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Abstract

In a m odelwherea m ultiversewavefunction exploresa m ultitudeofvacua with di�erentsym m e-

triesand param eters,propertiesofuniversesclosely related toourscan beunderstood byexam ining

theconsequencesofsm alldeparturesofphysicalparam etersfrom theirobserved values.Them asses

ofthe light ferm ions that m ake up the stable m atter ofwhich we are m ade| the up and down

quarks,and the electron| have values in a narrow window that both allows a variety ofnuclei

otherthan protonsto exist,and atthesam etim eallowsatom swith stableshellsofelectronsthat

are notdevoured by theirnuclei.These fundam entalparam etersofthe Standard M odelare good

candidatesforquantitieswhosevaluesaredeterm ined through selection e�ectswithin am ultiverse,

since a living world ofm oleculesneedsstable nucleiotherthan justprotonsand neutrons. Ifthe

ferm ion m assesare�xed by branecondensation orcom pacti�cation ofextra dim ensions,therem ay

beobservablefossilsofthebranching event,such asa gravitationalwave background.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W eknow thatnatureisgoverned by m athem aticsand sym m etries.Notvery long ago,it

wasan articleoffaith am ongm ostphysiciststhateverythingaboutphysicswould eventually

beexplained in term soffundam entalsym m etries| thatnothing in them akeup ofphysical

laws is accidental, that nature ultim ately has no choices, and that allthe properties of

particlesand �eldsare�xed by purem ath.

In thethirty yearssincem odern anthropicreasoningwasintroduced intocosm ology[1,2],

thecom peting idea thatanthropicselection m ighthavean indispensable rolein fundam en-

talphysicaltheory hasgradually becom e,ifnotuniversally accepted,atleastm ainstream .

There are now concrete physicalm odels for realizing anthropic selection in nature. Cos-

m ology hasprovided notonly a concrete m echanism (in
ation)form anufacturing m ultiple

universes,butalso a new phenom enon (Dark Energy)whose value ism ostoften explained

by invoking anthropic explanations. String theory has uncovered a fram ework by which

m any di�erentsym m etriesand param etersfor�eldscan berealized in thelow-energy,3+1-

dim ensionaluniverse,dependingon thetopologyand sizeofthem anifold oftheotherseven,

trulyfundam entaldim ensions,and on thecon�gurationsofp-braneswithin it,especially the

localenvironm entofthe 3-brane on which ourown Standard M odel�eldslive. The num -

bersoflocally m etastablecon�gurationsofm anifold and branes,and thereforethenum ber

ofoptionsforlow energy physics,areestim ated tobesolargethatforallpracticalpurposes,

thereisa continuum ofchoicesforfundam entalparam etersthatweobserve[3,4,5].

Ofcourse,the detailsofhow thisworks in the realworld are stillsketchy. Cosm ology

unfolds in a series ofphase transitions and sym m etry breakings. For exam ple,it is now

part ofstandard in
ation that the quantum wavefunction ofthe universe branches early

into variousoptionsforthe zero-point
uctuationsofthe in
aton �eld,di�erent branches

ofwhich correspond to di�erentdistributionsofgalaxies.String theory opensup a scenario

in which the m ultiverse wavefunction m ay also branch very early into a variety ofwhole

universes,each ofwhich hasdi�erentphysics.Ifthingshappen thisway,itisnaturalforus

to �nd ourselvesin a branch with physicsrem arkably wellsuited to m akethestu� ofwhich

wearem ade.

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

ifthis or that aspect ofphysics were changed? Ifa sm allchange in a certain param eter
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changes the world a greatdealin a way thatm attersto ourpresence here,thatisa clue

thatthatparticularparam eteris�xed by selection ratherthan by sym m etry.Thefollowing

argum entsalong theselinesareelaborated m orefully in ref.[6].

