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ABSTRACT

W e explore the qualitative changes that would occur if the am plitude Q

10 5 of cosm ologicaldensity

uctuations were di erent. IfQ < 10 °, the cosn olbogical ob fcts that orm would have so low virial
tem peratures that they m ay be unable to cooland form stars, and would be so Ioosely bound that even if
they could produce a supemova explosion, they m ight be unabl to retain the heavy elem ents necessary
or planetary life. IfQ > 10 ¢, dense supem assive galaxies would form , and biolgical evolution could
bem arred by short disruption tin escales for planetary orbis. IfQ were still larger, m ost bound system s
would collapse directly to supem assive black holes. These constraints on Q can be expressed in tem s
of fundam ental constants alone, and depend only on the electrom agnetic and gravitational coupling
constants, the electron-proton m ass ratio and the m atterto-photon ratio. W e discuss the in plications
for n ation and defect m odels, and note that the recent anthropic upper bounds on the coam ological
constant would be invalid ifboth Q and ocould vary and there were no anthropic constraintson Q .
T he sam e applies to anthropic bounds on the curvature param eter

1. NTRODUCTION

A key param eter in the standard adiabatic cold-dark
m atterbased m odels of structure form ation is the am pli-
tude that uctuations In the gravitational potential have
when they enter the horizon. T his num ber, which we will
denote Q , has been m easured by the COBE satellite to
be oforder 10 ° (Sm oot et al. 1992; Bennett et al. 1996),
and is assum ed to be virtually independent of scale in the
m ost popular m odels. W hy 10 °? The answers proposed
by theorists 21l Into tw o categordes:

1.Q 10 % can be computed from rst principles us—
ing som e (still undiscovered) fundam entaltheory.

2.0 10 ° cannot be com puted from rst princi
ples, since the correct fundam ental theory m erely
predicts an ensam ble of superhorizon-sized spatial
regions w ith a wide range of Q , forcing us to treat
Q as random number sub fct to various anthropic
selection e ects.

T he purpose of this paper is to consider such selection ef-
fects, by studying how the physical processes of structure
form ation depend on Q . O urm otivation for this is three—
fold:

1. & a ects which in ation/defect m odels should be
considered naturalas opposed to ne tuned.

2. It is related to a crucial loophole in the recent argu—
m ents for an anthropic upper bound on

3. It poses usefiil test problem s for com paring cosm o—
logical sin ulations.

T he structure of our Universe is xed by a rather small
num ber of physical param eters. The electron m ass, the

neutron m ass and the low energy coupling constants ofthe
fourbasic forces determ ine the physicalproperties ofm ost
ob fcts on scales ranging from the atom ic to the galac—
tic (see eg. Carr & Rees 1979; Davies 1982; Barrow &
T ipler 1986), and these param eters can In tum be com —
puted from the roughly 20 free param eters of the stan-
dard m odel of particle physics. A number of additional
param eters are often thought of as niial data laid down
in the early Universe: the baryon-to-photon ratio , the
relative abundances of various dark-m atter candidates, the
vacuum density contributed by a cosm ologicalconstant
, the spatial curvature (related to ) and the am plitude
Q of coam ological density uctuations, although it is not
In plausble that abundances such as can ultin ately be
derived from other particle physics constants. Together
w ith the basic law s, these param eters determ ine when cos—
m ic structures rst em erge and how they evolve. A though
the detailed outcom e in any one locality, and w hat com plex
systam s evolve there, depends on localaccidents, these pa—
ram eters nonetheless determ ne the statistical properties.
W ill it everbe possble to com pute the values ofallthese
param eters from st principles, w thin the fram ework of
som e yet to be discovered fiindam ental theory? The an-
swer is a resounding no w thin som e variants of In ation—
ary coan ology (9. Linde 1983, 1987, 1990, 1995; Linde
& Zemhikov 1988; Colem an 1988; A brecht 1994; V ilenkin
1995abad; Vilenkin & W initzki 1997), where the spatial
region that we conventionally call \our Universe", itself
perhaps extending far beyond the present observational
horizon, is just one elem ent In an ensem ble whosem em bers
have w idely digparate properties. Som e physical param e~
ters m ay take a range of di erent valies throughout this
ensem ble of exponentially lJarge and causally disconnected
regions. The predictions of such theories therefore take
the form ofprobability distributions for the param eters in
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question, and these m ust be com puted in B ayesian fashion
taking into account the selection e ect that observers are
not equally lkely to inhabi allparts ofthe ensamble. For
instance, Just aswe expect low surface brightness galaxies
to be underrepresented In m any surveys, we m ight expect
O —starsto be underrepresented in solar system s containing
planet-based extraterrestrial civilizations and, aswe shall
see, spacetin e regions w ith Q 10 29 to be underrepre—
sented in the set of regions that contain observers. The
In portance of such anthropic selection e ectsw as stressed
by Carter (1974), and is discussed in great detail in books
by, eg., Davies (1982) and Barrow & T ipler (1986).M ore
recent review s can be found in, eg., Balashov (1991) and
Tegm ark (1997).

