arXiv:astro-ph/0403291v1 11 Mar 2004
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W e study m odels in which the universe exits reheating at tem peratures in the M €V regine. By
com bining light elem ent abundance m easurem ents w ith cosm ic m icrow ave background and large
scale structure data we nd a firly robust Iower lin it on the reheating tem perature of Try ~ 4
M eV at 95% C L. However, if the heavy particle whose decay reheats the universe has a direct
decay m ode to neutrinos, there are som e an all islands left in param eter space where a reheating
tem perature as Iow as 1 M &V is allowed. The derived lower bound on the reheating tem perature
also leads to very stringent bounds on m odels w ith n lJarge extra dim ensions. Forn = 2 the bound
on the com pacti cation scale isM ~ 2000 TeV, and orn = 3 it is 100 TeV . These are currently

the strongest available bounds on such m odels.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq, 98.80Ft, 98.70V c

I. NTRODUCTION

T he standard big bang m odel has been tested thor-
oughly up to tem peraturesaround 1 M €V where big bang
nuclosynthesis occurred. At much higher tem peratures
the universe is assum ed to have undergone in ation, dur-
Ing which the prim ordial density perturbations are pro—
duced.

Towards the end of in ation the In aton potential
steepens so that slow roll is violated, and the universe
enters the reheating phase. D uring this phase all parti-
cleswhich are kinem atically allow ed are produced, either
by direct decay or from the themm al bath produced by
the In aton decay.

Finally the universe enters the radiation dom inated
phase at a tem perature Try , which is a function of the
In aton decay rate. The only certain bound on this re—
heating tem perature com es from big bang nuclosynthe—
sis, and has In severalprevious studies been found to be
around 1 M eV E,:_Z].

Tt should be noted that even if the reheating tem pera—
ture affer in ation ismuch higher there can stillbe sub-
sequent "reheating" phases, In the sense that reheating is
de ned to be a period where the energy density is dom i~
nated by an unstable non-relativistic particle species. In
standard reheating this is the in aton, but in supersym —
m etric m odels it could for instance be the gravitino.

In the present paper we update previous calculations
of this reheating phenom enon, using data from cosm ic
m icrow ave background and large scale structure observa-—
tions. Furthem ore we extend the analysis to include the
possbility of having a direct decay m ode of the heavy
particle into light neutrinos. If the heavy particle is

E lectronic address: bannestad@ fysik .sdu dk

a scalar this decay is nom ally suppressed by a factor
tm =m )? because of the necessary helicity ip. How-—
ever, the heavy particle could eitherbe a non-scalarparti-
cle, or it could be a pseudo-scalar like them a pron which
couples only to neutrinos. Even though such m odels are
slightly contrived it is of interest to study whether the
tem perature bound on reheating is signi cantly a ected
by the possbility of direct decay into neutrinos.

In section ITwe discuss the set 0ofB oltzm ann equations
necessary to follow the evolution of all particle species.
In section ITT present results of the num erical solution
of these equation, and In section IV we com pare m odel
predictions w ith observational data. Finally, section V
is a review of other astrophysical constraints on heavy,
decaying particles, and section V I contains a discussion.

II. BOLTZM ANN EQUATIONS

W e llow the evolution of all particles by soking the
Bolzm ann equation for each species

Qf H Qf co Q)
et P@ collr

w here C 11 is the collision operator describing elastic and
nelastic collisions.

A . N eutrinos

N eutrinos interact w ith the electrom agneticplasn a via
weak Interactions. A com prehensive treatm ent ofthiscan
for instance be found in Ref. t_‘:’]. T he ocollision integrals
can be w ritten as B]
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whereSM j,1 34;1 isthe spin-summ ed and averaged m a—
trix elem ent including the symm etry factor S = 1=2 if
there are identical particles In Initialor nalstates. The
phasespace factor is (£1;£2;f3;f4) = £3£, 1 fi)d
£2) ££:Q0 B)A f).

T his collision Integral can be reduced to 2 dim ensions
using them ethod developed in Ref. E_ﬂ]. H owever, ifP auli
blocking and interactions involring only neutrinos are ne—
glected the Integrals can in fact be reduced to 1 din en-
sion, as descrbed in Ref. [i]. In the Dlow ing we use
this m ethod. T he quantitative error resulting from this
isquite an all.

