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Abstract

A nthropicm odels can give testable predictions, w hich can be con m ed or
falsi ed at a speci ed con dence kevel. T his is illustrated using the successfiil
prediction of the cogn ological constant as an exam ple. T he history and the
nature of the prediction are reviewed. Inclusion of other variable param eters
and im plications for particle physics are brie y discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he param eters we call constants of Nature m ay in fact be stochastic variables taking
di erent values in di erent parts of the universe. T he observed values of these param eters
are then detemm ined by chance and by anthropic selection. It has been argued, at least
for som e of the constants, that only a narrow range of their values is consistent w ith the
existence of life [L{§].

T hese argum ents have not been taken very seriously and have often been ridiculed as
handw aving and unpredictive. For one thing, the anthropic worldview assum es som e sort
of a \m ultiverse" ensamble, consisting of m ultiple universes or distant regions of the sam e
universe, w ith constants of N ature varying from one m em ber of this ensam bl to another.
Q uantitative resuls cannot be obtained w ithout a theory of the m ultiverse. A nother crit-
icism  is that the anthropic approach does not m ake testable predictions; thus it is not
falsi abl, and therefore not scienti c.

W hile both of these critician s had som e force a couple of decades ago, m uch progress
has been m ade since then, and the situation isnow complktely di erent. The rst critician
no longer applies, because we now do have a theory of the multiverse. Tt is the theory of
In ation. A rem arkabl feature of in ation is that, generically, it never ends com pletely.
The end of in ation is a stochastic process; it occurs at di erent tines in di erent parts
of the universe, and at any tim e there are regions which are still in  ating 'f,7]. If some
\constants" of Nature are related to dynam ical elds and are allowed to vary, they are
necessarily random ized by quantum  uctuations during In  ation and take di erent values
In di erent partsofthe universe. Thus, In ationary cosn ology gives a speci ¢ realization of
the m ultiverse ensam ble, and m akes it essentially inevitable. Fora review see, eg., E%].)

In this paper I am going to address the second criticiamn , that anthropic argum ents are
unpredictive. I w ill try to digpel this notion and outline how anthropic m odels can be used
to m ake quantitative predictions. These predictions are of a statistical nature, but they
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stillallow modelstobecon med or alsi ed at a speci ed con dence kevel. Twill focus on
the case of the coam ological constant, whose nonzero value was predicted anthropically well
before it was observed. This case is of great Interest In its own right and is well suited to
Mustrate the issues associated w ith anthropic predictions.

II.LANTHROPIC BOUNDS VS.ANTHROPIC PREDICTIONS

For tem nological clarity, it is in portant to distinguish between anthropic bounds and
anthropic predictions. Suppose there is som e param eter X , which varies from one place
In the universe to another. Suppose further that the valie of X a ects the chances for
Intelligent cbservers to evolve, and that the evolution of observers is possbl only if X is
w Ithin som e interval

ijn<X <Xmax: (l)

C Jearly, values of X outside the interval {l) are not going to be cbserved, because such
values are inconsistent w ith the existence of cbservers. This statem ent is often called \the
anthropic principl".

A Yhough anthropic bounds, ke Eq.(}), can have considerabl explanatory power, they
can hardly be regarded as predictions: they are guarranteed to be right. A nd the \anthropic
principl", as stated above, hardly deserves to be called a principle: it is trivially true. This
is not to say, however, that anthropic argum ents cannot yield testable predictions.

Suppose we want to test a theory according to which the param eter X varies from one
part of the universe to another:f: Then, instead of looking for the extrem e values X , in
and X, .x that m ake cbservers In possble, we can try to predict what values of X willbe
m easured by typicalobservers. In otherwords, we can m ake statisticalpredictions, assigning
probabilities P X ) to di erent values of X . P X ) is the probability that an cbserver
random Iy picked in the universe w illm easure a given value ofX .] If any principl needs to
be invoked here, it is what I called \the principle of m ediocrity" ] { the assum ption that
we are typical am ong the cbservers In the universe. Q uantitatively, this can be expressed as
the expectation that we should nd oursslves, say, w thin the 95% range of the distridoution.
This can be regarded as a prediction at a 95% con dence kevel. If instead we m easure a
value outside the expected range, this should be regarded as evidence against the theory.