11. In ationary predictions

M any in ationary m odels predict an ensem ble of expo—
nentially lJarge spacetin e regions, each wih a di erent
value of Q (see eg. Linde 1990; Vilkenkin 1995abcd and
references therein). A though the cosm ological literature
abounds w ith rem arks on the \unnaturally" at potential
required to produce Q10 ° :n our own Hubble volm e,
offen as a m otivation to study defect m odels, one can just
as well argue that it is unnatural that the potential is
not even atter, since super at potentials m ake in ation
last longer and hence dom inate the ensam ble by volum e
(Vilenkin 1995a). This disoute cannot be resolved w ith—
out taking the ineviable anthropic selection e ects into
account: ifthese tum out to placea m upper lin it on Q
near the observed value, then In ation m odels predicting
ensam bles peaked at high Q clearly require no ne tuning
to explain why we observe Q 10 °. Conversely, if these
selection e ects give a m lower lim it on Q near 10 °,
then In ation m odels predicting ensem bles peaked at low
Q requireno netuning.

12. The cosn olbgical constant puzzke

A notherhotly debated param eter is , the cosn ological
constant. A though one m ight expect the m ost \natural"
value of the vacuum densiy to be of order the P lanck
density, the observationalupper lin tson j jare a strk-—
ing factor of 10'?® analler. This has lked to ne tuning
criticiam of cosn ologicalmodels wih & 0, the argu-
m ent being that they were ruled out at high con dence,
since such a an allvalue of was extram ely unlkely (see
Dolgov 1997 for an up-to-date review). A s was pointed
out by Barrow & Tipler (1986), W einberg (1987, 1989)
and E fstathiou (1995), there isa aw In this argum ent,
since it neglects a powerfil anthropic selection e ect. If

is too large, then the Universe becom es vacuum dom i-
nated before the density uctuations have grown enough
to form non-lnear structures. Hence the uctuations stop
grow Ing, and neither galaxies nor observersw ill ever fom .
Tt is therefore no surprise that we nd ourselves n a re—
gion where is small. A calculation of the probability
distrbution for given our existence show s that valies
of order ofthe current Iim its are in fact rather typical € £
stathiou 1995), and m ore accurate calculations W einberg
1996; M artelet al. 1997) have con m ed this conclusion.

U nfortunately, there isa loophole In thisargum ent R ees
1997). A sdescribbed In m ore detail in Section 5, Increasing

by som e factor £ can be com pletely o set by Increasing
Q by a factor £1=3 as far as this argum ent is concemed.

W hether this is really a loophol thus depends crucially
on the topic of the present paper, speci cally on whether
observers could exist ifQ 10 5. The analogous poten—
tial Joophol exists for anthropic ower bounds on  (cf.
Barrow 1982;Vilenkin & W initzki1997).

13. Sinultion-testing

A third and entirely di erent m otivation for exploring
counterfactual values of param eters such as Q is that i
provides a challenging and biasfree test of cosn ological
sin ulation techniques. State-ofthe art sim ulations nclud—
ing hydrodynam ics (which breaks the degeneracy between
Q and t in pure gravity sinulations), gas chem istry and
star form ation often achieve a good t to our actualuni-
verse (seeeg.Kangetal 1994 and references therein), but
only aftertweaking a num ber ofparam etersem pirically. Tt
is therefore unclear to what extent the agreem ent betw een
di erent groups is due to realistic m odeling as opposed to
sin ply living in (@and param eter- tting to) the sam e Uni-
verse. twould be farm ore convincing if tw o groups could
obtain indistinguishable resuls for hypothetical universes
w ith other values of Q , where the answer would not be
known beforehand.

