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A bstract

The self-tuning brane scenario is an attem pt to solve the cosm ologicalconstant

problem in the context ofextra dim ensions. Ratherthan m aking the vacuum energy

sm all,this approach proceeds by rem oving the gravitationale� ect ofvacuum energy

on the expansion ofthe universe. Such behavior is only possible through changing

the Friedm ann equation ofconventionalcosm ology,and we discuss di� culties in ob-

taining cosm ologicalevolution com patible with observation in this context. Speci� c

m odels considered include a bulk scalar � eld coupling to the brane via a conform al

transform ation ofthe branem etric,and via a rescaling ofthe branevolum e elem ent.
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1 Introduction

The factthatthe observed cosm ologicalconstantism uch sm allerthan the expected value

[1,2,3]m ay provide a crucialclue in ourattem ptsto understand the nature ofspacetim e.

M ost attem pts to solve the problem can be characterized as m aking the vacuum energy

m uch sm allerthan itsnaturalvalue.Alternatively,however,wecan im aginekeeping a large

vacuum energy,but changing the gravitationaldynam ics in such a way that the vacuum

does not act as a (signi�cant) source ofspacetim e curvature. Since it is only through its

gravitationalin
uencethatthevacuum energy can bem easured,such an arrangem entcould

reconcile the naive estim ates �vac � (1018 GeV)4 with the observationally favored result

�vac � (10�3 eV)4 [4,3].

The idea ofbrane-worlds and large extra dim ensions [5]opens up a new set ofways

to think about the cosm ologicalconstant problem . In these scenarios,our observed four-

dim ensionaltheoryofgravityisdescended from ahigher-dim ensionalem bedding,andinprin-

cipletheresulting dynam icscan di�erdram atically from a straightforward four-dim ensional

expectation.

An exam ple ofsuch an altered dynam ics is provided by the idea ofself-tuning branes

[6,7].Here,m atter�eldson athree-branewith asingleextradim ension arecoupled toabulk

scalar�eld. W ith an appropriate choice ofcouplings,M inkowskian solutionson the brane

can befound with any branecosm ologicalconstant.In thispaper,weputasidefundam ental

issuesofthe feasibility ofthe self-tuning idea (e.g.,the role ofsingularities)to concentrate

on whetherthiskind ofscenario can bem adecom patiblewith conventionalcosm ology.(See

[8,9]forinvestigationsofbrane-world cosm ology,and [10,11]forstudiesoftheself-tuning

scenario.)

On aself-tuningbrane,thereisvacuum energy (essentially thetension ofthebrane),but

the spacetim e geom etry isnevertheless 
at. Som ehow,then,the geom etry isinsensitive to

thevacuum energy.Itisnecessary,however,thatspacetim erespond toatleastsom esortsof

energy density;in particular,the successofBig Bang Nucleosynthesis(BBN)[12]provides

evidence in favor ofthe standard picture in the radiation-dom inated era. It is therefore

necessary to recover at least som e portion ofconventionalcosm ology,while rem oving the

e�ectsofthecosm ologicalconstant.

In thisworkweattem pttocharacterizetheem piricalchallengestoasuccessfulself-tuning

cosm ology.In thenextsection wediscussin generalhow theself-tuning m echanism m ay be

understood in term softhe energy and pressure on the brane,pointing outthe distinctions

2



with conventionalFriedm ann cosm ology.W ethen considertwospeci�cm odelsofself-tuning,

and derive e�ective Friedm ann-like equationsrelating the Hubble param eterto the energy

and pressure.In section 4 wecom parethesem odelswith whatweknow abouttheuniverse,

and discusswhetherthey m ay bebroughtinto agreem entwith observation.Although such

agreem entseem sunlikely,weareunableto ruleitoutentirely.

2 T he secret ofself-tuning cosm ology

In thissection weconsiderhow atheory ofgravity m ay in principlebeinsensitivetovacuum

energy while allowing other form s ofenergy-m om entum to in
uence spacetim e curvature.

W econsidera 
atRobertson-W alkerm etricin 3+ 1 dim ensions,

ds
2 = �dt2 + a

2(t)d~x2 ; (1)

where a(t)isthe scale factorand d~x2 isthe 
atEuclidean m etric. An energy-m om entum

tensorconsistentwith aRobertson-W alkerm etricwillbespatially isotropic,takingtheform

T
�
� = diag(��;p;p;p); (2)

where � isthe energy density and p the pressure. The conventionalFriedm ann equation of

generalrelativity isthen

H
2 �

�
_a

a

�2

=
8�G

3
� ; (3)

whereH istheHubbleparam eterand G isthe(four-dim ensional)Newton’sconstant.

