 124021 (2010), arXiv:1004.4007 [gr-qc].

[28] K. Yagi, L. C. Stein, N. Yunes, and T. Tanaka, Isolated and Binary Neutron Stars in Dynamical Chern-Simons Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 87, 084058 (2013), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 93, 089909 (2016)], arXiv:1302.1918 [gr-qc].

[29] N. Loutrel, T. Tanaka, and N. Yunes, Spin-Precessing Black Hole Binaries in Dynamical Chern-Simons Gravity, (2018), arXiv:1806.07431 [gr-qc].

[30] T. Delsate, C. Herdeiro, and E. Radu, Non-perturbative spinning black holes in dynamical Chern–Simons gravity, Phys. Lett. B 787, 8 (2018), arXiv:1806.06700 [gr-qc].

[31] P. Wagle, A. Saffer, and N. Yunes, Polarization modes of gravitational waves in Quadratic Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 100, 124007 (2019), arXiv:1910.04800 [gr-qc].

[32] P. Wagle, N. Yunes, and H. O. Silva, Quasinormal modes of slowly-rotating black holes in dynamical Chern-Simons gravity, (2021), arXiv:2103.09913 [gr-qc].

[33] S. Alexander, L. S. Finn, and N. Yunes, A gravitational-wave probe of effective quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D78, 066005 (2008), arXiv:0712.2542 [gr-qc].

[34] N. Yunes, R. O’Shaughnessy, B. J. Owen, and S. Alexander, Testing gravitational parity violation with coincident gravitational waves and short gamma-ray bursts, Phys.Rev. D82, 064017 (2010), arXiv:1005.3310 [gr-qc].

[35] S. H. Alexander and N. Yunes, Gravitational wave probes of parity violation in compact binary coalescences, Phys. Rev. D97, 064033 (2018), arXiv:1712.01853 [gr-qc].

[36] K. Yagi and H. Yang, Probing Gravitational Parity Violation with Gravitational Waves from Stellar-mass Black Hole Binaries, Phys. Rev. D 97, 104018 (2018), arXiv:1712.00682 [gr-qc].

[37] D. Grumiller and N. Yunes, How do Black Holes Spin in Chern-Simons Modified Gravity?, Phys. Rev. D77, 044015 (2008), arXiv:0711.1868 [gr-qc].

[38] T. Shiromizu and K. Tanabe, Static spacetimes with/without black holes in dynamical Chern- Simons gravity, Phys. Rev. D 87, 081504 (2013), arXiv:1303.6056 [gr-qc].

[39] N. Yunes and F. Pretorius, Dynamical Chern-Simons Modified Gravity. I. Spinning Black Holes in the Slow-Rotation Approximation, Phys. Rev. D 79, 084043 (2009), arXiv:0902.4669 [gr-qc].

[40] K. Yagi, N. Yunes, and T. Tanaka, Slowly Rotating Black Holes in Dynamical Chern-Simons Gravity: Deformation Quadratic in the Spin,

Phys. Rev. D 86, 044037 (2012), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 89, 049902 (2014)], arXiv:1206.6130 [gr-qc].

[41] A. Maselli, P. Pani, R. Cotesta, L. Gualtieri, V. Ferrari, and L. Stella, Geodesic models of quasi-periodic-oscillations as probes of quadratic gravity, Astrophys. J. 843, 25 (2017), arXiv:1703.01472 [astro-ph.HE].

[42] H. O. Silva, A. M. Holgado, A. Cárdenas-Avendaño, and N. Yunes, Astrophysical and theoretical physics implications from multimessenger neutron star observations, (2020), arXiv:2004.01253 [gr-qc].

[43] Y. Nakamura, D. Kikuchi, K. Yamada, H. Asada, and N. Yunes, Weakly-gravitating objects in dynamical Chern–Simons gravity and constraints with gravity probe B, Class. Quant. Grav. 36, 105006 (2019), arXiv:1810.13313 [gr-qc].

[44] S. E. Perkins, R. Nair, H. O. Silva, and N. Yunes, Improved gravitational-wave constraints on higher-order curvature theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 104, 024060 (2021), arXiv:2104.11189 [gr-qc].

[45] S. Alexander, G. Gabadadze, L. Jenks, and N. Yunes, Black Hole Superradiance in Dynamical Chern-Simons Gravity, (2022), arXiv:2201.02220 [gr-qc].

