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1 A bstract

T he nability to achieve In the present universe, via electrom agnetic or gravitational accel
eration, P lanck energies for elem entary particles is suggested on the basis of several, som e
relatively sophisticated,failed attem pts. T his failure is essential for schem es were the super—
planckian regim e for the energies of elem entary particles is \U nphysical" .T he basic cbserva—
tion is that this failure to achieve superplanckian energies naturally occurs In our universe
of nite age and horizon. Tt does tie up in a m ysterious fashion these coan ological quantities
and elem entary physics param eters such as the m asses of the lightest charged femm ions.

2 Introduction

The Planck mass, mp = OGyewton) 2 10*° GeV and corresponding length L =

h=mpc 1033 an ortinet = L =c, are of fiindam ental in portance, m arking the onset of
strong non-renom alizabl quantum graviy e ects. P landk m ass ob gcts could be the end
products of black holes em itting H aw king radiation [I], cbtained when the radius, m ass and
team perature of the black hole becom e P lanckian. At this point the sam iclassical argum ent
forthe radiation { based In particular on the existence ofa wellde ned horizon breaks down
due to quantum m etric{ uctuationsA Iso the totalm ass of the black hole, m p , disallow s
em ission of further quanta with E T myp . Stable P lanck m ass ob fcts have been o ered
P1as a possbl solution to the apparent unitarity (or inform ation) crisis encountered if the
black hol com plktely evaporates.It has been confctured B] that a reciprocal m echanisn

exists, which protects m lniblack holes from crossing the M g3y = mp line downwards, and
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prevents elem entary particles ( eld quanta) from crossing the m garicie = mp line upwards.
A possble realization for thism echanism calls for accum ulation of statesatm = M = myp .

A new, radical, approach of P. M azurf4] attem pts to side-step the problem s of non—
renom alizeability due to elem entary superplanckian excitations and of collapsing m ini-
black hols, In a kinam atic rather than a dynam ic way. The P lanck length is introduced
into a new set of commutators k;y] [;t] ik 2. The corresponding uncertainty relations
eg. rt 1p?=2exclides the problam atic dom ain of one gravitating quantum degree of
freedom when the latter is inside its own Schwartzschild radius { [Hast lke k;p]= ih and
H eisenberg’s uncertainty avoids the singular spiralling to the origin ofa radiating electron in
the classical Coulom b problem ]. The (area) discretization in plied by the new com m utators
suggestsa niedi erence analogue of Schrodinger’'s equation forthe selfgravitating quantum
bubbl []that indeed in plem ents the above exclusion. The nite di erence coordinate space
equation in plies periodicity in m om entum spacewith aperiod myp.ThePlanckmassmyp
is the lim iting value of m om entum or energy of any (elem entary) partjc]e.'f: This is clearly
stronger than the assum ption that no two oppositely m oving transplanckian (elem entary)
particles can collide In an S wave to form a m niblack hole ofmassM gy mp l

3 The Im plications ofthe M axim alP, E P ostulate

The suggestion that one cannot boost an electron or proton to superplanckian energies
jes In the face of Lorentz invariance , one of the best tested principles In nature. It has
been argued §§] that due to a discrete coordinate structure underlying space tin e at short
b scales, there could be { as in ordinary crystals { \Um klapp" processes which \absorb"
a reciprocal lattice m om entum , kesping E ;P mp . Nonethelkss, the follow ing gedanken
experin ent points at some di culty. Suppose that a proton is accelerated inside some
m icroscopic device D1 (see g 1) to = 11. The wholk D; device n tum sits wihin a
larger sstup D ,, which boostsD; to = 11. D, In tum sits Inside D 3... etc., etc. The
device D 15 is then also boosted by D19 to = 11, thus nally achiving transplanckian
energiesE = Y Gev 10°°G eV Pr our proton. To avoid this we need to assum e that
the last device D 19 \know s" that eighteen layers down, side the innermm ost m icroscopic
D ;, one proton is about to break the \P lanck Barrier" T his possibility is even m ore unlikely
than the G rimm brothers’ fairy tale about the sensitive princess who could not fall aslesp
due to one pea under ssventeen m attresses. Ikt would be truly paradoxical if space-tin e on
large scales was com plktely at and uniform . However, precisely due to gravity Gy > 0)
and nite propagation velocity (€ < 1 ), the universe is curved and only a nite horizon
has opened up sihce the big bang. To mantain the \P lanck Barrier", an ulin ate m icro—
m acro connection m ay be at work. Tt should force the largest device D 19 In our gedanken
experin ent to be larger than the observed universs, and cause any altemative less m assive