In Section 2, we outline how Q a ects structure form a-
tion n a unverse with = 1 and = 0. W e discuss
the e ects of lowering and raising Q in Sections 3 and 4,
respectively, and the e ects of changing and in Sec-
tion 5.

2. GALAXY FORMATION AND COOLING
2 1. Notation

We will nd it convenient to work in Planck units
where h = ¢ = G = k = 1, and the fuindamental
units of of length, tin e, m ass and tem perature are r;
hG=c)'? 2 10%¥m,t; GG=E)'? 5 10%s,
mpr hoG)l? 2 10°%kgand T, (E=G)'™%=k
1 102K, respectively. Im portant din ensionless constants
that w ill recur frequently are the electrom agnetic coupling

constant & 1=137, the graviational coupling con—
stant 4 mg 6 10°?, the electron-proton m ass-
ratio Me=m 1=1836, the baryon-to-photon ratio

10 ?, the baryon fraction = 10 ! ofthe nonrel-
ativisticm atterdensity W hich we take to equalthe critical
value that gives a spatially at Universe) and the m atter—
to-photon ratio

mp —= 2 — 107 @)

This constant is sin ply the am ount of nonrelativistic
m atter per photon,  =n , measured In P lanck m asses.
A sour goalis to highlight them ain physicale ects rather
than to m ake detailed num erical calculations, we w ill fre—
quently use the symbol ,which we take tom ean that nu—
m erical factors of other uniy ( and the lke) have been
om ited. For instance, the hydrogen binding energy (1
Rydberg), the Bohr radius and the Thom son cross sec—
tion are given by Ry 217 ap= 1 4 land
N 2 b ?, respectively.
The readermay nd it unfam iliar to see alm ost no ref-

erence below to fam iliar quantities such as the redshift z,



the current CM B tem perature T 2:{126K , the current
Hubbl constant H and the current densiy param eter
0. This is because we strive to highlight how structure
form ation depends on fiindam ental param eters, and these
quantities are not fundam ental since they have m eaning
only once the epoch at which we happen to be living has
been speci ed. Indeed, for the the open Universe case, Tq,
Hy and ( can be thought of asm erely altemative tim e
variables, since they alldecreasem onotonically w ith t. For
Instance, we are not interested in exam ningwhat Q <wvalues
allow galaxies to ©m by the present epoch t 109
years, but what Q values allow them to form at all

2 2. W hen non-linear structures form

T he rising curves In Figure 1 show when di erent m ass
scales go nonlinear, de ned asthe tin ewhen linearpertur-
bation theory predicts an overdensity of 1.69 in a top hat
sohere containing themassM (P ress & Schechter 1974).
T he curvesw ere com puted forthe cold darkm atter CDM )
power spectrum t of Bond & Efstathiou (1984) wih
h = 035, \shape param eter" = 025, and an 8h M pc
nom alization g = 07 (©=10°). We assume a stan—
dard spatially at Universe ( = 1, = 0) everywhere
in this paper’ except in Section §. Since uctuations
cannot grow before the m atterradiation equality epoch?
teg 2 10' s (the verticalline in the gure), allscales
below the horizon m ass at this epoch,

Meg  eqlag 4 M 10m ;@)
have sim ilar uctuation levels, and are seen to virialize
roughly sin ultaneously (up to a logarithm ic factor), at

Tir EqQ 32 fvj_r 2Q 3=2 fvj_rl (3)
(The orign of the \3=2" is that, during the m atter—
dom nated epoch, uctuations grow as the scale factor a
and a / ?73) Since the gure shows that the actual
curves approach verticalonly forvery sm allm assscales, we
have included a factor f;;» In equation (3) w hich depends
weakly on m ass. fiir 1 forM Meq, w ith the value for
typicalgalactic scalesM 10°M behg fy;, 0:03.Far
above thism ass scale, P (k) / k (we assum e the standard
spectral index n = 1), which m eans that M MporQ 372,
w here the horizon m ass is M por t (straight solid line).
T hus the curves allhave the sam e shape, and their left and
right asym ptotes lie about a factor Q 372 to the right of
the tw o heavy straight Iines in the gure, giving the follow -
ing broad-brush picture. M ass scalesM < M o4 virialize
roughly sinultaneously, at t tir . A s tin e progresses,
ever larger scales keep virializing, the non-linearm ass scale
always being a fraction Q 3= of the horizon m ass scak (a
fraction 0 *? in radius). Note that the the number 10®
occurring in this crucialm assM o4 is sinply o= 2 | the
wellknown resul that a stellarm ass M g ' o yson
1971) was used in equation @).

