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A bstract

T he second string revolution, which begin around 1995, has Jkd to a drastic
alteration In our perosption of the universe, perhaps even m ore so then did
the rst string revolution of 1984. That is, extending 10-dim ensional string
theory to 11-dim ensionalM -theory has had m ore profound in plications than
did the original extension of 4-dim ensional quantum m echanics and relativity
to 10-din ensional string theory. A fter a brief review of M -theory, I discuss
som e In plications of lJarge extra dim ensions. I then consider astronom ical evi-
dence for, and constraints on, large com pacti ed dim ensions. I conclide w ih
a possibl resolution to the apparent inconsistency between the M SSM scale
and string scale in the weak coupling lin it.
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1 Cosm ology and the Second String R evolution

The st string revolution began place in 1984 after John H . Schwarz and M ichael
G reen dem onstrated anom aly cancellation in the Type I superstring (G reen 1984).
Sin ilar anom aly cancellation was soon shown, thereafter, for the four other super-
string theories, Type ITIA, Type IIB, Heterotic SO (32) and Heterotic Eg  Eg. Su-
perstring theory was quickly recognized as the lading candidate for a \Theory of
Everything." String theory uni ed the four known forces and explained all particles
as di erent m odes of a fundam ental \string". However, i also drastically trans-
form ed our understanding of the universe, revealing that it m ore com plex than had
ever been In agined prior. Forno lIongerwas ouruniverse (3+ 1)-dim ensional, Instead
i becam e (9+ 1)-dim ensional. The six new dim ensions were clain ed to necessarily
be com pacti ed w ith P lanck-scale length to explain them atter and non-gravitational
force content of our universe.

The problem w ith string theory was that it wasn’t a single theory, but actually

ve. For the next decade one of the prin ary directions In string ressarch was in—
vestigation of the param eter space of each of these ve theories and of connections
between the theories. W hilke each theory contained only one solution w ith ten large
non-ocom pact din ensions, each tin e anocther dim ension was com pacti ed the num ber
of solutions grew ever m ore enom ous.

Soon after the st revolution, equivalences were being recognized between dif-
ferent m odels. The sin plest nvolred m odels w ith only one com pacti ed din ension:
replacing a com pacti cation radiuis R; in one model w ith w ith radius R, = O=R1,
where = ﬁ is the string slope (with T the string tension) produces another phys—
ically equivalent m odel. In the watershed year of 1995, Ed W itten, Joe Polchinski,
Petr Horova and colleagues dem onstrated equivalences between m odels of di erent
string theories (H orava 1996, Polchinski1996) and even related 10-din ensional string
theory to an eleven din ensional supergravity theory. Thuswasbom the second string
revolution. t was soon understood that all ve 10-dim ensional string theories and 11
din ension supergravity where allpart of one m ore encom passing theory. Each ofthe
old theories were di erent regions in the param eter space of a single 11-din ensional
theory, now known asM -theory. In string Janguage, the size ofthe eleventh din ension
was found to corresponded to the string coupling strength. Relatedly, the eleventh
din ension also gave strings thickness, thus transform ing them into m embranes. In
m odels w ith weak coupling the 11%'-dim ension is of P Janck size or sm aller, whilke in
strong coupled string m odels it is larger than the P lanck scale. Thus, the eleventh
din ension of spacetin e becom es apparent In a ten-din ensional string theory as the
string coupling strength becom es strong.

T he idea ofthe 11" dim ension grow ing large led several groups to consider allow —
Ing varying num bers of the other six com pacti ed din ensions to also grow large. Two
ofthe rstgroupswere A rkaniD In opoulosD vali ADD ) and RandallSundrum R S)
The fom er group developed m odels where only graviy propagates in the large ex—



tra din ensions A rkaniH am ed 1998, A ntoniadis 1998). In contrast, the latter group
allow ed varying com binations of m atter and vector boson elds to propagate in all
din ensions Randall 1999). The ADD m odel allow s m any din ensions to be much
larger than the P lanck scale, while the RS m odel allow s only the 11% din ension to
grow large.

