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A bstract

In am odelwhere a m uliverse w avefunction explores a m ultiude of vacua w ith di erent symm e~
tries and param eters, properties of universes closely related to ours can be understood by exam ining
the consequences of an alldepartures of physicalparam eters from their cbserved values. T hem asses
of the light ferm ions that m ake up the stable m atter of which we are m ade| the up and down
quarks, and the e]ect_ton| have values in a narrow window that both allow s a variety of nuclei
other than protons to exist, and at the sam e tin e allow s atom s w ith stable shells of electrons that
are not devoured by their nuclei. T hese fundam ental param eters of the Standard M odel are good
candidates for quantities w hose values are determm Ined through selection e ectsw ithin a m ultiverse,
since a living world of m olecules needs stable nucli other than jist protons and neutrons. If the
ferm ion m asses are xed by brane condensation or com pacti cation ofextra dim ensions, therem ay

be cbservable fossils of the branching event, such as a graviational wave background.
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I. NTRODUCTION

W e know that nature is govemed by m athem atics and sym m etries. N ot very long ago, it
was an articlke of aith am ongm ost physicists that everything about physics would eventually
be explained In temm s of fundam ental sym m etnes| that nothing In the m akeup of physical
law s is accidental, that nature ultin ately has no choices, and that all the properties of
particles and eldsare xed by purem ath.

In the thirty years since m odem anthropic reasoning was introduced into cosm ology i, 21,
the com peting idea that anthropic selection m ight have an indispensable role in fundam en—
tal physical theory has gradually becom e, if not universally acospted, at least m anstream .
There are now oconcrete physical m odels for realizing anthropic selection In nature. Cos-
m ology has provided not only a concrete m echanism (in ation) form anufacturing m ultiple
universes, but also a new phenom enon @ ark Energy) whose value ism ost often explained
by mnvoking anthropic explanations. String theory has uncovered a fram ework by which
m any di erent sym m etries and param eters for elds can be realized in the low -energy, 3+ 1-
din ensionaluniverse, depending on the topology and size ofthe m anifold of the other seven,
truly fuindam entaldin ensions, and on the con gurations ofp-branesw ithin it, especially the
Jocal environm ent of the 3-brane on which our own Standard M odel elds live. The num —
bers of locally m etastable con gurations ofm anifold and branes, and therefore the num ber
of options for low energy physics, are estin ated to be so Jarge that for allpractical purposes,
there is a continuum of choices for findam ental param eters that we observe3, 4, §]1.

O f course, the details of how this works in the real world are still sketchy. Cosn ology
unfolds in a serdes of phase transitions and symm etry breakings. For exam ple, it is now
part of standard in ation that the quantum wavefinction of the universe branches early
Into varous options for the zero-point uctuations of the in aton eld, di erent branches
ofwhich correspond to di erent distrbutions of galaxies. String theory opens up a scenario
In whith the muliverse wavefiinction m ay also branch very early into a varety of whol
universes, each ofwhich has di erent physics. If things happen thisway, it is natural for us
to nd oursslves In a branch w ith physics rem arkably well suited to m ake the stu ofwhich
we arem ade.

It then m akes sense to ask new questions about the world: how would things change

if this or that aspect of physics were changed? If a an all change in a certain param eter



changes the world a great deal in a way that m atters to our presence here, that is a clue
that that particular param eter is xed by selection rather than by symm etry. T he ollow Ing
argum ents along these lines are elaborated m ore fully in ref. [].

Now wem ay be faced where a situation where som e seem ingly fundam ental features of
physics m ight not ever be derived from st principles. Even the particular gauge group in
our G rand Uni ed Theory (that is, the the one in ourbranch ofthe wavefunction) m ight be
only one group selected out ofm any options provided by the Theory ofEverything. W em ay
have to adjist our scienti ¢ style to this Jarger physical reality, which forces cosn ology and
fundam ental physics into a new relationship. For exam ple, although we can’t look inside
the other universes of the multiverse ensemble and can’t predict the branching outcom e
from rst principles, coan ological experin ents now under developm ent m ight reveal relict
graviationalwaves from the sam e symm etry breaking that xed the param eters.

IT. CHANGING STANDARD MODEL PARAMETERS

Evaluating changes in the world In response to changes in the fundam entalphysics is actu—
ally adi cul program to carry out. Forthem ost fiindam entaltheory we have, the Standard
M odel, the connection ofm any of is param eters w ith generally observable phenom ena can
only be roughly estin ated. F irstprinciples calculations of the behavior of system s such as
nucleiand m olecules are possible only for the sim plest exam ples.

