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Abstract: Expanding on our prior efforts to search for Lorentz invariance violation (LIV) using the
linear optical polarimetry of extragalactic objects, we propose a new method that combines linear
and circular polarization measurements. While existing work has focused on the tendency of LIV to
reduce the linear polarization degree, this new method additionally takes into account the coupling
between photon helicities induced by some models. This coupling can generate circular polarization
as light propagates, even if there is no circular polarization at the source. Combining significant
detections of linear polarization of light from extragalactic objects with the absence of the detection of
circular polarization in most measurements results in significantly tighter constraints regarding LIV.
The analysis was carried out in the framework of the Standard-Model Extension (SME), an effective
field theory framework to describe the low-energy effects of an underlying fundamental quantum
gravity theory. We evaluate the performance of our method by deriving constraints on the mass
dimension d = 4 CPT-even SME coefficients from a small set of archival circular and linear optical
polarimetry constraints and compare them to similar constraints derived in previous works with
far larger sample sizes and based on linear polarimetry only. The new method yielded constraints
that are an order of magnitude tighter even for our modest sample size of 21 objects. Based on the
demonstrated gain in constraining power from scarce circular data, we advocate for the need for
future extragalactic circular polarization surveys.

Keywords: Lorentz invariance; Standard-Model Extension; AGN; polarization

1. Introduction

Einstein’s theory of general relativity provides an excellent classical model of gravita-
tion, and the Standard Model of particle physics is a well-established quantum theoretical
model of particles and all forces except gravity. Together, they provide a well-tested de-
scription of nature at experimentally attainable energies. However, at the Planck scale
(EP ≈ 1.22× 1019 GeV), a quantum-consistent theory of gravity is required. A lack of direct
experimental input to guide the development of the theory poses a significant challenge.
Additionally, the failure of the Large Hadron Collider to detect evidence regarding physics
beyond the Standard Model, including supersymmetry, presents a challenge to many can-
didate theories [1] (Indications of beyond-the-standard-model physics at the 3.1σ level in B
quark decays were presented by the LHCb collaboration after completion of this work [2]).

Several theories that attempt to unify gravity and the Standard Model at the Planck
scale suggest that there may be deviations from Lorentz invariance at this energy scale [3–10].
This motivates detailed tests of Lorentz symmetry despite the fact that such deviations are
expected to be highly suppressed at energies E� EP [11,12]. Tests of this kind are routinely
carried out by high-energy physics experiments [13–17]; however, reaching progressively
higher energies will eventually become unfeasible. Astrophysical tests in the photon sector
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have proven to be particularly powerful because tiny deviations from the speed of light as a
result of Lorentz invariance violations (LIV) accumulate when photons propagate over very
large distances resulting in potentially observable effects.

If Lorentz symmetry is broken, the phase velocity of light in vacuum may depend
on the photon energy, polarization, and direction of propagation. The Standard-Model
Extension (SME) is an effective field theory framework that extends the Standard Model of
particle physics by introducing new, Lorentz, and CPT violating terms in the Lagrangian,
while conserving the charge, energy, and momentum [12,18–21]. Within this framework,
group theory considerations allow a classification of potential quantum gravity models
in three broad classes with respect to their Lorentz violating effects: birefringent and
non-birefringent CPT-even models as well as CPT-odd models, all of which result in a
birefringent photon dispersion [12]. Non-birefringent models result in a dispersion relation
that may depend on the photon energy and propagation direction but will not exhibit
any helicity dependence. The strongest constraints on models of this kind result from
astrophysical time-of-flight measurements of gamma-rays emitted by transient events or
variable sources [22–31].

Birefringent CPT-even and CPT-odd models can be constrained more strongly by
polarization measurements because the measurement is essentially that of a phase differ-
ence between the two polarization modes rather than photon arrival times [12,32]. Most
astrophysical radiation processes result in very low circular polarization; however, lin-
ear polarization can be significant. Birefringence, then, results in a rotation of the linear
polarization direction as photons propagate. If the strength of this effect depends on
energy, an energy dependence of the polarization direction will be observed, even if the
polarization at the source does not depend on energy.

When measuring photon polarization over a broad bandwidth, this rotation results in
an effective reduction of the observable polarization fraction. Hence, any observation of
linear polarization of light from a distant object can be used to constrain the magnitude of
birefringence due to LIV [12]. Some of the strongest constraints of birefringent LIV models
come from X-ray polarization measurements [33–37]. However, observations of a single
source cannot be used to constrain anisotropic models. In CPT-even models, the LIV terms
result in a coupling between the two helicity states, which means neither linear nor circular
polarization of light is preserved during propagation. The helicity of ±2 of the coupling
necessarily results in anisotropy.

Within the SME, models can be classified based on their low-energy behavior described
above, as well as an expansion in terms of the mass dimension d of the corresponding oper-
ators, and an expansion in spherical harmonics describing anisotropic effects. The terms of
the expansion are then characterized by a set of coefficients, which can be constrained by
experiment [38]. In the photon sector, terms of odd mass dimension d represent CPT-odd
models and even-d terms represent CPT-even models. Odd-d models are characterized
by a set of complex coefficients with (d− 1)2 real components. Non-birefringent even-d
models are characterized by (d− 1)2 real components, and birefrigent even-d models have
2(d− 1)2 − 8 coefficients with the same number of real components [12].

We developed a method to combine polarization measurements from many objects in
order to individually constrain the coefficients of a given mass dimension. By applying this
method to a large number of optical polarization measurements, we obtained the strongest
constraints on individual coefficients to date [32,38–40]. In essence, we sample the SME
coefficient space and, for each set of coefficients, calculate the likelihood to make all given
polarization measurements with the published uncertainties of the linear polarization
values. Here, we improve on our approach for CPT-even models characterized by even-d
coefficients by incorporating circular polarization measurements of active galactic nuclei in
the optical band.

As we will show in Section 3, in these models, the coupling between left-handed
and right-handed circular polarization will dominate the reduction of observable linear
polarization in most cases. Hence, circular polarization measurements provide an impor-
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tant additional constraint resulting in significantly tighter constraints than with linear
polarization alone. In this paper, we extend our method to include circular polarization
data. We then apply the method to a set of 21 linear and circular polarization measurements
of quasars in order to derive new constraints on the 10 birefringent SME coefficients of
mass dimension d = 4. Our new constraints are an order of magnitude stronger than the
existing constraints on the individual d = 4 photon-sector SME coefficients.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we briefly describe
the photon-sector Lagrangian and photon dispersion relation in the minimal SME, and then
derive the underlying equations of our method in Section 3. Section 4 summarizes the
assumptions regarding linear and circular polarization at the source that we make in our
analysis. The dataset is described in Section 5. We explain the Markov-Chain Monte Carlo
method used to sample the SME coefficient space and give the results of our analysis in
Section 6. We conclude with a summary in Section 7.

2. Photon Sector SME

For photons in a vacuum, SME operates by adding two extra terms to the standard
Lagrangian of the electromagnetic field, such that the total Lagrangian reads [12,41]:

L = −1
4

FαβFαβ +

[
1
2

εγδαβ Aδ(k̂AF)γFαβ −
1
4

Fγδ(k̂F)
γδαβFαβ

]
(1)

where the added terms are placed in brackets, Fαβ is the field tensor, Aα is the 4-potential
of the field (Fαβ = ∂α Aβ − ∂β Aα), εγδαβ is the Levi-Civita symbol, (k̂AF)γ and (k̂F)

γδαβ are
the Lorentz invariance-violating operators,

(k̂AF)γ = ∑
d≥3, d∈odd

(
k(d)AF

)
γ

λ1...λ(d−3)
δλ1 ...δλ(d−3)

(2)

(k̂F)
γδαβ = ∑

d≥4, d∈even

(
k(d)F

)γδαβλ1...λ(d−4)
δλ1 ...δλ(d−4)

(3)

and the sets of coefficients
(

k(d)AF

)
γ

λ1...λ(d−3)
and

(
k(d)F

)γδαβλ1...λ(d−4)
quantify the effect of

the SME. The coefficients are grouped by the mass dimension of the corresponding term in
the Lagrangian, d. All coefficients must vanish identically if the standard electromagnetic
Lagrangian holds perfectly and no LIV effects are present in the universe.