In a self-tuning m odel,it is possible to �nd a M inkowski-spacetim e solution (H = 0)

regardlessofthe value of�vac (when allotherenergy densitiesvanish). Clearly,forthisto

be possible (3)willhave to be m odi�ed,eitherin itsexplicitform orin thede�nition of�.

If,however,weconsidertheorieswhich arisefrom varying a speci�ed action with respectto

them etrictensorto derivegravitational�eld equations,theenergy density and pressure(in

thiscoordinatesystem )arede�ned by

� = �T00 = 2
1
p
g
g
00
@Lm atter

@g00
; p= T

1
1 = �2

1
p
g
g
11
@Lm atter

@g11
; (4)

where g is the absolute value ofthe determ inant ofthe m etric and Lm atter is the m atter

Lagrange density. These de�nitionsdo notdiscrim inate between di�erent form sofenergy

density;thereisnowayforthegravitational�eld totellthedi�erencebetween energydensity

from thevacuum and energy density from any othersource.
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How,then,can we m odify the theory to allow 
atsolutionsin the presence ofvacuum

energy,while rem aining sensitive to the in
uence ofother sources on the expansion rate?

Given them etric(1)and energy-m om entum tensor(2),weseek an equation written in term s

of�,p,a and itsderivatives (which appearin the curvature tensor),and possibly explicit

additional�elds.Although vacuum energy should enterany such equation in thesam eway

asotherenergy,the vacuum doeshave a distinguishing characteristic,nam ely itsequation

ofstate:

pvac = ��vac : (5)

W ith theingredientsatourdisposal,thisrelation suggestsa form fora m odi�ed Friedm ann

equation:

H
2 = f(�;p)(� + p)+ otherterm s; (6)

where f(�;p) is a well-behaved function at p = ��. Such a relation would allow for a

M inkowskisolution (H = 0)in thepresence ofarbitrary vacuum energy.

Although (6)di�ers from the conventionalFriedm ann law,itisnotnecessarily incom -

patiblewith observation.Considerforexam ple a hypotheticalrelation

H
2 = 2�G(� + p): (7)

During a m atter-dom inated era,p = 0,and the Hubble param eter willdi�er by a factor
p
3=2� 0:87 fora given valueoftheenergy density.However,sincethescaling ofH with �

isasin theconventionaltheory,and
p
3=2 isclose to unity,itwould behard to distinguish

between the behavior predicted by (7) and the usualFriedm ann equation during m atter

dom ination. During radiation dom ination,p = �=3,and (7)precisely recoversthe conven-

tionalexpectation (by construction). This is im portant,as our m ost precise quantitative

evidence in favorofconventionalcosm ology com esfrom BBN,which occurswhile the uni-

verse isradiation-dom inated.1 Finally,thisrelation would solve the cosm ologicalconstant

problem ,asH = 0 when p= ��.

Unfortunately,we do not have a theory that predicts (7). As we shallsee below,the

speci�cself-tuning scenariosweconsiderlead to additionalderivativesofthem etric,aswell

asexplicitdependence on the bulk scalar�eld,and extra term swhich are quadratic in the
1Theanisotropyspectrum in thecosm icm icrowavebackground (CM B),although itdoesprovideprecision

constraints on the expansion ofthe universe,does not do so in a m odel-independent way. Since a novel

theory ofgravity which predicted a di�erent Friedm ann equation could also predictdi�erent behavior for

the evolution oflarge-scale density perturbations,itis im possible to com pare directly a phenom enological

relationship such as (7) to CM B observations. In any speci�c fulltheory,CM B anisotropiesare likely to

providean interesting test.
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energy and pressure. Generally,itseem s unlikely thata theory which did predicta linear

dependenceofH 2 on (� + p)would both getthecorrectcoe�cient2�G (orvery closeto it)

and successfully recover Newton’s law F = Gm 1m 2=r
2 in the solarsystem . However,this

unlikelihood does notseem so greatthatsearching forsuch a theory would be a waste of

tim e.

3 Speci�c Exam ples

3.1 Setup

W estartwith an action oftheform [6,7]

S = S5[�;g
(5)]+ S4[�;g

(4)
; i]: (8)

Here,S5 is the bulk action and S4 that ofthe brane;� is a scalar �eld in the bulk with

interactionson thebrane,whilethe i’sarem atter�eldscon�ned to thebrane.Them etric

in thebulk isg(5)ab ,and wechoosecoordinatessuch thattheinduced m etricon thebraneis

g
(4)
�� = �

a
��

b
�gab : (9)

Theindicesa;brun overf0;1;2;3;yg and �;� run overf0;1;2;3g.

Thebulk action can bewritten

S5 =
Z

d
5
xL5 =

Z

d
5
x

q

g(5)

 
M 3

5

2
R � �(r �)2

!