ITT.THE COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT PROBLEM

The ocoan ological constant is (up to a factor) the energy density of the vacuum , .
Below , I do not distinguish between the two and use the temm s \coan ological constant" and
\vacuum energy density" interchangeably. By Einstein’s m assenergy relation, the energy
density is sin ply related to the m ass density, and I will often express , in units of g/am°.

T he gravitationalproperties ofthe vacuum are ratherunusual: orpositive ., tsgravita—
tional force is repulsive. T his can be traced to the fact that, according to E instein’s G eneral

1T assum e for sin plicity that X is variable only in space, but not in tim e.



R elativity, the force of graviy is determm Ined not sokly by the energy (m ass) density , but
rather by the combination ( + 3P ), where P is the pressure. In ordinary astrophysical
ob pcts, like stars or galaxies, pressure ism uch an aller than the energy density, P , and
its contribution to gravity can be neglected. But In the case of vacuum , the pressure isequal
and opposite to /i

Py= i @)

so that , + 3P, = 2 ,. Pressure not only contributes signi cantly to the gravitational
force producad by the m ass, it also changes its sign.

The cosm ological constant was introduced by Einstein in his 1917 paper {1(], where
he applied the new ly developed theory of G eneral Relativity to the universe as a whole.
E Instein believed that the universe was static, but to his dian ay he found that the theory
had no static coan ological solutions. He concluded that the theory had to bem odi ed and
Introduced the coan ological term , which am ounted to endow ing the vacuum w ih a positive
energy density. Them agniude of , was dhosen so that its repulsive gravity exactly balanced
the attractive graviy ofm atter, resulting In a static world. M ore than a decade later, after
Hubbl's discovery of the expansion of the universe, E instein abandoned the coam ological
constant, calling it the greatest blunder ofhis life. But once the G enie was out ofthe bottl,
it was not so easy to put it back.

Even if we do not introduce the vacuum energy \by hand", uctuations of quantum

elds, lke the electrom agnetic eld, would stillm ake this energy nonzero. Adding up the
energies of quantum  uctuations w ith shorter and shorter wavelengths gives a form ally in—

nie answer for ,. The sum hastobe cut o at thePlanck length,3 103 an, where
quantum gravity e ects beoom e in portant and the usual concspts of space and tin e no
Ionger apply. Thisgivesa nite, but absurdly large value, 16* g/am®. A cosm ological
constant of this m agnitude would cause the universe to expand w ith a stupendous accel-
eration. If Indeed our vacuum has energy, it should be at least 120 orders of m agniude
an aller In order to be consistent w ith cbservations. In supersym m etric theories, the contri-
butions ofdi erent eldspartially cancel, and the discrepancy can be reduced to 60 orders
ofm agnitude. This discrepancy between the expected and observed values of , is called
the coan ological constant problem . It is one of the m ost Intriguing m ysteries that we are
now facing in theoretical physics.

IV.THE ANTHROPIC BOUND

A naturalresolution to the coan ologicalconstant problem isobtained in m odelswhere |,
isa random variable. T he idea is to mtroduce a dynam icaldark energy com ponent X whose
energy density y vares from place to place, due to stochastic processes that occured in the
early universe. A possiblemodel or y isa scalar eld with a very at potential [i1,12],
such that the eld isdrven to itsm ininum on an extrem ely long tin escale, m uch longer

2since the vacuum energy is proportional to the volum e V. it occupies, E = V , the pressure is
P,= dE=dV = ve



than the present age of the universe. A nother possibility is a discrete set of vacuum states.
Transitions between di erent states can then occur through nuckation and expansion of
bubbles bounded by dom ain walls 134]. The e ective cosn ological constant is given by

v = + x ,where is the constant vacuum energy density, which m ay be as Jarge as +
or 910* g/am . T he cosm ological constant problem now takesa di erent fom : the puzzle
iswhy we happen to live in a region where isnearly cancelled by « .