The added terms allow for all possible violations of Lorentz invariance in rotations
and boosts of the electromagnetic field, while maintaining Lorentz invariance for the
inertial frame of the observer and, thereby, ensuring that physics is independent of the

chosen system of coordinates [20]. Specifically, non-zero components of
(

k(d)F

)γδαβλ1...λ(d−4)

give rise to CPT-even terms in the Lagrangian that preserve the CPT symmetry, while

non-zero components of
(

k(d)AF

)
γ

λ1...λ(d−3)
result in CPT-odd terms that violate both CPT

and Lorentz invariance.
In this work, we follow [20] and further restrict our attention to the so-called mini-

mal SME that only contains terms of renormalizable mass dimensions, i.e., d ≤ 4. This
simplification is motivated by the scarcity of the available circular optical polarimetry
of extragalactic sources, which necessitates a theory with the smallest number of free
parameters in order to derive reliable constraints. We, however, emphasize that the method
presented here is universal and can be easily extended to higher mass dimensions (d > 4)
if provided with a sufficient amount of experimental data from future polarimetric surveys
and necessary computational resources.
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Under minimal SME, only the d = 3 term in Equation (2) and d = 4 term in
Equation (3) remain, resulting in the following Lagrangian:

L = −1
4

FαβFαβ +

[
1
2

εγδαβ Aδ

(
k(3)AF

)
γ

Fαβ −
1
4

Fγδ

(
k(4)F

)γδαβ
Fαβ

]
(4)

where k(3)AF has the units of mass and four independent components, and k(4)F is dimen-
sionless and has 44 = 256 components, of which only 19 are independent due to the re-
quired symmetries: (k(4)F )αβγδ + (k(4)F )αγδβ + (k(4)F )αδβγ = 0, (k(4)F )αβ

αβ = 0 and (k(4)F )αβγδ =

−(k(4)F )αβδγ = −(k(4)F )βαγδ = (k(4)F )γδαβ [20].
The equations of motion associated with the Lagrangian in Equation (4) are the modi-

fied Maxwell equations with SME-induced LIV. Two leading order plain wave solutions
(eigenmodes) exist with orthogonal electric field vectors and a phase shift. Following the
conventions in [12,41], we write out the modified dispersion relations for the two solutions
as follows:

E =

(
1− ς0 ±

√
(ς1)2 + (ς2)2 + (ς3)2

)
p (5)

where E and p are the energy and momentum of the photon (setting c = h̄ = 1) and ςα

are functions of the direction of arrival at the observer and the wavelength of the photon
with the functional forms determined by the components of k(4)F and k(3)AF. Specifically,

ςα are defined such that ς0 depends on nine components of k(4)F ; ς1 and ς2 depend on

the remaining 10 components of k(4)F ; and ς3 depends only on the components of k(3)AF.
The observed electromagnetic wave is a superposition of both eigenmodes.

A non-zero value of ς0 modifies the speed of propagation (E/p) for both eigenmodes
equally and independently of the photon wavelength for renormalizable mass dimensions.
Since ς0 has no effect on polarization, no constraints on its value can be derived in this
study. However, ς0 gains wavelength dependency at d > 4, in which case its effect
may be detected through vacuum dispersion (the dependence of the speed of light on the
wavelength) [22,41,42]. Non-zero values of ς1, ς2, and ς3 result in a relative difference in the
propagation speed between the two eigenmodes and will, therefore, alter the polarization
state of the observed wave in-flight (vacuum birefringence).

3. Optical Polarimetry
3.1. Monochromatic Observations

It is convenient to describe electromagnetic polarization in the Stokes formalism [43]
where each polarization state is uniquely identified by a Stokes vector, sss = (q, u, v), where
q, u, and v are the intensity normalized Stokes Q, U, and V parameters. In this formalism,
v sets the total fraction of circular polarization (between −1 and +1 with negative and pos-
itive fractions corresponding to clockwise and anticlockwise modes respectively, looking
outward such that anticlockwise is due East) and q and u encode the linear polarization
fraction, p, and angle, ψ, according to the equations below:

p =
√

q2 + u2 (6)

ψ =
1
2

atan2(u, q) (7)

where atan2(y, x) is the inverse tangent of y/x in the appropriate quadrant (atan2(y, x) =
arg(x + iy) for real x, y). Following the International Astronomical Union (IAU) conven-
tion ([44], comm’n 40.8), the frame of reference in the Stokes space is defined such that
ψ is measured from North due East in the International Celestial Reference System (ICRS)
described in [45,46]. A purely linear polarization state requires v = 0 and p 6= 0.
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The eigenmodes in Equation (5) are then given by two antiparallel Stokes vectors
(ς1, ς2, ς3) and (−ς1,−ς2,−ς3) [47]. Both vectors represent the so-called birefringence axis,
which we denote with ςςς and, for convenience, take to be positive:

ςςς = (ς1, ς2, ς3). (8)

The polarization state of a photon (composed of both eigenmodes) propagating in the
SME universe, sss will then precess around the birefringence axis in uniform circular motion
with the revolution period of π/(ω|ς|), corresponding to the time taken by the phase
shift between the two eigenmodes in Equation (5) to evolve through 2π. The precession
direction is against the right hand rule with respect to the birefringence axis. The process is
schematically depicted in Figure 1. In the figure, the intensity-normalized Stokes parame-
ters are presented as Cartesian dimensions in 3D space (so-called Stokes space). The locus
of all purely linear polarization states is represented by a horizontal plane passing through
the origin. Mathematically, the equation of motion is given by:

dsss
dt

= 2ωςςς× sss = 2ω

 0 −ς3 ς2

ς3 0 −ς1

−ς2 ς1 0

sss. (9)

V

Q

U

ς2

ς3

ς

s0

sz

ζ

ξς1

Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the Lorentz invariance violation (LIV) effect on the polarization
state of a photon in the Standard-Model Extension (SME) framework. The photon is emitted at the
source in an initial polarization state, whose location in the Stokes space (shown here) is indicated
with vector sssz. In-flight, the state will precess around the birefringence axis ςςς through angle 2Φ
until, eventually, the photon arrives at the telescope in the state sss0. The direction of the birefringence
axis and the rate of precession are determined by the particular SME configuration. The blue
quadrilateral represents the plane of linear polarization where Stokes V is 0. Individual components
of ςςς = (ς1, ς2, ς3) and the angles referenced in text (ξ, ζ) are labeled as well.

In Equation (9), the factor of 2 arises from the fact that the propagation speed between
the two eigenmodes differs by 2|ς| as per Equation (5). We emphasize that the birefrin-
gence axis is defined in Stokes rather than physical space, and, as such, its existence does
not immediately imply a preferred direction in the universe. Instead, the anisotropy is
generated by the directional dependence of the birefringence axis discussed in Section 3.2.

The Stokes vector represents the polarization state of a photon arriving from a specific
direction in the sky and is, therefore, a function on the celestial sphere, requiring a local ref-
erence direction of ψ = 0 (ICRS North according to the IAU convention). v is independent
of the choice of reference and q∓ iu rotate as spin ±2 objects. In this context, a function
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f of celestial coordinates (such as q, u, v, or q± iu) is said to have spin s if it transforms
as f → f exp(isδψ) when the local North is rotated by δψ radians due East. In this case,
q∓ iu→ (q∓ iu) exp(±2iδψ) and v→ v exp(iδψ× 0).

Taking advantage of those symmetries, we re-express ςςς and sss in a so-called spin-
weighted basis, such that each dimension of the vector space has a defined spin. In particu-
lar, we follow the convention used in [12] and adopt the new basis as sss = (q− iu, v, q + iu)
and ςςς = (ς1 − iς2, ς3, ς1 + iς2) = (ς+, ς3, ς−), where the spins of vector components are
+2, 0, and −2 respectively. The transformation into the new basis may be written as:

Ŝ =

1 −i 0
0 0 1
1 i 0

. (10)

This, in turn, re-organizes the equation of motion, Equation (9), into:

dsss
dt

= −2iω

 ς3 −ς+ 0
−ς−/2 0 ς+/2

0 ς− −ς3

sss. (11)

From this point onward, the spin-weighted basis in Equation (11) will be assumed in
all vectors and matrices. Denoting the total precession angle from emission to observation
of the photon polarization state in Stokes space around the birefringence axis with 2Φ,
the solution to Equation (11) is given by the precession matrix obtained using Rodrigues’
rotation formula ([48], p. 209) and transformed into the spin-weighted space with Ŝ:

sss0 = Ŝ
[
Ŝ−1sssz cos(2Φ)− (Ŝ−1ς̂ςς× Ŝ−1sssz) sin(2Φ) + Ŝ−1ς̂ςς(Ŝ−1ς̂ςς · Ŝ−1sssz)(1− cos(2Φ))

]

=

 Υ2 −2ie−iξ sin(ζ) sin(Φ)Υ e−2iξ sin2(ζ) sin2(Φ)

−ieiξ sin(ζ) sin(Φ)Υ cos2(ζ) + cos(2Φ) sin2(ζ) ie−iξ sin(ζ) sin(Φ)Υ∗

e2iξ sin2(ζ) sin2(Φ) 2ieiξ sin(ζ) sin(Φ)Υ∗ Υ∗2

sssz

(12)

where ς̂ςς is the normalized ςςς and the following definitions are introduced:

ξ = atan2(i(ς+ − ς−), ς+ + ς−) = arg(ς+) (13)

ζ = atan2(
√

ς+ς−, ς3) (14)

Υ = cos(Φ) + i cos(ζ) sin(Φ). (15)

The angles ξ and ζ have geometric significance and are labeled in Figure 1. In Equation (12),
sss0 = (q0 − iu0, v0, q0 + iu0) is the observed Stokes vector of the photon on Earth, and
sssz = (qz − iuz, vz, qz + iuz) is the initial Stokes vector at redshift z.

Considering the precession period of π/(ω|ς|) for the polarization vector, the equation
of motion for Φ reads:

dΦ
dt

= ω|ς| =⇒ Φ =
∫ T

0
ω|ς|dt =

∫ z

0
ω0|ς|

dz′

Hz′
(16)

where T is the total time of flight for the photon, z is the redshift of the source, and ω0 is
the observed angular frequency of the photon at z = 0. We used dt = −dz/[(1 + z)Hz] and
ω(z) = ω0(1 + z). The Hubble expansion parameter, Hz, is given by

Hz = H0

[
Ωr(1 + z)4 + Ωm(1 + z)3 + Ωk(1 + z)2 + ΩΛ

]1/2
. (17)

In Equation (17), H0 is the Hubble constant and Ωr, Ωm, Ωk, and ΩΛ are the present
day fractional contributions of radiation, matter, curvature, and dark energy to the energy
budget of the universe. In this study, we adopt H0 = 67.66 km s−1 Mpc−1 = 1.4433×
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10−33 eV, Ωm = 0.3111, Ωr = 9.182× 10−5, ΩΛ = 0.6889, and Ωk = 0, following [39,49]
(see [39] in particular for a discussion of the accuracy of those values in this context and
the Hubble tension).