W hen graviy propagates n the large extra din ensions the classical gravitational
force Jaw goes as rz—}n (derived from G auss’ Law in 3+ n din ensions), where 3+ n is
the num ber of non-com pact and com pact din ensions of size signi cantly greater than
r. Ifthese n extra din ensions are ofthe ADD class, then the standard m odel forces

and graviy unify at an energy scale M  if the size of these din ensions are all of the
@=n)
scake, R he Mg : . In thism anner, uni cation of all forces is possbl at a

scale as low g{s <':12fevl\v4 TeV .Thiswould in ply, though, that at least one din ension isof
sub-m illim eter length. Uni cation occursbecause the gravitational coupling strength
grow s larger at higherenergy scales, Increasingly fasterasn increases. A lthoughn = 1
hasbeen ruled out by astrophysical constraints, n = 2 yields R dmm.

String/M -theory considerations can m odify the inverse r*** om ofthe force law
to a m ore general expression w ith potentialV (r) = G % 1+ e*™ ).Two large
extra dinensions yelds = R and = 3 4) for compacti cation on a 2-sphere
(@-torus) . D ilaton and m oduli exchange correspond to  as Jarge as 10° and 01
mm .

W hile the uni cation of foroces via din ensions of sub-m illin eter scale elim nhates
the hierarchy between the weak and the P Janck distance scales, it creates another:
that between the weak scale and the m uch larger com pacti cation scalke R . In their
m odel Randall-Sundrum sought to avoid introducing this new hierarchy, so they
allow ed only the eleventh din ension to grow beyond P Janck scale and only by a factor
OfM p1ank=M gyt - Near the P lanck scale, spacetinm e appears 5-din ensional, but it's
m etric is \warped": ds® = e %~ dx dx + r’d ?,wherek isofP lanck scale order,
X are coordinate forour fourdin ensions, and 0 isthe coordihate ofthe 11%
din ension, for which r. is the size scale. Thism etric was shown to be a solution to
E Instein’s equations w ith two 3-branes (tensored w ith six com pacti ed din ensions)
sparated along the direction of . In this m odel the large hierarchy between the
P lanck and weak scales does not require r, to be extram ely large com pared to the
P lanck scale, but only larger by a factor of around 50. The hierarchy is generated
by the exponential term that decreases n valuesas increases. This corresponds to
m ovam ent away from one 3-brane (@ hidden universe) tow ards the other 3-brane (our
universe).

1.1 Varying P hysical C onstants

In string/M -theory the traditionalphysical constants in nature, such as the speed
of light, are not fundam ental constants. T heir values depend upon the geom etry of
the extra spatial din ensions, speci cally their size and arrangem ent. Thus, these



physical \constants" m ay be dynam ical during di erent phases of an evolving string
universe. The sizes of the com pacti ed din ensions corresoond to scalar m oduli)
elds of the theory.

R ecent astronom ical evidence suggests that at least one of the extra spatial di-
m ensions, In particular the 11%, i string theory m ight indeed be very large. The

rst piece of evidence origihates In m agnesium and iron atom absorption lines in the
light em itted by quasars billions of light years away. T he absorption lines are created
as the am ited light passes through interstellar gas. T he positions of the lines are
functions ofthe ne-structure constant. Based on their analysis of light from over 30
distant quasars that contain these absorption lines, Jack W €bb et al. have concluded
that the ne-structure constant, o, ,hasbeen varying signi cantly only a few billion
years ago W ebb 1999, 2000). W hen the wavelengths for speci ¢ quasar absorption
lines was com pared to those In absorption linesproduced in a laboratory, a consistent
shift In the quasar lines from four independent sets ofdata was found suggesting that
a faw billion yearsago o ﬁ—i was about an aller than it isnow . C om parison ofthe
IBb value of to the value of from quasarswithin the red shift domamn z 0:6 to
2 indicated a 4 deviation, = = (072 0:18) 10°.This In plies e has increased
and/or c has decreased over the Jast few billion years. Changes in ¢ in particular sug—
gest a Jow energy M -theory scale and a related long tin e before som e com pacti ed
din ensions stabilized.