The traditionalm inin al Standard M odel has 19 \adjustablk" param eters[], §1: Yukawa
coe cients xing the m asses of the six quark and three lpton avors (u;d;c;s;tibie; ; ),
the H iggsm ass and vacuum expectation valie v (which m ultiplies the Yukawa coe cientsto
determm ine the ferm jon m asses), three angles and onephass ofthe CKM (C abibboK cbayashi-
M askawa) m atrix (which m ixes quark weak—and strong-interaction eigenstates), a phase for
the quantum chrom odynam ic (Q CD ) vacuum , and three coupling constants g ;9, ;93 of the
gauge group, U (1) SU @) SU 3). W e now know experin entally that the neutrinos are
not m assless, so there are at last seven m ore param eters to characterize their behavior

(three m asses and another Hur CKM m atrix elem ents). T hus 26 param eters, plusNewton’s
constant G and the coam ological constant of G eneral R elativity, are enough to describe
the behavior of all the cbserved partickes in all experim ents, except those related to new
D ark M atter particles. If in addition the Standard M odel is extended by supersym m etry,



the num ber of param eters exoeeds 100.

In agihe that you are sitting at a controlpanel ofthe universe. thasa few dozen knobs|
one for each of the param eters. Suppose you start tw iddling the knobs. For allbut a few
of the kncbs, you nd nothing changes very m udch; the m ass of the top quark for exam plke
(that is, its Yukawa coupling coe cient in the Standard M odel equations) has little direct
e ect on everyday stu . W hich knobsm atter for the stu we care aboutm ost| atom s and
m olecules?

Som e knobs are clearly in portant, but their exact value does not seem too critical. The
ne structure constant forexam ple controls the sizes ofallthe atom sand m olecules, scaling
like the Bohr radius (m ) '. If you twiddle this knob, natural phenom ena dom inated by
this physics| which includes all of fam iliar chem istry and biology| grow or shrink in size.
On the other hand they all grow or shrink by alm ost the sam e fractional am ount so the
structural e ect of changes is hard to notice; the m iraculous t ofbase pairs Into the DNA
double helix would still work pretty well. T here are however subtle changes in structural
relationships and m olecular reaction rates. Your com plicated biochem istry probably would
not suxrvive a sudden big change in , but if you tum the knob slow Iy enough, living things
probably adapt to the changing physics. Sin ulations of cellilar reaction netw orks show that
their behavior is rem arkably robust with respect to changes In reaction rates, and m ostly

depend on netw ork topology [].

It tums out that a few of the knobs have a particularly large qualitative e ect wih a
very gn all am ount of tw iddling. T hree kncobs stand out for their particularly consoicuous
e ects: the Yukawa ocoe cients controlling the m asses of the electron, the up-quark, and the
down-quark. They are the light ferm ions that dom inate the com position and behavior of
atom s and m okcules. Changing them by even a am all fractional am ount has a devastating
e ect on whether m olecules can exist at all. The m ost dram atic sensitivity of the world on

their values seam s to be in the physics of atom ic nuclki.

ITII. EFFECTSOF CHANGING u;d;eM ASSES ON ATOM SAND NUCLETI

T he light ferm ion m asses are all very an all (less than one percent) com pared w ith the
m ass of even a singlke proton. (P rotons and neutrons, which com prise the bulk of the m ass

of ordinary m atter, ironically have a m ass dom inated not by the \realm ass" of theirm atter



particles, the constituent quarks, but aln ost entirely by the kinetic energies of the quarks
and the m asslkess gluons m ediating the color forces.) H owever, the light ferm ion m asses are
criticalbecause they detem ine the energy thresholds for reactions that controlthe stability
of nuckons.

In the three dim ensional param eter space form ed by these m asses, the m ost reliable phe-
nom em ological statem ents can be m ade about changes w ithin the two din ensional surface
de ned by holding the sum of u and d m asses constant. (That is because m any com pli-
cated features of nuclear physics rem ain constant if the pion m ass, which is proportional to
M, + m4)'?, is constant) . In this plane, som e properties of worlds w ith di erent values of
them asses are summ arized in gures 1 and 2, the Jatter taken from ref. |§]. The guresalso
show a constraint from a particular SO (10) grand uni ed scenario, to illustrate that lkely
uni cation schem es probably do not lave all these param eters jndqoendent| at least one
relationship between them is lkely xed by uni cation symm etry.

In the ower part of gure 1, towards Jarger up-quark m ass, there are \N eutron W orlds".
A s one dials knobs in this direction, a threshold is soon crossed where it is energetically
favorable for the electron In a hydrogen atom to pin with its proton to m ake a neutron. If
you tum it farther, even a firee proton W ithout any nearby electron) spontaneously decays
Into a neutron.