Now we m ay be faced where a situation where som e seem ingly fundam entalfeaturesof

physicsm ightnoteverbederived from �rstprinciples.Even theparticulargaugegroup in

ourGrand Uni�ed Theory (thatis,thetheonein ourbranch ofthewavefunction)m ightbe

only onegroup selected outofm any optionsprovided by theTheory ofEverything.W em ay

haveto adjustourscienti�cstyleto thislargerphysicalreality,which forcescosm ology and

fundam entalphysics into a new relationship. Forexam ple,although we can’t look inside

the other universes ofthe m ultiverse ensem ble and can’t predict the branching outcom e

from �rstprinciples,cosm ologicalexperim ents now underdevelopm ent m ightrevealrelict

gravitationalwavesfrom thesam esym m etry breaking that�xed theparam eters.

II. C H A N G IN G STA N D A R D M O D EL PA R A M ET ER S

Evaluatingchangesin theworld in responsetochangesin thefundam entalphysicsisactu-

allyadi�cultprogram tocarryout.Forthem ostfundam entaltheorywehave,theStandard

M odel,theconnection ofm any ofitsparam eterswith generally observablephenom ena can

only be roughly estim ated. First-principlescalculationsofthe behaviorofsystem ssuch as

nucleiand m oleculesarepossibleonly forthesim plestexam ples.

The traditionalm inim alStandard M odelhas19 \adjustable" param eters[7,8]:Yukawa

coe�cients�xing them assesofthesix quark and threelepton 
avors(u;d;c;s;t;b;e;�;�),

theHiggsm assand vacuum expectation valuev (which m ultipliestheYukawacoe�cientsto

determ inetheferm ionm asses),threeanglesandonephaseoftheCKM (Cabibbo-Kobayashi-

M askawa)m atrix (which m ixesquark weak-and strong-interaction eigenstates),a phasefor

thequantum chrom odynam ic(QCD)vacuum ,and threecoupling constantsg1;g2;g3 ofthe

gaugegroup,U(1)� SU(2)� SU(3).W e now know experim entally thatthe neutrinosare

not m assless,so there are at least seven m ore param eters to characterize their behavior

(threem assesand anotherfourCKM m atrix elem ents).Thus26param eters,plusNewton’s

constantG and the cosm ologicalconstant� ofGeneralRelativity,are enough to describe

the behavior ofallthe observed particles in allexperim ents,except those related to new

Dark M atterparticles. Ifin addition the Standard M odelisextended by supersym m etry,
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thenum berofparam etersexceeds100.

Im aginethatyou aresittingatacontrolpaneloftheuniverse.Ithasafew dozen knobs|

one foreach ofthe param eters. Suppose you starttwiddling the knobs. Forallbuta few

ofthe knobs,you �nd nothing changesvery m uch;the m assofthe top quark forexam ple

(thatis,itsYukawa coupling coe�cientin the Standard M odelequations)haslittle direct

e�ecton everyday stu�.W hich knobsm atterforthestu� wecareaboutm ost| atom sand

m olecules?

Som eknobsareclearly im portant,buttheirexactvaluedoesnotseem too critical.The

�nestructureconstant�forexam plecontrolsthesizesofalltheatom sand m olecules,scaling

like the Bohrradius(�m e)� 1. Ifyou twiddle thisknob,naturalphenom ena dom inated by

thisphysics| which includesalloffam iliarchem istry and biology| grow orshrink in size.

On the other hand they allgrow or shrink by alm ost the sam e fractionalam ount so the

structurale�ectofchangesishard to notice;them iraculous�tofbasepairsinto theDNA

double helix would stillwork pretty well. There are however subtle changes in structural

relationshipsand m olecularreaction rates.Yourcom plicated biochem istry probably would

notsurvivea sudden big changein �,butifyou turn theknob slowly enough,living things

probably adapttothechangingphysics.Sim ulationsofcellularreaction networksshow that

theirbehaviorisrem arkably robustwith respect to changes in reaction rates,and m ostly

depend on network topology[9].

Itturns outthata few ofthe knobs have a particularly large qualitative e�ect with a

very sm allam ountoftwiddling. Three knobsstand outfortheirparticularly conspicuous

e�ects:theYukawacoe�cientscontrolling them assesoftheelectron,theup-quark,and the

down-quark. They are the light ferm ions thatdom inate the com position and behavior of

atom sand m olecules.Changing them by even a sm allfractionalam ounthasa devastating

e�ecton whetherm oleculescan existatall.Them ostdram aticsensitivity oftheworld on

theirvaluesseem sto bein thephysicsofatom icnuclei.