While, in principle, both CPT-even (d = 4) and CPT-odd (d = 3) contributions to
the Lagrangian may exist simultaneously, it is generally preferable to begin the search
for Lorentz invariance violation with the smallest number of free parameters. We will
follow [12,22,32,39,40,50] and assume that the effects at a specific d dominate. In particular,
we choose to focus on the d = 4 case as an even mass dimension is required for helicity
coupling (for odd d, the birefringence axis is parallel to the Stokes V axis and, therefore,
circular polarization of the photon is conserved). Furthermore, since ς3 ∝ ω−1 ∝ ω−1

0 (see
Equation (2)), Φ is uniquely wavelength-independent in the d = 3 case, which motivates
alternative approaches in [51–55] to d = 3 searches involving polarimetry of the Cosmic
Microwave Background.

For d = 4, all components of k(3)AF vanish and, therefore, so does ς3. Geometrically,
the d = 4 case has the birefringence axis, ςςς, constrained to the plane of linear polariza-
tion. For, ς3 = 0, ζ (Equation (14)) evaluates to π/2, allowing the precession formula in
Equation (12) to be simplified as follows:

sss0 =

 cos2(Φ) −i sin(2Φ)e−iξ sin2(Φ)e−2iξ

− i
2 sin(2Φ)eiξ cos(2Φ) i

2 sin(2Φ)e−iξ

sin2(Φ)e2iξ i sin(2Φ)eiξ cos2(Φ)

sssz. (18)

3.2. Directional Dependence

In Equation (18), the dependence of Φ on the direction of arrival is determined
by the particular SME configuration, which we seek to constrain by comparison with
observations. Following [12,39,41], we limit the dependence to 10 linearly independent
degrees of freedom (corresponding to the 10 independent components of k(4)F setting ς±) by
expanding ς± in terms of l = 2, s = ±2 spin-weighted spherical harmonics, sYl,m, where s,
l, and m are the spin, azimuthal, and magnetic numbers, respectively, (−2 ≤ m ≤ 2):

ς± =
2

∑
m=−2

±2Y2,m(n̂nn)(k(E)2,m ± ik(B)2,m). (19)

Here, n̂nn is a unit vector pointing in the direction of photon arrival (opposite to the
photon momentum) and k(E,B)l,m are complex coefficients of the expansion that obey the
following symmetries:

k(E,B)l,−m = (−1)m
(

k(E,B)l,m

)∗
(20)

such that there are 10 real independent parameters: k(E)2,0, k(B)2,0, Re
[
k(E)2,1

]
, Im

[
k(E)2,1

]
,

Re
[
k(E)2,2

]
, Im

[
k(E)2,2

]
, Re

[
k(B)2,1

]
, Im

[
k(B)2,1

]
, Re

[
k(B)2,2

]
, and Im

[
k(B)2,2

]
.

Since none of the terms in Equation (19) have spherical symmetry, the d = 4 case
considered in this study is naturally anisotropic. However, isotropic terms do exist in odd
d SME configurations [12,22,32,39].

For astronomical tests, n̂nn may be written in some system of celestial coordinates. In this
work, we use n̂nn = (α, δ), where α and δ are the ICRS [45,46] right ascension and declination.

Substituting Equation (19) in Equation (16):

Φ = ω0

∣∣∣∣∣ 2

∑
m=−2

2Y2,m(n̂nn)(k(E)2,m + ik(B)2,m)

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ z

0

dz′

Hz′
. (21)

Φ is directly proportional to the comoving distance to the photon source (
∫ z

0 dz′/Hz′ ),
which is a unique feature of d = 4 SME.
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3.3. Broadband Observations

Astronomical observations of the Stokes parameters q0, u0, and v0 are taken over
some finite band defined by a dimensionless detection efficiency τ(ω0), rather than a single
monochromatic frequency. The observed effective Stokes parameter, Q0, is then determined
by the weighted average of the observed Stokes parameter q0:

Q0 =

∫ ∞
0 τ(ω0)q0(ω0)dω0∫ ∞

0 τ(ω0)dω0
= T [q0] (22)

where we define the operator T as the efficiency-weighted average. The other two Stokes
parameters are then U0 = T [u0] and V0 = T [v0]. The observed broadband linear polar-
ization fraction (Π0) and angle (Ψ0) may then be defined equivalently to Equations (6)
and (7):

Π0 =
√

Q2
0 + U2

0 (23)

Ψ0 =
1
2

atan2(U0, Q0). (24)

For convenience, we introduce a primed system of Stokes coordinates, rotated with
respect to the ICRS coordinates anticlockwise through ξ:

sss′ =

q′ − iu′

v′

q′ + iu′

 =

eiξ 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 e−iξ

q− iu
v

q + iu

. (25)

As a result of this rotation, the polarization angle decreases by ξ/2, while both the
linear and circular polarization fractions remain unchanged. In primed coordinates, the ob-
served broadband Stokes parameters can be expressed in simple forms by assuming that
the source polarization spectrum only slowly varies with ω across the optical range, im-
plying that sssz(ωz) ≈ sssz. This assumption is justifiable by the low redshift (i.e., SME-free)
spectropolarimetry [32] that shows a weak dependence of polarization on wavelength for
most galaxies due to the optical range being comparatively narrow. Q0, U0, and V0 are then
related to the Stokes parameters at the source as:

Q′0 = q′z (26)

U′0 = +u′zT [cos(2Φ)] + v′zT [sin(2Φ)] (27)

V′0 = −u′zT [sin(2Φ)] + v′zT [cos(2Φ)]. (28)

The functional forms of T [cos(2Φ)] and T [sin(2Φ)] are entirely determined by the in-
strument and may be pre-tabulated for a range of Φ values for fast lookup. Equations (26)–(28)
demonstrate that the total polarization fraction (

√
q2 + u2 + v2) is conserved in the monochro-

matic limit (T [x]→ x); however, it will, in general, decrease with redshift for broadband
observations due to the polarization washout induced by the frequency dependence of
d = 4 SME effects (i.e., |T [x]| < |x|).

This effect is illustrated in Figure 2, displaying the value of T [sin(2Φ)] as a function
of Φ for the cases of monochromatic, filtered broadband and unfiltered broadband obser-
vations. While the amplitude of the operand is conserved in the monochromatic case, it
decays in both broadband cases with the unfiltered decay being more rapid due to a wider
range of wavelengths observed.
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Figure 2. The curves show the effect of the broadband operator T [x] on the amount of LIV-induced
linear polarization in-flight (see Equations (27) and (28)) as a function of Φ (see Figure 1). The three
cases shown correspond to a monochromatic observation (black, T [sin(2Φ)]→ sin(2Φ)), a broad-
band observation with an unfiltered Ga-As photomultiplier tube (red), and a broadband observation
in the V-band of the EFOSC2 [56] instrument (green). This calculation assumes observations at the
zenith. See Section 5 for more details on instruments, bands, and atmospheric effects.

3.4. Likelihood Model

To differentiate SME predictions for the observed broadband polarization parameters
(Q0, U0, V0, Ψ0, and Π0) derived above from the actual experimental measurements, we
introduce subscript m for the latter, such that, in the case of the chosen SME configuration
being a perfect description of LIV, we must have Q0 = Qm, U0 = Um etc. in the absence of
other effects.

In the limit of weak SME motivated by the strict constraints established in previous
works [32,39,40], we expect the change in Stokes parameters due to SME to be small, such
that the overall ratio of linear to circular polarization (Π/V) for extragalactic photons is
only mildly perturbed in-flight. Since both experimental and theoretical considerations
(e.g., [57–60]) suggest that linearly polarized emissions dominate over circularly polarized
emissions for nearly all realistic extragalactic sources, we further assume that |vz| � pz
and |V0| � Π0.

Under this assumption, Equations (27) and (28) suggest that the overall effect of
the SME is to suppress linear polarization and enhance circular polarization in-flight,
as demonstrated in Figure 3b where linear and circular polarization fractions are plotted on
the same set of axes as functions of redshift. Therefore, SME coefficients are constrained by
measurements of lower |Vm| and higher Πm. In the extreme case, an error-free measurement
of Vm = 0 or Πm = 1 would entirely rule out all SME configurations considered in
this study.

Assuming that the source polarization is somehow known (see Section 4), Equations (26)–(28)
can be used to predict the expected observed polarization for any d = 4 SME configuration and
for any instrument (encoded in the functional form of T ). The prediction must then be compared
to experimental results, which may be accomplished by evaluating the likelihood of compatibility
of the observed data with theory. For broadband polarimetry, three types of measurements
are available:

• linear polarization fraction, Πm,
• polarization angle, Ψm, and
• circular polarization fraction, Vm.

In our method, we advocate deriving constraints on SME parameters from the linear
and circular polarization fraction measurements, Πm and Vm. The polarization angle, Ψm, is
still essential in the method (Section 4), but will not be used in the likelihood model directly.
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Since the measured circular polarization, Vm, may take both positive and negative
values, we assume a Gaussian parent distribution with the mean of Vm and the standard
deviation of σV . The likelihood of compatibility of such a measurement with the SME
prediction V0 may be written as follows:

Pcirc =


∫ ∞

V0
1

σV
√

2π
exp

(
− (V−Vm)2

2σ2
V

)
dV, if V0 ≥ 0∫ V0

−∞
1

σV
√

2π
exp

(
− (V−Vm)2

2σ2
V

)
dV, if V0 ≤ 0

1, if V0 = 0.