The key dbservation, due to W einbery [1§] (see also 311,14)) is that the cosn ological
oconstant can have a dram atic e ect on the form ation of structure In the universe. The
cbserved structures — stars, galaxies, and galaxy clusters —evolved from an all initial inho-
m ogeneities, which grew over eons of coan ic tin e by gravitationally attracting m atter from
surrounding regions. A s the universe expands, m atter is diluted, so its density goesdown as

wo= 0+ 2)° yo; 3)

where y o isthe present m atter density and z isthe redshjﬂ::f: At the sam e tin e, the density
contrast = Dbetween overdense and underdense regionskesps grow ing. G ravitationally
bound ob ects form where 1. The zrst stars om in whtively sm allm atter clum ps
ofm ass 16M . The clumps then merge into Jarger and larger ob fcts, leading to the
form ation of giant galaxies like ours and of galaxy clusters.

How isthispicturem odi ed in the presence of a coan ological constant? At early tin es,
when the density of m atter is high, u +r the vacuum energy has very little e ect on
structure fom ation. But as the universe expands and the m atter density decreases, the
vacuum density , ram ains constant and eventually becom es greater than . At thispoint
the character of coamn ic expansion changes. P rior to vacuum dom nation, the expansion is
slow ed dow n by gravity, but afterw ards it begins to accelkerate, due to the repulsive gravity of
the vacuum . W einberg showed that the growth of density inhom ogeneities e ectively stops
at that epoch. Ifno structures were form ed at earlier tin es, then none w ill ever be form ed.

Tt seam s reasonable to assum e that the existence of stars is a necessary prerequisite for
the evolution of observers. W e also need to require that the stars belong to su ciently
large bound ob Ects —galaxies — so that their graviy is strong enough to retain the heavy
elem ents dispersed In supemova explosions. T hese elem ents are necessary for the form ation
ofplanets and of cbservers. A n anthropicbound on the vacuum energy can then be obtained
by requiring that , does not dom inate before the redshift z, o, when the earliest galaxies
are orm ed. W ith the aid of Eq.Q), this gives

v S A Zna)’ Mo )

T hem ost distant galaxies observed at the tin e when W einberg w rote hispaper had redshifts
z 45, Assum ing that z .« 45,Eq.f) yieds thebound , < 170 y o. A more careful
analysis by W einberg showed that in order to prevent structure fom ation, , needstobe 3
tin es greater than suggested by Eq.{4); hence, a m ore accurate bound is [[§]

v <500 y ot ®)

3The redshift z isde ned so that (1 + z) is the expansion factor of the universe between a given
epoch and the present (earlier tin es correspond to larger redshifts).



O f course, cbservation of galaxies at z 45 means only that z ax > 45, and W einberg

referred to §) as \a Iowerbound on the anthropic upperbound on ,." At present, galaxies

are observed at considerably higher redshifts, up to z 10. The corresponding bound on
v would be

o <4000 y o ©6)

Fornegative values of ., the vacuum gravity is attractive, and vacuum dom ination leads
to a rapid recollapse ofthe universe. An anthropic owerbound on , can be cbtained in this
case by requiring that the universe does not recollapse before life had a chance to develop
BA7]. A ssum ing that the tin escale for life evolution is com parablk to the present cosm ic
tine,one nds ,~  yoa

T he anthropic bounds are narrower, by m any orders of m agnitude, than the particlke
physics estin ates for . M oreover, as W einberg noted, there is a prediction inplicit in
these bounds. He wrote [1§]: \... if it is the anthropic principle that accounts for the
an allness of the coan ological constant, then we would expect a vacuum energy density

v (10  100)y ¢, because there is no anthropic reason for it to be any an aller."

One has to adm it, however, that the anthropic bounds 21l short of the observational
bound, ( y)as < 4 u o, by @ w orders of m agnitude. If all the values in the anthropically
allowed range were equally probabl, an additional netuning by a factor of 100 1000
would stillbe needed.