1C Jearly, m assive extended m acroscopic ob fcts are irrelevant, as the quantum gravity divergences com e
from concentratingm p energy densitiesw ithin b size. T he proton is com posite, and so could be the electron
(@nd quark). W e are assum Ing, however, nite com positeness: 3 quarks, nie # of" preons", etc., which
su ces for our purpose.



and/orm ore com pact design to break due to nite strength ofm aterials, (@n issue hvolving
h > 0) or collapse into a black hole.

4 Attem ptsto Build (G edanken) Supersplanckian A c—
celerators

By considering a few gedanken accelkrating devices, we would lke to suggest that E > mp
m ay be naccessble n our universe.

(@) E lectrom agnetic acceleration m ethods
(1) Laser Beam A cceleration: An intense laser beam can accelerate charged particle to
high energiesby repeated C om pton scattering. A sthe particle approaches the putative super-
planckian regin e, it becom es extram ely relativistic. In the partick’s rest fram e the photons
willbe strongly redshifted by a ' factor) and = 7hompson 2=m 2 is appropriate. If
we have a ux ofenergy  the particlke gains energy at a rate:
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T he key factor entering the rate is the relative velocity (1 ) 2% . Thus even ifwe

allow Hubble tin e acceleration ty 3:10'5ec, we need, regardless of the mass m of the
accelerated particl, am ninalenergy ux s = — 5 3102 . The corresponding
E M .energy density isU ~ 10°° &% 310* (52)°. UsingU E’=8 we nd thattheE

eld in thebeam should exceed 10°* Volts/am . Such elds are com pletely untenable. The
vacuum itself \sparks" and produces e’ e pairs at a rate[§]:

dN €k )? m 2
e e )
dtdv 16 2
onceE  Eou —=me® 10 volts/an Here we have a vacuum breakdown even if the

lightest charged particke had am ass ashigh asm 10° Gev.

(2) Linear A ccelerators: T he synchrotron radiation losses for a P Janck energy electron
or proton in a circular orbit are prohibitive: even ifwe take R = Iy uge  10%° meters, we
nd from [7]:
E ‘1
W (Synchrotron — loss) = 3)

that a P lanck energy electron (or proton) loses all its energy in traversing only 10 ° (or
10 ) ofatum! W e should therefore consider (truly straight!) linear accelerators producing

constant gain G = -i— with mininal radiation losses. Since the electrom agnetic elds
orighate in surface charges and currents, Gnax 56 = lmOZ—t‘j’r Ry=agcn: 3Me ° isa

maxinalgain allowed. R, = 13.6 ev is the Rydgberg energy constant and ag gnr = 0:55A°
isthe Bohrradius). E eldsof such a m agnitude destroy m aterdals by \skinm ing" electrons



from the top of the Fem isea. This in plies that the m inin al acoeleration length required
in order to achieve planckian energies is Ly i = =2~  10*° an 30 Parsecs. (P resent

Gm ax

technology is lin ited by discharge breakdown at local defects to G? e M &V and the

m ax m eter

required L% is 100 K Parsecs!). Such a long cylinder is unstable w ith respect to bending

m ax

under tydal forces and/or self gravity. Ifbent slightly into a (roughly) circular arc ofheight
h, the prolongation is n (2 g 2) T he corresponding elastic energy is
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with Ry im. ? representing a bond energy ( = Ry isthe penaly for = stretch) and