(29)

The integration bounds over the Gaussian distribution in the equation above are
chosen such that a measurement (Vm) is considered compatible when its absolute value
(|Vm|) is as large or larger than the SME prediction (|V0|). In other words, Pcirc is the
probability of Vm > V0 if V0 is positive and Vm < V0 if V0 is negative.

The measured linear polarization degree, Πm, may display strongly non-Gaussian
behavior due to being an intrinsically positive quantity. Following the derivation in
Appendix A, we assume Πm to be drawn from the Rice distribution (P(Π|Π̂), Equation (A5))
with Π̂ = Πm and Var[Π] = σ2

Π, where σΠ is the uncertainty of the measurement and
Var[Π] is given in Equation (A7). The statistical distribution of the linear polarization
fraction and the bias in linear polarization measurements are discussed in Appendix A.

Since the overall SME effect is to decrease the linear polarization, a particular mea-
surement (Πm) is considered compatible with a particular SME configuration if it is smaller
than the SME prediction (Πm < Π0). Therefore, the probability of compatibility with the
SME prediction Π0 may be written as follows:

Plin =
∫ Π0

0
P(Π|Πm)dp (30)

where P(Π|Πm) is the Rice distribution from Equation (A5). The total compatibility of
a given dataset of both circular and linear polarimetry is obtained by multiplying all
individual likelihoods together:

P = ∏
i
P (i)

circP
(i)
lin (31)

where the product is taken over all measured sources. The constraints on the 10 indepen-
dent SME parameters are derived by maximizing the likelihood with respect to them and
extracting the standard errors, as detailed in Section 6.

4. Source Parameters

The likelihood model introduced in the previous section requires some assumption of
the photon polarization state at the source, sssz. In this section, we introduce our assumptions
for the polarization angle and linear and circular polarization fractions at the source: ψz,
pz, and vz. In general, we aim to choose the most conservative values, i.e., values for
which fewest SME configurations are ruled out or, alternatively, values that maximize the
compatibility likelihood P . By maximizing P , we seek the weakest possible constraints
on LIV supported by the data. We emphasize that weaker constraints do not imply that a
future positive detection is more likely. Instead, they merely define the region of parameter
space that we can claim to have thoroughly explored with high confidence.
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4.1. Circular Polarization

For all observed astronomical sources, we assume the circular polarization at the
source to be zero (vz = 0). This assumption is justified by both experimental and theoretical
studies in literature [57–60] that found negligible or very small circular polarization for
the majority of extragalactic sources. For sources with small but non-negligible circular
polarization (0 < |vz| � pz), the assumption of vz = 0 remains conservative, since non-zero
vz results in an increase in the magnitude of observed circular polarization (Equation (28))
and, therefore, weaker constraints on SME coefficients (larger Pcirc).

4.2. Linear Polarization

In our previous works [32,39,40], large values of pz were adopted as most conservative
since Plin increases with pz in the limit of weak SME (small Φ) and the dominance of linear
polarization over circular (|vz| � pz). Specifically, the most conservative assumption for
the value of pz was taken as the largest possible source polarization fraction. For example,
the authors in [32,40] adopted pz = 1.0 for all sources ignoring astrophysical consider-
ations, while [39] adopted pz = 0.7 based on the literature polarimetry of low redshift
sources, resulting in somewhat stricter constraints on SME parameters.

However, previous work disregarded the fact that Pcirc, in general, decreases with pz
since larger linear polarization at the source results in the faster conversion of linear to cir-
cular polarization in-flight and, hence, larger observed circular polarization V0. Therefore,
the assumption of large pz may not be most conservative in certain instances when circular
polarimetry is available. An example of this effect is demonstrated in Figure 3a.

In the figure, the values of Plin, Pcirc, and the total compatibility P are shown for a test
observation and a test SME configuration as a function of the assumed source polarization
pz. Plin increases with pz monotonically with an asymptote at Plin = 1, suggesting higher
values of pz as most conservative in the absence of other considerations. On the other hand,
Pcirc decreases with pz monotonically. Therefore, a more conservative assumption for pz is
one that maximizes the total compatibility, which, in this example, falls around pz = 0.55.

In this study, we determined the most conservative value of pz by numerically maximiz-
ing the total likelihood of compatibility, PlinPcirc, for each available polarization measurement.

4.3. Polarization Angle

The polarization angle at the source, ψz, may be estimated by seeking a value that
reproduces the observed polarization angle, Ψ0 = Ψm, under the most conservative
assumptions for pz and vz as described above. Combining Equations (26)–(28) and solving
for ψz:

ψz = ψ′z +
ξ

2
=

1
2

atan2
(

U′m
T [cos(2Φ)]

, Q′m

)
+

ξ

2
(32)

where Q′m = Π′m cos(2Ψ′m), U′m = Π′m sin(2Ψ′m), and Ψ′m = Ψm − ξ/2. As in [39,40],
the uncertainty in Ψm is not required by the method.
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Figure 3. (a) Plots of the linear, circular, and total likelihood of compatibility for a single test
measurement as a function of the assumed linear polarization fraction at the source. The astrophysical
source is assumed to be located at the Vernal equinox (α = 0, δ = 0) and z = 2.0. For demonstration
purposes, the adopted test measurement is Πm = 0.5 ± 0.1, Vm = 0.00 ± 0.01 and Ψm = 0.0.
The adopted SME configuration has all ten parameters considered in this study set to 10−34 (the order
of magnitude of the upper limit derived in [39,40]). The test measurement is assumed to have been
taken through the EFOSC2 [56] V filter in zenith (see Section 5). The linear compatibility increases
while the circular compatibility decreases with pz. The most conservative assumption for the value
of pz is the one maximizing the total compatibility, which, in this case, occurs around pz = 0.55.
(b) The effect of SME on the linear and circular polarization fractions, shown here as Π0 and V0 as
functions of the redshift of the source. The predictions shown here were derived for a test source at
the Vernal equinox (α = 0, δ = 0) observed through the EFOSC2 [56] V filter in zenith. The initial
polarization state of the photons was assumed to be vz = 0, pz = 1, and ψz = −30◦. The adopted
SME configuration is the same as in (a).

5. Sample Dataset

We derive constraints on the 10 real SME parameters by maximizing the total likeli-
hood of compatibility (Equation (31)) for a set of linear and circular polarimetric measure-
ments from literature. The dataset used in this study includes 21 quasars and was adopted
from the compilation of archival linear polarimetry and original circular polarimetry in [57].
All data used in this analysis are reproduced in Table 1.
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Table 1. Coordinates, redshifts, and optical linear/circular polarization measurements of the selected quasars. References (z Ref.) are provided for the redshift values. Transmission bands
and references (p Ref.) are provided for the linear polarization measurements. All circular polarization measurements were taken through the Bessel V filter and were reported in [57].
The detection efficiency profiles for the Bessel V filter, Ga-As photomultiplier, and Na-K-Cs-Sb (S20) photomultiplier are shown in Figure 4.

Object Identifier RAJ2000 (α) DEJ2000 (δ) z z Ref. Πm (%) Ψm (◦) Band p Ref. Vm (%)

QSO B1120+0154 11 23 20.73 +01 37 47.5 1.47 [61] 1.95± 0.27 9± 4 V [62] −0.02± 0.05
QSO B1124-186 11 27 04.39 −18 57 17.4 1.05 [63] 11.68± 0.36 37± 1 V [64] −0.04± 0.08
QSO J1130-1449 11 30 07.05 −14 49 27.4 1.19 [65] 1.30± 0.40 23± 10 Ga-As [66] −0.05± 0.05
QSO B1157+014 11 59 44.83 +01 12 07.0 2.00 [67] 0.76± 0.18 39± 7 V [68] −0.10± 0.08
LBQS 1205+1436 12 08 25.38 +14 19 21.1 1.64 [61] 0.83± 0.18 161± 6 V [68] −0.10± 0.09
LBQS 1212+1445 12 14 40.27 +14 28 59.3 1.63 [69] 1.45± 0.30 24± 6 V [62] 0.15± 0.09
QSO B1215-002 12 17 58.73 −00 29 46.3 0.42 [69] 23.94± 0.70 91± 1 V [64] −0.42± 0.40
QSO B1216-010 12 18 34.93 −01 19 54.3 0.554 [70] 11.20± 0.17 100± 1 V [64] −0.01± 0.07

Ton 1530 12 25 27.40 +22 35 13.0 2.05 [71] 0.92± 0.14 169± 4 V [64] 0.01± 0.10
QSO J1246-2547 12 46 46.80 −25 47 49.3 0.63 [63] 8.40± 0.20 110± 1 Ga-As [66] −0.23± 0.20
QSO B1246-0542 12 49 13.86 −05 59 19.1 2.23 [67] 1.96± 0.18 149± 3 Ga-As [72] 0.01± 0.03
QSO B1254+0443 12 56 59.92 +04 27 34.4 1.02 [69] 1.22± 0.15 165± 3 Ga-As [73] −0.02± 0.04
QSO B1256-229 12 59 08.46 −23 10 38.7 0.481 [74] 22.32± 0.15 157± 1 V [64] 0.18± 0.04
QSO J1311-0552 13 11 36.56 −05 52 38.6 2.19 [75] 0.78± 0.28 179± 11 V [62] −0.08± 0.06
LBQS 1331-0108 13 34 28.06 −01 23 49.0 1.78 [69] 1.88± 0.31 29± 5 V [62] −0.04± 0.06

[VV96] J134204.4-181801 13 42 04.41 −18 18 02.6 2.21 [75] 0.83± 0.15 20± 5 V [64] −0.01± 0.07
2E 3238 14 19 03.82 −13 10 44.8 0.13 [76] 1.63± 0.15 44± 3 Ga-As [73] 0.05± 0.06

LBQS 1429-0053 14 32 29.25 −01 06 16.1 2.08 [69] 1.00± 0.29 9± 9 V [62] 0.02± 0.08
QSO J2123+0535 21 23 44.52 +05 35 22.1 1.88 [77] 10.70± 2.90 68± 6 Ga-As [66] 0.02± 0.15
QSO B2128-123 21 31 35.26 −12 07 04.8 0.50 [67] 1.90± 0.40 64± 6 S20 [78] −0.04± 0.03
QSO B2155-152 21 58 06.28 −15 01 09.3 0.67 [63] 22.60± 1.10 7± 2 Ga-As [66] −0.35± 0.10



Symmetry 2021, 13, 880 14 of 22

Circular polarization measurements in [57] were obtained through the Bessel V filter
(ESO #641) using the EFOSC2 [56] instrument mounted on the ESO 3.6 m telescope at La
Silla Observatory.