V.ANTHROPIC PREDICTIONS

T he anthropic bound ) speci es the value of , which m akes galaxy form ation barely
possbl. However, if , vares in space, then m ost of the galaxies will not be In regions
characterized by these m arginal values, but rather In regions where , dom inates after a
substantial fraction ofm atter had already clustered into galaxies.

To m ake this quantitative, we de ne the probabiliy distrdbution P (,)d , as being
proportional to the num ber of cbservers In the universe who willm easure , In the interval
d . This distrbution can be represented as a product []

P (v)dv: nobs(v)Pprior(v)d v (7)

Here, P ior ( v)d  is the prior distrbution, which is proportional to the volum e of those
parts ofthe universe where , takes values in the Intervald ,, and ngs ( ) is the num ber of
observers that are going to evolve per unit volm e. T he distrbution (%) gives the probability
that a random Iy selected observer is located in a region where the e ective coam ological
constant is In the ntervald ..

O foourse, we have no idea how to calculate ng, but what com es to the rescue isthe fact
that the value of , does not directly a ect the physics and cheam istry of life. A s a rough

“An in portant distinction between positive and negative values of  is that or , > 0, galaxies
that form ed priorto vacuum dom ination can survive inde nitely in the vacuum -dom inated universe.



approxin ation, we can then assum e that ng ( ) is sin ply proportional to the fraction of
m atter £ clustered in giant galaxies like ours With massM ~ Mg = 10*M ),

Nops (v) / £Mci ): @)

The idea is that there is a certain num ber of stars per unit m ass In a galaxy and certain
num ber of cbservers per star. The choice of the galacticmass M ¢ is an in portant issue; I
will comm ent on it in next section.

T he calculation ofthe priordistribution P ,r40r ( ) requires a particle physicsm odelw hich
allows , to vary and a cosn ological \m ultiverse" m odel that would generate an ensamble
of sub~universes w th di erent values of . An exam pl of a suitabl particle theory is the
superstring theory, which appears to adm it an ncredbly large number of vacua (possibly
as large as 10'°° [I9{21]) characterized by di erent values of particle m asses, couplings,
and other param eters, Including the cosn ological constant. W hen this is com bined w ith the
cogn ic in  ation scenario, one nds that bubbls of di erent vacua copiously nuckate and
expand during In ation, producing exponentially large regions w ith all possible values of

- G Iven a particle physics m odel and a m odel of in ation, one can In principle calculate
P orior ( v) - Exam ples of caloulation for speci ¢ m odels have been given in if12,22,23F% N eed-
less to say, the details of the fundam ental theory and of the n ationary dynam ics are too
uncertain fora de nitive calculation ofPri.r . W e shall instead rely on the ollow ing general
argum ent £7,28].

Suppose som e param eter X varies In the range X and is characterized by a pxor
distribution P i X ). Suppose further that X a ects the number of cbservers in such a
way that this num ber isnon-negligbl only n a very narrow range X g X . Then one
can expect that the function P i X ) with a large characteristic range of variation should
be very nearly a constant In the tny nterval X 4. In the case of , the range  isset
by the P lanck scak or by the supersym m etry breaking scale, and we have ( y)ops= v
10 ° 10 1'%°, Hence, we expect

Pprjor (v) const: )

I em phasize that the assum ption here is that the value , = 0 isnot In any way special,
as far as the fundam ental theory is concemed, and is, therefore, not a singular point of

Pprior( v)-
Combining Egs.{1),®),{@), we obtann

P(y)/ £Mci v): 10)

In Ref. B, where I rst introduced the anthropic probability distributions of the form
@), I did not attem pt a detailked calculation of the distrdbution for , resorting instead to
a rough estin ate. If we denote by z; the redshift at the epoch of galaxy fom ation, then
m ost of the galaxies should be in regions where the vacuum energy dom inates at z, < z; .

