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A bstract

The selftuning brane scenario is an attem pt to solve the cosm ological constant
problem in the context of extra din ensions. R ather than m aking the vacuum energy
an all, this approach proceeds by ram oving the gravitational e ect of vacuum energy
on the expansion of the universe. Such behavior is only possbl through changing
the Friedm ann equation of conventional cogn ology, and we discuss di culties in ob—
taining coan ological evolution com patble w ith observation in this context. Speci c
m odels considered include a buk scalar eld coupling to the brane via a conform al
transform ation of the brane m etric, and via a rescaling of the brane volum e elem ent.
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1 Introduction

The fact that the observed coan ological constant is mudh am aller than the expected value
fl, 3, Bl m ay provide a crucial clue in our attem pts to understand the nature of spacetin e.
M ost attem pts to solve the problem can be characterized as m aking the vacuum energy
much am aller than is naturalvalue. A ematively, however, we can in agihe kesping a large
vacuum energy, but changing the gravitational dynam ics n such a way that the vacuum

does not act as a (signi cant) source of spacetin e curvature. Since it is only through its
gravitationalin uence that the vacuum energy can bem easured, such an arrangem ent could
reconcile the naive estin ates . ac (10*® Gev)* with the observationally favored resul

we (107 ev)* @, Bl

The idea of braneworlds and large extra dinensions [] opens up a new set of ways
to think about the cosm ological constant problem . In these scenardios, our observed four-
din ensionaltheory ofgraviy isdescended from a higherdin ensionalem bedding, and In prin—
ciple the resulting dynam ics can di er dram atically from a straightforward fourdin ensional
expectation.

An exam plk of such an altered dynam ics is provided by the idea of selftuning branes
[@,[11. Here,m atter eldson a threebranew ith a single extra din ension are coupled to a buk
scalar eld. W ih an appropriate choice of couplings, M inkow skian solutions on the brane
can be found w ith any brane coan ological constant. In this paper, we put aside findam ental
issues of the feasbility of the selftuning idea (eg., the rolk of singularities) to concentrate
on w hether this kind of scenario can bem ade com patdble w ith conventional coam ology. (See
B,[91 oor nvestigations of brane-w orld cosm ology, and [L{, [[]]] for studies of the selftuning
scenario.)

On a s=lftuning brane, there is vacuum energy (essentially the tension ofthe brane), but
the spacetin e geom etry is nevertheless at. Som ehow , then, the geom etry is insensitive to
the vacuum energy. It is necessary, how ever, that spacetin e regoond to at least som e sorts of
energy density; In particular, the success of Big Bang Nuckosynthesis BBN) [[3] provides
evidence In favor of the standard picture in the radiation-dom inated era. It is therefore
necessary to recover at least som e portion of conventional cosm ology, whilke ram oving the
e ects of the coan ological constant.

In thiswork we attem pt to characterize the em pirical challenges to a successfil selftuning
coan ology. In the next section we discuss in generalhow the selftuning m echanisn m ay be
understood in tem s of the energy and pressure on the brane, pointing out the distinctions



w ith conventionalF riedm ann cosn ology. W e then consider two soeci cm odels of selftuning,
and derive e ective Friedm ann-lke equations relating the Hubbl param eter to the energy
and pressure. In section Y we com pare these m odels w ith what we know about the universe,
and discuss w hether they m ay be brought Into agreem ent w ith cbservation. A lthough such
agreem ent seem s unlkely, we are unable to rule it out entirely.

2 The secret of selftuning cosm ology

In this section we consider how a theory ofgravity m ay in principle be insensitive to vacuum
energy whilke allow ing other formm s of energy-m cm entum to In uence spacetin e curvature.
W e consider a at RobertsonW akerm etric In 3+ 1 din ensions,

ds’ = dtf + a% dx® ; @)

where a (t) is the scale factor and dx? is the at Euclidean metric. An energy-m om entum
tensor consistent w ith a R obertson-W akerm etric w illbe spatially isotropic, taking the form

T = diag( ;pipip) ; @)

where isthe energy density and p the pressure. T he conventional Friedm ann equation of
general relativity is then

2
222, ®)
a 3 ’
where H is the Hubbl param eter and G is the (fourdim ensional) New ton’s constant.