III. EFFEC T S O F C H A N G IN G u;d;e M A SSES O N AT O M S A N D N U C LEI

The lightferm ion m asses are allvery sm all(lessthan one percent) com pared with the

m assofeven a single proton.(Protonsand neutrons,which com prise thebulk ofthem ass

ofordinary m atter,ironically haveam assdom inated notby the\realm ass" oftheirm atter
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particles,the constituentquarks,butalm ostentirely by the kinetic energiesofthe quarks

and them asslessgluonsm ediating thecolorforces.) However,thelightferm ion m assesare

criticalbecausethey determ inetheenergy thresholdsforreactionsthatcontrolthestability

ofnucleons.

In thethreedim ensionalparam eterspaceform ed by thesem asses,them ostreliablephe-

nom em ologicalstatem entscan be m ade aboutchangeswithin the two dim ensionalsurface

de�ned by holding the sum ofu and d m asses constant. (That is because m any com pli-

cated featuresofnuclearphysicsrem ain constantifthepion m ass,which isproportionalto

(m u + m d)1=2,isconstant).In thisplane,som epropertiesofworldswith di�erentvaluesof

them assesaresum m arized in �gures1and 2,thelattertaken from ref.[6].The�guresalso

show a constraintfrom a particularSO(10)grand uni�ed scenario,to illustrate thatlikely

uni�cation schem esprobably do notleave allthese param etersindependent| atleastone

relationship between them islikely �xed by uni�cation sym m etry.

In thelowerpartof�gure1,towardslargerup-quark m ass,thereare\Neutron W orlds".

As one dials knobs in this direction,a threshold is soon crossed where it is energetically

favorablefortheelectron in a hydrogen atom to join with itsproton to m akea neutron.If

you turn itfarther,even a freeproton (withoutany nearby electron)spontaneously decays

into a neutron.

In the upperpartofthe �gure,there are \Proton W orlds". M oving up from ourworld,

a threshold issoon crossed where a deuteron in a plasm a isno longerenergetically favored

over a pairofprotons. Ifyou go farther,even an isolated deuteron spontaneously decays

into a pairofprotons.

In the neutron world,there are nuclei,but not atom s with electrons around them ,so

chem istry does not happen. In the proton world,there are hydrogen atom s,but that is

theonly kind ofatom ,because the othernucleido notform orarenotstable.Fortunately

forusthere isa world in between,where a few dozen stable nucleiare both possible and

areactually produced in stars,and areendowed with electron orbitalsleading to chem istry

with arbitrarily largeand com plex m olecules. Thisworld would disappearwith only a few

percentfractionalchangein thequark m assdi�erence in eitherdirection.Itdoesnotexist

in som eclosely-related branchesofthem ultiverse wavefunction.

Onecan estim ate roughly thee�ectsofleaving thisplane.In thatcase,nuclearphysics

ischanged in new ways,since the m assofthe pion changes. Itappearsthatifthe m asses
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FIG .1: An overview ofsim ple nuclear physics ofthe neutron,proton and deuteron,in other

universes closely related to ours. Thresholds for various reactions are shown depending on the

m assdi�erence between the down and up quark m ass,and the electron m ass,in the plane where

thesum oftheup and down m assesdoesnotchange.O urworld isthe[paleblue]dot.TheSO (10)

constraint shown im poses the restriction that the ratio ofelectron to down quark m ass is �xed

by a sym m etry to have the sam e value itdoesin the realworld;the region to the rightofthisis

excluded forpositive down-quark m ass.

are increased by m ore than about40% ,the range ofnuclearforcesisreduced to the point

where the deuteron is unstable; and ifthey are reduced by a sim ilar am ount, they are

strengthened tothepointwherethediproton isstable.On theotherhand,thelatterchange

also reducestherangeofnuclearforcesso therearefewerstableelem entsoverall.Thesum

ofthequark m assesin ourworld appearsroughly optim ized forthelargestnum berofstable

nuclei.Again,thesituation would changequalitatively (e.g.,farfewerstableelem ents)with
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FIG .2: A m oredetailed view,from ref.[6],ofthechangesin thresholdsofnuclearreactions,asa

function ofthechange in theu;d m assdi�erence and the change in the electron m ass.O urworld

isattheorigin in these quantities.

changesin sum m ed quark m assesattheten percentlevel.