ST here are still som e unresolved issues regarding the calculation ofP prior fOrm odelsw ith a discrete
soectrum of variable \constants". For a discussion see [_2-4{:_2-53].



Regionsw ith z, z; will have very f&w galaxies, while regions w ith z, z; willbe rare,
sin ply because they correspond to a very narrow range of , near zero. Hence, we expect a
typical galaxy to be located In a region where

Z, % 11)
T he expected value of , is then
v A+ 2) o 12)

T he choice of the galaxy fom ation epoch z; is related to the choice of the galactic m ass
M in @). Tused z 1,cbtaining ;y  8umo-

A sim ilar approach was later developed by E fstathiou R9]. Themain di erence is that
he caloulated the fraction of clustered m atter £ at the tin e corresponding to the ocbserved
valuie of the m icrow ave background tem perature, To = 2:73 K , whik my suggestion was
to use the asym ptotic value of £ at t ! 1 . The two approaches correspond to di erent
choices ofthe reference class of observers am ong whom we expect to be typical. E fstathiou’s
choice includes (roughly) only observers that have evolved until present, whilke my choice
is to include all cbservers throughout the history of the universe. Ifwe are truly typical,
and live at the tin e when m ost cbservers live, the two m ethods should give sin ilar resuls.
Indeed, one nds that the probability distributions calculated by these m ethods are nearly
identical 3014

VI.COMPARISON W ITH OBSERVATIONS

D espite a num ber of observationalhints that the cosn ological constant m ight be nonzero
(see, eg., B1)), itsdiscovery stillcam e asa great surprise tom ost physicists and astronom ers.
O bsarvations of distant supemovae by two independent groups in 1997-98 provided strong
evidence that the expansion of the universe is accelerating 32]. T he sin plest interpretation
of the data was in tem s of a coan ological constant with 23y o. Further evidence
cam e from the coan ic m icrow ave badkground and galaxy clistering observations, and by
now the case for the cosn ological constant is very strong.

T he discovery of the coan ological constant was particularly shocking to particlke physi-
cists who aln ost universally believed that it should be equal to zero. They assum ed that
som ething so an all could only be zero and searched for a new symm etry principle or a dy—
nam ical adjistm ent m echanisn that would force , to vanish. The observed value of
brought yet anotherpuzzl. Them atterdensity y and the vacuum energy density . scale
very di erently with the expansion ofthe universe. In the early universe the m atter density
dom inates, while in the asym ptotic future i becom es negligble. T here is only one epoch In
the history of the universe when v. £ isdi cul to understand why we happen to
Iive in this very special epoch. This is the so—called coam ic coincidence problem .

T he original calculation by E fstathiou gave a di erent result, but that calculation contained an
error, which was later pointed out by W einberg E_Z-S].
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FIG.1. The logarithm ic probability distribbution dP =d (log ;). T he lightly and densely shaded
areas are the regions excluded at 68% and 95% level, respectively. T he uncertainty in the cbserved
value | is indicated by the vertical strip.

T he coincidence is easily understood in the fram ework ofthe anthropic approach [33;34]1.
The galaxy fom ation epoch, z; 1 3, is close to the present coam ic tine, and the
anthropicm odelpredicts that the vacuum dom ination should begin atz  z [seeEq. (1)].
T his explains the coincidence.

T he probability distrbution ©or , based on Eq.{l() was extensively analyzed in [33].
T he distrbution depends on the am plitude of galactic-scale density perturbations, , which
can be speci ed at som e suitably selected epoch (9., the epoch of recom bination). Until
recently, signi cant uncertainties In this quantity com plicated the com parison of anthropic
predictions with the data B323]. These uncertainties appear now to have been m ostly
resolved 36]. In Fig. we plot, Dllowing 37], the resulting probability distribution per
logarithm ic ntervalof . Only positive values of ,, are considered, so this can be regarded
as a conditionaldistribution, given that , > 0. On the horizontalaxis, . isplotted in units
of the cbserved vacuum energy density, , = 7 10 g/an’. The 68% and 95% ranges of
the distrlbbution are Indicated by light and dark shading, respectively.

