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We introduce a methodology to test models with spatial variations of the fine-structure constant α, based 
on the calculation of the angular power spectrum of these measurements. This methodology enables 
comparisons of observations and theoretical models through their predictions on the statistics of the α
variation. Here we apply it to the case of symmetron models. We find no indications of deviations from 
the standard behavior, with current data providing an upper limit to the strength of the symmetron 
coupling to gravity (logβ2 < −0.9) when this is the only free parameter, and not able to constrain the 
model when also the symmetry breaking scale factor aS S B is free to vary.

© 2017 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by SCOAP3.
1. Introduction

Astrophysical tests of the stability of dimensionless fundamen-
tal couplings such as the fine-structure constant α are a powerful 
probe of cosmology as well as of fundamental physics [1,2]. The 
analysis of a dataset of 293 archival data measurements from the 
Keck and VLT telescopes by Webb et al. provided an indication 
of spatial variations with an amplitude of a few parts per mil-
lion, with a statistical significance of 4 − σ [3]. Even though there 
are concerns about possible systematic effects in this dataset [4]
and the statistical significance itself decreases when this dataset 
is analyzed jointly with more recent data [5], it is important to 
consider the theoretical implications of such results, also bearing 
in mind that forthcoming astrophysical facilities will enable much 
more precise tests in the near future.

At a phenomenological level it is common to fit the astrophys-
ical measurements with a simple dipole, with or without an addi-
tional dependence on redshift or look-back time [3,5]. On the other 
hand, from a theoretical point of view simplistic dipole models 
would require strong fine-tuning to explain such a behavior, and 
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a physically motivated approach would rely on environmental de-
pendencies [6]. This therefore calls for more robust methodologies 
which enable accurate comparisons between models and observa-
tions. Early work along these lines was done by Murphy et al., who 
calculated the two-point correlation function of the Keck subsam-
ple of the aforementioned archival data, finding it to be consistent 
with zero [7]. In this paper we move from the two point angular 
correlation function to the calculation of the angular power spec-
trum of these measurements. The aim of adopting this approach is 
to be able to compress the data information in such a way to al-
low for comparison with the predictions of theoretical models. As 
a proof of concept, in this paper we apply this method to the case 
of the symmetron model, for which the environmental dependence 
of α has been previously studied using N-body simulations [8].

In Section 2 we present a concise overview of the symmetron 
model. Section 3 presents the methodology used to compress the 
α measurements into angular power spectra. In section 4 we cal-
culate the theoretical power spectrum for the symmetron model 
and present our analysis methodology, leading to the results dis-
cussed in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6 we summarize our results 
and the outlook for this methodology.

2. Symmetron model

The symmetron model is a scalar-tensor modification of grav-
ity, introduced in order to achieve an additional long range scalar 
le under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by 
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force while still satisfying local gravity constraints thanks to the 
environment density dependence of its coupling to matter. This 
modification of gravity is described by the action [9]

S =
∫

dx4√−g
[ R

2
M2

pl −
1

2
(∂φ)2 − V (φ)

]
+ Sm(�m; gμν A2(φ))

(1)

where g = det(gμν), Mpl = 1/
√

8πG and Sm is the matter-action. 
The conformal coupling between the scalar field and the matter 
fields �m expressed by g̃μν = gμν A2(φ), is assumed to be the sim-
plest one consistent with the potential symmetry,

A(φ) = 1 + 1

2

( φ

M

)2
, (2)

with M and μ arbitrary mass scales. This coupling leads to a fifth 
force, which in the non-relativistic limit is given by

−→
F φ ≡ dA(φ)

dφ

−→∇φ = φ
−→∇φ

M2
. (3)

The potential is chosen to be of the symmetry breaking form

V (φ) = −1

2
μ2φ2 + 1

4
λφ4. (4)

The dynamics of the scalar field φ is determined by an effective 
potential which in the non-relativistic limit (relevant for the astro-
physical measurements) has the form

V ef f (φ) = V (φ) + A(φ)ρm = 1

2

( ρm

μ2M2
− 1

)
μ2φ2 + 1

4
λφ4 ; (5)

this means that in the early Universe or, in general, when the mat-
ter density is high, the effective potential has a minimum φ = 0
where the field will reside. As the Universe expands, the matter 
density dilutes until it reaches a critical density ρS S B = μ2M2 for 
which the symmetry breaks and the field moves to one of the two 
new minima φ = ±φ0 = ±μ/

√
λ.