W hy isiteven possible to �nd param etersbalanced between theneutron world and the

proton world? Forexam ple,iftheSO(10)m odelisrightone,itseem sthatwearelucky that

itstrajectory passesthrough theregion thatallowsform olecules.Theanswercould bethat

even thegaugesym m etriesand particlecontentalsohavean anthropicexplanation.A great

variety ofcom pact7-m anifoldsand 3-branecon�gurationssolvethefundam entalM theory.

Each oneofthem hasdim ensionalscalescorresponding to param etervaluessuch asparticle

m asses,as wellas topologicaland geom etricalrelationships corresponding to sym m etries.

M any ofthese con�gurationsundergo in
ation and produce m acroscopic universes.In this

situation itisnotsurprising thatwe�nd ourselvesin onewhereatom sand nucleican exist.

IV . Q U A N T U M M EC H A N IC S O F A N T H R O P IC SELEC T IO N

Discussions ofanthropic selection have som etim es di�erentiated between the kind that

selectswhole universes(with di�erentvaluesofthe electron m ass,etc.),and the kind that
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selectsa congenialenvironm ent(why wedo notliveon an asteroid ora quasar,etc.) W hile

theseseem very di�erent,from aquantum -m echanicalperspectivethey donotdi�erin kind.

Both ofthem areselectionsofa congenialbranch ofthewavefunction oftheuniverse.

In the originalform ulation ofquantum m echanics,itwas said thatan observation col-

lapsed a wavefunction to oneoftheeigenstatesoftheobserved quantity.Them odern view

isthatthecosm icwavefunction nevercollapses,butonly appearsto collapsefrom thepoint

ofview ofobserverswho arepartofthewavefunction.W hen Schr�odinger’scatlivesordies,

the branch ofthe wavefunction with the dead catalso containsobservers who are dealing

with a dead cat,and thebranch with thelivecatalso containsobserverswho arepetting a

liveone.

Although this is som etim es called the \M any W orlds" interpretation ofquantum m e-

chanics,itisreally abouthaving justoneworld,onewavefunction,obeying theSchr�odinger

equation:thewavefunction evolveslinearly from onetim eto thenextbased on itsprevious

state.Anthropicselection in thissenseisbuiltinto physicsatthem ostbasiclevelofquan-

tum m echanics.Selection ofa wavefunction branch iswhatdrivesusinto circum stancesin

which wethrive.Viewed from a disinterested perspective outsidetheuniverse,itlookslike

living beingsswim likesalm on up theirfavoritebranchesofthewavefunction,chasing their

favoriteplaces.

The selection ofa planetora galaxy isa m atterofchance. In quantum m echanicsthis

m eansabranch ofthewavefunction hasbeen selected.Thebindingenergy ofourgalaxywas

determ ined byanin
aton 
uctuation duringin
ation;thatwaswhen thebranchingoccurred

that selected the large scale gravitationalpotentialthat set the param eters for our local

cosm ic environm ent. W e can achieve statisticalunderstanding aboutthiskind ofselection

because we can observe other parts ofthe ensem ble,by observing galaxy clustering,the

m icrowavebackground,and so on.In thisway,weunderstand thephysicsofthesym m etry

breaking.W eeven know som ethingabouttheform ation ofthedi�erentgalaxy distributions

in otheruniverseswewillneversee.Theseareregarded asjustdi�erentby chance.

Ifthe quark and electron m assesare also m atterofchance,the branching ofthe wave-

function occurred along with the sym m etry breaking that �xed their m asses. There m ay

be ways to observe aspectsofthe statisticalensem ble forthisevent also,by studying the

gravitationalwave background ratherthan them icrowave background.