In the upper part of the gure, there are \P roton W orlds". M oving up from our world,
a threshold is soon crossed where a deuteron in a plasn a is no longer energetically favored
over a pair of protons. If you go farther, even an isolated deuteron soontaneously decays
Into a pair of protons.

In the neutron world, there are nuclki, but not atom s w ith electrons around them , so
chem istry does not happen. In the proton world, there are hydrogen atom s, but that is
the only kind of atom , because the other nuclki do not form or are not stabl. Fortunately
for us there is a world In between, where a few dozen stable nuclki are both possble and
are actually produced In stars, and are endowed w ith electron orbitals keading to chem istry
w ith arbitrarily Jarge and com plex m okecules. T his world would disappear w ith only a few
percent fractional change in the quark m ass di erence In either direction. It does not exist
In som e clossly-related branches of the m ultiverse wavefinction.

O ne can estin ate roughly the e ects of kaving this plane. In that case, nuclkar physics

is changed in new ways, since the m ass of the pion changes. It appears that if the m asses
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FIG.1l: An overview of sin pl nuclar physics of the neutron, proton and deuteron, in other
universes closely related to ours. Thresholds for various reactions are shown depending on the
m ass di erence between the down and up quark m ass, and the electron m ass, in the plane where
the sum ofthe up and down m asses does not change. O urworld is the pal blue] dot. The SO (10)
constraint shown Im poses the restriction that the ratio of electron to down quark m ass is xed
by a symm etry to have the sam e value it does In the real world; the region to the right of this is

exclided for positive dow n-quark m ass.

are Increased by m ore than about 40% , the range of nuckar forces is reduced to the point
where the deuteron is unstabl; and if they are reduced by a sim ilar am ount, they are
strengthened to the point where the diproton is stable. O n the otherhand, the latter change
also reduces the range of nuclkar forces so there are fewer stable elem ents overall. T he sum

ofthe quark m asses In our world appears roughly optin ized for the Jargest num ber of stable
nuclki. A gain, the situation would change qualitatively (eg., far fewer stable elem ents) w ith
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FIG .2: A moredetailed view, from ref. E_G], of the changes in thresholds of nuclear reactions, as a
function of the change In the u;d m ass di erence and the change in the electron m ass. O ur world

is at the origin in these quantities.

changes in summ ed quark m asses at the ten percent level.

W hy is it even possibble to nd param eters balanced between the neutron world and the
proton world? Forexam pl, ifthe SO (10) m odel is right one, it seam s that we are ucky that
its tra ctory passes through the region that allow s form olecules. The answer could be that
even the gauge sym m etries and particle content also have an anthropic explanation. A great
variety of com pact 7-m anifolds and 3-brane con gurations solve the fundam entalM theory.
E ach one ofthem has din ensional scales corresponding to param eter values such as partick
m asses, as well as topological and geom etrical relationships corresponding to sym m etries.
M any of these con gurations undergo in ation and produce m acroscopic universes. In this

situation it is not surprising that we nd oursslves in one where atom s and nuclki can exist.

IV. QUANTUM MECHANICSOF ANTHROPIC SELECTION

D iscussions of anthropic selection have som etin es di erentiated between the kind that

selects whole universes (W ith di erent values of the electron m ass, etc.), and the kind that



selects a congenial environm ent why we do not live on an asteroid or a quasar, etc.) W hike
these seam very di erent, from a quantum -m echanical perspective they do not di er n kind.
Both of them are sslections of a congenialbranch of the wavefunction of the universe.

In the origmhal form ulation of quantum m echanics, i was said that an cbservation col-
lapsed a wavefunction to one of the eigenstates of the observed quantity. The m odem view
is that the coam ic wavefiinction never collapses, but only appears to collapse from the point
ofview of observers who are part of the wavefunction. W hen Schrodinger’s cat lives or dies,
the branch of the wavefiinction w ith the dead cat also contains ocbservers who are dealing
w ith a dead cat, and the branch w ith the live cat also contains cbservers who are petting a
Iive one.

A Yhough this is som etin es called the \M any W orlds" interpretation of quantum me-
chanics, it is really about having jast one world, one w avefiinction, obeying the Schrodinger
equation : the wavefiinction evolves linearly from one tim e to the next based on its previous
state. A nthropic selection in this sense isbuilt into physics at the m ost basic level of quan—
tum m echanics. Selection of a wavefiinction branch is what drives us Into circum stances In
which we thrive. V iewed from a disinterested perspective outside the universe, it looks like
living beings swin lke saln on up their favorite branches of the wavefiinction, chasing their
favorite places.