The linear polarization measurements for the same sources were compiled by [57]
from seven references that we refer to as Impey+1990 [66], Berriman+1990 [73], Hut-
semékers+1998 [62], Visvanathan+1998 [78], Schmidt+1999 [72], Lamy+2000 [68], and
Sluse+2005 [64].

The measurements from Impey+1990 [66] were obtained with an unfiltered Ga-As
photomultiplier tube in the MINIPOL polarimeter mounted on the Irénée du Pont 100 inch
telescope at the Las Campanas Observatory. The measurements from Berriman+1990 [73]
were obtained with an unfiltered Ga-As photomultiplier in the Two-Holer polarime-
ter/photometer mounted on the Bok 2.3 m telescope at the Steward Observatory and
the 1.5 m telescope at the Mount Lemmon Observing Facility. The measurements from
Schmidt+1999 [72] were obtained unfiltered using polarimeters mounted on the Bok 2.3 m
telescope at the Steward Observatory. The publication does not specify the detector; how-
ever, it is mentioned that the waveband and sensitivity were very similar to the Breger
polarimeter [79] at the McDonald Observatory.

Since [79] employ the response curve of a Ga-As photomultiplier tube in their anal-
ysis, we assume that the Steward Observatory polarimeters used some type of Ga-As
tubes as well. The measurements from Visvanathan+1998 [78] were obtained with an
unfiltered Na-K-Cs-Sb (S20) photomultiplier in an automated polarimeter [80] mounted
on the Anglo-Australian Telescope at the Siding Spring Observatory. The measurements
from Hutsemékers+1998 [62], Lamy+2000 [68], and Sluse+2005 [64] were obtained through
the Bessel V filter using the EFOSC1/EFOSC2 [56] instrument at the La Silla Observatory,
which we assume to have a sufficiently similar transmission profile to the Bessel V filter
(ESO #641) used by [57] for circular polarimetry.

Detection Efficiency Profiles

Our method requires efficiency profiles, τ(ω0), for each measurement in the dataset.
For filtered observations, the transmission profile of the filter is typically self-sufficient with
the atmospheric transmission, detector response, mirror reflectivity, etc. only contributing
minor higher order corrections. For unfiltered observations, the response curve of the
detector becomes the most determining factor, with the atmospheric transmission making
a significant contribution at the blue end of the visible spectrum where the ozone layer
predominantly sets the short wavelength cut-off of the instrument.

For all filtered observations through the Bessel V band, we adopted the ESO #641 trans-
mission profile available online (https://www.eso.org/sci/facilities/lasilla/instruments/
efosc/inst/Efosc2Filters.html, accessed 13 May 2021). For unfiltered observations, we
took the generic response curves of the corresponding photomultiplier tubes (Ga-As and
S20) from ([81], p. 101). All profiles were multiplied by the atmospheric transmission,
based on the atmospheric radiation model in [82] calculated for the geographic altitude of
2400 m and weather conditions of Cerro Paranal. The model employs the radiative transfer
routine in [83] and HITRAN opacity database [84]. The altitude and conditions adopted
by the model are generally similar to those at the majority of aforementioned facilities
contributing data to this study.

Since the atmospheric transmission strongly depends on the target elevation above
the horizon, we performed all calculations for the cases of both optimal (airmass Z = 1.0)
and poor (airmass Z = 3.0) conditions. In this analysis, we define the airmass, Z, as the
integrated atmospheric density along the line of sight to the source normalized to Z = 1 in
zenith. The final efficiency profiles used in both cases are provided in Figure 4. All profiles
are normalized to τ = 1 at the peak efficiency for convenience, since our method is not
sensitive to multiplicative pre-factors, as evident from Equation (22).

https://www.eso.org/sci/facilities/lasilla/instruments/efosc/inst/Efosc2Filters.html
https://www.eso.org/sci/facilities/lasilla/instruments/efosc/inst/Efosc2Filters.html
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Figure 4. (a) The atmospheric transmission model employed in this study as a function of wavelength
for two airmasses: Z = 1, 3. The most prominent absorption features due to ozone (O3), oxygen (O2),
and water vapor (H2O) are labeled. For clarity, the plots exclude Rayleigh and Mie scattering effects
(however, they are included in the analysis). (b) Detection efficiency profiles of the three instruments
relevant to this study. For the V band, the transmission of the filter is shown. For both Ga-As and
S-20 photomultipliers, the response curves of the detector are used instead. All curves are corrected
for the atmospheric transmission. In the figure, the Z = 1 atmosphere was applied.

6. SME Constraints

Following [39,40], we explored the ten-dimensional likelihood distribution given
by Equation (31) using the Metropolis–Hastings Markov-Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
approach implemented in Python package emcee [85]. Exploration was carried out by so-
called walkers that spawn at some location in the likelihood space (i.e., some combination
of SME parameters) and proceed in random Monte Carlo steps. In each step, offsets for
the positions of the walkers were drawn from a suitable proposal distribution in all ten
dimensions, and the likelihood of compatibility at the new location was estimated.

The ratio of the new likelihood to the old was then compared to a uniform random
number between 0 and 1, and the step was accepted if the former exceeded the latter.
The non-zero probability of stepping into a lower likelihood was implemented to prevent
walkers from becoming “stuck” in local minima if any happened to be present in the likeli-
hood space. The probability distribution for each of the SME parameters was then extracted
by assuming the probability of each value along a given dimension to be proportional to
the number of steps that the walkers spent in its immediate proximity.

In this study, we followed [39,40] and used a Gaussian proposal distribution with the
same standard deviation in all dimensions. The standard deviation was chosen by first
assuming all SME parameters to be equal and searching a value where the likelihood was
evaluated to the midpoint between the extreme cases of infinitely strong (k(E,B)l,m → ∞)
and infinitely weak (k(E,B)l,m → 0) SME. The result, ∼ 2 × 10−36, was expected to be
of comparable magnitude to the average width of the likelihood distribution across all
dimensions. The initial positions for 20 MCMC walkers were drawn from the proposal
distribution as well.

The run was terminated when each walker completed 500 steps (accepted or rejected)
for a total of 104 steps across all walkers. At the end of the chain, the step acceptance
ratios were found to be 0.21 and 0.23 for the Z = 1 and Z = 3 cases. The extracted
probability distributions for all 10 SME parameters are given in Figure 5. The constraints
on the individual parameters (upper and lower bounds) were taken as the 5th and 95th
percentiles of the corresponding distributions. The numeric values are summarized in
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Table 2. In the case of differing results for the Z = 1 and Z = 3 cases, the most conservative
case was taken (i.e., the minimum value for the lower bound and maximum value for the
upper bound).

Table 2. The derived constraints on the values of the 10 real d = 4 SME parameters. The upper
and lower bounds were taken as the 5th and 95th percentiles of the distributions shown in Figure 5.
For each parameter, the most conservative of the Z = 1 and Z = 3 cases is shown.

SME Parameter Upper Bound (×10−35) Lower Bound (×10−35)

k(E)2,0 ≤ 2.9 ≥ −1.2

Re
[
k(E)2,1

]
≤ 1.8 ≥ −1.5

Im
[
k(E)2,1

]
≤ 0.2 ≥ −1.4

Re
[
k(E)2,2

]
≤ 3.0 ≥ −1.7

Im
[
k(E)2,2

]
≤ 1.4 ≥ −1.4

k(B)2,0 ≤ 3.2 ≥ −0.7

Re
[
k(B)2,1

]
≤ 1.3 ≥ −1.8

Im
[
k(B)2,1

]
≤ 1.9 ≥ −0.8

Re
[
k(B)2,2

]
≤ 2.1 ≥ −2.1
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[
k(B)2,2

]
≤ 1.2 ≥ −2.3
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Figure 5. Probability distributions for the values of the 10 real d = 4 SME parameters extracted from
MCMC chains for the dataset of optical circular and linear polarimetry considered in this study. All
parameters are dimensionless. Color-coded are the cases of Z = 1 (red) and Z = 3 (blue) atmospheres
(Section 5). The distributions are uniformly binned with the bin width of 2.5× 10−36 for the total of
20 bins.
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7. Conclusions

In this work, we used optical circular and linear polarimetry of high redshift ex-
tragalactic sources to derive new constraints on the Lorentz invariance violation in the
framework of the Standard-Model Extension at mass dimension d = 4. The numerical val-
ues of the constraints are expressed as upper and lower bounds on the 10 SME parameters
summarized in Table 2. The detailed probability distributions for each parameter were
also calculated and are presented in Figure 5. Since the exact conditions of the literature
observations employed in this study are unknown, all calculations were performed for two
different airmasses (Z = 1 and Z = 3) with no significant difference in the results.