N =X Wwih M (my) the mass of the cylinder (uclon) respectively] is the num ber of

my

bondsIf § ——— isthe ocalg gradient? then the tydalenergy gain is:

H ubble

0,2 _ MD°
E gqee=M h™= 2 ©)
A Iso the slf graviy gaon is:
E _GyM2 2 M ° h 6)
SG N L mpZL3
To ensure stability we should keep E g1 > E yge,ie. we need
q
L? my=m. e
h — 107 an (7)
Ty

where we used L. Ly = 10°°. A weakerbound h 10" an Pllows from E g1a

E sg.Even the weaker bound already inpliessthatthearcin g @Rb) is = % 10 ° rad
and a curvature radiusR & 10¥° am 10r; . From eg (5) and discussion thereafter,
catastrophic synchrotron radiation again follow s. In principle we could attem pt to avoid the
accelkrator pipe, and have a prearranged set of N acoeleration stations S, :::Sy each ofm ass
m , spaced by length land each accekeratingby E = m =N . To ensure a straight, kinkless,
path, we would need to correct each tin e in the (n + 1)th station them om entum (and loca—
tion) of the acoelkrated particle. Indeed if the \aperture" of each station isR, the em erging
particle w illhave a transversem om entum uncertainty » = § and tl%e corresoonding angular

uncertainty is = R;jp Thislkadsto 1,,;; M in % 2R transverse uncertainty
upon arrivalat S,; 1. To correct forthiswem ay need tom ove them agnets, etc. at S,+; by a
sim ilaram ount. A light signalfrom S, arrivingat S,;; adistance 1= 1(1 ) = l::T"ZZ ahead
of the accelerated particlke could facilitate thisproviding 1 1.+ 1. This requires, however,

1 mp?=my?R  (10* 10°®)R ©rX = electron, nuckon, which is clearly unacceptable.

2
“more appropriately L T4 with Vegeape the escape velbocity from a structure (galaxy, cluster of

galaxies), etc... of size R . Since, how ever, these proper m otions such as the infall towards the V irgo cluster
2

stand up against the Hubblk ow ve;cj"e — o.

H 2



(3) Strong C om pact and/or Large Scale M agnetic/E lectric F ields

The failure of the linear accelerator to achieve plandk energies can be traced to the
fragility of m atter which cannot sustain large E  elds E m2  Ry=agonr. Neutron

e
stars are m ade of much stronger \nuclar m atter" and ideally could sustain B elds up to
Bnax M2 = 10" Gauss, comresponding to energy densities B “=8 m;,. Due to the
star’s rotation (or other e ects), the charged particlke accelerated sees an e ective electric
ed: E %B B over the relevant scale R (size of star, say). The m axim al energy
attainable therefore is

Enax eBR: (8)

The totalm ass of the system M exceeds the m agnetic contribution, B 2R 3. If the system is
not a black hol, then Rgy mM?< R.UshgM B?R3,we ndthat

Em ax €M p Janck (9)

ie. any system producihg E M . eldsalltheway from neutron stars to galaxies, or any part
ofthe universe, failsby a factor™ 1—12 to obtain P landk energies.

The m ost energetic coan ic rays observed to date have energies  3:10'! GeV. These
presum ably are accelerated on large coan ological scale by weak m agnetic elds, or on short
neutron star scales. In the rst case them axin alenergy is lin ited to  3:10' G eV due to
the collision with a 3 badckground photons.