In addition to standard weak Interactionswe allow for
a direct decay of to neutrinos, ! . If isnon-
relativistic then each neutrino is bom with m om entum
m =2 and in this case the collision integral is
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where b | is the branching ratio into neutrino species i,
and is the decay rate of the heavy particlke. For sin —
plicity we assum e equalbranching ratios into allneutrino
species. Even isthis isnot the case the neutrino distribbu-
tion functions w illbe aln ost equilbrated by oscillations
#]. Thismeansthatb, ' b ' b ’ b =3.

N ote that if one assum es that neutrinos are In kinetic
equilbriim so that they can be described by a single tem —
perature T it is in fact possble to solve the Boltzm ann
equation sem Fanalytically i_E;]. However, this is a very

dr @ Db) + 4H

+ 3H (+ Pe)+ 4H

poor approxin ation for the case when there is a direct
decay mode !

W e assum e the heavy particle to be com pletely non-
relativistic. If that is the case then the Boltzm ann equa-—
tion can be integrated to give the follow ing equation for
the evolution of the energy density

_ = 3" @)

ie. there are no Inverse decays. T his is a good approxi-
m ation for all the cases covered In the present work.

W e only work w ith m asses which are low enough that
there are no hadronic decay channelsopen. T hisofoourse
severely restricts the possble m odels. H owever, if there
is a hadronic branching ratio then them inim um allowed
reheating tem perature Increases dram atically 'g:], and we
are investigating what the lowest possible reheating tem —
perature is.

C . Electrom agnetic plasm a

T he evolution of the photon tem perature can then be
found from the equation of energy conservation

dr
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where r and Pt are the totalenergy density and the to—
talpressure respectively. T his equation can be rew ritten
as an evolution equation for T

+d =dt

dat @

D . Scale factor

Finally we solve the Friedm ann equation to nd the
scale factor as a function oftin e

A ttogether we solve Eq. ("1) together w ith Eq. Z_]:) for
each neutrino species, Eq. @) or , and Eq. {_6) for the
photon tem perature, to obtaln a®), T (), (t), and
f. @®.

i
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E. Initial conditions

Follow ing convention we de ne the reheating tem per-
ature of the universe to be when

= 3H (Tru) (8)

To a reasonable approxin ation the universe is radiation
dom inated at this point so that

2 1=2 2
H = ; ©)

whereM p;= 24 108 Ge&V isthe reduced P lanck m ass
and g is the num ber of degrees of freedom .
T his m eans that there is a one to one correspondence



betw een and Tgy ,
Tramev ' 077 i=§; 10)
where g = 10:75 has been used. Note that the con-

stant of proportionality is som ew hat arbirary (@lthough
i should always be of order 1), and jist gives a rough
idea about the them al tem perature when the universe
enters the standard radiation dom inated phase.

A s Iong as the nitial tin e is set so that &4 t(Try)
and Ty ax ~ Tp; , where Ty oy is the m aximum tem per—
ature reached by the plasna affer tine t; and Tp; is
the neutrino decoupling tem perature then the nalout-
com e is Independent of initial conditions. T he universe
starts out being strongly m atter dom inated and the -
nalneutrino energy density, as well as the light elem ent
abundances depend only on ,m ,and b . The nitial
tin e is ound from the Friedm ann equation by assum ing
com plete dom ination of so thatt; = % B G ,=31'72.

F . Nucleosynthesis

One of the m ain observables from the epoch around
neutrino decoupling is the abundance of light elem ents,
m ainly heliim and deuterium . In orderto calculate these
abundances we have m odi ed the K aw ano nuclosynthe—
sis code f@']. F irst ishasbeen m odi ed to incorporate the
m odi ed tem perature evolution, and second the subrou—
tines used to calculate weak interaction rates forn $ p
havebeen m odi ed to Incorporate the fullnum ericalelec—
tron neutrino distribution com ing from the solution ofthe
coupled Bolzm ann equations.