Our results assume that SME effects at mass dimension d = 4 dominate. The focus on
this particular mass dimension is justified by the fact that it represents the leading-order
terms that can be tested with our method. Furthermore, the reliance of our method on
helicity coupling, which only occurs at even d, and the large number of independent SME
parameters at d ≥ 6 exceeding the number of lines of sight available in our dataset (21)
prevented application of our dataset to higher mass dimensions.

For example, d = 6 analysis requires at least 42 lines of sight, d = 8 requires 90 lines of
sight, etc. Nonetheless, the method proposed in this work can be extended to those mass
dimensions given a larger number of measurements. A follow-up study of higher mass
dimensions would ideally also use higher-energy data due to the stronger suppression
of these terms. However, circular polarization measurements of astrophysical X-rays are
currently unavailable.

In our analysis, we assumed the dominance of linear polarization over circular at all
sources as well as sufficiently weak LIV such that said dominance was maintained through-
out the line of sight. Both assumptions are well justified by theoretical and experimental
astrophysical considerations [57–60] as well as existing SME constraints [38–40]. Due to
the difficulty of determining the initial polarization state of photons at the source, we
searched the space of all possible initial polarization states numerically and assumed the
one that resulted in the most conservative SME constraints for any given source. Finally,
we assumed a weak wavelength dependence of polarization at the source across the optical
range justified by the nearly flat polarization spectra of nearby active galactic nuclei as
reported in our previous work [32].

Similarly to [38–40], we found the probability distributions for individual SME pa-
rameters (Figure 5) were consistent with zero within two sigma. Unlike [38–40], our
results display more asymmetry around the origin, with the most notable example being
Im
[
k(E)2,1

]
, which appears heavily skewed toward negative values. We note that circular

polarimetry is generally expected to be more sensitive to the sign of coefficients than linear
polarimetry due to the fact that both clockwise and anticlockwise circular polarization may
be induced by the SME. The observed asymmetry in the distribution is likely caused by
the particular combination of clockwise/anticlockwise circular polarization measurements
along the lines of sight considered in the sample dataset.

The discussion of systematic errors in [39] is mostly applicable to this study as well.
In our method, it is assumed that any drift in the photon polarization state between the
source and the telescope is induced by the LIV and not by astrophysical processes. We first
note that any process that reduces linear or enhances circular polarization would weaken
our constraints due to the conservative likelihood model used.

While modelling such effects may improve the derived constraints further, we are at
no risk of falsely ruling out viable SME configurations. If unaccounted, said astrophysical
processes may eventually establish a lower bound on the parameter constraints derivable
using our method. Given the considerable improvement of the constraints derived in this
study compared to its predecessors (see below), it is reasonable to assume that such a lower
bound has not yet been reached.

On the other hand, astrophysical processes that enhance linear or reduce circular
polarization are of much greater concern as they would falsely tighten our constraints on
SME effects. Fortunately, very few such processes are known to occur in the optical regime,
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and most are expected to average out over multiple lines of sight. A prominent example of
such an effect includes the polarization and de-polarization of radiation by the interstellar
medium [86,87].

Our constraints are directly comparable to those derived in [39,40] (also listed in [38])
and are tighter than both by approximately an order of magnitude due to our use of circular
polarimetry, which has not been previously applied in similar studies. We note further
that this result was achieved with only 21 unique lines of sight, which is less than the
dataset in [40] containing 27 lines of sight and much less than the dataset in [39] containing
1278 lines of sight. Our analysis demonstrates that deriving constraints from circular and
linear polarimetry simultaneously is a more efficient method than the methods previously
employed in literature as not only does it provide better constraints for fewer sources but
it is also free of the somewhat arbitrary assumption of an excessively high initial linear
polarization fraction.

We expect that a larger sample size as well as higher quality circular polarimetry may
significantly improve the constraints derived in this work. Unfortunately, the scarcity of
circular measurements for extragalactic sources, in part due to their characteristically weak
signal, imposes strict limits on the maximum improvement one may expect from archival
data and calls for new optical polarization surveys. Additionally, the process of estimating
the initial linear polarization at the source, pz, through numerical optimization is far more
computationally demanding than the methods in [39,40], limiting the number of MCMC
steps used in this study (104 compared to 0.5× 106 in [39] and 107 in [40]) and potentially
requiring high performance computing for the adequate processing of a larger dataset in
the future.
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Appendix A. Polarization Statistics

In this appendix, we present our treatment of the linear polarization degree distribu-
tion and the linear polarization bias. Our argument is an adaptation of similar treatments
in the context of X-Ray polarimetry [88] and radio interferometry [89] to the optical regime.
Assuming no variability in the source, there exists some “true” linear polarization degree,
p̂, which is related to the “true” intensity-normalized Stokes q̂ and û parameters:

p̂ =
√

q̂2 + û2. (A1)

We assume the measured Stokes parameters, q and u, to be normally distributed
around their “true” counterparts, q̂ and û, with identical standard deviations of σ. Further-
more, we assume no correlation between q and u. The probability density of observing a
particular pair of q and u is then a product of their respective Gaussian distributions:

P(q, u|q̂, û) =
1

2πσ2 exp
(
− (q− q̂)2

2σ2

)
exp

(
− (u− û)2

2σ2

)
. (A2)
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Equivalently, in polar coordinates:

P(p, ψ| p̂, ψ̂) =
p

πσ2 exp
(
− 1

2σ2

[
p2 + p̂2 − 2pp̂ cos(2ψ− 2ψ̂)

])
(A3)

where we substituted q = p cos(2ψ), u = p sin(2ψ) and their “true” counterparts. Note
the added pre-factor of 2p due to the coordinate transformation, dqdu = 2pdpdψ. Now
integrate Equation (A3) over all ψ to obtain the distribution of p independently of ψ:

P(p| p̂) =
∫ π

0
P(p, ψ| p̂, ψ̂)dpdψ =

p
σ2 exp

(
− p2 + p̂2

2σ2

)
I0

(
pp̂
σ2

)
(A4)

where In(x) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind. Rewriting Equation (A4)
in terms of the exponentially scaled Bessel function, I0(x) = exp(|x|)i0(x), alleviates
numerical issues at small σ due to diverging I0(x):

P(p| p̂) = p
σ2 exp

(
− (p− p̂)2

2σ2

)
i0

(
pp̂
σ2

)
. (A5)

The distribution is plotted in Figure A1. The value of σ in Equations (A4) and (A5)
may not be known a priori. To address this issue, we calculate the expected value, E[p],
and the variance, Var[p], of p using the derived distribution:

E[p] =
∫ ∞

0
pP(p| p̂)dp =

√
π

2
√

2σ
exp

(
− p̂2

4σ2

)(
( p̂2 + 2σ2)I0

(
p̂2

4σ2

)
+ p̂2 I1

(
p̂2

4σ2

))
(A6)

Var[p] = E[p2]− (E[p])2 =
∫ ∞

0
p2P(p| p̂)dp− (E[p])2 = p̂2 + 2σ2 − (E[p])2. (A7)

Note that, in general, E[p] 6= p̂ due to the polarization degree bias. This effect is
demonstrated in Figure A1. For a given polarization measurement (E[p] or p̂ depending
on whether the value was debiased or not) and its uncertainty (

√
Var[p]), one may solve

Equations (A6) and (A7) simultaneously for σ.
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Figure A1. (a) Plots of the expected linear polarization fraction measurement, E[p] as a function of
the “true” polarization fraction p̂, where the expected value is taken as the mean of the corresponding
statistical distribution (Equation (A6)). The plots illustrate the linear polarization bias (i.e., the
mismatch between expected and true values) due to p being an intrinsically positive quantity. The bias
is exacerbated at larger experimental errors σ. (b) The probability distribution of linear polarization
fraction measurements for a variety of “true” values p̂ and σ = 0.2, given in Equation (A5).
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9. Pospelov, M.; Shang, Y. Lorentz violation in Hořava-Lifshitz-type theories. Phys. Rev. D 2012, 85, 105001. [CrossRef]
10. Li, M.; Cai, Y.F.; Wang, X.; Zhang, X. CPT violating electrodynamics and Chern-Simons modified gravity. Phys. Lett. B 2009,

680, 118–124. [CrossRef]
11. Kostelecký, V.A.; Potting, R. CPT, strings, and meson factories. Phys. Rev. D 1995, 51, 3923–3935. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Kostelecký, V.A.; Mewes, M. Electrodynamics with Lorentz-violating operators of arbitrary dimension. Phys. Rev. D 2009,

80, 015020. [CrossRef]
13. Adamson, P.; Auty, D.J.; Ayres, D.S.; Backhouse, C.; Barr, G.; Barrett, W.L. A Search for Lorentz Invariance and CPT Violation

with the MINOS Far Detector. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010, 105, 151601. [CrossRef]
14. Adamson, P.; Ayres, D.S.; Barr, G.; Bishai, M.; Blake, A.; Bock, G.J. Search for Lorentz invariance and CPT violation with muon

antineutrinos in the MINOS Near Detector. Phys. Rev. D 2012, 85, 031101. [CrossRef]
15. Mattingly, D. Modern Tests of Lorentz Invariance. Living Rev. Relat. 2005, 8, 5. [CrossRef]
16. Aaij, R.; Beteta, C.A.; Adeva, B.; Adinolfi, M.; Ajaltouni, Z.; Akar, S.; Albrecht, J.; Alessio, F.; Alexander, F.; Ali, S.; et al. Search for

violations of Lorentz invariance and CPT symmetry in B0
(s) mixing. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2016, 116, 241601. [CrossRef]

17. Carle, A.; Chanon, N.; Perries, S. Prospects for Lorentz Invariance Violation searches with top pair production at the LHC and
future hadron colliders. Eur. Phys. J. C 2020, 80, 128. [CrossRef]

18. Colladay, D.; Kostelecký, V.A. CPT violation and the standard model. Phys. Rev. D 1997, 55, 6760–6774. [CrossRef]
19. Colladay, D.; Kostelecký, V.A. Lorentz-violating extension of the standard model. Phys. Rev. D 1998, 58, 116002. [CrossRef]
20. Kostelecký, V.A.; Mewes, M. Signals for Lorentz violation in electrodynamics. Phys. Rev. D 2002, 66, 056005. [CrossRef]
21. Kostelecký, V.A. Gravity, Lorentz violation, and the standard model. Phys. Rev. D 2004, 69, 105009. [CrossRef]
22. Kislat, F.; Krawczynski, H. Search for anisotropic Lorentz invariance violation with γ-rays. Phys. Rev. D 2015, 92, 045016.