W enotethatthecon dence kevelranges in F igi 1l are ratherbroad. T his corresponds to a
genuine large variance In the coam ic distrdoution of . Them edian value ofthe distribution
is about 20 tin es greater than the cbserved value. But still, the observed value | fallswell
w ithin the range of anthropic prediction at 95% con dence lkevel

At thispoint, Iwould lke to comm ent on two in portant assum ptions that went into the
successfiil prediction of the cbserved value of . First, we assumed a  at prior probabiliy
distrbution (). Analysis of speci ¢ m odels show s that this assum ption is indeed valid In
a wide class of m odels, but it is not as autom atic as one m ight expect {(4,3824,39]. T
particular, it is not clear that it is applicable to the superstring-insoired m odels of the type
discussed in [19{21] m ore on this in Section V ITI).



Second, we used the value ofM ¢ = 10'*M  for the galacticm ass in (L) . This am ounts
to assum ing that m ost observers live In giant galaxies lke our M iky W ay. W e know from
cbservations that som e galaxies existed already at z = 10, and the theory predicts that som e
dw arf galaxies and dense central parts of giant galaxies could form as early as z = 20. If
observers were as lkely to evolve In early galaxies as in late ones, the value of , indicated
by Eq.{12) would be far greater than observed. C learly, the agreem ent is much better ifwe
assum e that the conditions for civilizations to em erge arise m ainly In galaxies which fom
at lower redshifts, z 1.

Follow ing 39], Iwillnow point to som e directions along which the choioe of zg 1may
be justi ed. A s already m entioned, one problem w ith dwarfgalaxies is that theirm assm ay
be too an all to retain the heavy elem ents digpersed in supemova explosions. Num erical
sim ulations suggest that the fraction of heavy elem ents retained is 30% fora 10M
galaxy and is negligble ormuch am aller galaxies [(]. Hence, we have to require that the
structure form ation hierarchy evolves up to m ass scales 16M  or higher prior to the
vacuum energy dom ination. This gives the condition z; < 3, but falls short of explaining
Zg 1.

Another pont to note is that sn aller galaxies, form ed at earlier tin es, have a higher
density ofm atter. T hism ay increase the danger ofnearby supemova explosions and the rate
ofnear encounters w ith stars, lJarge m olecular clouds, or dark m atter clum ps. G ravitational
perturoations of planetary system s in such encounters could send a rain of com ets from the
O ort-type clouds tow ards the inner planets, causing m ass extinctions.

Our own Galaxy has de nitely passed the test for the evolution of observers, and the
principle of m ediocrity suggests that m ost cbservers m ay live In galaxies of this type. Our
M iky W ay is a giant soiral galaxy. The dense central parts of such galaxies were form ed
at a high redshift z > 5, but their discs were assambled at z < 1 §1]. Our Sun is ocated
in the disc, and if this situation is typical, then the relevant epoch to use in Eq.f12) is the
epoch zg 1 associated w ith the fom ation of discs of giant galaxies.

These rem arksm ay orm ay not be on the right tradk, but if the cbserved value of ,, is
due to anthropic sslection, then, for one reason or another, the evolution of ntelligent life
should require conditions which are found m ainly In giant galaxies, which com pleted their
form ation at z 1. This is a prediction of the anthropic approach. Tt will be sub fct to
test when our understanding of galactic evolution and ofthe conditions necessary to sustain
habitabl planetary system sw ill reach an adequate level { hopefiilly in not so distant future.

VII.PREDICTIONS FOR THE EQUATION OF STATE

A generic prediction of anthropic m odels for the vacuum energy is that the vacuum
equation of state @) should hold with a very high accuracy [9]. In m odels of discrete
vacua, this equation of state is guaranteed by the fact that in each vacuum the energy
density is a constant and can only change by nucleation ofbubbles. If x isa scalar eld
potential, it m ust satisfy the slow rollcondition { thatthe eld should change slow Iy on the
tin e scale of the present age of the universe. T he slow roll condition is lkely to be satis ed
by excess, by m any orders of m agniude. A lthough it is possible to adjust the potential so
that it is only m argihally satis ed, it is satis ed by a very wide m argin in generic m odels.
T his in plies the equation of state @).