W edo notknow when allthe choicesofparam etersand sym m etriesarem ade.Som e of
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FIG .3: A schem atic sketch ofthebranching history ofthewavefunction to which we belong.At

variouspointsin cosm ichistory,sym m etrybreaking(e.g.,com pacti�cation,in
ation,condensation)

m ade random choices,which were frozen into features such as standard m odelparam eters,the

galaxy distribution,orthe dark m atterdensity.In som e cases,these eventsleftotherobservables

which can beobserved directly in otherways,such asm icrowavebackground anisotropy,largescale

structure,gravitationalwavebackgrounds,orcosm icdefects.Thusalthough theotherbranchesof

thewavefunction cannotbeobserved directly,thephysicsofthebranchingeventsin som esituations

m ay beindependently observable.

thesebranchingsm ay leavetracesofotherchoicesobservablein ourpastlightcone.Itcould

bethatsom eparam etersarespatiallyvaryingeven today,in responsetospatialvariationsin

scalarordark m atter�elds.Forexam ple,onem odelofdark energy predictslargevariations

in the m asses ofneutrinos,depending on the localdensity ofthe neutrino com ponent of

dark m atter[10]. (Indeed the basic idea thate�ective neutrino m assesdepend on the local

physicalenvironm entisnow partofthestandard theory ofsolarneutrinooscillations.) Thus
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thepropertiesofstarscan bespatially m odulated depending on thedark m atterdensity| a

quantity determ ined,in m any theories,by a branching eventthatoccurred recently enough

to have an observable ensem ble. Such ideas provide a new m otivation for observational

program s to quantify the extent to which the constants ofnature are really constant in

spacetim e.(A thriving exam pleofthiscan befound in studiesofvarying �.)

In som e m odels,events connected with �xing the localquark and electron m asses m ay

have happened late enough to leave fossiltraces. Thiscould happen during the �nalcom -

pacti�cation ofsom e ofthe extra dim ensions,or the condensation ofour own Standard

M odel3D branewithin a largerdim ensionalspace.

Ifdim ensionalcom pacti�cation happensin a su�ciently catastrophic sym m etry break-

ing,itcan lead to a background ofgravitationalwaves. Because they are so penetrating,

gravitationalwaves can carry inform ation directly from alm ost the edge ofour past light

cone,wellbeyond recom bination,even beyond weak decoupling| indeed,back to theedge

of3D spaceasweknow it.Iftheextra dim ensionsaresm allerthan theHubblelength atdi-

m ensionalcom pacti�cation orbranecondensation,theircollapsecan appearasa �rst-order

phase transition in our3D space,leading to relativistic 
owsofm ass-energy. Ifthe extra

dim ensionsarelargerthan orcom parableto theHubblescale,the3D braneweinhabitm ay

initially condensewith warpsand wigglesthatlead to a gravitationalwavebackground.Ei-

therway them esoscopic,classicalm otion ofbranessettling down to their�nalequilibrium

con�guration could lead toastronggravitational-radiation background in afrequency range

detectableby detectorsnow underdevelopm ent[11,12,13,14].Thus,instrum entsdesigned

to observe theearly boundary ofspacetim em ay also exploretheearly boundary ofphysics

aswe know it,and directly testideasconcerning the separation ofvariousbranchesofthe

m ultiverse having di�erentfundam entalparam eters.

Thisblending ofem piricalcosm ology and fundam entalphysicsisrem iniscentofourDar-

winian understanding ofthetreeoflife.Thedoublehelix,thefour-basecodon alphabetand

the triplet genetic code for am ino acids,any particular gene fora protein in a particular

organism | areallfrozen accidentsofevolutionary history.Itisfutileto try to understand

orexplain these aspectsoflife,orindeed any relationshipsin biology,withoutreferring to

theway thehistory oflifeunfolded.In thesam eway that(in Dobzhansky’sphrase),\noth-

ing in biology m akes sense except in the lightofevolution",physics in these m odels only

m akessense in thelightofcosm ology.
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