2 3. Their virial tem perature

W hen an overdensity has collapsed, the resulting virdal
halo will have a typical density that exceeds the badk-

ground density by a collapse factor £ 18 2, ie.,
2
Sir 4. 2 3
vir = £.2£03: @)
eq teq

For a CDM halo of mass M , this corresponds to a
characteristic size R M =yi0)'™3, velociy Viir
™M G=R)"2 M? G 3)"% and virial tem perature

1=2 4:3fvj_i=3f1:3M 2=3g . G)

Toir mpvxzzj_r g

A number of isothemm s are plotted in Figure 1, and we
see that as tin e progresses and ever larger halos form , the
viral tem perature stops increasing around the character-

stictinet %y / Q 372 and approaches a m axin um
valie Ty ax ~ MpQ, corresponding to a m axinum virial
velocity v Q'™?c. Thus orourQ 10 ° universe, typ-

ical cluster tem peratures are  10keV, about 10 ° tines
the proton rest energy, and characteristic cluster velocity
dispersions are 1000 km =s, about 10 =2 tim es the speed
of light.

3. WHAT IF Q 10 32

T his direct link between Q and halo tem peratures im —
m ediately Indicateswhy loweringQ can cause qualitatively
di erent structure form ation scenarios. Unkssm ,?Q ex—
ceeds typical atom ic energy scales 1Ry, which corre-
sponds to

Q> Ry meCZ2=2

10 8; 6
KTm ax m ©

i will be di cul for the gas in these halos to dissipate

their energy to collapse and form stars. Hydrogen line
cooling freezes out at about Ry=15 10K, for instance,
corresponding to Q 10°. We will now discuss cool-
Ing constraints In m ore detail, and see that these cause
qualitative changes even form uch an aller departures from

Q 10°.

T he fate of the baryons in a viralized halo depends cru—
cially on the ratio of the cooling tim escale coo1 T=to
the gravitational collapse tinescale grav (virG) 172
(see eg. Binney 1977, Rees & O strker 1977; Sik 1977;
W hite and Rees 1978). IfM and t are such that coo1 >

grav (the dark-shaded region in F igure 1), the cloud can—
not prom ptly comm ence free-fall collapse and fragm ent
into stars, but w ill rem ain pressure supported for at least
a localHubbl tin e. For the halo form ation curve corre—
sponding to Q 10 °, the part of the o1 = gray CULVE
setting the upper lim i on galaxy m ass is seen to have
a logarithm ic slope around 2 (pecause B ram sstrahlung,
wih o1 / T' 2=, is the dom fnant cooling process),
corresponding to M/ / t ? and a constant radius

R * 477 2 50kpc Carrs Rees1979). The

W e assum e a standard scale~invariant H arrison-Zeldovich prin ordial power spectrum throughout this paper. M ore general prin ordial
spectra would correspond to a scale-dependent Q , thus requiring m ore than a single num ber for their param etrization.

2At teq, the radiation energy per proton, Teq= , equals the dark m atter energy per proton, mp = 1, SO Teq mp = p=
Te4q, the Friedm an equation gives the H ubble expansion rate H
2

energy density is eq
isteq H' T

. Since the

1=2 Tezq, and so the age of U niverse at this tim e
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corresponding m ass scale is seen to be M 10*M
For slightly lower Q, the upper lim it is dom inated by
line cooling in neutral H ydrogen (rightm ost bump), He—
Iim  (second bum p) and any heavier elem ents released by
early stars (not included here). The lower m ass lin i is
set by the T 10K isothem , below which there are
essentially no free electrons and both line cooling and
B rem sstrahling becom e ine ective. M olecular cooling can
potentially lower thism ass lim i slightly (cf.Haim an etal
1996; Abelet al. 1997; Gnedin & O striker 1997; Tegm ark
et al 1997), but is ignored in the gure for the sam e rea—
son asheavy elem ents: it is irrelevant to ourQ -constraints,
which depend only how far the cooling region extents to
the right, not on the vertical extent.