In a selftuning model, it is possible to nd a M inkow skigpacetin e solution H = 0)
regardless of the value of .. When all other energy densities vanish). C learly, for this to

be possble (@) willhave to be m odi ed, either in its explicit orm or in the de nition of

H2

If, however, we consider theories which arise from varying a soeci ed action w ith respect to
the m etric tensor to derive gravitational eld equations, the energy density and pressure (in
this coordinate system ) are de ned by

1 00 @Lm atter
a @gOO

1 11 @Lm atter

i p=Th= 2p=g ogt @)

where g is the absolute value of the determ inant of the m etric and Ly, atter 1S the m atter
Lagrange density. These de nitions do not discrin inate between di erent form s of energy
density; there isno way forthe gravitational eld to tellthe di erence between energy density
from the vacuum and energy density from any other source.



How, then, can we m odify the theory to allow at solutions in the presence of vacuum
energy, whilk ram aining sensitive to the in uence of other sources on the expansion rate?
G iven them etric {l]) and energy-m om entum tensor @), we seek an equation w ritten in tem s
of , p, a and is derivatives which appear In the curvature tensor), and possbly explicit
additional elds. A Ihough vacuum energy should enter any such equation in the sam e way
as other energy, the vacuum does have a distinguishing characteristic, nam ely its equation
of state:

Pvac =  vac * ©)

W ith the ngredients at our digposal, this relation suggests a form foram odi ed Friedm ann
equation:
H2=f(;p)(+p)+othertenns; 6)

where f ( ;p) is a wellbehaved function at p = . Such a relation would allow for a
M inkow skisolution H = 0) in the presence of arbitrary vacuum energy.

Alhough (@) di ers from the conventional Friedm ann law, it is not necessarily incom —
patible w ith observation. C onsider for exam ple a hypothetical relation

H?=2 G ( +p): (7)

During a m atterdom nated era, p = 0, and the Hubbl param eter will di er by a factor
P 3=2 087 bra given value of the energy density. H owever, since the scaling of H w ith
is as in the conventional theory, and P 3=2 is close to unity, i would be hard to distinguish
between the behavior predicted by (]) and the usual Friedm ann equation during m atter
dom ination. D uring radiation dom ination, p= =3, and [J) precisely recovers the conven-
tional expectation (oy construction). This is in portant, as our m ost precise quantitative
evidence In favor of conventional cosn ology com es from BBN, which occurs while the uni-
verse is radiation-dom inated f] F inally, this relation would solve the cosm ological constant
prcblem ,asH = Owhen p=

Unfortunately, we do not have a theory that predicts ﬁ) . Aswe shall see below, the
oeci ¢ slftuning scenarios we consider lead to additional derivatives of the m etric, aswell
as explicit dependence on the buk scalar eld, and extra temm s which are quadratic in the

1T he anisotropy spectrum in the cosm icm icrow ave background (CM B), although it does provide precision
constraints on the expansion of the universe, does not do so In a m odekindependent way. Since a novel
theory of gravity which predicted a di erent Friedm ann equation could also predict di erent behavior for
the evolution of large-scale density perturbations, it is im possible to com pare directly a phenom enological
relationship such as ﬁ) to CM B observations. In any speci ¢ full theory, CM B anisotropies are lkely to
provide an interesting test.



energy and pressure. Generally, it seem s unlkely that a theory which did predict a lnear
dependence ofH 2 on ( + p) would both get the correct coe cient 2 G (or very close to it)
and successfilly recover Newton’s law F = Gm im ,=r’ in the solar system . However, this
unlikelhood does not seem so great that searching for such a theory would be a waste of
tin e.

3 Speci c Examples

3.1 Setup

W e start w ith an action ofthe form [, [1]
S =S5l ;9%1+ S5l ;9% 4l @)

Here, S5 is the bulk action and S; that of the brane; is a scalar eld in the buk wih
interactions on the brane, whilke the ;’sarem atter elds con ned to the brane. Them etric
n thebuk is g;i) , and we choose coordinates such that the induced m etric on the brane is

g® = % Pgy: ©)

The indices a;b run over £0;1;2;3;ygand ; run over £0;1;2;3g.
The bulk action can be w ritten

Z Z q_ 3 :

M
Ss= dxLs= d’x g®© 75R € ¥ ; (10)

wih a ooe cient which we Jeave unspeci ed forthemoment, M s is the vedim ensional
Planck m ass, R isthe vedin ensionalR icci scalar, and the brane action as

Z Z q___ Z q_
Si= dxL,= dx g¥WE, )= d'x g@E,: 11)

W e will Jeave the actual orm of B, ( ;g“; ;) unspeci ed in this section, and consider
di erent possbilities in sections B2 and B3. W e will aways consider geom etries that have
a Z, symm etry wih the brane at the xed point, so that we need not include a boundary
tem in the brane action.