The fifth-force between two test particles residing in a region 
of space where the field has the value φ = φlocal can be calculated 
to be [9]

Fφ

Fgravity
= 2β2

(φlocal

φ0

)2 ∼ 2β2
(

1 − ρ

μ2M2

)
, (6)

for separations of the Compton wavelength λlocal = 1/√
V ef f ,φφ(φlocal), where the coupling strength to gravity is given 

by

β = φ0Mpl

M2
(7)

For larger separations or in the cosmological background before 
symmetry breaking, φlocal ≈ 0 and the force is suppressed. After 
symmetry breaking, the field moves towards φ = ±φ0 and the 
force is comparable to gravity for β = O(1). Non-linear effects 
in the field-equation ensure that the force is effectively screened 
in high density regions. The symmetry breaks at the scale factor 
aS S B = (ρm,0/ρS S B) and the range of the fifth-force when the sym-
metry is broken is given by λφ0 = 1/(

√
2μ), where local gravity 

constrains satisfy λφ0 � 1 Mpc/h for symmetry breaking close to 
today, i.e. aS S B ≈ 1 [10].

Since the symmetron scalar field is a dynamical degree of free-
dom, one naturally expects it to couple to the other degrees of 
freedom in the Lagrangian, unless a new symmetry is postulated 
to suppress these couplings. In particular, we can assume that it 
couples with the electromagnetic sector of the theory [8]
Fig. 1. Theoretical power spectrum Pδα(k, a) given by eq. (10) as a function of the 
wavenumber k for a = 1, β = 1, λφ0 = 1 Mpc/h and different symmetry breaking 
scale factors aS S B = [0.33, 0.5, 0.66]. Note that strictly speaking eq. (10) only ap-
plies in the linear regime, so the behavior beyond this should be taken with care. 
Following [8] a normalization factor x = 0.06(0.5/aS S B ) was used. (For interpreta-
tion of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the 
web version of this article.)

S E M = −
∫

dx4√g B F (φ)
1

4
F 2
μν , (8)

where B F is the gauge kinetic function which leads to α =
α0 B−1

F (φ). With the same choice of quadratic coupling B−1
F (φ) =

1 + 1
2 β2

γ

(
φ
M

)2
one gets the following variation of the fine structure 

constant

δα ≡ �α

α
= α(φ) − α0

α0
= B−1

F (φ) − 1 = 1

2

(βγ φ

M

)2
. (9)

Considering perturbations of the scalar field in Fourier space, the 
power spectrum for variations of α in the linear regime can be 
connected to the matter power spectrum Pm(k, a) as follows [8]

Pδα (k,a) =
[

3�m H2
0β2

γ β2

a(k2 + a2m2
φ)

(
φ

φ0

)2]2

Pm(k,a), (10)

where �m and H0 are the present-day matter density and Hubble 
parameter, βγ is the scalar-photon coupling relative to the scalar-
matter coupling, k is the co-moving wavenumber, m2

φ = V ef f ,φφ(φ̄)

is the scalar mass in the cosmological background, and (φ/φ0) is 
the background scalar field value. For a ≥ aS S B we can write(

φ(a)

φ0

)2

=
(

1 −
(aS S B

a

)3
)

,

m2
φ(a) = 1

λ2
φ0

=
(

1 −
(aS S B

a

)3
)

. (11)

Pδα is plotted in Fig. 1; it is also useful to write it as

Pδα (k,a) =
[

0.33�m10−6β2
γ β2

a((k/mφ)2 + a2)

(
λφ0

Mpc/h

)2]2

Pm(k,a). (12)

3. Observational data

Currently available astrophysical measurements of α come from 
high-resolution spectroscopy of absorption clouds along the line 
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of sight of bright quasars. In addition to the 293 archival mea-
surements of Webb et al. [3] there are 20 more recent dedicated 
measurements discussed in [11], making a total of 313 measure-
ments. From now on we refer to the former as Webb and as All
to the combination of these with the latter. For each of them, 
apart from the measurement of the relative variation of α itself, 
the sky coordinates and redshift of the absorber (spanning the 
range 0.2 < z < 4.2) are known with negligible uncertainty. We 
can compress this information in an angular power spectrum C� , 
to be compared with statistical predictions coming from theoreti-
cal models.