[CrossRef]
23. Vasileiou, V.; Jacholkowska, A.; Piron, F.; Bolmont, J.; Couturier, C.; Granot, J.; Stecker, F.W.; Cohen-Tanugi, J.; Longo, F.

Constraints on Lorentz invariance violation from Fermi-Large Area Telescope observations of gamma-ray bursts. Phys. Rev. D
2013, 87, 122001. [CrossRef]

24. Boggs, S.E.; Wunderer, C.B.; Hurley, K.; Coburn, W. Testing Lorentz Invariance with GRB 021206. ApJ 2004, 611, L77–L80.
[CrossRef]

25. Aharonian, F.; Akhperjanian, A.G.; Barres de Almeida, U.; Bazer-Bachi, A.R.; Becherini, Y.; Behera, B.; Beilicke, M.; Benbow, W.;
Bernlöhr, K.; Boisson, C.; et al. Limits on an Energy Dependence of the Speed of Light from a Flare of the Active Galaxy PKS
2155-304. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 101, 170402. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Abramowski, A.; Aharonian, F.; Ait Benkhali, F.; Akhperjanian, A.G.; Angüner, E.O.; Backes, M.; Balenderan, S.; Balzer, A.;
Barnacka, A.; Becherini, Y.; et al. The 2012 Flare of PG 1553+113 Seen with H.E.S.S. and Fermi-LAT. ApJ 2015, 802, 65. [CrossRef]

27. Albert, J.; Aliu, E.; Anderhub, H.; Antonelli, L.A.; Antoranz, P.; Backes, M.; Baixeras, C.; Barrio, J.A.; Bartko, H.; Bastieri, D.; et al.
Probing Quantum Gravity using Photons from a flare of the active galactic nucleus Markarian 501 Observed by the MAGIC
telescope. Phys. Lett. B 2008, 668, 253–257. [CrossRef]

28. Biller, S.D.; Breslin, A.C.; Buckley, J.; Catanese, M.; Carson, M.; Carter-Lewis, D.A.; Cawley, M.F.; Fegan, D.J.; Finley, J.P.; Gaidos,
J.A.; et al. Limits to Quantum Gravity Effects on Energy Dependence of the Speed of Light from Observations of TeV Flares in
Active Galaxies. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1999, 83, 2108–2111. [CrossRef]

29. Ellis, J.; Mavromatos, N.E.; Nanopoulos, D.V.; Sakharov, A.S.; Sarkisyan, E.K.G. Robust limits on Lorentz violation from
gamma-ray bursts. Astropart. Phys. 2006, 25, 402–411. [CrossRef]

30. Wei, J.J.; Wu, X.F. A Further Test of Lorentz Violation from the Rest-frame Spectral Lags of Gamma-Ray Bursts. ApJ 2017, 851, 127.
[CrossRef]

31. Wei, J.J.; Wu, X.F. Testing fundamental physics with astrophysical transients. Front. Phys. 2021, 16, 44300. [CrossRef]
32. Kislat, F.; Krawczynski, H. Planck-scale constraints on anisotropic Lorentz and C P T invariance violations from optical

polarization measurements. Phys. Rev. D 2017, 95, 083013. [CrossRef]
33. Kaaret, P. X-ray clues to viability of loop quantum gravity. Nature 2004, 427, 287. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.030001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.211601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12786546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2005/09/036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/806/2/269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2002/03/043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.124021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.105001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2009.08.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.3923
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10018860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.015020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.151601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.031101
http://dx.doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2005-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.241601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-7715-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.6760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.116002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.66.056005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.105009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.045016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.122001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/423933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.170402
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18999724
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/802/1/65
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.08.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.2108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2006.04.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa9d8d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11467-021-1049-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.083013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/427287b


Symmetry 2021, 13, 880 21 of 22

34. Kostelecký, V.A.; Mewes, M. Constraints on Relativity Violations from Gamma-Ray Bursts. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2013, 110, 201601.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Toma, K.; Mukohyama, S.; Yonetoku, D.; Murakami, T.; Gunji, S.; Mihara, T.; Morihara, Y.; Sakashita, T.; Takahashi, T.; Wakashima,
Y.; et al. Strict Limit on CPT Violation from Polarization of γ-Ray Bursts. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2012, 109, 241104. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Laurent, P.; Götz, D.; Binétruy, P.; Covino, S.; Fernandez-Soto, A. Constraints on Lorentz Invariance Violation using integral/IBIS
observations of GRB041219A. Phys. Rev. D 2011, 83, 121301. [CrossRef]

37. Stecker, F.W. A new limit on Planck scale Lorentz violation from γ-ray burst polarization. Astropart. Phys. 2011, 35, 95–97.
[CrossRef]

38. Kostelecký, V.A.; Russell, N. Data tables for Lorentz and CPT violation. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2011, 83, 11–32. [CrossRef]
39. Friedman, A.S.; Gerasimov, R.; Leon, D.; Stevens, W.; Tytler, D.; Keating, B.G.; Kislat, F. Improved constraints on anisotropic

birefringent Lorentz invariance and C P T violation from broadband optical polarimetry of high redshift galaxies. Phys. Rev. D
2020, 102, 043008. [CrossRef]

40. Kislat, F. Constraints on Lorentz Invariance Violation from Optical Polarimetry of Astrophysical Objects. Symmetry 2018, 10, 596.
[CrossRef]

41. Kostelecký, V.A.; Mewes, M. Astrophysical Tests of Lorentz and CPT Violation with Photons. ApJ 2008, 689, L1. [CrossRef]
42. Jacob, U.; Piran, T. Lorentz-violation-induced arrival delays of cosmological particles. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2008, 2008, 031.

[CrossRef]
43. McMaster, W.H. Polarization and the Stokes Parameters. Am. J. Phys. 1954, 22, 351–362. [CrossRef]
44. Contopoulos, G.; Jappel, A. Transactions of the International Astronomical Union, Volume_XVB: Proceedings of the Fifteenth General

Assembly, Sydney 1973 and Extraordinary Assembly, Poland 1973; D. Reidel: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 1974.
45. Ma, C.; Arias, E.F.; Eubanks, T.M.; Fey, A.L.; Gontier, A.M.; Jacobs, C.S.; Sovers, O.J.; Archinal, B.A.; Charlot, P. The International

Celestial Reference Frame as Realized by Very Long Baseline Interferometry. AJ 1998, 116, 516–546. [CrossRef]
46. Fomalont, E. The International Celestial Reference System. The Science of Calibration. In Astronomical Society of the Pacific

Conference Series; Deustua, S.; Allam, S., Tucker, D., Smith, J.A., Eds.; Astronomical Society of the Pacific: San Francisco, CA, USA,
2016; Volume 503, p. 177.

47. McKinnon, M.M. Three-Dimensional Statistics of Radio Polarimetry. ApJS 2003, 148, 519–526. [CrossRef]
48. Tarantola, A. Elements for Physics: Quantities, Qualities, and Intrinsic Theories; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2006.
49. Planck Collaboration; Aghanim, N.; Akrami, Y.; Ashdown, M.; Aumont, J.; Baccigalupi, C.; Ballardini, M.; Banday, A.J.; Barreiro,

R.B.; Bartolo, N.; et al.Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters. A&A 2020, 641, A6. [CrossRef]
50. Shao, L. Combined search for anisotropic birefringence in the gravitational-wave transient catalog GWTC-1. Phys. Rev. D 2020,

101, 104019. [CrossRef]
51. Komatsu, E.; Dunkley, J.; Nolta, M.R.; Bennett, C.L.; Gold, B.; Hinshaw, G.; Jarosik, N.; Larson, D.; Limon, M.; Page, L.;

et al. Five-Year Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe Observations: Cosmological Interpretation. ApJS 2009, 180, 330–376.
[CrossRef]

52. Gubitosi, G.; Pagano, L.; Amelino-Camelia, G.; Melchiorri, A.; Cooray, A. A constraint on Planck-scale modifications to
electrodynamics with CMB polarization data. J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2009, 2009, 021. [CrossRef]

53. Kahniashvili, T.; Durrer, R.; Maravin, Y. Testing Lorentz invariance violation with Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe five
year data. Phys. Rev. D 2008, 78, 123009. [CrossRef]

54. Kaufman, J.P.; Keating, B.G.; Johnson, B.R. Precision tests of parity violation over cosmological distances. MNRAS 2016,
455, 1981–1988. [CrossRef]

55. Leon, D.; Kaufman, J.; Keating, B.; Mewes, M. The cosmic microwave background and pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone bosons:
Searching for Lorentz violations in the cosmos. Mod. Phys. Lett. A 2017, 32, 1730002. [CrossRef]

56. Buzzoni, B.; Delabre, B.; Dekker, H.; Dodorico, S.; Enard, D.; Focardi, P.; Gustafsson, B.; Nees, W.; Paureau, J.; Reiss, R. The ESO
Faint Object Spectrograph and Camera / EFOSC. Messenger 1984, 38, 9.