This allow s us to calculate the abundance of “He and
D for the variousm odels.

ITI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

W ehave solved the set ofcoupled B oltzm ann equations
for all species for the free param eters, m , ,and b .

The main output from this is the relativistic energy
density in neutrinos, param eterized in units ofthe energy
density of a standard m odelneutrino, ),

+ +
N = — ——— 11)

Ifb = 0 then the equationsbecom e ndependent ofm
and this case has already been covered in Ref. i}:]. We
present this asour rst case n order to com pare resuls
w ith those of f_]:]. Fjg.:!.' show s the e ective num ber of
neutrino species, N , after complete decay of . This

gure is denticalto Fig. 4 in Ref. [L].

W e also test whether our results are independent of

il conditions. In Fig. d we show T () and ()
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FIG .1: Thee ective num berofneutrino species as a function
of when there is no direct decay into neutrinos, b = 0.

or = 64 s! Prtwo dierent initial times, t; =
18 10° sand t; = 88 10° s. In both cases we
assum e an initial photon tem perature of 23 M &V Wwe
could equally well have chosen an iniial tem perature of
0). W hile the maxinum tem perature reached is clearly
dependenton t;, T and  quickly becom e indistinguish—
able, and as long as the tem perature w here this happens
is greater than the neutrino decoupling tem perature all

nal results are independent of t;. Furthem ore, as ex—
pected {l], the photon tem perature scalesas T / t 1~
during the m atter dom Inated period and shifts to the
usualT / t'2 once the universe becom es radiation
dom nated (except for a an all deviation due to heating
by e’ e annhilation).

B. b 60

Nextwecoverthecasewhenb 6 0.Thisismuchmore
com plicated to solve num erically because ofthe presence
ofthe delta function (o m =2) and the fact that the
solution now dependson both b andm . In Fjg.-'j we
show N fordi erent values of and b .

From this gure is clear that when b is an all the ef-
fective num ber of neutrino species becom es independent
ofm and increasing w ith ,2wWithN ! 3 for 1.

For the opposite casewhen b = 1 (only decay to neu—
trinos) the situation is the opposite. W hen ! 1 the
Im iting value isagain N = 3. This corresponds to the
casewhen decays Into neutrinos, but the e ective neu—
trino tem perature after com plete decay is higher than
Tp .

W hen ! 0 the e ective number of neutrino species
goesto in niy. This correspondsto the casewhen de-
cays so slow Iy that the produced neutrinos never equili-
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FIG.2: T and as functions of tin e for = 64s’,

b = 0 and two di erent initial tin es. The full line is for
ti= 88 10° s,wherasthedashed isfort;= 1:8 10> s.

brate w ith the electrom agnetic plagn a, lraving only neu—
trinos.

However, there is a large interm ediate region where
N < 3,even forb = 1. The reason for this unexpected
feature can be explained as follow s: W hen high energy
neutrinos € T) are produced by direct  decay they
have a very high annihilation cross section to et e , be—
cause the cross section goes as E?. However, the pro—
duced electrons and positrons are in m ediately converted
into a sea of low energy €' ,e ,and because of electro—
m agnetic Interactions. This m eans that the production
rate of neutrinos is much lower. In the case where the
reheating tem perature is very high this does not m atter
because the universe still has tin e to them alize com —
plktely after decay. However, if Try T , this isnot
possbl and the result is that N < 3 because of the
very e cient conversion of neutrinos into e * e . Notice
also that this e ect becom es less pronounced when m
decreases because neutrinos are bom w ith energies closer
to 3T, and them ism atch betw een forw ard and backw ard
rates becom es an aller.

In Fjgs.:_dand:_ﬁthjse ect can be seen directly on the

distrbution fanctions. In Fig. 4, which showsb = 1,

= 64s!,andm = 120M eV, i can be seen that
the distrdbbution fiinction is higher than them alat high
energiesbecause of decay. H ow ever, there are fewer low
energy neutrinosbecause ofthe ine cient production via
e" e annhilation.