W hat happens ifwe start owering Q ? The rst change
is that the upper lim it becom es set not by B rem sstrahling
but by line cooling. F igure 1 indicatesthat aswe keep low —
ering Q , the range of galactic m asses narrow s down and

nally vanishes completely ©orQ < Qn i 10 °. Let us
express this criticalvalue Q , i, In fiindam ental constants.
The gure show s that it is determ ined by the \H ydrogen
bum p" in the cooling function, w hich is caused by free elec—
trons collisionally exciting neutral H ydrogen atom s into
their rst excited state, which is inm ediately followed by
an ission ofa Ly photon. This gives a cooling tin escale

eg.,Dalgamo & M Cray 1972)

mic ei
h?  x@1 x)n

tcool (7)

where Ry=kT, n is the total pound and free) pro—
ton num ber density, and x is the ionization fraction. In
them al equilbriim , this is given by (e.g. Tegm ark, Sik
& Evrard 1993)

x L+ 3 et ®)

Substituting equation ;_8) Into equation é'j) gives
mic h s i
teool 2 o
where the dim ensionless quantity in square brackets is
m inin ized fr [ 2] 10, corresponding to
T Ry=10 15;000K . This m minum valie is
8=3o =4 =2 2783 1=5;000. Equating
this m inin al cooling tin escale with t G ) '¥? ushg
n=  p=m, nally tells us that the latest tin e at which
line cooling can be e cient is

2]8=3 3=2 2 b ld.9s: (10)

thax o] 5

E quating thisw ith t,;, from equation @'j) thus tellsus that
e cient cooling occurs when

= = =3 ~2=3 2=3
2] 16=9 4=3 43f 10 6:

g vir Db
11)
IfQ 10 °, then what is the ulin ate fate of the qua—
sistatic pressure supported gas clouds? It isplausble that

Q> 'ml

they w ill becom e increasingly rare ed as their dark m at-
ter halos eventually m erge Into larger (and less dense) ha—
los, thereby never entering a phase of runaway cooling,
fragm entation and star form ation. However, even in the
arguably contrived case where such a cloud escaped any
further collisions, and eventually m anaged to cool after a
(oerhaps exponentially) long tin e, perhaps through som e
exotic m echanism such as 21 an cooling, and developed
a dense, selfgravitating core which fragm ented into stars,
there would stillbe reason to doubt whether i could pro—
duce intelligent observers. Since the binding energy of the
halo isso Iow (oforder Tyir), the st supemova explosion
m ight well ect all the gas from the halo, thereby pre—
cliding the production of population IT stars and planets
containing heavy elem ents.

4. W HAT TF Q 10 32

W hat happens ifwe start increasing Q instead? The al-
lowed m ass range orgalaxies kegpsbroadening at a steady
rate until C om pton cooling suddenly elin inates the upper
m ass lim it altogether. This is because the tin e scale on
which cosam ic m icrow ave background (CM B) photons at
tem perature T coolan ionized plagm a,

3
h’c’m .

TowT .

com p

is lndependent of both its density and tem perature (@s-
sum ing that T > 15;000 K, so that x 1). Sice
T L teq) =3 13t23r this tin escale con p
equals the age of the universe t at a characteristic tim e

toom p 6=5 . 13=10 9=5 4=5 10s: 13)
Setting teom p = tir, we nd that the upper lin it to galaxy
m asses persists only for
0 < 4=5 3=5 6=5 4=5£2=3 10 45, (14)
g vir .

For larger Q ~values, allm ass scales can coole ciently, so
the characteristicm ass for the rst generation of ga]ax:es
willsinplybeM oq 10°M , given by equation @). This
corresponds to a characteristic size R~ £4=0 / teqt
for newly form ed galaxies, which is constant in com ov—
ing coordinates (rather than in absolute coordinates, as
the abovem entioned cooling scale R 50 kpc). It would
plinly need detailed simulations to determm ine the m ix of
discs and spheroids, and the e ects of subsequent m ergers.
H owever, the galaxies could well have a broader lum inos—
iy function than in our actualuniverse @swellasamuch
higher characteristic m ass); and clustering would also ex—
tend up to a larger fraction of the Hubbl radiis.