(4) A cceleration by R epeated P article C ollisions

C onsider next the cascade of collisions sketched n g 3. W e start with many, N = 2%,
particles allw ith the sam e energy Ey > m and allm om enta pointing roughly to a comm on
point. Pairs of these particles collide: # 1 with # 2, # 3 with # 4, etc...,, # 21 with # 2*.
A 11 collisions are elastic at low centerm ass energies and the em erging particles, say # 1 and
# 2, etc., have isotropic angular distribbutions in the CM S fram e of the corresponding pair.
This re ects in a unifom distrution of the energy of em erging particles E ,°% say in the
nterval0 EJ 2E . LetusassumethatE) ENE] EJmEN’ ES | (thiscan
always be achieved by relabeling). The expectation values of the energies of each of the
m ore energetic particles in a pair E J;E ), etc. averaged over m any com plete \experin ents"
isthen 2E,. W e willm ake the (drastically!) sin plifying assum ption that EJE ?..etc. do in
fact always assum e their average values, ie. EJ = Ef = :E = E,. W e next arrange for
particke 2° and 4% 6° and 8° etc. to collide. Under the sam e sin plifying assum ption we have
for the next generation of particles em erging from this second (k= 2) serdes of collisions w ith
energiesE = Ef= :E] = 2 2Eo.w ewilllabelE ®= E B, E®= E B, etc. This process

k1

continues for k-1 stages. At the last (kth) stage particle 25" My ith energy % E o collides

k
with particle ¢ ')¥ " with the same energy producing naly E¢= 2 E; mp.

C karly what we attem pt here is a highly schem atic (and idealized!) im plem entation of
the abstract concept of \nested accelkerators" of g 1. However, as we show next, even this
realization fails on physical, kinem atical and geom etrical grounds.



In orderto achieve a1 1022 10 (Orm = M crectron OFM pucikon YeSpectively) we need
2 “ 10®. Foreach energetic particle w ith energy E ¥l we have two colliding \parent"
particles in the (th) generation. Furthem ore, we require som e extra m inin alnumber of
\guiding" or control \particles" needed to ensure that indeed the m ore energetic particles,
say EJ and E{ will collide, rather than EJ and E), E) and EJ, E] and E], E] and EJ.
(C kearly w ithout this extra guidance we w ilLhave a stochastic them alized system .) Twould
seem highly conservative to assum e 4. A Iready In this case the totalnum ber of particles
N = @+ ) 6 102  10% - exceeding the total# of particks in the observed
universe. To avoid inelastic collisions, we need to have the m om enta of colliding particles
very paralel ¥ m=E " E=E,) 3 ' 3 "

Tt is very di cul, under these circum stances, to ensure that only the \chosen" particles

w ill be within interaction range by so as to avoid sin ultaneous multiple collisions which
w i1l \dilute" the obtained energies by m ixing In Jow energy particlesEven the dem and that
Initially the N oolliding particles are not w ithin each o‘cheJ:sJED interaction range -a feature
always inplicitly assum ed — is not trivial. It mplies Ry N Iy wih Ry the transverse
size of the :nitial, rst generation, beam of particles. For by ferm i the m nin al purely
nuclkar Interaction range, and N 10%? the large m nin al required number ( total# of
particles) in theuniverse, we ndRy Iy uge @ colncidence em bodying D irac’s Jarge num ber
hypothesis. The transverse focusing (see the expression for above) in plies then that the
length L ofthe experimentalsst up, L >> Ry Ty upke:

5 G ravitational acceleration

G ravitation is, In m any ways, the strongest rather than the weakest Interaction. This is
am ply m anifest In the gravitational collapse to a black hole which no other Interaction can
stop. Along wih the de nition of m» this naturally leads us to consider gravitational
accelkrators, and the acceleration (or other e ects) ofblack hols in particular. If a particke
ofmass fallsto a distance r from a massm, it obtains, n the relativistic case aswell, a

nalvelocity

r

Y
g= -0 (10)
r

Gy m

with rgy = =, the Schwartzschild radius of themassm . In order to cbtain in a \singke
shot" planckian energies, weneed that =1 = =% - i

s = = L Tsw — .
7 o2 or — ey :The last

equation applies also ifat in nity we have niially a photon of energy . Taking generically
3
= G&V = my and m = m (heutron star)=m chandrasehkar = 14mM 4 = 25 as the m ass

N

neutron star or black hol doing the accelkration, we ndr rsy = b = 103 an. The
distance of closest approach r must exceed 1y, the radius of the star (com pact ob #ct) and
hencewe have r 13 = % . Thusthe system of interest ism ost likely a black hol. In tum
the black hol will also capture the accekerating partick.