; (10)

with � a coe�cientwhich we leave unspeci�ed forthe m om ent,M 5 isthe �ve-dim ensional

Planck m ass,R isthe�ve-dim ensionalRicciscalar,and thebraneaction as

S4 =
Z

d
5
xL4 =

Z

d
5
x

q

g(4)cL4�(y)=
Z

d
4
x

q

g(4)cL4 : (11)

W e willleave the actualform of cL4(�;g(4); i) unspeci�ed in this section, and consider

di�erentpossibilitiesin sections3.2 and 3.3. W e willalwaysconsidergeom etriesthathave

a Z2 sym m etry with the brane atthe �xed point,so thatwe need notinclude a boundary

term in thebraneaction.

The5-dim ensionalEinstein’sequationsare

G ab = M
�3
5 Tab ; (12)
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wheretheenergy-m om entum tensorisde�ned by

Tab = �2
1

q

g(5)

@L

@gab
(5)

: (13)

W echoosethem etric

ds
2
(5) = �n2(y;t)dt2 + a

2(y;t)d~x2 + b
2(y;t)dy2 ; (14)

where ~x = fx1;x2;x3g are the spatialcoordinatesalong the brane,and y isthe transverse

spatialdim ension.TheEinstein tensoristhen

G 00 = 3

"
_a2

a2
+

_a_b

ab
�
n2

b2

 
a00

a
+
a0
2

a2
�
a0b0

ab

! #

; (15)

G 0i = 0 (16)

G 0y = 3

 

�
_a0

a
+
a0_b

ab
+

_an0

an

!

; (17)

G ij =
a2

n2

 

�2
�a

a
�
�b

b
�

_a2

a2
� 2

_a_b

ab
+ 2

_a_n

an
+
_b_n

bn

!

�ij

+
a2

b2

 

2
a00

a
+
n00

n
+
a0
2

a2
� 2

a0b0

ab
+ 2

a0n0

an
�
b0n0

bn

!

�ij ; (18)

G iy = 0 (19)

G yy = 3

"
b2

n2

 

�
�a

a
�

_a2

a2
+

_a_n

an

!

+
a0
2

a2
+
a0n0

an

#

: (20)

The energy-m om entum tensor decom poses into contributions from the bulk and the

brane,

Tab = T
(5)

ab + T
(4)

ab = �2
1

q

g(5)

0

@
@L5

@gab
(5)

+
@L4

@g
��

(4)

�
�
a�

�
b

1

A : (21)

Thecom ponentsofthebulk T(5)

ab receivecontributionsonly from thescalar�eld �,given by

T
(5)

00 = �n
2

 _�2

n2
+
�0

2

b2

!

(22)

T
(5)

0y = 2� _��0 (23)

T
(5)

ij = �a
2

 _�2

n2
�
�0

2

b2

!

�ij (24)

T
(5)
yy = �b

2

 _�2

n2
+
�0

2

b2

!

: (25)
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Thecontribution to theenergy-m om entum tensorfrom thebranewilldepend on thechosen

braneaction;in term sof cL4 de�ned in (11),wehave

T
(4)

ab =

v
u
u
t g(4)

g(5)

0

@ g
(4)
��

cL4 � 2
@cL4

@g
��

(4)

1

A �(y)��a�
�
b : (26)

In addition to Einstein’s equations,we need the equation ofm otion for �. W ith the

action (10)-(11),the� equation is

r a

@L5

@(r a�)
=
@L4

@�
; (27)

since we willbe considering brane actions that depend on � but not its derivatives. The

left-hand sideis

r a

@L5

@(r a�)
= �2�

p
g52� ; (28)

yielding an equation ofm otion

2� = �
1

2�

1

b

@ bL4

@�
�(y); (29)

where bL4 isde�ned by (11)and theD’Alem bertian on scalarsisgiven by

2� = �
1

n2

"

�� +

 

�
_n

n
+ 3

_a

a
+
_b

b

!

_�

#

+
1

b2

"

�
00+

 
n0

n
+ 3

a0

a
�
b0

b

!

�
0

#

: (30)

Theequationsofm otion generallyinvolvedistributionalsourceslocalized on thebrane.It

isthereforeconvenientto separatetheequationsinto distinctrelationsvalid in thebulk and

on the brane. The bulk equationsare sim ply the fullequationswith distributionalsources

om itted;they includethebulk Einstein equations:

3

"
_a2

a2
+

_a_b

ab
�
n2

b2

 
a00

a
+
a0
2

a2
�
a0b0

ab

! #

=
�

M 3
5

n
2

 _�2

n2
+
�0

2

b2

!