41. D isruption of planetary orbits

W ould this qualitative change a ect the num ber ofhab-
iable planets produced? Let us rst consider the stability
ofplanetary orbits’®

Lightm an (1984) has shown that if the planetary sur-
face tam perature is to be com patdble w ith organic life, the

3A fter subm ission, it was brought to the authors’ attention that V ilenkin discussed orbit disruption caused by high Q walues at the 1995
Tokyo RESCEU sym posium in Tokyo. O rbit disruption constraints on galaxy densities have also been discussed in the context of axion physics

(Linde 1998).



orbit around the central star should be fairly circular and
have a radiis of order

5 3=4 2

Tau g ldlm H (15)

roughly our terrestrial \astronom icalunit", precessing one
radian In is orbit on a tin escale
tom 15=2 . 5=8 3

An encounter w ih another star with In pact param eter
r < r,, hasthepotentialto throw the planet into a highly
eccentric orbit or even unbind it from isparent star. This
happens on a tin escale enc 1=n,vr?,, where n, and
A ir denote the typical stellar density and stellar ve—
locity in a galaxy, respectively. W riting n, £ vir™™ -,
where M , 1 and f, is the additional factor by which
the dissipating baryons collapse relative to the dark m atter
before fragm enting into stars, theM iky W ay isem pirically

tby £, 10.ForEarth, thisgives ene  16%s, orders
ofm agnitude above its present age. M oreover, the distant
encounters that we have experienced In the past have had
a com plktely negligble e ect since they were adiabatic.
T hism eans that the in pact duration r=v torp, SO that
the solar system retumed to its unperturbed state once
the encounter w as over. For hypothetical galaxies form ing
before teom p, On the other hand, M Megq, so the tine
betw een non-adiabatic encounters is

0: year: (16)

15 1=4 63
1 9 vir

adiab 10 years  (17)

Ve, 492y,
HrQ = 10 ? and dropping as Q@ °7? if we mcrease Q
further. In other w ords, non-adiabatic encounters are fre—
quent events or Q > 10 *, occurring often durhg the
geological tin escales required for a planet to form , cool
and ultin ately evolve life. Tn the conservative approxin a—
tion of ignoring gravitational focusing (assum ing that the
yby speed v exceeds the orbital speed), the typicaltin e
Intervalbetween r < ry, encounters is

10 1=2 4 .7=3
g vir

1

N, vri,

10 years (18)

enc

4f7:6f?Q 7=2

orQ = 10 °. Requiring this to exceed som e geological
or evolutionary tim escale 4, iy thus gives an upper lm it
Q / t, 2. Although i is far from clear what is an ap-
propriate t, i to use, the an allness of the exponent 2=7
im plies that it m akes only a m Inim al di erence whether
we choose 10° or 10'° years. Taking tu in 10 years
2y 32 2 the lifttim e of a bright star Carr & Rees
1979), we obtain the lim it
o < 1677 é 7 12=7
T his upper lin i appears m ore uncertain than the lower
lim it from oooling. The momentum kick given to the
planet scalesasv ?,soan mpactwih r r,, would not
necessarily cause a catastrophic disturbance of the plane—
tary orbit | the event rate for this grows only as Q °72,
or as Q3 ifthe galactic stars settle into a disk where v is
roughly independent ofQ . O n the otherhand, a very close
encounter (especially with an O -star) m ight cause disas—
trous heating of the planet. In view of this uncertainty,
aswell as the uncertainty regarding £, and £ i, , we now
consider two additionale ects of raising Q .

T F 13,7 104 (19)

ir

4 2. Black hok dom ination

For much greater Q -values, of order unity, typical uc-
tuations would be ofblack-hole m agnitude already by the
tim e they entered the horizon, converting som e substantial
fraction £ ofthe radiation energy into black holes already
shortly after ti,r1, the end of the in ationary era. At teq,
the universe has expanded by a factor a Eq=tins1)™2,
and the energy densities in black holes and photons have
dropped by factors of a® and a*, respectively. T he black
hole density will therefore com pltely dwarf the density
of cold dark m atter and baryons if f a!. Thus
even ifQ 1, extrem ely rare uctuations that are Q *
standard deviations out in the G aussian tail can cause
black hok dom hation if ©Q 1) al, where (x)
@) ™ ! expl @=2)du.Thisgives the upper lin i

o) g ‘o 71 107 20)

where we have sin ply assum ed that tin¢; s within a few

orders ofm agniude of uniy (the P lanck tin e) since this
a ects the result only logarithm ically. A s opposed to the
previous constraints, this one depends strongly on w hether
the pow er spectrum is strictly scale invariant or not | n-
creasing the spectral index n from is scale-invariant value
n=1ton= 13 causes prin ordialblack hole dom ination
even ifQ isaslow as10 ° (G reen et al 1997).