57. Hutsemékers, D.; Borguet, B.; Sluse, D.; Cabanac, R.; Lamy, H. Optical circular polarization in quasars. A&A 2010, 520, L7.
[CrossRef]

58. Matsumiya, M.; Ioka, K. Circular Polarization from Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. ApJ 2003, 595, L25–L28. [CrossRef]
59. Sagiv, A.; Waxman, E.; Loeb, A. Probing the Magnetic Field Structure in Gamma-Ray Bursts through Dispersive Plasma Effects

on the Afterglow Polarization. ApJ 2004, 615, 366–377. [CrossRef]
60. Toma, K.; Ioka, K.; Nakamura, T. Probing the Efficiency of Electron-Proton Coupling in Relativistic Collisionless Shocks through

the Radio Polarimetry of Gamma-Ray Burst Afterglows. ApJ 2008, 673, L123. [CrossRef]
61. Abazajian, K.N.; Adelman-McCarthy, J.K.; Agüeros, M.A.; Allam, S.S.; Allende Prieto, C.; An, D.; Anderson, K.S.J.; Anderson,

S.F.; Annis, J.; Bahcall, N.A.; et al. The Seventh Data Release of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. ApJS 2009, 182, 543–558. [CrossRef]
62. Hutsemékers, D.; Lamy, H.; Remy, M. Polarization properties of a sample of broad absorption line and gravitationally lensed

quasars. A&A 1998, 340, 371–380.
63. Truebenbach, A.E.; Darling, J. The VLBA Extragalactic Proper Motion Catalog and a Measurement of the Secular Aberration

Drift. ApJS 2017, 233, 3. [CrossRef]
64. Sluse, D.; Hutsemékers, D.; Lamy, H.; Cabanac, R.; Quintana, H. New optical polarization measurements of quasi-stellar objects.

The data. A&A 2005, 433, 757–764.:20042163. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.201601
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25167393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.241104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23368301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.121301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.astropartphys.2011.06.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.043008
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym10110596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/595815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/01/031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1119/1.1933744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/300408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/376898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.104019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/180/2/330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/08/021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.123009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv2348
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217732317300026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201015359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/378879
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/423977
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/528740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/182/2/543
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aa9026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042163


Symmetry 2021, 13, 880 22 of 22

65. Jones, D.H.; Read, M.A.; Saunders, W.; Colless, M.; Jarrett, T.; Parker, Q.A.; Fairall, A.P.; Mauch, T.; Sadler, E.M.; Watson, F.G.; et al.
The 6dF Galaxy Survey: Final redshift release (DR3) and southern large-scale structures. MNRAS 2009, 399, 683–698. [CrossRef]

66. Impey, C.D.; Tapia, S. The Optical Polarization Properties of Quasars. ApJ 1990, 354, 124. [CrossRef]
67. O’Meara, J.M.; Lehner, N.; Howk, J.C.; Prochaska, J.X.; Fox, A.J.; Peeples, M.S.; Tumlinson, J.; O’Shea, B.W. The Second Data

Release of the KODIAQ Survey. AJ 2017, 154, 114. [CrossRef]
68. Lamy, H.; Hutsemékers, D. Optical polarization of 47 quasi-stellar objects: The data. A&As 2000, 142, 451–456.:2000165.

[CrossRef]
69. Ahn, C.P.; Alexandroff, R.; Allende Prieto, C.; Anderson, S.F.; Anderton, T.; Andrews, B.H.; Aubourg, É.; Bailey, S.; Balbinot, E.;

Barnes, R.; et al. The Ninth Data Release of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey: First Spectroscopic Data from the SDSS-III Baryon
Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey. ApJS 2012, 203, 21. [CrossRef]

70. Véron-Cetty, M.P.; Véron, P. A catalogue of quasars and active nuclei: 13th edition. A&A 2010, 518, A10. [CrossRef]
71. Pâris, I.; Petitjean, P.; Aubourg, É.; Myers, A.D.; Streblyanska, A.; Lyke, B.W.; Anderson, S.F.; Armengaud, É.; Bautista, J.; Blanton,

M.R.; et al. The Sloan Digital Sky Survey Quasar Catalog: Fourteenth data release. A&A 2018, 613, A51. [CrossRef]
72. Schmidt, G.D.; Hines, D.C. The Polarization of Broad Absorption Line QSOS. ApJ 1999, 512, 125–135. [CrossRef]
73. Berriman, G.; Schmidt, G.D.; West, S.C.; Stockman, H.S. An Optical Polarization Survey of the Palomar-Green Bright Quasar

Sample. ApJS 1990, 74, 869. [CrossRef]
74. Sbarufatti, B.; Treves, A.; Falomo, R.; Heidt, J.; Kotilainen, J.; Scarpa, R. ESO Very Large Telescope Optical Spectroscopy of BL

Lacertae Objects. I. New Redshifts. AJ 2005, 129, 559–566. [CrossRef]
75. Barkhouse, W.A.; Hall, P.B. Quasars in the 2MASS Second Incremental Data Release. AJ 2001, 121, 2843–2850. [CrossRef]
76. Beckmann, V.; Gehrels, N.; Shrader, C.R.; Soldi, S. The First INTEGRAL AGN Catalog. ApJ 2006, 638, 642–652. [CrossRef]
77. Snellen, I.A.G.; McMahon, R.G.; Hook, I.M.; Browne, I.W.A. Automated optical identification of a large complete northern

hemisphere sample of flat-spectrum radio sources with [formmu1]S6cm>200 mJy. MNRAS 2002, 329, 700–746. [CrossRef]
78. Visvanathan, N.; Wills, B.J. Optical Polarization of 52 Radio-loud QSOS and BL Lacertae Objects. AJ 1998, 116, 2119–2122.

[CrossRef]
79. Breger, M. Intracluster dust, circumstellar shells, and the wavelength dependence of polarization in Orion. ApJ 1977, 215, 119–128.

[CrossRef]
80. Visvanathan, N. An Automatic Fast Digital-Photoelectric Photometer with Polarimeter. PASP 1972, 84, 248. [CrossRef]
81. Ebdon, L.; Evans, E.H.; Fisher, A.; Hill, S.J. An Introduction to Analytical Atomic Spectrometry; J. Wiley & Sons: Chichester, UK, 1998.
82. Noll, S.; Kausch, W.; Barden, M.; Jones, A.M.; Szyszka, C.; Kimeswenger, S.; Vinther, J. An atmospheric radiation model for Cerro

Paranal. I. The optical spectral range. A&A 2012, 543, A92. [CrossRef]
83. Clough, S.A.; Shephard, M.W.; Mlawer, E.J.; Delamere, J.S.; Iacono, M.J.; Cady-Pereira, K.; Boukabara, S.; Brown, P.D. Atmospheric

radiative transfer modeling: A summary of the AER codes. J. Quant. Spec. Radiat. Transf. 2005, 91, 233–244. [CrossRef]
84. Rothman, L.S.; Gordon, I.E.; Barbe, A.; Benner, D.C.; Bernath, P.F.; Birk, M.; Boudon, V.; Brown, L.R.; Campargue, A.; Champion,

J.P.; et al. The HITRAN 2008 molecular spectroscopic database. J. Quant. Spec. Radiat. Transf. 2009, 110, 533–572. [CrossRef]
85. Foreman-Mackey, D.; Hogg, D.W.; Lang, D.; Goodman, J. emcee: The MCMC Hammer. PASP 2013, 125, 306. [CrossRef]
86. Bagnulo, S.; Cox, N.L.J.; Cikota, A.; Siebenmorgen, R.; Voshchinnikov, N.V.; Patat, F.; Smith, K.T.; Smoker, J.V.; Taubenberger, S.;

Kaper, L.; et al. Large Interstellar Polarisation Survey (LIPS). I. FORS2 spectropolarimetry in the Southern Hemisphere. A&A
2017, 608, A146. [CrossRef]

87. Siebenmorgen, R.; Voshchinnikov, N.V.; Bagnulo, S.; Cox, N.L.J.; Cami, J.; Peest, C. Large Interstellar Polarisation Survey. II.
UV/optical study of cloud-to-cloud variations of dust in the diffuse ISM. A&A 2018, 611, A5. [CrossRef]

88. Weisskopf, M.C.; Elsner, R.F.; Hanna, D.; Kaspi, V.M.; O’Dell, S.L.; Pavlov, G.G.; Ramsey, B.D. The prospects for X-ray polarimetry
and its potential use for understanding neutron stars. arXiv 2006, arXiv:astro–ph/0611483.

89. Vinokur, M. Optimisation dans la recherche d’une sinusoïde de période connue en présence de bruit. Application à la
radioastronomie. Ann. D’Astrophysique 1965, 28, 412.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2009.15338.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/168672
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/aa82b8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/aas:2000165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/203/2/21
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201014188
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201732445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/306770
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/191523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/427138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/320377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/499034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-8711.2002.05049.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/300610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/155339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/129279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2004.05.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2009.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/670067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731459
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731814

	Introduction
	Photon Sector SME
	Optical Polarimetry
	Monochromatic Observations
	Directional Dependence
	Broadband Observations
	Likelihood Model

	Source Parameters
	Circular Polarization
	Linear Polarization
	Polarization Angle

	Sample Dataset
	SME Constraints
	Conclusions
	Polarization Statistics
	References