(31)
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�
_a0

a
+
a0_b

ab
+

_an0

an

!

=
2�

M 3
5

_��0 (32)

a2

n2

 

�2
�a

a
�
�b

b
�

_a2

a2
� 2

_a_b

ab
+ 2

_a_n

an
+
_b_n

bn

!

+
a2

b2

 

2
a00

a
+
n00

n
+
a0
2

a2
� 2

a0b0

ab
+ 2

a0n0

an
�
b0n0

bn

!

=
�

M 3
5

a
2

 _�2

n2
�
�0

2

b2

!

(33)

3

"
b2

n2

 

�
�a

a
�

_a2

a2
+

_a_n

an

!

+
a0
2

a2
+
a0n0

an

#

=
�

M 3
5

b
2

 _�2

n2
+
�0

2

b2

!

; (34)
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and thebulk scalar�eld equation

�
1

n2

"

�� +

 

�
_n

n
+ 3

_a

a
+
_b

b

!

_�

#

+
1

b2

"

�
00+

 
n0

n
+ 3

a0

a
�
b0

b

!

�
0

#

= 0 : (35)

Thecorresponding equationson thebranecan beexpressed withoutexplicit�-functionsby

integrating them in the vicinity ofthe brane to obtain jum p conditions [8]. Assum ing Z2

sym m etry,thejum p conditionsrelatesecond derivativeswith respectto y to thecoe�cients

of�-function sources.Thatis,expressionsoftheform

f
00(y)= A�(y)+ B (36)

im ply,on thebrane,

f
0

0 =
1

2
A ; (37)

where a subscript0 indicatesthata quantity isevaluated on the brane by taking the lim it

asy ! 0+ .Forthescalar�eld,(29)and (30)im ply

�
0

0 = �
1

4�
b0

 
@ bL4

@�

!

0

: (38)

Forthe m etric,itisconvenientto expressthe jum p conditionsfora00 and n
0

0 separately for

each m odel,which wedo below.

To geta Friedm ann-like equation on the brane,we considerthe yy com ponentofEin-

stein’sequations(34),evaluated on the brane. (There isno �-function in Tyy,so the bulk

equation (34)holdstrueon thebraneaswell.) W ecan scaleourtim ecoordinatesuch that

n0 = 1,_n0 = 0 (although n willgenerally vary o� thebrane).W ethen have

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

=
a00

2

a20b
2
0

+
a00n

0

0

a0b
2
0

�
�

3M 3
5

�00
2

b20
�

�

3M 3
5

_�20 : (39)

Thenextstep isto expressthespatialderivativeson therighthand sideof(39)in term sof

energy and m om entum on thebrane,which requiresa speci�cation ofthebraneLagrangian

L4.In the originalpaperson self-tuning branes[6,7],the m atterLagrangian wastaken to

bea cosm ologicalconstant� tim esan exponentialof�:

L4 = �

q

g(4)e
2��

��(y); (40)

with � a coupling constant.In whatfollowsweconsidertwo distinctgeneralizationsofthis

form toactionswithdynam ical�elds:conform alcoupling,inwhich m atter�eldsonthebrane
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couple exclusively to a rescaled m etric eg�� = e��g(4)��,orvolum e elem entrescaling,in which

thefour-dim ensionalvolum eelem entistaken to bed4x
q

g(4)e2�� (and thefour-dim ensional

m etricisotherwisesim ply theinduced m etricfrom �vedim ensions).Both approachesreduce

to (40)when branetension istheonly contribution to thefour-dim ensionalaction,butgive

di�erentresultsforotherform sofm atter.

3.2 C onform alcoupling

In thissection weconsideran action oftheform

S = S5[�;g
(5)

ab ]+ S4[ i;e
��
g
(4)
��]; (41)

wherethe�ve-dim ensionalaction isasin (10),and thefour-dim ensionalaction is

S4 =
Z

d
5
xL4 =

Z

d
5
x

q

egf( i;eg��)�(y)=
Z

d
4
x

q

egf( i;eg��): (42)

Here, i represents an unspeci�ed setofm atter�elds,and the m etric to which m atteron

thebranecouplesisrelated to theinduced m etricby a conform altransform ation,

eg�� = e
��
g
(4)
�� ; (43)

equivalentto bL4 = e2��f( i;eg��)in thenotation de�ned by (11).