In order to do this, we obtain the two-point correlation function 
c(ϑ) from the δα(θ, φ) measurements [7]

c(ϑ) = 1

n̄2 fsky
< δα(θ,φ)δα(θ ′, φ′) >, (13)

where the brackets < . > correspond to the average taken over 
all possible orthodromic separations ϑ . Since the measurements 
of δα are sparse on the sky (effectively point sources), the dis-
creteness of the data has been taken into account following the 
procedure of [12]: 4π fsky steradians is the assumed coverage of 
the sky of the dataset and n̄ = N/(4π fsky) is the corresponding 
mean number density over the observed part of the sky (with N 
as the number of sources). The data we consider here are effec-
tively sparse point sources spread over the whole sky, therefore 
we take fsky = 1. This assumption provides a conservative estimate 
of the measurements density n̄ and therefore of the power spec-
trum estimation, despite also affecting cosmic variance, decreasing 
its impact on the estimator noise. Future more complete datasets 
will allow to deal properly with these aspects, exploiting also tech-
niques commonly used for other cosmological observables, such as 
CMB or galaxy surveys, and therefore to obtain a more precise es-
timate of the error contributions.

In this work we are also neglecting the redshift information of 
the δα measurements; in practice we are assuming that δα has 
no redshift dependence and all the deviations from the standard 
value are brought by spatial variations. This approach is accept-
able with the current state of the data, but it will be crucial to 
include redshift information when the data will reach a sensitivity 
allowing for a tomographic reconstruction of δα . Moreover, includ-
ing the possibility of δα(z) will be necessary to test theoretical 
models which also predict a time evolution for the fine structure 
constant.

We can in principle perform a Legendre transform of the angu-
lar correlation in order to obtain the angular power spectrum C�

as [13]

C� =
∫

c(ϑ)P�(cosϑ)d�, (14)

where P�(cosϑ) is the Legendre polynomial and � the solid angle. 
In practice, we compute the power spectrum estimator Ĉ� as

Ĉ� = 2π
∑
ϑ

c(ϑ)P�(cosϑ)sinϑ�ϑ (15)

with �ϑ being the difference between consecutive values of the 
angular separation ϑ . The expected error of the power spectrum 
estimator can be obtained from [12]

�2 = 2

(2l + 1) fsky

(σ 2
f

n̄
+ Ĉ�

)2
(16)

which includes both contributions of the shot noise �S N and cos-
mic variance �C V that can be expressed as
�S N =
√

2

(2l + 1) fsky

σ 2
f

n̄
, �C V =

√
2

(2l + 1) fsky
Ĉ�. (17)

σ f is obtained from the measurements’ errors1 σ j weighting each 
measurement with a factor w2

i given by

w2
i = Nσ−2

i∑
j σ

−2
j

(18)

which yields the aforementioned quantity σ f as

σ 2
f = N∑

j σ
−2
j

. (19)

Often there are several measurements of δα at different red-
shifts along the same line of sight as the light from the quasar can 
go through more than one absorption cloud until it reaches Earth. 
To avoid null angular separations in the computation of Eq. (13), 
we choose to use the weighted mean measurement for measure-
ments in the same line of sight. Our full dataset includes measure-
ments from 156 independent lines of sight. Before computing the 
correlation function, the dataset is analyzed and replaced by new 
values of weighted redshift, zw , weighted δα,w and its correspond-
ing weighted error, σw described by

zw =
∑

i wi × zi∑
i wi

,
�α

α

∣∣∣∣
w

=
∑

i wi × �α
α i∑

i wi
,

σ 2
w = 1∑

i wi
(20)

where w is the weight given by wi = 1/σ 2
i and the index i runs 

over the measurements on each line of sight.
Fig. 2 shows the angular power spectra Ĉ� obtained with the 

procedure described above, considering the Webb dataset (left 
panel) and the All combination (right panel). We notice how the 
inclusion of the new data, although limited in the number of 
sources, leads to an improvement of the measured power spec-
trum, thanks to the increased sensitivity.

Fig. 3 shows instead the global error on the measurements and 
the contributions coming from shot noise and cosmic variance, 
where we can notice how the former dominates over the latter 
even at the large scales considered.

4. Theoretical predictions and data analysis

We can now compare the observational power spectra with the 
predictions made by the symmetron model. This entails expressing 
Eq. (10) in the form of an angular power spectrum. Generically this 
can be written as 2D projection of the 3D density field which in 
this case is the linear power spectrum P (k, z).