Conversely, nFig.§,which showsb = 1, =50s?,
andm = 120 M €V, i can be seen that the decay rate
is high enough that neutrinos equilbrate w ith the elec—
trom agnetic plaan a, except Ora an alldeviation around

p = m =2. This subsequently lrads to N ' 3 after
com plete decay.
Iv. COMPARISON W ITH DATA
In order to constrain the param eters b , ,and m

we com pare the predicted values of N , *He, and D w ith
the observationally determm ined values. In addition to
the param eters directly related to  the nuclkosynthesis
outcom e depends crucially on the baryon density, =
ng =n

Taken at face value the recent CM B data from the
W M AP satellite constrain  tightly. H owever, it hasbeen
shown that there is a signi cant correlation between
and N In the CMB data. This means that i is not
possble to take CM B constraint on  directly and apply
it to the nuclkosynthesis calculations. Rathera fullCM B
likelihood analysisforN and mustbe carried out. This
can then be com bined w ith the nucleosynthesis likelihood
analysis forb , ,m ,and

F irst the follow Ing subsection covers the current obser—
vational status, then the next covers the constraints on
decay param eters which can be obtained.

A . Observationaldata
1. Light elem ent abundances

T he prim ordialheliim abundance has beenrder:iyed by
two independent groups. Fields and O live [j] nd the
value

Y = 0238 0:002 0:005; 12)
w hereas Izotov and T huan g] nd
Yr = 0244 0:002 0:005 13)

B ecause ofthis nconsistency we blow up the errorbars
on Yp and use the value

Yp = 0238 0:015; 14)

w hich encom passes the allowed regions of both ocbserva-
tionaldeterm inations.

T he m ost recent determ ination of the prin ordialdeu-
terlum abundance has yielded the value i_S;]

D=H = (278 029) 10° @5)



120

100

80

60

m, [MeV]

40

o
ko)

20

o @
7 o S

\\\\qzw\f\\\\\\\r\\\\lw\\

o
© Y

o 0 O
\\\\\H\\\\\'\\\\\\\\\/?\

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\4

by
(o)

120

100

30

60

m, [MeV]

40

e UL I

|

20

-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
log (I" [s™])

FIG.3: Contour plot of N for di erentm
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and
10.

A determ ination of the prim ordial lithium abundance
has also been perform ed by severalgroups. H ow ever, this
m easurem ent is prone to large system atics and we refrain
from using it here.

2. Coam ic m icrow ave background

The CM B temperature uctuations are conveniently
described in termm softhe sphericalham onicspow er spec—
trum

Ci1

hfn §1; 16)

w here

Am Ym (5 ): a7)

Im

Since Thom son scattering polarizes light there are ad—
ditional power spectra com ing from the polarization

-0.5 0.0 0.5

. The top kft plot is orb

1.0
log (I [s™])

1.5

0:, the top right forb = 0:5, the bottom

anisotropies. T he polarization can be divided into a curk
free E ) and a curl B ) com ponent, yielding four indepen—
dent pow er spectra: Cr;1;Cg ;1;Cp ;1 and the tam perature
E -polarization crosscorrelation Crg ;1.

The W M AP experin ent have reported data on Cr;;
and Crg ;1, as described in Ref. {0, 13, 1L4]

W e have perform ed the lkelhood analysis using the
prescription given by theW M AP collaboration which in-
cludes the correlation between di erent C,’s {10, {1, 131.
Foreground contam ination has already been subtracted
from their published data.

3. Lame scak structure

The 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey (2dFGRS) (i3] has
m easured the redshifts of m ore than 230 000 galaxies
w ith a m edian redshift of z, 0d1.An iniial estin ate
of the convolved, redshift-space power soectrum of the
2dFGRS has been detemm ined [14] for a samplke of 160
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FIG . 4: The distrbution function for . for di erent values
of T when = 6:4s',b = 1,andm = 120MeV.The
dotted line is or T = 2:18 M eV, the dashed for T = 0:42
M eV, the Iongdashed or T = 0:19 M €V, and the full line
forT = 001 MeV.The fullgrey (red) line is an equilibrium
distribution with T = T .
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FIG .5: The distrbution function for . for di erent values
of T when = 50s',b = 1,andm = 120MeV.The
dotted line is or T = 7{7 M eV, the dashed or T = 0:93
M eV, the Iongdashed or T = 023 M €V, and the full line
forT = 001 MeV.The fullgrey (red) line is an equilibrium
distribbution with T = T .