In thism odel,testparticleson the brane m ove along geodesics ofeg��;thisisthe only

m etric perceived by observers on the brane. It therefore is sensible to de�ne allbrane

quantitiesin term softhism etric.The energy-m om entum tensorasm easured by observers

living on thebranetakestheform

eT���(y)= �2
1
p
eg

@L4

@eg��
: (44)

Theenergydensity and pressureasseen bybraneobserverswillbe,in ourcoordinatesystem ,

e� = �eg00 eT00 (45)

and

ep= eg
11 eT11 ; (46)

so wehave

eT00 = n
2
e
��e� (47)

eTij = a
2
e
��ep�ij : (48)
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Theenergy-m om entum tensorto which the�ve-dim ensionalEinstein’sequationscouple

isgiven by (21).Since the brane action dependson g�� only through eg�� = e��g��,we can

write
@L4

@g��
=
@eg��

@g��

@L4

@eg��
= �

1

2
e
���

q

egeT���(y): (49)

Using
p
g = na3band

p
eg = e2��na3,from (21)weget

T
(4)

ab = e
���

s
eg

g
eT���

�
a�

�
b�(y)

=
e��

b

eT���
�
a�

�
b�(y); (50)

or,m oreexplicitly,

T
(4)

00 =
n2

b
e
2��e��(y) (51)

T
(4)

ij =
a2

b
e
2��

ep�(y)�ij ; (52)

with othercom ponentsvanishing.

Ourprim ary interestisin thecosm ologicalequation (39),wherewearenow in aposition

to evaluate the �rstderivativesofthe m etric coe�cientsa and n on the brane. These are

derived using the generalrelation (37)applied to Einstein’sequationsG ab = M
�3
5 Tab,with

G ab given by (15-20)and the relevantcom ponentsofTab by (51-52). The jum p conditions

forthem etriccom ponentsthen yield

a00

a0
= �

1

6M 3
5

b0e
2��0 e� ; (53)

n00

n0
=

1

6M 3
5

b0e
2��0(2e� + 3ep): (54)

Finally we need the jum p condition for�,derived from the equation ofm otion (29).In

the case ofconform alcoupling the branesource for� can beexpressed in term sofe� and ep

by using thefactthatL4 dependson � only through eg�� to write

@L4

@�
=
@eg��

@�

@L4

@eg��
= (��eg��)

�

�
1

2

q

egeT��

�

�(y)

= �
�

2

q

eg(e� � 3ep)�(y): (55)

Putting ittogethergives
@ bL�

@�
= �

�

2

s
eg

g
(e� � 3ep)�(y): (56)
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The� equation isthus

2� =
�

4�

e2��

b
(e� � 3ep)�(y); (57)

wheretheD’Alem bertian isgiven by (30).Thejum p equation for� istherefore

�
0

0 =
�

8�
b0e

2��0(e� � 3ep): (58)

Now weplug in thebraneequationsto (39),yielding

�a0
a0
+
_a20
a20

= �
1

576M 6
5

e
4��0

" 

16+ 3
�2

�
M

3
5

!

e�
2 +

 

48� 18
�2

�
M

3
5

!

e�ep+ 27
�2

�
M

3
5
ep
2

#

�
�

3M 3
5

_�20 :

(59)

Fora purecosm ologicalconstanton thebrane,wehave e� = � ep = �.Then (59)becom es

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

=
1

36M 6
5

e
4��0

 

2� 3
�2

�
M

3
5

!

�
2 �

�

3M 3
5

_�20 : (60)

W eseethatthiscan vanish forany valueof�,if _�0 = 0 and wechoose

�2

�
M

3
5 =

2

3
: (61)

Thisisthecondition forself-tuning,asderived by [6,7].(Ofcourse,m aking thischoiceisa

kind of�ne-tuning,aswediscussbrie
y in theAppendix.)

In thiscase,ourcosm ologicalequation (59)form oregeneralm attersourcesbecom es

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

= �
1

32M 6
5

e
4��0(e� + ep)2 �

1

2
�
2 _�20 : (62)

Ifthebranetension is�,wecan decom posetheenergy density and pressureintotension plus

dynam icalenergy-m om entum (e.g.from m atterand radiation on thebrane): e� = � + �dyn,

ep = �� + pdyn. From (62),however,the tension sim ply cancels out,and we are leftwith

an identicalequation relating forthe dynam icaldensity/pressure as we have for the total

density/pressure.Asthisequationisquadraticratherthanlinearin theenergydensity,itwill

notyield anythingclosetoconventionalFriedm ann behavior,and can’tbetaken seriously as

adescription oftherealworld.(W enotethatm atteron thebranedoesnotrespond directly

to thescalefactora,butto theconform ally-transform ed scalefactor;however,forconstant

� thefunctionaldependence on theenergy density willstillbequadratic.)
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3.3 Volum e-elem ent coupling

In thissection we considera m odelin which � entersonly in an overallfactorm ultiplying

theLagrangedensity,notin every appearanceofthem etric;in thenotation of(11)wehave

bL4 = e
2��

f(g(4)��; i): (63)

Thisisequivalentto m odifying thefour-dim ensionalspacetim evolum eelem ent:

d
4
x

q

g(4) ! d
4
x

q

je��g
(4)
��j= d

4
xe

2��

q

g(4) ; (64)

while otherwise coupling to the induced m etric g(4)��. Unlike the exam ple ofconform alcou-

pling,thisform oftheaction can bedisrupted byquantum corrections;on theotherhand,we

shallseethatthevolum e-coupling ansatzleadstoasom ewhatm oreacceptablecosm ological

m odel,and isworth exploring forthatreason.

