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A bstract
This tak describes som e of the consequences for particle phenom enology of the
hypothesis that the physical param eters m ay vary in di erent dom ains of the

universe.

1. Introduction

This takiz is a m inireview of a possble pathway
In the search for the fundam ental theory. This
approach is quite distinct from the usualdirections
taken in searching for new theories, and hence m ay
appear a bit odd at rst. However, it m ay also lead
to new possibilities and could prove usefiil.

T he basic hypothesis isthat there exist di erent
dom ains In the universe where (@t least som e of)
the param eters of the underlying theory can take
on di erent values. W e would live entirely w ithin
one such domain and, under the assum ption of
In ation,wewould not see any variation w ithin this
dom ain norwould we have access to other dom ains.
This m ultiplicity of param eters and dom ains is in
strong contrast w ith the usual assum ption that if
we work hard enough, we can uncover the theory
w hose unique ground state determ ines our world.

Thism ay not be as crazy as i sounds at  rst.
An e ect like this can occur in chaotic in au'or;_tl],
where scalar eldscan get frozen at random valiues if
theirpotentialis atenough. It isalso a conceivable
outcom e In string theory w here there are continuous
fam ilies ofground state solutions, and we have little
Insight as to how one ground state is selected or
preserved. However, i is enough to have occurred
In one physical theory, such as chaotic in ation,
to need to take the general idea seriously as a
possbility.

The idea is also not as empty as it  rst
sounds. Clearly it tell us that the some speci ¢
param eters that we see may not be uniquely
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predictable. However, as descrbed below, there
is still some information contained iIn those
param eters. M oreover, the hypothesis can suggest
that certain problem s, such as  netuning problem s,
are less serious than they rst appear and thus
motivate new approaches to the exploration of
fundam ental theories.

2. W einberg and the cosm ological constant

W einberg has m ade a physical calculation that is
relevant for this hypothesisfl,d]. He notes that
for m ost values of the coan ological constant the
universe is extreme and sterile, either living an
extrem ely short tim e of order the P lanck scale or
expanding too fast for m atter to ever cump. He
calculates the range of the cosm ological constant
that allow s galaxies to cump, and nds that i
very sm all. This then leads to a natural constraint
on our domain - out of all possble dom ains we
would only nd ourselves In a domain such that
m atter clum ps. In tum, this leads to a consistency
check on whether it is reasonable to think that
this constraint is the main explanation for the
an allness of the coan ological constant or whether
other explanationsm ust be sought. If the cbserved
value of the constant is very much am aller than
the allowed range, we would expect that another
m echanisn is needed to m ake it so sn all. H owever
if the value is typical of the range then no extra
explanations are needed w thin the classofm uliple
dom ain theordes.

The ac'tualrange and them ean value have been
estin ated Ej], and the interesting feature is that the
new ly cbserved value ofthe coan ologicalconstant is
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reasonably typicalofthe viable range. A zero value
of the coam ological constant is already extrem ely
di cul to understand theoretically. A non-zero
value of this extremely tiny m agniude is even
harder to understand by a dynam ical m echanism .
If the observed cosm ological constant is correct, it
nds a natural hom e in multiple dom ain theories
and, by iself, is a reason to take this hypothesis
seriously.
There are two recent developm ents related to
W einberg’s resulk. Tegmark and Rees[4 have
pointed out that the iniial strength of density
perturbations, Q, also enters into the calculation
of graviational clum ping, They show there is a
lim ited viable region in the two-dim ensional space
ofQ and ,thusgeneralizihgW einberg’s constraint.
In addition, Garriga and V ienkin [3] has pointed
out that W ennberg’s assum ption of a at weight
for the distrbution in the coan ological constant
may not hold in various H iggs m odels, and that
this welght can lower the mean viabl value.
Both ofthese represent interesting developm ents of
W einberg’soriginalcalculation, and do not din inish
the attractiveness of the general dea.

3. Fine tuning of the the H iggs m ass
param eter

The othergreat netuning problem thatm otivates
particle physicists is that of the H iggs vacuum

expectation value. A sin ilar constraint can be
calculated In this case. Here the assum ption is
that the existence of com plex elem ents is a natural
constraint for the dom ain that we nd ourselves
In. That is, dom ains in which there is only one
elem ent do not have the com plexiy needed for
life of any sort. My ocollaborators and Iid] have
tried to estin ate this viable range for the H iggs
m ass param eter, under the assum ption that all of
the other dim ensionless param eters of the Standard
M odeldo not change.

T he basic physics is that the H iggs vev controls
quark m asses and, if the quark m asses Increase a
m odest am ount, com plex m atter ceases to be exist
in the universe. The rstproblem is the unbinding
of deuterium as the pion gets slightly heavier.
Deuteriim is needed In all of the mechanian s
for elem ent production. However, a m ore serious
constraint occurs at a vev about ve times that
observed, when the neutron becom es heavier than
the proton by enough that all nuclei are unstable
to decay to free protons. T his laves a universe of
protons only. At much larger values of the vev, the

** Dbecom es the only elem ent but there is still
not enough com plexiy for life. Thus out of the

whole range for the H iggs vev, the observed value
is reasonably typical of the viable range.