000 redshifts. On scales 0:02 < k < 0:15h M pc ! the
data are robust and the shape of the power spectrum is
nota ected by redshift-space ornonlineare ects, though
the am plitude is increased by redshift-space distortions.
A potentialcom plication isthe fact that the galaxy power

spectrum m ay be biased w ith respect to them atterpower
spectrum , ie. light does not trace m ass exactly at all
scales. This is often param etrised by introducing a bias
factor

Py k)
ok g, 18
k) P ®) 18)

where P4 (k) is the power spectrum of the galaxies, and
P, (k) is the m atter power spectrum . However, we re—
strict our analysis of the 2dFGRS power spectrum to
scales k < 0:15 hMpc ! where the power spectrum

is well described by linear theory. On these scales,
two di erent analyses have dem onstrated that the 2dF -
GRS power goectrum _is consistent with linear, scale-
independent bias f_lﬁ', ;L@l] T hus, the shape of the galaxy
power spectrum can be used straightforwardly to con-
strain the shape of the m atter pow er spectrum .

The only param eterswhich a ect CM B and structure
form ation are the baryon density, , and the re]at_jyjs_tjc
energy density at late tin es, param eterized by N [1,118]
(e ko (19, 20, 23, 54, 23, 54,53, 54D It is thembre
relatively straightforw ard to perform theCM B+ LSS like-
lihood analysis.

B . Likelihood analysis

N ucleosynthesis isa ected both by the expansion rate
around T 01 1M &V, andby theelectron neutrino dis—
tribution finction. The reason is that electron neutrino
enter directly in the weak reactions which interconvert
protons and neutrons.

T he speci ¢ neutrino distributions are therefore found
as functions of tem perature and used In a m odi ed ver-
sion of the Kawano BBN code E'_d]. This is then used
to calculate prim ordialabundances of deuterium and he—
Ium .

For calculating the theoreticalCM B and m atterpower
spectra we use the publicly available CM BFA ST package
@-]']. A s the set of coan ological param eters we choose

n s the m atter density, 1, the baryon density, H ¢, the
Hubbl param eter, , the optical depth to reionization,
Q, the nom alization of the CM B power spectrum , b,
the bias param eter, and the e ective num ber of neutrino
species N , found from the solution of the Bolzm ann
equations. W e assum e neutrinos to be aln ost m assless.
W e restrict the analysisto geom etrically atm odels  +

= 1.

For each individualm odelwe calculate 2 in the oL
low ing way: G iven a theoretical CM B spectrum the 2
ofthe W M AP data is calculated using the m ethod de-
scrbed in Ref. [I4]. W ith regards to the 2dF data we
use the data points and w indow functions from Ref. 28]

95% con dence levels from the data are calculated from
2 = 2231 and 6.17 respectively.
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FIG .6: 68% and 95% con dence exclision plot ofthe param -
eters 1¢ 10%° and forthecasewhen b = 0.

n Fjg.:§ we show 68% and 95% exclusion lm its for

and from BBN, CMB, and LSS. The top panel
for BBN only is very sin ilar to Fig. 8 In KK S, except
that we use slightly di erent bounds on light elem ent
abundances. From BBN alone the 95% bound on Try is
roughly 0.6 M €V . However thisbound is achieved for rel-
atively Iow , whereasCM B+ LSS strongly prefer a high
valieof . ThereforecombiningtheBBN andCM B+ LSS
constraints ram ovesthe low Try region and increasesthe
Iowerbound to 39 M &V.

2. b 60

Apart from the fact that N dependson b there isa
second e ect which is just a mportant. W hen b 6 0
there are more high energy neutrinos. A round weak

freeze-out there are m any m ore protons than neutrons.
W hen E m, m, theweak absorption cross section
isequalon protons and neutrons. T hism eans that addi-
tionalneutrinosat high energiesw illhave thenete ect of
converting protons into neutrons, so that in the end m ore
helum is produced. N ote that this is the opposie e ect
of Just increasing the weak interaction rates, in which
case kss heliim would be produced. T he phenom enon is
quite sin ilar to what happens if has a hadronic decay
channel. In that case pions and kaons w ill be produced,
w hich subsequently convert protons to neutrons and lead
to overproduction of helium .