Even ifQ were low enough to avoid black hole form a—
tion iIn the early radiation dom inated phase (say In the
range 10 3{10 ?), ram pant black-hol form ation m ay still
occur in the m atter-dom inated era. At tin es of order 10°
years, ie., shortly after recom bination, clum ps of order
M ¢ will collapse. If dissipation leads to enough reioniza—
tion to m ake their T hom son optical depth larger than c=v
(tselfoforderQ '=?), then they w ill trap the background
radiation and collapse like supem assive stars, w thout be—
Ing ablk to fragm ent. The dom inant structures in such a
universe would then be supem assive black holes, and i is
unclar whether any galaxies and stars would be abl to
form . Even if they could, they would be hurtling around
at speeds of order a tenth of the speed of light, and i is
far from clear how anthropically favorable such an envi-
ronm ent would be!

5. WHAT IF AND W ERE DIFFERENT?

Our discussion above applied to a at FRW universe
wih = land = 0.Aswewillnow describe, anthropic
Iim its on these two param eters are intin ately linked w ith
Q . In P lanck unis, the Friedm ann equation that govems
the tin e evolution of the radiis of curvature of the Uni-
verse, a, is conveniently w ritten as

o |

= 8—( + + + ); (21)
3 m c ’

where , , and are the energy densities corresoond—
Ing to radiation, nonrelativisticm atter and vacuum energy
(@ cosm ological constant), respectively. . 3=8 4 is
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the contrbution from spatial curvature (the sign is posi-

tive if < 1 and negative if > 1 | forthe at case
= 1, the radius of curvature is In nite and a must be

rede ned). The rst three of these densities evolve as

“a ?; @2)
n a3 23)
c a’?; ©4)

and does not evolve at all. T he constant isde ned
as the curvature that the Universe would have had at the
P lanck tin e iftherewasno in ationary epoch, and can be
evaluated at any tin e in the post-in ationary radiation-
dom fnated epoch as = .t t=&, durihg which this
quantity istin e independent. W e have Introduced sin —
ply because we need a constant that quanti es the curva—
ture, and the m ore fam iliar isunusable shce it changes
w ith tin e. The gpochs of m atter dom ination a, 4, curva—
ture dom ination a.y and vacuum dom ination ayq are given

by s oc o and n s repectively, ie.,
ana o 25)
aca 2, 26)
anq OO @7)

Tt is welkknown that sub-horizon uctuations can only
grow during the m atterdom inated epoch, where they
grow at the_sam e rate as the scale factor a. Aswe saw
in Section 22, the rst non-linear structures therefore
form at ayir a ¢Q ! providing that the Universe re—
m ains m atterdom inated until this epoch (acq ~ avir and
avq © avir) | otherw ise no nonlinear structures w ill ever
form . W e thus obtain the two anthropic constraints

10 5%; 28)
10 124 29)

< 2Q
< 4Q3

A Yhough we tacitly assum ed that < 1 here, the closed
case gives essentially the sam e constraints | Indeed, ifno
non-lnear structures have form ed at the epoch aq In a
closed universe, tin e is literally running out for not yet
evolved life form s, since the B ig C runch is inm nent!

In com parison, the current observationallim itsare (very
conservatively) < o 10 *3 and 01 < < 2,which
corresponds to ayq ~ 10%an 4 and < 10 %7. The con—
clusion is that although the anthropic upper lim its super—

cially appear quie strong on both curvature and vac—
uum density, these constraints are only strong if the two
variables on the right-hand side ( and Q) are indepen-—
dently constrained | which was one of our m otivations
for studying upper lin tson Q . The param eter probably
deserves m ore attention than it has received in this con—
text so far eg.Rees 1979), and the e ects of varying the
baryon/photon ratio and introducihg a non-zero neutrino
m ass would also warrant fiirther study. W e note in pass—
ing that we can obtain crude Q -independent lim tson by
requiring that our lower Iin its on Q not exceed our upper
Iin its. For nstance, the virialization epoch ofequation (3)
w ill occur too late for cooling to be e cient (aftert 1x of
equation (10)) unkess > 10 *?Q 3. Thusthewhite re-
gion I the gure disappears com pletely if < 10 32, and