In this paper we exploit the Limber approximation, which sim-
plifies the calculations by avoiding integrations of Bessel functions. 
We warn the reader that this approximation can significantly im-
pact the calculation of the power spectra [13], especially at the 
angular scales considered here; however, since the sensitivity of 
the currently available data is far from allowing precision recon-
structions of Pδα , the use of more refined methods is outside the 
aim of this paper, but this should be taken into account when 
more precise measurements will be available. In this approxima-
tion, we can compute the angular power spectrum as [13]

1 If both systematic and statistical errors are known, we use the combined error 
obtained by adding them in quadrature.
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Fig. 2. Angular power spectrum estimation Ĉ� as a function of the multipole � with its expected error � for the Webb dataset, and for the All combination.

Fig. 3. Contributions to the error � coming from shot noise �SN (blue lines) and cosmic variance �C V (red lines). The left panel refers to the Webb dataset while the right 
one shows the case of the All combination. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 4. Left panel: Source distribution function in redshift space for the archival dataset of [3]. Right panel: Theoretical power spectrum C� for the symmetron model for 
different values of the scale factor for the symmetry breaking aS S B .
C� ≈
∫

dzW 2(z)
H(z)

d2
A(z)

Pδα

(
k = l + 1/2

r
; z

)
(21)

where W (z) is the normalized source distribution function in red-
shift space, H(z) is the Hubble parameter function, dA(z) is the 
angular diameter function and P (k, z) is the linear power spec-
trum previously obtained in Eq. (10), with k = l+1/2

r , and r is the 
comoving distance. We reconstruct the source distribution func-
tion with a 20 bins histogram from each dataset considered. The 
example of the archival dataset source distribution can be found in 
Fig. 4.
In order to compare these theoretical spectra with the obser-
vational data, we use the publicly available code COSMOMC [14], 
modified in such a way to compute from a set of parameters the 
theoretical power spectrum of Eq. (21), where Pδα is given by 
Eq. (11).

We consider here as free parameters the scale factor when 
the symmetry breaks (aS S B ) and the product of the coupling βγ β

(from now on simply named β for simplicity), while we fix the 
range of the fifth force when the symmetry is broken to λφ0 =
1 Mpc/h: this choice saturates the local gravity constraint of [10]
and was also used in the N-body simulations of [8]. In princi-
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Fig. 5. Top panel: 1 and 2 − σ confidence regions in the aS S B − logβ2 plane obtained using the Webb (blue contours) and the All (red contours) datasets. Bottom panels:
posterior distributions for aS S B (left panel) and logβ2 (right panel), where blue solid lines refer to the results obtained using the Webb dataset and red dashed ones refer to 
the All combination. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
ple, also the standard cosmological parameters should be included 
in the analysis as they affect the calculation of the power spec-
tra through Eqs. (10), (21). However, current α datasets would 
not be able to simultaneously constrain the standard and sym-
metron parameters, therefore additional observables such as CMB 
or supernovae should be included, provided the impact of a spatial 
variation of α is included also in the analysis of these. We decide 
to leave these considerations for a future, more detailed, paper on 
the topic and rather take for the standard cosmological parame-
ters the marginalized value from Planck 2015 [15], focusing only 
on constraints of the symmetron parameters.

5. Results

In this section we highlight the results obtained applying the 
analysis described above. In our first analysis, we allow both aS S B

and log β2 to vary assuming flat prior distributions,2 while fixing 
λφ0 = 1 Mpc/h. Fig. 5 shows the posterior distribution for each of 
the two free parameter using different datasets.

Overall we find that the Webb dataset is not able to constrain 
the two parameters simultaneously and no deviations from a van-

2 We sample logβ2 instead of β2 in order to better sample the low coupling 
limit.
ishing α variation are found. As the recent dedicated measure-
ments are consistent with a non-varying α, when combined with 
the larger archival dataset, they lead again to an agreement with 
a vanishing β2, but they are still not able to put bounds on the 
parameters.

We also perform our analysis with only one free parameter, fix-
ing logβ2 = 1 and λφ0 = 1 Mpc/h, again on the grounds that they 
were used in the N-body simulations of [8], we find that the Webb
dataset is not able to constrain aS S B , while for the All combination 
we find a 2 − σ lower limit aS S B > 0.43, as displayed in the top 
panel of Fig. 6.

On the other hand, considering logβ2 as the only free param-
eter while fixing λφ0 = 1 Mpc/h and different values of the epoch 
of symmetry breaking (specifically aS S B = 0.33, 0.5 and 0.66), the 
results shown in Fig. 6 and Table 1 show that, as expected, if the 
symmetry breaks more recently a larger coupling value is allowed. 
Again the recent measurements improve the constraints from the 
archival measurements and, also in this case, we find that the re-
sults are consistent with a vanishing β .