Since � now couplesnon-universally to m atter,itism ostsensible to think ofg�� asthe

m etric to which m atter responds,and the coupling to e�� as an interaction. The energy-

m om entum tensorthereforetakestheconventionalform

T
�
� = �2

1
q

g(4)
g
(4)�� @L4

@g(4)��
= diag(��;p;p;p): (65)

Thisisrelated to T(4)

ab ,thebranecontribution to theenergy-m om entum tensorappearing in

the�ve-dim ensionalEinstein equations,by

T
(4)

ab = �2
1

q

g(5)

@L4

@g(5)ab
=

v
u
u
t g(4)

g(5)
T���

�
a�

�
b : (66)

Thespeci�ccom ponentsofT (4)

ab arethus:

T
(4)

00 =
n2

b
��(y) (67)

T
(4)

ij =
a2

b
p�(y)�ij : (68)

Thesedi�erfrom (51)-(52)oftheprevioussection bythereplacem ent(e2�� e�;e2��ep)! (�;p).

Asa consequence,thejum p conditionsforthem etriccoe�cientsare

a00

a0
= �

1

6M 3
5

b0� ; (69)

n00

n0
=

1

6M 3
5

b0(2� + 3p): (70)
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To expressthe jum p condition for� in term sof� and p,we need to calculate @bL4=@�.

W e can do this by considering our four-dim ensionalaction to be that ofa perfect 
uid,

corresponding to

bL4 = e
2��

f(g(4)��; i)= p(�;s)�
n

2�

�

g
(4)
��


�
� + �
2
�

(71)

(see [11,13]for a discussion). In (71),the dynam icaldegrees offreedom with respect to

which wevary theaction to obtain equationsofm otion includetheentropy s,theenthalpy

�,a Lagrangem ultipliern,thethree Clebsch potentials�,�,�,and the therm asy �;these

lastfourscalarsde�nethefour-vector
 � via


� = @�� + �@�� + �@�s : (72)

Notethatvarying with respectto n givestheconstraint
�
� + �2 = 0;hence,on-shellthe

Lagrange density is sim ply equalto the pressure p. Therefore,from (29) the equation of

m otion for� is

2� = �
1

2�

1

b

@ bL4

@�
�(y) (73)

= �
�

�b
p�(y): (74)

This corresponds to a jum p condition describing the behavior of� in the vicinity ofthe

brane,

�
0

0 = �
�

2�
b0p : (75)

Now weplug in thesejum p conditionsto (39),yielding

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

= �
1

36M 6
5

 

�
2 + 3�p+ 3

�2

�
M

3
5p

2

!

�
�

3M 3
5

_�20 : (76)

W eseethattheself-tuning condition issatis�ed again only for

�2

�
M

3
5 =

2

3
; (77)

in which caseourcosm ologicalequation (76)form oregeneralm attersourcesbecom es

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

= �
1

36M 6
5

(� + p)(� + 2p)�
1

2
�
2 _�20 : (78)
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The contribution ofthe brane tension � to the Lagrangian enters in the com bination

e2��0�.W ethereforedecom posetheenergy density and pressureintotension plusdynam ical

sourcesin thefollowing m anner:

� = e
2��0� + �dyn ; (79)

p = �e2��0� + pdyn : (80)

Then,unlike the cosm ologicalequation (62) obtained for conform alcoupling,in the case

ofvolum e-elem entcoupling we obtain term son the right-hand side which are linearin the

dynam icalenergy density and pressure:

�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

=
1

36M 6
5

h

e
2��0�(�dyn + pdyn)� (�2dyn + 3�dynpdyn + 2p2dyn)

i

�
1

2
�
2 _�20 : (81)

An equivalentequation wasderived by M ennim and Battye[11].

Anequation ofthistypestandsachanceofdescribingtherealworld.Theterm squadratic

in energy/m om entum can presum ably be neglected atlate tim es;ifwe assum e thatthe _�20
term isnegligible we are leftwith a relation which hassom e resem blance to the hoped-for

equation (7).W ith thisin m ind,weturn now to com parison with observation.