A sophisticated accelerator using repeated sling shot kicks in a system of fourblack holes



was suggested by Unruh. This beautifiil concept is best illustrated in the llow ng s ple
two black hols context. Consider rst two black holes of equalmassm; = m, = m at
pointsP; and P, located at + L; L along the z axis. A rlativistic particle (Wwhich could
also be a photon) is in ected w ith som e relative in pact param eter parallel to the z axis near
z=0. W ith an approprate choice of the in pact param eter b = Iy, the accelerated particlke
describes a \sam icircle" type tra Bctory around m ; at Py, and is re ected around thism ass
by an angke = exactly. M ovingthen alonga re ected (x ! X) tragctory the particle

approaches the otherm assm , at P,, and isre ected thereby = aswell. The particle will
eventually describe a closed geodesic tra gctory bound to the twomassm ;m , system . In
reality the two m assesm ove. For sim plicity consider the case when them assesm ove tow ards
each otherw ith veloclty . Transform Ing from the rest m ass ofm , say to the \L.ab frame",

a+ )

T ) . The

last equation represents the boost due to the sling shot kick alluded to above. Ifwe have N
such re ections, the totalboost factoris @1+ )Y . Thisoverallboost could exoceed 10'° for
= 1=3 if N exceeds 150. However, in this sin ple geom etry the totalnum ber of re ections
islmited by N = 1= . A fterm ore re ections, the two m asses w ill either coalesce or reverse
their velocity, leading now to a deceleration ofthe particle upon each re ection. The total
am pli cation of the niialenergy is therefore Iim ited In this case sinply to a factore’ 2:7.

we nd that In the re ection the energy of isenhanced accordingtoE ! E

The Unrmuh set up involves, however, two additional heavier black holesM ; = M, =
M wih m;;m,, revolving around M ;M , respectively, In circular orbits of equal radius R
and period T = 2 R= , wih the ordbial velociy. The two orbis are assum ed to lie
In the ® z) plne wih the centers of the circles at x;z) = (0;+L). The tops of the
two circles, ie. the ponts where x ism axin al, de ne now the origihal re ection centers
P;; P,= R; L); R;+L). The oppositely rotatingm assesm ; and m , are synchronized
topassatP; and P,, respectively, at the sam e tin e { once during each period T .Furthem ore,
them otion ofthe accekerated mass istined so astohave at the extrem e keft point on its
\Stadium Shaped" orbi (x;z)= (0; L ) or, at the extram e right point x;z) = O;L+ ),
at precisely the above tin es. This then allow s us to achieve the desired sling shot boosts,
repeating once every period T .Note that 2T isnow the period ofthem otion ofthe wvebody
system M ;M o;m ;mp; ).

However, the inherent instability of this m otion again lin its the number N of periods
(and of sling shot boosts) and,as pointed to usby B .Reznik, foils this ngenious device. The
assum ed hierarchical setup L >> R >> rgy = Iy can be usad to approxin ate the angular
de ection of whik it is circulating around m |, say by

Z Um ax du
= S 11)

Up 1n’ O bzi u?z@l 2Gymu)

w ith b the im pact param eter and u, .x = 1= cormesgoonding to the tuming point of clos-
est approach. Independently of the exact (nverse eliptic function) dependence of on
b=rsw ; =Iyy , we expect that a uctuation Y around the optinall’, orwhich equals