the conservative lim it Q < 10 3 gives the (rather weak)
constrant > 10 3°.C onversely, the planetary distuption
constraint of equation d19) gets stronger if we increase ,
and con ictswith the -Independent lim it of equation @6)

unlss < 10 23. In addition, there are of course sepa-
rate lim its on the baryon fraction i, In that if there are
too few bag:yons, the cooling becom es less e clent | See

equation {_19) . Lowering , may also in pede galaxy and
star form ation, since a gas cloud m ust collapse by a larger
factor before it becom es selfgravitating.

Forthe readerpreferring to think in tem sof ( and red-
shift z, the above argum ent can be re-expressed as ollow s.
Ifthe current m atter density is  , then vacuum dom ina—
tion occursattheepoch I+ zyq) = ( = o )7 °.IF o 1,
then the Universe becam e curvature dom inated at a red—
shift given by (1 + Zeg) !. Since the st structures
form atan epoch (1+ zyir) / Q,theupperlim itson and

, thusscakas / Q3and o/ Q !®rthe o 1
case. For Instance, m aintaining spatial atness but m ak-
Ing am illion tin es Jarger than the current observational
lin its could correspond to Q @)= 10°%= 10 3,
w ith galaxy form ation about ten expansion tim es after re—
com bination. W hen the Universe had reached its current
age of 10 years, it would have expanded by a fiirther
factor &%, and ours would be the only galaxy in the
localHubbl volum e | alas, a drab and dreary place for
extragalactic astronom ers, but not ruled out by the above—
m entioned -argum entsalone | although perhaps by the
Q -argum ents that we have presented.

6. DISCUSSION

W e have explored counterfactual cosn ological scenar—
ioswith Q shifted away from its cbserved valie 10 S.
W e found that qualitative changes occur if we either in—
crease or decrease Q by about an order ofm agnitude. If
0 < 10 °, e cient cooling becom es in possible or gas in
virialized halos. IfQ > 10 *, C om pton scattering against
CM B photons enables e cient cooling in arbirarily m as—
sive halos, and the higher stellar densities and velocities
may lad to planetary orbits being disrupted before ob-
servers have had tim e to evolve.

N eedless to say, this does not preclude that som e form
of life m ight evolve In a Universe with a more extreme
Q value due to lucky circum stances, for nstance around
a eld star that was efcted from its giant host galaxy in
agQ 10 3 scenaric. However, as stressed by V ilenkin
(1995a), the key feature of anthropic selection e ects is
not what the rock-solid extrem e lin its are on a param e-
ter, but which is the m ost favorabke value for producing
observers. This point is also em phasized by eg. Garc a-
Bellido & Linde (1995). To predict a probability distri-
bution for the observed valuie ofQ from som e In ationary
m odel (to potentially rule them odelout), isa prioriprob-
ability distribution forQ (ofquantum origin, say) m ust be
m ultiplied by som e B ayesian selection function such asthe
num ber of cbservers or civilizations corresponding to each
Q value. It seam s plausible that much m ore stars w ith
habitableplanetsare ormed orQ 10 ° @where perhaps
1% 10% ofallbaryonsare in stars) than in a Q 10°©
universe where 1000 tin es lower densities m ake cooling
di cul. Likew ise, it appears likely that Q 10 4 gives
fewer planets in favorable stable orbits than Q 10 3,



w here close encounters are com pltely negligble form ost
stars. In conclusion, i is possible that the anthropic se-
lection finction peaks at Q 10 °. If this is the case,
then what Vilenkin tem s \the principle of m ediocrity™"
would in ply that since we are m ost lkely to be a typical
civilization, this is what we should expect to ocbserve.
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Fig. l.‘ T he nine rising curves show the largest virialized m ass scale as a function of tim e for di erent values of Q . Structures w ith
M <M eq (horizontalline) are seen to all virialize about a factor Q 3=2 after the end of the radiation-dom inated epoch (shaded, left), w hereas

for later tim es, the virialized m ass scale asym ptotes to about Q 3=2 tim es the horizon m ass (shaded, upper left). C ooling is ine cient in the
rem aining shaded region (right). T he star corresponds to the M iky W ay.