4 D iscussion

Letusconsiderwhether,underfavorablecircum stances,(81)could beconsistentwith what

weknow abouttheuniverse.

A tim e-dependentbulk scalar� would generally lead to observable tim e-dependence in

the four-dim ensionalNewton’s constant,and therefore m ust be very sm all. Although the

m odelsunderconsideration do notincludeany m echanism forstabilizing �,wewillproceed

optim isticallyand im aginethatthebulkscalarm aybeapproxim ated asindependentoftim e,

�(y;t)= ��(y): (82)

W e im agine further thatthe y-dependence ofthe m etric coe�cients m ay be factored out,

and the coe�cientb 2 ofdy2 setto unity by an appropriaterescaling (which m ay alwaysbe

doneifb2 isindependentoft):

ds
2 = !(y)[�dt2 + a

2
0(t)d~x

2]+ dy
2
: (83)

Referringback tothejum p conditions(70)and (75),such ans�atzedonotseem unreasonable;

in (70)and (75)the sym bols� and p referto the entire energy and pressure,which willbe
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dom inated by thebranetension term ,which in turn rem ainsconstant.Thus,itisreasonable

to approxim ate the bulk solutions for �� and ! by on their 
at-space values as derived in

[6,7],

��(y)= �0 �
1

2�
ln[!(y)] (84)

and

!(y)=
q

1� y=yc ; (85)

where yc represents the location ofthe boundary opposite our brane,corresponding to a

singularity,

yc =
3M 3

5

2�
e
�2�� 0 : (86)

In orderto com parethem odi�ed Friedm ann relation (81)toobservations,itisnecessary

to express the four-dim ensionalPlanck m ass M 4 = 1=
p
8�G4 in term s of�ve-dim ensional

quantities.M 4 isde�ned by an integralovertheextra dim ension,

M
2
4 = M

3
5

Z yc

0

dy!(y)=
M 6

5

�
e
�2�� 0 : (87)

(In fact,we are again ignoring a subtlety: due to the presence ofthe scalar�eld,general

relativity is not exactly recovered in four dim ensions,and the de�nition ofG has to be

speci�ed m orecarefully.Itispossiblethatsolar-system testsofgravity would ruleoutthese

sim plem odelsm orede�nitively than thecosm ologicalscenario considered here.)

Forsim plicity wedrop thesubscript\dyn"from � and pfortherem ainderofthissection.

In term softheHubbleparam eterH = _a=a,wehave�a=a+ (_a=a)2 = _H + 2H 2.Then setting
_�0 = 0 and ignoring quadraticterm sin �;p,ourcosm ologicalequation (81)becom es

_H + 2H 2 =
2�G

9
(� + p): (88)

Unlike the ordinary Friedm ann equation,which is a constraint relating the value ofthe

Hubble param eter to the energy density,this is a di�erentialequation for H ,which will

involve an additionalintegration constant in its solution. In fact we can integrate (88)

explicitly to obtain

H
2 =

4�G

9
a
�4

Z

a
3(� + p)da : (89)

Considerauniversedom inated byacom bination ofm atter(�M / a�3 ,pM = 0)and radiation

(�R / a�4 ,pR = �R=3).TheHubbleparam eterthen obeys

H
2 =

4�G

9
�M +

16�G

27
�R ln

�
a

a�

�

; (90)
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wherea� istheintegration constantalluded to above.

It is this relation (90) which is to be com pared to the conventional Friedm ann law

H 2 = (8�G=3)�.In am atter-dom inated era,thefunctionaldependenceofH on a isconven-

tional,leading to the fam iliara / t2=3 behavior. The coe�cientof�,however,isdi�erent,

suggesting a possibleem piricaltestofthem odel:in thistheory,theHubbleparam eterdur-

ing m atter dom ination willbe sm aller by a factor of1=
p
6 � 0:41 than the conventional

expectation (at�xed �). Unfortunately,we do nothave very precise em piricalinform ation

about the expansion rate during the m atter-dom inated era. Given that our current uni-

verse isapparently dom inated by a sm ooth com ponentcausing itto accelerate,we cannot

directly constrain the coe�cientof� M by contem porary observations. Since recom bination

occurred duringthem atter-dom inated era,itwould bepossiblein principletoconstrain this

coe�cientviaobservationsoftheCM B anisotropy powerspectrum ;itis�rstnecessary,how-

ever,to reliably calculatewhatthatpowerspectrum should be,taking into accountpossible

long-rangedeviationsfrom generalrelativity dueto theextra dim ension.Sincewehavenot

undertaken thistask,weareunableto say whetherH 2 = (4�G=9)�M isconsistentwith the

realuniverse.