PC W .Davies et al. have recently argued that black hole them odynam ics sug—
gests that only ¢ changed @ avies 2002). O therw ise, they clain that an increase
In e would have decreased the entropy ofblack holes, violating the generalized sec—
ond law of them odynam ics. However, S. Carlip and S.Vaidya have contested this
clam , arguing that when the fiill them al environm ent of a black hol is considered,
them odynam ics is consistent w ith a decrease In ¢, an Increase in ¢, or both (Carlp
2002). Further, or a certain class of charged dilaton black hols related to string
theory, M . Faibaim and M . Tytgat have shown that the entropy does not change
under adiabatic variations of and onem ight expect it to Increase for non-adiabatic
changes (Faidbaim 2002).

M .Du has also argued that, whilke the possibl tin e varation of din ensionless
fundam ental constants of nature, such asthe ne structure constant , isa legitin ate
sub et of physical enquiry, the tin e variation of din ensional constants, such ash, ¢,
G, e, k..., has no operationalm eaning, since the Jatter are m erely hum an constructs
whose num ber and values di er from one choice ofunits to the next ©u 2002).

P.Brax et al have Investigated under what conditions m asses or gravitational
constant or any of the three Standard M odel coupling constants, including , m ight
vary Brax 2002). T hey determm Ined that in the brane world scenario, an evolution of
m asses or of the gravitational constant (which one depends on the fram e) is generally
predicted when them oduli elds are not stabilized, w hereas an evolution ofa coupling
constant is predicted only under m ore special circum stances Brax 2002). Only if
vector bosons are directly coupled to thebulk scalar eld in a string/M -theory m odel,



which is often the case, would the corresponding coupling constants vary. Thus, a
tin evariation of coupling constants is a prediction of string/M -theory B rax 2002).

12 The GZK Paradox

A current astrophysical paradox is the detection on earth ofulra high energy cos-
m ic rays w ith energies beyond the G reisenZatsspin-Kuzm in GZK) cuto G reisen
1966, Zatsspdn 1966). There are no known astrophysical sources in the local region
of our galaxy that can acoount for these stream s of particles, which appear to be
hadrons, rather than photons or neutrinos, based on the signatures of shower events
asthese high energy particles interact w ith our atm osphere. H ow ever, if the particles
are truly hadronic in nature, then their propagation over astrophysical distances is
strongly In uenced by the coam ic background radiation. T hese Interactions result in
the GZK cuto on themaxinum energy of cosm ic ray hadrons, with Eyay  10%°
€V . Further, if the particles were photonic, rather than hadronic, then they would be
expected to have a m ean free path of less than 10 M pc due to scatter w ith the cos-
m ic badkground radiation and radio photons (Coriano 2002). Therefore, unlss the
cosn ic ray particles are neutrinos, their origin m ust be nearby. H owever, neutrinos
would interact very weakly in our atm osphere, not producing the signatures seen.

String/M -theory o ers at least two distinct solutions to the G ZK paradox. The

rst proposal is that the ultra high energy coam ic rays originate from the decay of

long-lived super-heavy m atter states w ith m ass of order 10*? 1° G &V, which sinulta—
neously are good candidates for cold dark m atter (Coriano 2001, 2002). Then these
cosn ic rays could have their origin In decaysw ithin ourgalactichalo and escape G ZK
bounds (Coriano 2002). M atter w ith the basic properties required to produce such
coan ic rays are Inherent to a class of (sam i)-realisticm odels derived from the heterotic
string and originate from W ilson lnebreaking of GUT sym m etries. M ore speci cally,
though, the super-heavy statesm ust have a lifetin e of order 107 seconds to 10?® sec—
onds and their abundance should satisfy therelation, ( x= o) &=x) 5 10 to
acoount for the ocbserved ux of coan ic rays through the earth’s atm osgphere. ty isthe
age ofthe universe, x isthe lifetin e ofthe m eta—stablk state, o isthe crticalm ass
density, and y is the relic m ass density of the m eta-stabl state (Cordiano 2002).
W hether or not these latter properties are speci cally satis ed is very string m odel
dependent. Potential ultra high energy ray producing candidates include \cryptons"
In the ipped SU () model @ ntoniadis, Lopez), which are condensates of 4 and 4
reps ofthe hidden sector SU (4)y , \unitons", which are exotic standard m odel quarks
and carry a fractionalU (1);0 charge, and \shgltons", which is a standard m odel
singlets but carry a fractionalU (1);0 charge (Coriano 2001).