In Fjg.:j we show 68%, 95% , and 99.99% con dence
exclusion plots for andm , m argialized over

Both when b issnalland when b = 1 the bound on
Try becom es independent ofm . In both cases the 95%
bound is Tgy ~ 4M eV .

H ow ever, there is an Intermm ediate regin e forb which
allow s for much lower values of Tgy . The reason for
this can be seen directly from Fig. d, ie. there is an
Interm ediate rangewhereN can be kept close to 3, even
for low . However, for largem asses (which is of course
by far the m ost lkely) there is no allowed region. The
reason is the one given in the previous section: M orehigh
energy neutrinos w ill produce m ore helium , and this in
tum will con ict w ith observations.

The naloutcom e is that for aln ost all values ofm
and b there is a robust Iower bound on Try which is
around 4 M €V . However there is a am all region where
b 0:9,m < 40 M eV where a reheating tem perature
as low asroughly 1 M €V isallowed.

V. OTHER CONSTRAINTS

If is a scalar then the decay rate to neutrinos is
nom ally suppressed by a factorm ? because of the nec—
essary helicity ip. Therefore the sim plest assum ption
is that has no branching into neutrinos. If for in-
stance the heavy particle is a pseudo-scalar like the axion,
then there is an upper bound on the coupling to photons
(86,31), 9 06 10° Gev ! form < 30keV.For
higher m asses the bound is signi cantly weaker. How—
ever, even if this bound is used together w ith the decay
width ,, = o® m>=64 then we nd that

r2 S 50m3;10M o ST (19)

which is easily satis es for the param eter space we are
considering.

On the other hand, if is a particle like the m a pron
w hich couples only to neutrinos then the decay w idth is

(41
& m

! = 3
16

1 m owe st @0)

T he bound on the dim ensionless coupling constant com es
from BBN aswell as supemova considerations and is of
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FIG. 7: 68%, 95%, and 99.99% oon dence exclusion plot of the param eters and m usihg all availabl data
CMB+LSS+BBN). The top kft pot is for b = 0:, the top right or b = 05, the bottom lkft or b = 0:9, and the
bottom right forb = 10.
order 10 ®  10° formapronsin theM eV mass range  derived a fairly robust lim it of
t_3]_1,-_3§]. Form orem assivem a prons the bound w eakens. Ty T 4 MeV: 1)

Again it is clear that the decay param eters which we
consider here are not excluded by any other astrophysical
or experin ental data.

The nalconclusion is that heavy, decaying particles
such as the ones considered here cannot be directly ex—
cluded by any current data. Furthem ore a branching
ratio into neutrinos can be anywhere from 0 to 1.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have carefully calculated constraints on m odels
w ith extrem ely low reheating tem perature, where am as-
sive particle decays around T 1 MeV.By combining
constraints on light elem ent abundancesw ith constraints
on and N from CMB and large scale structure we

This bound is a signi cant In provem ent over the pre—
vious bound of TRy ~ 0:7 M &V, calculated from BBN
alone. It is interesting that the lower bound is signi —
cantly higher than then $ p conversion freeze-out tem —
perature, T 08 M &V, end even higher than the neu-
trino decoupling tem perature Tp 2MeV.This shows
that even am all residual e ects can be m easured w ith
present observationaldata.

M odelsw ith reheating tem perature In theM €V regin e
are In general di cult to reconcike with such features
as baryogenesis. However, in m odels w ith large extra
din ensions a low reheating tem perature is essential in
order to avoid overproduction of m assive K aluza-K lein
gravion states. Thism eans that we can use our present
bound to derive lim its on the com pacti cation scale In
such m odels. For the case of two extra dim ensions the
bound isM > 2000 TeV and orn = 3 &£ isM > 100



TeV . This bound is som ew hat stronger than the bound
com Ing from considerations of neutron star cooling and
gamm a ray em ission.
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