In the radiation-dom inated era,quantitative constraints on the behavior ofthe Hub-

ble param eterm ay be derived from Big-Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN)[12]. Expanding the

logarithm in (90),wehave

H
2
R =

16�G

27
�R lna+ Ca

�4
; (91)

whereC isan integration constant.Thisconstantisnotm erely anuisancethatcan besetto

zero,butratherre
ectsthenorm alization ofa;ifweseta = 1 today,the�rstterm isalways

negativein thepast,which isclearly unworkable.On theotherhand,wecan chooseC such

thatthesecond term isdom inant| and with thecorrectm agnitudeto becom patiblewith

observation | duringBBN.Thisseem slikean unlikely bitof�ne-tuning,although itcannot

be rigorously excluded. Therefore we see no way to de�nitively state that the self-tuning

cosm ologieswehaveconsidered areincom patiblewith observation,although itwould require

am ysteriouscoincidencetopredictthecorrectlight-elem entabundances.Sincethesem odels

were invented to solve the �ne-tuning problem associated with the cosm ologicalconstant,

thism ustbeconsidered asa strikeagainstthem .

Nevertheless,itisim portantto keep in m ind thatwe have only dealtwith speci�c toy

m odelsofself-tuning,which perhapsitistoo optim isticto expectwould lead to com pletely

realisticcosm ologies.Thegeneralideathatthecosm ologicalconstantproblem m aybesolved

notby m akingthevacuum energy sm all,butby m akingthem etricinsensitivetoitsvalue,is
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an interesting one,and itseem sworth thee�ortto attem ptto constructself-tuning m odels

with m oreacceptablecosm ologicalbehavior.
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A ppendix: T w o observations

In this Appendix we very brie
y m ention two issues ofsom ewhat related interest to this

work: �rst,the possibility ofin
ationary behavior in self-tuning cosm ologies,and second,

theability to tuneaway otherequationsofstate.

An obviousquestion which arisesin any m odelwhich would m akethem etricinsensitive

to vacuum energy is,how areweto explain theapparentnonzero valueofthecosm ological

constanttoday [3,4],orim plem entan in
ationary scenario in theearly universe? Ofcourse

ifarealisticself-tuning theory isfound,itisconceivablethatthecurrently observed vacuum

energy issim ply a re
ection ofan im perfectly tuned universe,onceallaspectsofthetheory

aretaken into account.On theotherhand,itisinteresting to notethatthereisno di�culty

in obtaining \accelerating" solutionsin thepresenceofslowly-rolling scalar�elds.Consider

a m inim ally coupled four-dim ensionalscalar �,with potentialV (�). The energy density

and pressurearegiven by

�� =
1

2
_�2 + V (�); p� =

1

2
_�2 � V (�); (92)

or

�� + p� = _�2
: (93)

For a slowly-rolling scalar with _� � const,(89) then im plies H � const,just as in con-

ventionaltheory with a nonzero vacuum energy. Thus there is no obstacle in principle to

obtaining accelerated expansion eithertoday orin the early universe. Ofcourse the usual

tuning problem sassociated with getting the correctnonzero value ofthe apparentvacuum
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energy are assevere in such a hypotheticalm odelasthey are in conventionalquintessence

and in
ation scenarios.

Another interesting issue is the possibility ofchoosing param eters which work to tune

away the e�ectsofa m oregeneralenergy com ponentwith equation ofstate p = w�,where

w isnotnecessarily �1.W eknow ofno com pelling reason why thisshould happen,butthe

exercise illustratestheextentto which therereally issom etuning going on in ourchoiceof

param eters.

Vacuum energy wastuned away by choosing ourparam eters� and � to be related by

(77)(taking the case ofvolum e-elem entcoupling forde�niteness). Letusim agine thatwe

instead take
�2

�
M

3
5 =

2

3
x; (94)

wherex isaparam etertobechosen.Thecosm ologicalequation (76)becom es(setting _�0 = 0

forsim plicity),
�a0
a0

+
_a20
a20

= �
1

32M 6
5

�

�
2 + 3�p+ 2xp2

�

: (95)

Forauniversedom inated byacom ponentwith p= w�,therighthandsidewillautom atically

vanish ifwechoose

x = �
1+ 3w

2w 2
: (96)

Thechoicex = 1 tunesaway vacuum energy (w = �1)aswellasan exoticcom ponentwith

p= ��=2.W ith theexception ofm atter(w = 0),theexpansion can bem adeinsensitive to

anyspeci�cequation ofstatebyan appropriatechoiceofx.Onceagain,wehavenoreason to

suggestthatsuch apossibility willoccur(norseeany need forit);however,thisphenom enon

servesasan illustration thatthe speci�c choice (77)representsa kind of�ne-tuning in its

own right.
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