, causes a corresponding uctuation n @ : ! = = ¢ B, with the din ensionless
constant ¢ being of order one. The large distance L transfomm s this am all Into a new



in pact param eter deviation, ()= L ! . The ratio between successive in pact param eter

isthen given by ! 0)j= (=ty) °®).Afler N re ections, we have therefore

"o )" 90 (12)

ForL > R > Iy weexpect a large grow th rate ofthe uctuations In the in pact param eter.
The circular trafctory of m, wih radius R, decays at a rate proportional to ° due to
gravitational radiation. This lin s and in plies that we need a large number (of order
100) re ections to achieve 10'° energy enhancem ent. This in plies that in order to avoid
com plete orbit deterioration for the accelerating particke , ie. to avod ¥ () ' Ly, we
need unattainable initialprecision W=b, = 10 %, which i particular exceeds the quantum
uncertainty .

U tra—relativistic acceleration can be achieved in the universe as a whole; the Hubble
velocities of the m ost distant galaxies or oldest particles, y , are arbitrarly close to one
In a su ciently large and at universe, though no oollisions at planck CM energies can be
thus engheered. Tt is am usihg to recall one \sin ple" context in which P lanck energies m ay
be achieved but not much exceeded { nam ely the evaporating m iniblack holes. Indeed,
as indicated In the Introduction, black holes em it all elem entary quanta with a them al
soectrum . Only asRgy ! b doesTgy ! myp, so that a P landkian black hole would have
generated P lanck energy quanta exospt for the fact that at thispoint Mgy ! mp aswell,
and energy conservation prevents achieving superplandkian energies.

If as it em is the last quanta, the center ofm ass of the black hole had appreciable boost,
say 3, then one m ight expect that Hawking quanta em itted in this direction would
have superP lanckian energies: E i) oo frame Me - T he recoilm om entum accum ulated
through the Hawking radiation is, at all stages: Pgec mp, O that grec 1, and no
appreciable extra boost e ect is expected. Pgrec mp inplies a reooil kinetic energy of
the black hokes Frewonn 50— = 2%~ = Tpx as required by equipartition. This fact
features n a new approach to Haw king radiation which attem pts to avoid any reference to

transplandkian accelkeration due to B .Reznik.

6 Summ ary and Further Speculations

Thedi culty ofconceiving even G edanken superplandkian accelerators suggests thatm odels

w ithout superplandkian elem entary particles m ay be consistent. In particular m odels w ith
light ferm ionsm ay not allow accelkeration to superplandkian energies when embedded into
the present universe w ith its given Hubblk radiis. This could not happen In an in nie or
su ciently Jarge open universe H ow ever the universe w ith its speci ¢ globalparam eters does

provide the required violation at the present tin e. O ur discussion was clearly not exhaustive
and the possibility that som e lngenious suggestion W hich we failed to realize), can actually
lead to a planck accelkrator is still open. A m ore com prehensive discussion is presently



under preparation and w ill address som e further possbilities. Let us conclude w ith several
com m ents and speculations.

a) O ur considerations do not exclude theories w ith superplanckian energies and m asses
of elem entary excitation Indeed the very notion of what is an elem entary particle m ay be
profoundly revised In schem es such as string theory. R ather, all that is hinted is a possible
consistency of theordies where such a superplandkian regin e is unphysical and is excluded.

(o) & has been suggested that \P lanck Scale Physics" induces e ective interactions vi-
olating all global symm etries. A particular examplk isa — '  tem where the
bosons carry two units of lepton number. Such a tem viclatesU (1); B L) and therefore
endow s the corresponding wouldoe m assless G oldstoneboson M apron) with a niem ass.
A concrete m echanism involves the fomm ation of a black hole in a collision of, say, * ,
followed by the decay ofthe B H . into *,a nalstate w ith two units of Jepton num ber.
In thisway the violation of the globalquantum num bers tracesback to the fundam ental \N o
Hair Theoram " forblack holes. E xactly as in the case ofSU (5), where a virtualX ;Y GUTS
m eson can m ediate nuclkon decay by generating e ective four Fermm iterm s, the virtual \m ini
black hok" system was con pctured to induce the — * "  temn . The estin ated resul—
hgMapronmassM , K &V ismatherhigh.[l(]A Iso P Janckian black holeswould constitute
som e irreducible environm ent and m ay require m odi cation of quantum m echanics@] If, ,
the whole superplanckian dom ain is inaccessible for elem entary excitations, it is conceivable
that such e ects m ay not be there. Superplandk physics { even in tem s of indirect low
energy m anifestation would then be com pletely absent.