There is also a related prediction, which is not lkely to be tested anytine soon. In
anthropic m odels, , can take both positive and negative values, so the observed positive
dark energy will eventually start decreasing and w ill tum negative, and our part of the
universe w ill recollapse to a big crunch. Since the evolution of , is expected to be very slow
on the present Hubbl scale, we do not expect this to happen sooner than in a trillion years
from now [39].

It should be noted that the situation may be di erent n m ore com plicated m odels,
involving m ore than one scalar eld. Tt hasbeen shown in 23] that the equation of state In
such m odelsm ay signi cantly deviate from 12), and the recollapse m ay occur on a tin escale
com parable to the lifetin e of the Sun. O bservational tests allow Ing to distinguish between
the two types of m odels have been discussed in @2{44]. Recent observations yield (4]
P,=.,= 1 0:, consistent with the sin plest m odels.

VIIT. M PLICATIONS FOR PARTICLE PHYSICS

A nthropic m odels for the cosn ological constant have nontrivial i plications for particle
physics. Scalar eld m odels require the existence of elds with extremely at potentials.
M odels w ith a discrete set of vacua require that the spectrum of values of , should be
very dense, so that there are m any such values in the an all anthropically allowed range.
T his points to the existence of very am all param eters that are absent In fam iliar particle
physics m odels. Som e ideas on how such am all param eters could arise have been suggested
n 1238/45(48].

A di erentpossibility, which hasnow attracted m uch attention, is inspired by superstring
theory. T his theory presum ably hasan enom ous num ber ofdi erent vacua, scattered over a
vast \string theory landscape". T he spectrum of , (and ofother particle physics constants)
can then be very dense w ithout any sm all param eters, due to the sheer num ber of vacua
[9{21]. Thispicture, however, entails a potentialproblem . Vacua w ith close valuesof , are
not expected to be close to one another in the \landscape", and there seam s to be no reason
to expect that they will be chosen with equal probability by the in ationary dynam ics.
Hence, we can no longer argue that the prior probability distrbution is at. In fact, since
In ation is characterized by an exponential expansion ofthe universe, and the expansion rate
isdi erent n di erent parts of the landscape, the probabilities for well ssparated vacua are
lkely to di erby large exponential factors. If indeed the prior distribution is very di erent
from  at, thism ay destroy the successful anthropic prediction for . This issue requires
further study, and Tam sure we are going to hearm ore about it.

X .INCLUDING OTHER VARIABLES

If the cosam ological constant is variable, then it is natural to expect that som e other
\constants" could vary as well, and it has been argued that including other variables m ay
drastically m odify the anthropic prediction for , /49350]. The dea is that the adverse
e ect on the evolution of cbservers due to a change in one variabl m ay be com pensated
by an appropriate change In another variable. A s a result the peak of the distrlbbution m ay
drift into a totally di erent area of the param eter space. W hil this is a legitin ate concem,
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goeci cm odelsw ith m ore than one variable that have been analyzed so far suggest that the
anthropic prediction for , is rather robust.

Suppose, for exam ple, that , and the prin ordial density contrast (gpeci ed at recom —
bination) are both allowed to vary. Then we are interested in the pint distribution

P(y; )dd: (13)

U sing the sam e assum ptions as in Section Vi and introducing a new variably= .= °, one
ndsi[39] that this distrbution factorizes to the form

Porior ()4 £ (y)dy; 14)

where, f (y) is the fraction of m atter clistered In galaxies which depends only on the
combination .= 3= y).

A fter ntegration over , we obtain essentially the sam e distrbution as before, but for
a new variable y. T he prediction now is not for a particular value of , but for a relation
between , and . Comparison of the predicted and ocbserved values of y is given by the
sam e graph as in Fig. 1, w ith a suitabl rescaling of the horizontal axis. A s before, the 95%
con dence kvel prediction is in agreem ent w ith the data.