An altemate or com plim entary explanation for the G ZK paradox is based upon
M -theory space-tin e foam e ects studied by E llis et al. They m odel spacetin e foam
using a non-critical Liouville-string m odel for the quantum uctuations of D branes
with recoil. E llis et al. argue that particle m om entum ocould be conserved exactly



during propagation but only on the average during interactions with a D brane,
whilk energy is conserved only on the average during interactions and, in general, is
not conserved during interactions w ith a brane because of changes In the background
m etric. Ellis et al. conclude that D -brane recoil e ects provide another m eans by
which the GZK cuto can be avoided E 1lis 2001).

2 Constraints on Sizes of Extra D In ensions

T he scale below which deviation from 1=r? begins corresponds to the size of the
largest com pacti ed string or M -theory dinension. Hoyl et al. at the University
of W ashington have veri ed from a Cavendish torsion-type experin ent that graviy
keeps its 1=r? ©m down to 0218 mm . T his translates into a 95% con dence upper
Iim it of 150mm .on the size oftwo com pact din ensionsand a 95% con dence that the
largest com pact din ension ofany num ber is lessthan 2mm . #H oyl 2000, A deberger
2002).

Even stronger constraints have been in posed from neutrino ux m easurem ents of
the SN 1987a supemova. Hanhart et al. have developed selfconsistent sinulations
of the early, neutrino-em itting phase of a protoneutron star which Inclide energy
Josses due to the coupling ofK aluzaK lein m odes ofa graviton which arisswih ADD
com pacti ed din ensions. T hey com pared the neutrino signals from their sim ulations
to that from SN 1987a and from a probabilistic analysis determm ined the upper bound
for two com pact extra din ensions to be 0.66 m at the 95% oon dence kevel and,
sin ilarly, an upper bound of 0.8 nm . for three extra din ensions H anhart 2001).

M ilton has placed not upper, but lower lin its on large com pacti ed dim ensions.
Since quantum elds in extra com pact din ensions should give rise to a quantum
vacuum or Casin ir energy and supemova and cosn ic m icrow ave badckground data
Indicate that the cosm ological constant is of the sam e order as the critical m ass
density of the universe, M ilton argues a lower bound of around 10 m . to the size
of Jarge com pact dim ensions (M ilton 2000) . O therw ise he clain s the C asim ir energy
would produce too large of a cosn ological constant.

3 M SSM and String Scales C onsistency

Strong coupling e ects of M -theory can lower W itten) heterotic string scale

down to . However, when a weak string coupling is assum ed, that is, R1; 10 33
an ., an enduring issue has been the discrepancy between the SU (3)¢ SU @)
U 1)y (B21]) gauge coupling uni cation scale, vy 25 10 Gev Ellis 1990,
Amaldil99l, Langacker 1991), for the theM SSM w ith Intermm ediate scale desert and
the string scale, g 5 10 GeV (Kaplunovsky 1988), for the weakly coupled
heterotic string.



Two weak coupling solutions have been proposed to resolve this factor of 20 dis—
agreem ent ([ ienes 1995a, 1995b, 1997). One proposal is a grand uni ed theory
between ¢y and y .HeretheM SSM couplingsmerge at y and then run together
withinaGUT to y .However, w ith the exception of pped SU (5) A ntoniadis1989,
Lopez 1993) (crpartial GUT s such as the PatiSalam SU 4)c SU )., SU @)x
Patil975, Chang 1984) string GUT m odelsbased on levelone K acM oody algebras
encounter a di culty: they lack the required ad pint higgs (and higher representa—
tions) . A Iemately, interm ediate scale exotics could shift theM SSM uni cation scale
upw ard to the string scale (Chang 1997).