6. Conclusions and outlook

In this work we have introduced a new methodology to accu-
rately test models with spatial and/or environmental (local density 
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Fig. 6. Top panel: posterior distribution for the aS S B parameter, using the Webb dataset (blue solid lines) and the All combination (red dashed lines). Here we have fixed 
log(β2) = 1 and λφ0 = 1. Bottom panels: posterior distribution for the logβ2 parameter with different values of aS S B . On the left panel we use the Webb dataset, and on the 
right panel the All combination. In all both cases we keep λφ0 = 1 fixed.
Table 1
Two-σ constraints on the symmetron parameter logβ2

given by the Webb dataset and the All combination, for dif-
ferent fixed values of aS S B ; λφ0 = 1 Mpc/h was also used 
throughout.

aS S B = 0.33 aS S B = 0.50 aS S B = 0.66

Webb < −0.5 < 0.2 < 1.2
All < −0.9 < −0.2 < 0.7

dependent) variations of the fine-structure constant α. These are 
based on the calculation of the angular power spectrum of these 
measurements, which are standard in other cosmological contexts. 
For concreteness we have also applied these tools to the case of 
α variations in symmetron models. We find that currently avail-
able data are not able to constrain the symmetron parameters aS S B

and log β2 when they are both considered as free parameters. If 
instead the only free parameter is the strength of the coupling 
to gravity β2, we find that the data do not show any deviations 
from the standard behavior and rather provide an upper limit for 
this coupling, which is log β2 < −0.9 in the most constraining case 
considered here.

Our results highlight the fact that a relatively small number of 
stringent measurements—the recent dedicated measurements dis-
cussed in [11]—lead to stronger constraints when they are com-
bined with the larger dataset of earlier measurements. The cur-
rent best constraints on the parameter β come from pulsar timing 
constraints on Brans–Dicke type scalar tensor theories (of which 
symmetrons are an example), which correspond to β � 10−2 [10]. 
While our constraint is weaker, it comes from α measurements 
alone. Combining this with other cosmological datasets will lead 
to more stringent constraints; we leave this extended analysis for 
subsequent work.

Our results should be seen as a proof of concept, in the sense 
that they are limited by the uncertainties of the available α mea-
surements. Future high-resolution ultra-stable spectrographs, in 
particular ESPRESSO [16] (due for commissioning at the combined 
Coundé focus of the VLT in 2017) and ELT-HIRES [17] (for the Eu-
ropean Extremely Large Telescope, whose first light is foreseen for 
2024), both of which have these measurements as a key science 
and design driver, will lead to significantly more sensitive mea-
surements, both in terms of statistical uncertainties and in terms 
of control over possible systematics. As discussed above, the use 
of more sensitive data and complete surveys will require a further 
step in the analysis, revising the assumptions made here for the 
calculation of both the theoretical and observational power spec-
tra. On the other hand, these will enable more detailed studies, 
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including a tomographic analysis (dividing the data into several 
different redshift bins) and, should variations be confirmed, model 
selection studies comparing various possible theoretical paradigms. 
A discussion of these possibilities is left for subsequent work.

Acknowledgements

We are grateful to Luca Amendola, Micol Bolzonella and Adi 
Nusser for several discussions and useful suggestions during the 
various stages of this work.

This work was done in the context of project PTDC/FIS/111725/
2009 (FCT, Portugal). CJM is also supported by an FCT Re-
search Professorship, contract reference IF/00064/2012, funded by 
FCT/MCTES (Portugal) and POPH/FSE. MM is supported by the 
Foundation for Fundamental Research on Matter (FOM) and the 
Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research/Ministry of Sci-
ence and Education (NWO/OCW). MM and CJM acknowledge ad-
ditional support from the COST Action CA1511 (CANTATA), funded 
by COST (European Cooperation in Science and Technology).

References

[1] J.-P. Uzan, Varying constants, gravitation and cosmology, Living Rev. Relativ. 14 
(2011) 2.

[2] C.J.A.P. Martins, Fundamental cosmology in the E-ELT era: the status and future 
role of tests of fundamental coupling stability, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 47 (2015) 
1843.

[3] J.K. Webb, J.A. King, M.T. Murphy, V.V. Flambaum, R.F. Carswell, M.B. Bain-
bridge, Indications of a spatial variation of the fine structure constant, Phys. 
Rev. Lett. 107 (2011) 191101.

[4] J.B. Whitmore, M.T. Murphy, Impact of instrumental systematic errors on fine-
structure constant measurements with quasar spectra, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 
447 (2015) 446–462.
[5] A.M.M. Pinho, C.J.A.P. Martins, Updated constraints on spatial variations of the 
fine-structure constant, Phys. Lett. B 756 (2016) 121–125.