[46] N. Loutrel and N. Yunes, Parity violation in spinprecessing binaries: Gravitational waves from the inspiral of black holes in dynamical Chern- Simons gravity, Phys. Rev. D 106, 064009 (2022), arXiv:2205.02675 [gr-qc].

[47] F. Sulantay, M. Lagos, and M. Bañados, Chiral Gravitational Waves in Palatini Chern-Simons, (2022), arXiv:2211.08925 [gr-qc].

[48] F. Bombacigno, F. Moretti, S. Boudet, and G. J. Olmo, Landau damping for gravitational waves in parity-violating theories, JCAP 02, 009, arXiv:2210.07673 [gr-qc].

[49] S. Boudet, F. Bombacigno, F. Moretti, and G. J. Olmo, Torsional birefringence in metric-affine Chern-Simons gravity: gravitational waves in late-time cosmology, JCAP 01, 026, arXiv:2209.14394 [gr-qc].

[50] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, V. K. Oikonomou, and A. A. Popov, Propagation of Gravitational Waves in Chern-Simons Axion Einstein Gravity, Phys. Rev. D 100, 084009 (2019), arXiv:1909.01324 [gr-qc].

[51] S. Kawai and J. Kim, Gauss–Bonnet Chern–Simons gravitational wave leptogenesis, Phys. Lett. B 789, 145 (2019), arXiv:1702.07689 [hep-th].

[52] L. Alvarez-Gaume and E. Witten, Gravitational anomalies, Nuclear Physics B 234, 269 (1984).

[53] J. Polchinski, String theory. Vol. 2: Superstring theory and beyond , Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2007).

[54] S. H. S. Alexander, M. E. Peskin, and M. M. Sheikh- Jabbari, Leptogenesis from gravity waves in models of inflation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 081301 (2006).

[55] M. B. Green, J. H. Schwarz, and E. Witten, Superstring Theory. Vol. 2: Loop Amplitides, Anomalies and Phenomenology (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 1987).

[56] S. H. S. Alexander and J. Gates, S. James, Can the string scale be related to the cosmic baryon asymmetry?, JCAP 0606, 018, hep-th/0409014.

[57] M. Crisostomi, K. Noui, C. Charmousis, and D. Langlois, Beyond Lovelock gravity: Higher derivative metric theories, Phys. Rev. D 97, 044034 (2018), arXiv:1710.04531 [hep-th].

[58] A. Nishizawa and T. Kobayashi, Parity-violating gravity and GW170817, Phys. Rev. D 98, 124018 (2018), arXiv:1809.00815 [gr-qc].

[59] W. Zhao, T. Zhu, J. Qiao, and A. Wang, Waveform of gravitational waves in the general parityviolating gravities, Phys. Rev. D 101, 024002 (2020), arXiv:1909.10887 [gr-qc].

[60] J. Qiao, T. Zhu, G. Li, and W. Zhao, Post- Newtonian parameters of ghost-free parity-violating gravities, JCAP 04 (04), 054, arXiv:2110.09033 [gr-qc].

[61] A. Conroy and T. Koivisto, Parity-Violating Gravity and GW170817 in Non-Riemannian Cosmology, JCAP 12, 016, arXiv:1908.04313 [gr-qc].

[62] P. Horava, Quantum Gravity at a Lifshitz Point, Phys. Rev. D 79, 084008 (2009), arXiv:0901.3775 [hep-th].

[63] T. Zhu, W. Zhao, Y. Huang, A. Wang, and Q. Wu, Effects of parity violation on non-gaussianity of primordial gravitational waves in Hořava- Lifshitz gravity, Phys. Rev. D 88, 063508 (2013), arXiv:1305.0600 [hep-th].

[64] N. Yunes and F. Pretorius, Fundamental Theoretical Bias in Gravitational Wave Astrophysics and the Parameterized Post-Einsteinian Framework, Phys.Rev. D80, 122003 (2009), arXiv:0909.3328 [gr-qc].

[65] C. M. Will, Bounding the mass of the graviton using gravitational-wave observations of inspiralling compact binaries, Phys. Rev. D 57, 2061 (1998).

[66] K. Chatziioannou, N. Yunes, and N. Cornish, Model- Independent Test of General Relativity: An Extended post-Einsteinian Framework with Complete Polarization Content, Phys. Rev. D 86, 022004 (2012), [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 95, 129901 (2017)], arXiv:1204.2585 [gr-qc].