The selkection of a planet or a galaxy is a m atter of chance. In quantum m echanics this
m eans a branch ofthe wavefiinction hasbeen selected. Thebinding energy ofour galaxy was
detem ined by an in aton uctuation during In ation; that waswhen the branching occurred
that selected the large scale gravitational potential that set the param eters for our local
cogan ic environm ent. W e can achieve statistical understanding about this kind of selection
because we can ocbserve other parts of the ensemble, by ocbserving galaxy clustering, the
m icrow ave badkground, and so on. In this way, we understand the physics of the sym m etry
breaking. W e even know som ething about the form ation ofthe di erent galaxy distributions
in other universes we w ill never see. T hese are regarded as just di erent by chance.

If the quark and electron m asses are also m atter of chance, the branching of the wave—
function occurred along with the symm etry breaking that xed their m asses. There m ay
be ways to cbserve agoects of the statistical ensem ble for this event also, by studying the
graviational wave badkground rather than the m icrow ave background.

W e do not know when all the choices of param eters and sym m etries are m ade. Som e of
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FIG.3: A schem atic sketch of the branching history of the wavefunction to which we belong. At
variouspoints In cogn ic history, sym m etry breaking (eg., com pacti cation, in ation, condensation)
m ade random choices, which were frozen into features such as standard m odel param eters, the
galaxy distribution, or the dark m atter densiy. In som e cases, these events kft other cbservables
w hich can be observed directly iIn otherways, such asm icrow ave background anisotropy, large scale
structure, gravitational w ave backgrounds, or cosn ic defects. T hus although the other branches of
the wavefiinction cannot be cbserved directly, the physics ofthe branching events in som e situations

m ay be Independently cbservable.

these branchingsm ay leave traces of other choices observable in ourpast light cone. Tt could
be that som e param eters are spatially varying even today, In regoonse to spatial variations in
scalar ordark m atter elds. For exam ple, onem odelofdark energy predicts large variations
In the m asses of neutrinos, depending on the local density of the neutrino com ponent of
dark m atterfl(]. (Ihdeed the basic idea that e ective neutrino m asses depend on the local

physical environm ent isnow part ofthe standard theory of solar neutrino oscillations.) Thus



the properties of stars can be spatially m odulated depending on the dark m atter density | a
quantity determm ined, in m any theories, by a branching event that occurred recently enough
to have an ocbservable ensamble. Such ideas provide a new m otivation for ocbservational
program s to quantify the extent to which the constants of nature are really constant in
soacetin e. A thriving exam pl of this can be found in studies of varying .)

In som e m odels, events connected wih xing the local quark and electron m asses m ay
have happened late enough to leave fossil traces. This could happen during the nalcom —
pacti cation of som e of the extra dim ensions, or the condensation of our own Standard
M odel 3D brane w ithin a Jarger din ensional space.

If din ensional com pacti cation happens in a su ciently catastrophic sym m etry break-
ing, it can lad to a background of gravitational waves. Because they are so penetrating,
graviational waves can carry Inform ation directly from aln ost the edge of our past light
cone, well beyond recom bination, even beyond weak deooup]jng| Indeed, back to the edge
0f3D space aswe know it. Ifthe extra din ensions are an aller than the Hubbl length at di-
m ensional com pacti cation or brane condensation, their collapse can appearasa rstorder
phase transition In our 3D space, lrading to relativistic ows of m assenergy. If the extra
din ensions are Jarger than or com parable to the Hubbl scal, the 3D brane we inhabim ay
Iniially condense w ith warps and w iggles that lead to a gravitationalwave background. E i~
ther way the m esoscopic, classicalm otion ofbranes settling down to their nalequillbbrium
con guration could kad to a strong gravitationalradiation badkground in a frequency range
detectable by detectors now under developm entl1,12,13, 14]. Thus, instrum ents designed
to odbserve the early boundary of spacetin e m ay also explore the early boundary of physics
aswe know i, and directly test ideas conceming the ssparation of various branches of the
m ultiverse having di erent fiindam ental param eters.

T hisblending of em pirical coam ology and fiindam ental physics is rem iniscent of ourD ar-
w Inian understanding of the tree of life. T he doubk helix, the fourbase codon alphabet and
the triplet genetic code for am Ino acids, any particular gene for a protein In a particular
organism | are all frozen accidents of evolutionary history. Tt is futile to try to understand
or explain these aspects of life, or indeed any relationships in biology, w thout referring to
the way the history of life unfolded. In the sam e way that (in D obzhansky’s phrase), \noth—
Ing In biology m akes sense except In the light of evolution”, physics in these m odels only
m akes sense In the light of coan ology.
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