(©) YHooft has been em phasizing [] that understanding the elm entary particle{black
hole connection issue m ay lad to a m ore profound understanding ofboth eld theory and
gravityy. O ur approach attem pts to realize the "tH ooft con ecture, but in a very di erent way.
R ather than try to bridge the gap between particles and black hols, we elevate such a gap
{ or the upper bound E mp on the energy-m om entum of any elem entary excitation { to
a fuindam ental postulate of the theory. Thebasic x p h postulates, allow s a qualitative
understanding of the spectra and structure of atom s. Our hope is that E ; P mp, wil
allow better understanding of elem entary particles, coan ology, and their interrelations.

(d) A s indicated above oollisions of elem entary particles at such energies do occur, but
very rarely, with exponentially an all probabilities. H owever, when such a ocollision occurs,
there could be potentially dram atic repercussions. The new Iy form ed m inibladk hole could
be a region ofa new expanding \baby universe" w here the very basic findam entalparam eters
m ay be di erent. Indeed, we would ke to suggest that a posterioriexplain the rarity of such
oollisions, which spell the \end" of the present universe. The new universe still preserves
the sam e gauge group SU (3) SU Q) U (1) or a corresponding SU (5) or SU (10), etc.
GUTS group. The ponnt is that these an all length scales( Rgy F ) all symm etries are
restored, and the \gauge hair" is a comm on link between the two universes. New ferm ion
m asses and even new ferm ionic degrees of freedom m ay arise in this process, but due to the
\gaugem em ory" it isnaturalto assum e the sam e gauge structure for them . This could then
provide an \evolutionary" explanation for the repeating ferm ionic generations in the gpirit
of speculation by Nambu f11] and C olem an [[4].



Indeed, as Indicated by our estin ates the new generations w ih lighter electrons and
quarks could m ake i more di cul to achieve superplanckian energies again in the new
universe, thus allow ing the long lived present universe. If ferm ion m asses stay xed and
the universe expands for ever (which appears to be ocbservationally m ore favorable at the
present tim e)then planck accelkrators would beoom e eventually possble. The above ex—
trem ely heuristic notion, could potentially also evade this di culyy. A continuous change
of findam ental constants w ith the expansion of the universe was suggested by the D irac
large num ber hypothesis. This clearly failed various experim ental chedks. O ur con gcture
that a universe which is one billion tim es older than the present universe would still ail to
acelerate to plandk energies due to the possibl em ergence of a ourth superlight generation
ismuch harder to check.
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Figure C aptions

. The nested \A ceelerator W ithin A coelerator™ system designed to achieve superplanck
energies.

. A Gedanken superplanck linear accelerator of length L and radius R . It is bent Into
a circular arc of angle (hot ndicated). The center of the chord to the arc is at a
height h below the m dddk ofthe arc.

. A multiparticle collider designed to \B reed" { by repeated ocollisions and choices ofthe
m ore energetic particles to collide In consecutive stages { a superplanck partick.

. The Unruh accelerator. The two black holesm; = m, = m go around say the sta—
tionary moremassive M ; = M, = M black hok In circular orbits of radiuis R and in
opposite direction. T he accelerating particlke goes around in the cblong \stadium —like"
tra fctory ofthickness 2k, w ith Iy, the in pact param eter. It gets the \sling-shot kicks"
boosting its energy as it goes around P1; P, at timest;t+ T withm,;m, at P;; P,
resoectively.
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