[67] L. Sampson, N. Yunes, and N. Cornish, A Rosetta Stone for Parameterized Tests of Gravity, (2013), arXiv:1307.8144 [gr-qc].

[68] N. Cornish, L. Sampson, N. Yunes, and F. Pretorius, Gravitational Wave Tests of General Relativity with the Parameterized Post-Einsteinian Framework, (2011), accepted to Phys. Rev. D, arXiv:1105.2088 [gr-qc].

[69] C. Huwyler, E. K. Porter, and P. Jetzer, A Time Domain Waveform for Testing General Relativity, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 610, 012046 (2015), arXiv:1410.6687 [gr-qc].

[70] C. Huwyler, A. Klein, and P. Jetzer, Testing General Relativity with LISA including Spin Precession and Higher Harmonics in the Waveform, Phys. Rev. D 86, 084028 (2012), arXiv:1108.1826 [gr-qc].

[71] N. Loutrel, N. Yunes, and F. Pretorius, Parametrized post-Einsteinian framework for gravitational wave bursts, Phys.Rev. D90, 104010 (2014), arXiv:1404.0092 [gr-qc].

[72] S. Mezzasoma and N. Yunes, Theoryagnostic framework for inspiral tests of general relativity with higher-harmonic gravitational waves, Phys. Rev. D 106, 024026 (2022), arXiv:2203.15934 [gr-qc].

[73] N. Loutrel, P. Pani, and N. Yunes, Parametrized post-Einsteinian framework for precessing binaries, Phys. Rev. D 107, 044046 (2023), arXiv:2210.10571 [gr-qc].

[74] W. Zhao, T. Liu, L. Wen, T. Zhu, A. Wang, Q. Hu, and C. Zhou, Model-independent test of the parity symmetry of gravity with gravitational waves, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 630 (2020), arXiv:1909.13007 [gr-qc].

[75] J. Qiao, Z. Li, T. Zhu, R. Ji, G. Li, and W. Zhao, Testing parity symmetry of gravity with gravitational waves, Front. Astron. Space Sci. 9, 1109086 (2023), arXiv:2211.16825 [gr-qc].

[76] M. Okounkova, W. M. Farr, M. Isi, and L. C.

Stein, Constraining gravitational wave amplitude birefringence and Chern-Simons gravity with GWTC-2, Phys. Rev. D 106, 044067 (2022), arXiv:2101.11153 [gr-qc].

[77] T. C. K. Ng, M. Isi, K. W. K. Wong, and W. M. Farr, Constraining gravitational wave amplitude birefringence with GWTC-3, (2023), arXiv:2305.05844 [gr-qc].

[78] Y.-F. Wang, R. Niu, T. Zhu, and W. Zhao, Gravitational Wave Implications for the Parity Symmetry of Gravity in the High Energy Region, Astrophys. J. 908, 58 (2021), arXiv:2002.05668 [gr-qc].

[79] Z.-C. Zhao, Z. Cao, and S. Wang, Search for the Birefringence of Gravitational Waves with the Third Observing Run of Advanced LIGO-Virgo, Astrophys. J. 930, 139 (2022), arXiv:2201.02813 [gr-qc].

[80] B. S. Sathyaprakash and B. F. Schutz, Physics, Astrophysics and Cosmology with Gravitational Waves, Living Rev. Rel. 12, 2 (2009), arXiv:0903.0338 [gr-qc].

[81] L. Blanchet, Gravitational Radiation from Post- Newtonian Sources and Inspiralling Compact Binaries, Living Rev. Rel. 17, 2 (2014), arXiv:1310.1528 [gr-qc].

[82] C. M. Bender and S. A. Orszag, Advanced mathematical methods for scientists and engineers 1, Asymptotic methods and perturbation theory (Springer, New York, 1999).

[83] T. Damour, A. Gopakumar, and B. R. Iyer, Phasing of gravitational waves from inspiralling eccentric binaries, Phys. Rev. D70, 064028 (2004), arXiv:gr-qc/0404128 [gr-qc].

[84] T. Baker, E. Bellini, P. G. Ferreira, M. Lagos, J. Noller, and I. Sawicki, Strong constraints on cosmological gravity from GW170817 and GRB 170817A, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251301 (2017), arXiv:1710.06394 [astro-ph.CO].

[85] P. Creminelli and F. Vernizzi, Dark Energy after GW170817 and GRB170817A, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251302 (2017), arXiv:1710.05877 [astro-ph.CO].