T his was done under the assum ption that the
other constants have been held xed. However, it is
likely to be a reasonably robust conclusion. The
most general way to state the result is that the
existence of com plex elem ents requires the weak
scale and the QCD scal to overlap. The quark
m asses are m anifestations of the weak scale. In
the real world, some of these m asses are below
the QCD scalk and some are above. Complex
elem ents only arise through the interplay of the
QCD scalk and the quark masses, which allows
m ore than one hadron to have m asses close enough
to each other to provide variation in the nuclei.
€ lectrom agnetic e ects at order gcp alo are
Inportant in determ ining the pattem of nuclkil)
T he overlapping of the QCD scale and the weak
scale is a puzzle for fiindam ental theories which is
distinct from the issue of netuning. In the context
of low-energy supersymm etry, if it exists, these
considerationscan be rephrased asthe answerto the
question of why, out of all the available param eter
space, SUSY breaking takes place so close to the
QCD scak.

There has recently been a work which helps
to strengthen this result by pointing out that the
production of the carbon would not have been
possible if the H iggs vev wasm odestly an aller than
observed.ﬂj]

4. Comm ents on anthropic constraints

The above constraints are exam ples of reasoning
that goes under the name of \the anthropic
principl". T here is a large and varied literature on
anthropic ideas. T his includes works of a technical
nature, of which an excellent survey is found in the
book of Barrow and T Jp]erﬁ], aswellas those that
provide thoughtfiil dJscussmns[é] T he treatm ents
above provide a di erent em phasis on ideas that
appear throughout this literature, w ith a focus on
the present key problem s of particle physics. M uch
of the literature on anthropic ideas uses a narrow
de nition of life, one centered closely on life aswe
know i. The analyseswhich I described attem pt to
choose a much looser de nition of the conditions
relevant for the possbility of life (clum ping of
m atter and the presence of complex elem ents).
They also consider a much wider variation of the
param eters, and attem pt to calculate typical values
of the param eters.

O ne of the critician s of anthropic argum ents is
that they are just a way to get around m aking real
testable predictions. Such abuse is alwayspossble,
but that is not really the point of such studies.



Rather, one is interested in understanding which
questions are fruitfiil to consider.

M uch of the research in particle theory beyond
the Standard M odel is driven by the netuning
problem s. The assum ption that supersymm etry
is present down to low energies seem s to have
pem eated the eld. However, thiscould tum outto
bew rong —which iswhy wem ust do the experin ents
to test . The present indications of the existence
of a cosmn ological constant should give us all som e
concem about netuning argum ents. Here is a de—
facto netuning which doesnot appear to be solved
by having new physics at the relevant scale. The
anthropic considerations discussed above m ight be
Interpreted as the possbility that the netuning
pr't?b]em s are not the m ost In portant ones facing
usH.

5. The weight for quark m asses

If the quark m asses are also param eters that can
vary In di erent dom ains, then attem pts to predict
the speci cvaluesofthem assesw illnot be fruitfil.
However the masses that we see are not really
random . For exam ple, there are m ore light m asses
than really heavy ones. It is not necessarily the
case that the m ass spectrum should be at if they
are variable. T hey m ay be distributed w ith respect
to som e weight. T he Interesting feature is that the
residual inform ation about the underlying theory is
not In the speci c masses, but in the weight. In
such theories, the weight can be used as a test of
the theory.

The observed weight in our dom ain has an
Intrinsic uncertainty since we only have inform ation
on 6 quark masses and 3 lepton masses. (I am
assum Ing here that the physics of neutrino m ass
must be treated separately.) N evertheless, when
one tries to extract the weight from the data, i ‘jS
rem arkable that the uncertainty is not so greatf{L0].
The answer can be sum m arized by saying that the
welght is approxim ately the scale mnvariant form
proportionalto 1/m . M ore precisely, the inverse
power can vary between roughly 085 and 1. If
m uliple dom ain theories are w hat occurs In nature,
this can be a hint as to the structure of the correct
theory.

6. Comm ents

At present, the ideas descrbed above am ount to
little m ore than a \story" about how the theory

x Note however that anthropic constraints cannot \solve"
the strong CP problem . The param eter ism any orders of
m agnitude sm aller than its viable m ean value, and we need
to seek a dynam ical explanation for this.

could work. There has been little e ort devoted
to dynam icalm echanisn s. T he exam ple of chaotic

In ation show sthat it is indeed possible forphysical
param eters to be xed at a continuous range of
valies. However i is not known how widespread

this mechanism is in other theories. Certainly

cogn ology is the prim ary setting to explore the

e ect. In coan ology, causally disconnected regions
in the early universe w illhave di erent conditions,
and hence the initial conditions m ay possbly lead

to di erent param eters. The implem entation of
these ideas in fundam entaltheories is an Interesting

challenge.
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