[6] K.A. Olive, M. Pospelov, Environmental dependence of masses and coupling 
constants, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 043524.

[7] M.T. Murphy, J.K. Webb, V.V. Flambaum, Further evidence for a variable fine-
structure constant from Keck/HIRES QSO absorption spectra, Mon. Not. R. As-
tron. Soc. 345 (2003) 609.

[8] M.F. Silva, H.A. Winther, D.F. Mota, C.J.A.P. Martins, Spatial variations of the 
fine-structure constant in symmetron models, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 024025.

[9] K. Hinterbichler, J. Khoury, Symmetron fields: screening long-range forces 
through local symmetry restoration, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (2010) 231301.

[10] K. Hinterbichler, J. Khoury, A. Levy, A. Matas, Symmetron cosmology, Phys. Rev. 
D 84 (2011) 103521.

[11] C.J.A.P. Martins, A.M.M. Pinho, Stability of fundamental couplings: a global 
analysis, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 023008.

[12] A. Nusser, E. Branchini, M. Feix, A direct probe of cosmological power spectra 
of the peculiar velocity field and the gravitational lensing magnification from 
photometric redshift surveys, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 2013 (2013) 018.

[13] M. LoVerde, N. Afshordi, Extended limber approximation, Phys. Rev. D 78 
(2008) 123506.

[14] A. Lewis, S. Bridle, Cosmological parameters from CMB and other data: a Monte 
Carlo approach, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2002) 103511.

[15] P.A.R. Ade, et al., Planck Collaboration, Planck 2015 results. XIII. Cosmological 
parameters, Astron. Astrophys. 594 (2016) A13.

[16] F. Pepe, S. Cristiani, R. Rebolo, N.C. Santos, H. Dekker, D. Mégevand, F.M. Zerbi, 
A. Cabral, P. Molaro, P. Di Marcantonio, M. Abreu, M. Affolter, M. Aliverti, C. 
Allende Prieto, M. Amate, G. Avila, V. Baldini, P. Bristow, C. Broeg, R. Cirami, 
J. Coelho, P. Conconi, I. Coretti, G. Cupani, V. D’Odorico, V. De Caprio, B. De-
labre, R. Dorn, P. Figueira, A. Fragoso, S. Galeotta, L. Genolet, R. Gomes, J.I. 
González Hernández, I. Hughes, O. Iwert, F. Kerber, M. Landoni, J.-L. Lizon, C. 
Lovis, C. Maire, M. Mannetta, C. Martins, M.A. Monteiro, A. Oliveira, E. Poretti, 
J.L. Rasilla, M. Riva, S. Santana Tschudi, P. Santos, D. Sosnowska, S. Sousa, P. 
Spanò, F. Tenegi, G. Toso, E. Vanzella, M. Viel, M.R. Zapatero Osorio, ESPRESSO: 
an Echelle SPectrograph for Rocky Exoplanets Search and Stable Spectroscopic 
Observations, Messenger 153 (2013) 6–16.

[17] J. Liske, et al., Top Level Requirements for ELT-HIRES, Technical Report, Docu-
ment ESO 204697 Version 1, 2014.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib557A616Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib557A616Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib475247s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib475247s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib475247s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib776562626469706F6C65s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib776562626469706F6C65s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib776562626469706F6C65s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib576869746D6F7265s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib576869746D6F7265s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib576869746D6F7265s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4469706F6C6573s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4469706F6C6573s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6F6C697665706F7370656C6F76s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6F6C697665706F7370656C6F76s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4D5746s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4D5746s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4D5746s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6D617276696Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6D617276696Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib48696E746572626963686C6572s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib48696E746572626963686C6572s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib73796D636F736D6Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib73796D636F736D6Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib446564696361746564s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib446564696361746564s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6E7573736572s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6E7573736572s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6E7573736572s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6C6F7665726465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib6C6F7665726465s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib636F736D6F6D63s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib636F736D6F6D63s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib706C616E636Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib706C616E636Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib455350524553534Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4849524553s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0370-2693(17)30301-5/bib4849524553s1

	Constraining spatial variations of the ﬁne-structure constant in symmetron models
	1 Introduction
	2 Symmetron model
	3 Observational data
	4 Theoretical predictions and data analysis
	5 Results
	6 Conclusions and outlook
	Acknowledgements
	References