[86] J. Sakstein and B. Jain, Implications of the Neutron Star Merger GW170817 for Cosmological Scalar- Tensor Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251303 (2017), arXiv:1710.05893 [astro-ph.CO].

[87] J. M. Ezquiaga and M. Zumalacárregui, Dark Energy After GW170817: Dead Ends and the Road Ahead, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 251304 (2017), arXiv:1710.05901 [astro-ph.CO].

[88] H. Wang et al., The GW170817/GRB 170817A/AT 2017gfo Association: Some Implications for Physics and Astrophysics, Astrophys. J. Lett. 851, L18 (2017), arXiv:1710.05805 [astro-ph.HE].

[89] K. Yagi, L. C. Stein, N. Yunes, and T. Tanaka, Post- Newtonian, Quasi-Circular Binary Inspirals in Quadratic Modified Gravity, Phys. Rev. D85, 064022 (2012),

[Erratum: Phys. Rev.D93,no.2,029902(2016)], arXiv:1110.5950 [gr-qc].

[90] Z. Carson and K. Yagi, Probing beyond-Kerr spacetimes with inspiral-ringdown corrections to gravitational waves, Phys. Rev. D 101, 084050 (2020), arXiv:2003.02374 [gr-qc].

[91] B. Shiralilou, T. Hinderer, S. Nissanke, N. Ortiz, and H. Witek, Nonlinear curvature effects in gravitational waves from inspiralling black hole binaries, Phys. Rev. D 103, L121503 (2021), arXiv:2012.09162 [gr-qc].

[92] B. Shiralilou, T. Hinderer, S. M. Nissanke, N. Ortiz, and H. Witek, Post-Newtonian gravitational and scalar waves in scalar-Gauss–Bonnet gravity, Class. Quant. Grav. 39, 035002 (2022), arXiv:2105.13972 [gr-qc].

[93] M. Okounkova, L. C. Stein, M. A. Scheel, and S. A. Teukolsky, Numerical binary black hole collisions in dynamical Chern-Simons gravity, Phys. Rev. D 100, 104026 (2019), arXiv:1906.08789 [gr-qc].

[94] M. Okounkova, M. Isi, K. Chatziioannou, and W. M.

Farr, Gravitational wave inference on a numericalrelativity simulation of a black hole merger beyond general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 107, 024046 (2023), arXiv:2208.02805 [gr-qc].

[95] P. Amaro-Seoane, H. Audley, S. Babak, J. Baker, E. Barausse, P. Bender, E. Berti, P. Binetruy, M. Born, D. Bortoluzzi, J. Camp, C. Caprini, V. Cardoso, M. Colpi, J. Conklin, N. Cornish, C. Cutler, K. Danzmann, R. Dolesi, L. Ferraioli, V. Ferroni, E. Fitzsimons, J. Gair, L. Gesa Bote, D. Giardini, F. Gibert, C. Grimani, H. Halloin, G. Heinzel, T. Hertog, M. Hewitson, K. Holley-Bockelmann, D. Hollington, M. Hueller, H. Inchauspe, P. Jetzer, N. Karnesis, C. Killow, A. Klein, B. Klipstein, N. Korsakova, S. L. Larson, J. Livas, I. Lloro, N. Man, D. Mance, J. Martino, I. Mateos, K. McKenzie, S. T. McWilliams, C. Miller, G. Mueller, G. Nardini, G. Nelemans, M. Nofrarias, A. Petiteau, P. Pivato, E. Plagnol, E. Porter, J. Reiche, D. Robertson, N. Robertson, E. Rossi, G. Russano, B. Schutz, A. Sesana, D. Shoemaker, J. Slutsky, C. F. Sopuerta, T. Sumner, N. Tamanini, I. Thorpe, M. Troebs, M. Vallisneri, A. Vecchio, D. Vetrugno, S. Vitale, M. Volonteri, G. Wanner, H. Ward, P. Wass, W. Weber, J. Ziemer, and P. Zweifel, Laser Interferometer Space Antenna, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:1702.00786 (2017), arXiv:1702.00786 [astro-ph.IM].

[96] M. Maggiore et al., Science Case for the Einstein Telescope, JCAP 03, 050, arXiv:1912.02622 [astro-ph.CO].

[97] M. Evans et al., A Horizon Study for Cosmic Explorer: Science, Observatories, and Community, (2021), arXiv:2109.09882 [astro-ph.IM].