T he nearubiquitous appearance ofM SSM charged exotics In heterotic stringm od—
els adds weight to this third proposal. IfM SSM exotics exist w ith Interm ediate scale
m asses of order 1, then the actual [321] running couplings are altered above ;.
It is then, perhaps, puzzling that the illusion of M SSM uni cation should still be
m aintained when the intem ediate scale M SSM exotics are ignored G iedt 2002).
M amntaining this illusion lkely requires very ne tuning of ; f©r a generic exotic
particle sst and y . Slight shifting of ; would, with high probability, destroy ap—
pearances. Thus, In som e sense, the apparent M SSM uni cation below the string
scale m ight be viewed as accidental G hilencea 1999, G iedt 2002).

A mechanisn whereby the appearance of a ¢ is not accidental would be very
appealing. Just such a m echanisn , entitled \opticaluni cation," has recently been
discussed by J. G fedt G edt 2002). Opticaluni cation results In  y not disappear—
Ing under shiftsof ;. Instead, y lkew ise shifts in value. Thise ect isparalelto a
virtual in age alw ays appearing between a diverging lens and a real ob £ct, indepen-—
dent of the position of the lens or real ob gct. Hence, G iedt’s choice of appellation
for thism echanian .

Successfiil optical uni cation requires three things G iedt 2002). First, the ef-
fective level of the hypercharge generator must be the standard ky = g . This is
a strong constraint on string-derived [321] m odels, for the vast m a prity have non-
standard hypercharge levels. O nly select classes ofm odels, such asthe NAHE based
free ferm ionic class, can yield ky = % . Second, optical uni cation in poses the rela—
tionship b= £ b+  k,between the exotic partick contrbutions b, b, and

I to the B21] beta function coe cients. Each SU (3)  exotic triplkt or antitriplet
contrbutes ; to b;each SU ). doublkt contrbutes to b.W ith the hypercharge
ofaM SSM quark doublet nom alized to %, the contrbution to bk from an ndivid-
ual particke with hypercharge Qy isQ2. b > b is required to keep the virtual
uni cation scalke below the string scal. Combining this with the second constraint
mposes B> b £ b,shcee B 0.

To aocquire interm ediate scale m ass, the exotic triplets and antitriplets m ust be
equal in num ber. Sin ilarly, the exotic doublets m ust be even In number. Hence, bk
and b must be integer G iedt 2002). A s G iedt pointed out, the sin plest solution
to opticaluni cation three exotic triplet/antitriplet pairs and two pairs of doublets.

One pair of doublts can carry Qy = %, whilke the rem alning exotics carry no



hypercharge. A femately, if the doublets carry too little hypercharge, som e exotic
SU 3)c SU (), singlts could m ake up the hypercharge de cit. T he next sin plest
solution requires four triplet/antitriplet pairs and three pairs of doublkts that yield

k = 2% either as a set, or w ith the assistance of additional non-Abelian singlkts.
C leaver et al. presents a standard-like m odel that has the potential to realize the
latter opticaluni cation solution, w ith the required hypercharge carried by the (anti)—
triplets and one additional pair of singlts (C leaver 2002) . D etailed analysis of this
m odel is underw ay.

4 Concluding Com m ents

The ssoond string revolution answered m any of the fiindam ental questions of
string theory, in particular, the relation between the ve fom er string theories. But
M -theory has also raised m ore questions than it hasanswered. W hat M -theory truly
is, is not known. String theory, even w ith ten-dim ensions, presented a much Iless
com plicated picture of the universe than M -theory does. The drastically di erent
string cosm ologies that the ADD and RS theories present give a hint to the vast
array ofpossibilities allow ed perturbatively by M -theory. Fornow we can only wonder
about the form ofthe true M -theory universe.
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