Another exam plk is a m odel where the neutrino m asses are assum ed to be anthropic
variables. N eutrinos are elusive light particles, which interact very weakly and whosem asses
are not precisely known. The current astrophysical upper bound on the neutrino m ass is
m < 05 eV [B§], and the Jower bound from the neutrino oscillation data ism =~ 005
eV Ppl]. Here and below m denotes the sum of the three neutrino m asses.) It has been
suggested In 2] that sm allvalues of the neutrino m asses m ay be due to anthropic selection.
A anall increase ofm  can have a large e ect on galaxy form ation. N eutrinos stream out
of overdense regions, slow ing the growth of density perturoations. The fraction of m ass
that neutrinos contribute to the total density of the universe is proportionaltom . Thus,
perturbationsw illgrow slower, and there w illbe fewer galaxies, In regionsw ith larger values
ofm .A calculation along the sam e Iinesas in Section V yieldsa prediction 007&V < m <
5.7eV at 95% con dence kvel

In Ref. B7] thism odelwas extended, allow ingbothm and , to be anthropic variabls.
T he resuting probability distrbbution P ( ,;m ) is concentrated in a localized region of the
param eter space. kspeak isnot faro from the peaks ofthe ndividual distributions for .,

’The assum ption that the num ber of observers is sin ply proportional to the fraction of m atter
clustered Into galaxiesm ay not give a good approxin ation in regionswhere isvery large. In such
regions, galaxies form early and are very dense, so chances for life to evolve m ay be reduced. A
m ore accurate calculation should aw ait better estin ates for the density ofhabitable stellar system s.

8N ote that there is no reason to expect the prior distrbution ©r tobe at. The am pliude of
density perturbations is related to the dynam ics of the In aton eld that drives in ation and is
therefore strongly correlated w ith the am ount of in ationary expansion. Hence, we expect P prior
to be a nontrivial finction of . In fact, it ollows from ([4) that Pprior () should decay at least
as fastas > in order for the distrbution to be ntegrable [33].
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andm . In fact, nclusion ofm som ewhat in proves the agreem ent of the prediction for
w ith the data.

The param eters ,, and m share the property that they do not directly a ect life
processes. O ther param eters of this sort inclide the m ass of dark m atter particles and
of baryons per photon. The e ects of varying these param eters have been discussed In
@4/49]. T particular, Aguirre ¥9] argued that values of the baryon to photon ratio much
higher than the ocbserved m ay be anthropically favored. W hat he showed, In fact, is that
this proposition cannot at present be excluded. This is an interesting issue and certainly
deserves further study. E xtensions to param eters like the electron m ass or charge, which do
a ect life processes, is on a mudh shakier ground. Untill these processes are m uch better
understood, one w ill have to resort to qualitative argum ents, as n fi {3;51.

X.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

T he case of the coan ological constant dem onstrates that anthropic m odels can be sub-
cted to observational tests and can be con med or ruld out at a speci ed con dence
Tevel. It also illustrates the lim itations and di culties of anthropic predictions.

T he situation we are accustom ed to in physics is that the agreem ent betw een theory and
cbservations steadily in proves, as the theoretical calculations are re ned and the accuracy
of m easuram ents increases. Not so in anthropic m odels. Here, predictions are in the fom
of probability distribbutions, having an intrinsic variance which cannot be further reduced.

However, there is an am ple possibility for anthropic m odels to be falsi ed. This could
have happened in the case of the coan ological constant if the cbserved value tumed out to
bemudch an aller than it actually is. And thism ay stillhappen in the future, w ith in proved
understanding ofthe prior and anthropic factors in the distribution (7). A Iso, there isaways
a possibility that a com pelling non-anthropic explanation for the observed value of , will
be discovered. A s of today, no such explanation has been found, and the anthropic m odel
for , can certainly be regarded a success. Thism ay be the rst evidence that we have for
the existence of a vast m ultiverse beyond our horizon.
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