T he 5-din ensional E Instein’s equations are

Gan=M s’ Tap ; (12)



w here the energy-m om entum tensor is de ned by

W e choose the m etric

2 _
ds(5) =

T 5 1 QL
= g® @9,

n? (y;t)dt2 + a’ (y;t)dx2 + (y;t)dy2 ;

14)

where x = fx!;x?;x°g are the spatial coordinates along the brane, and y is the transverse
oatialdim ension. The E instein tensor is then

The energy-m om entum tensor decom poses

brane,

Tap =

" L4
3 a® ab n? a% a%* ¥ ]
a2 ab ¥ a a2 ab ’
0 |
a® a% an®
3 S+ 25y =
a ab an
a’ a b a° ab  an bk
Z028 I 2 25 a = &
n2 a b a2 ab an In
a2 a® n® g* a%’ ah
+— 22—+ —+ — 22— 42—~
o a n a2 ab an
0 #
w |
3 ok a a° . an a®  ahn°
n? a a? an a2 an

0

®) @ _ 1
T, + T, = 2

e s |

QL4

Tgo egy

Qg

j 7 18)
19)

20)

into contrbutions from the bulk and the

1

2 pR o (21)

T he com ponents of the bulk Ta(]i) receive contributions only from the scalar eld , given by

(5) 2

T M0
5
TO(y) = 9 _0
(5) 2
- 2 —
Ty = a 2
2
Gy _ 2
T,y ot



T he contribution to the energy-m om entum tensor from the brane w ill depend on the chosen
brane action; in tem s of &, de ned in (), we have
v__ 0 1

u g@ QRE
@w_t9 4 4 .
T = ° g C9VBe 2o R @)a 26)

In addition to Einstein’s equations, we need the equation of motion for . W ith the
action {{Q)-(1), the equation is

r. QL5 _ @L4; o)
@Qra. ) @

since we w ill be considering brane actions that depend on  but not its derivatives. The

Jleft-hand side is
QL 5 r—

= 2 2 ; 28
r . ) 95 28)
yielding an equation ofm otion
1 1e®,
2 = @ ——— ; 29
> b e ) @9)

where B, is de ned by ([J]) and the D ‘A Jem bertian on scalars is given by
! ! #

a b 1 n® a% v
oy, 432 200

30
a b o’ n a b (30)

n
n

T he equations ofm otion generally Involve distributional sources localized on thebrane. &
is therefore convenient to ssparate the equations Into distinct relations valid in the bulk and
on the brane. The bulk equations are sin ply the fiill equations w ith distribbutional sources
om itted; they Include the buk E instein equations:

" r !
3 a’ , & n? aoo+ a®  a¥ , = .\ ® o)
_ —_ —_ —_ —_ —_— == —n —_ —_
a® ab P a a* ab M2 n?
!
a® a% an’ 2 0
3 S5y - 2 (32)
a ab an Mz
!
a’ a b & _ab _an ka
2 2 2 s =
2 a b a? ab an In
! !
2 a&a® n® 2% a¥  _ah’ uh , = ®
+2 2y 2 22, % 2 . 2 & 33)
a n a ab an In M2 n?
" ! # !
3 52 <12+aLL +ao2+aono = o} _2+ . (34)
n> a a* an a® an M2 n2 B



and the buk scalar eld equation
" ! # " ! #
a b 1 4, n® & P
+3—+ - —+ — + —4+ 3= = =0: (35)

n
n a b o3 n a b

T he corresponding equations on the brane can be expressed w ithout explicit —functions by
integrating them i the vichity of the brane to cbtain jimp conditions B]. A ssum ing Z,
sym m etry, the jam p conditions relate second derivatives w ith respect to y to the coe cients

of -function sources. T hat is, expressions of the form
f°%)=A ) +B (36)

In ply, on the brane,

£)= }A ; (37)
0 2 4

where a subscript 0 indicates that a quantity is evaluated on the brane by taking the lim it
asy! 0'.Forthescalr ed, @9 and @BJ) imply
|
0= 4ibn %ﬁo“ o (38)
For the m etric, it is convenient to express the jim p conditions for a) and n) separately for
each m odel, which we do below .

To get a Friedm ann-lke equation on the brane, we consider the yy com ponent of E in—
stein’s equations (84), evaluated on the brane. (There isno -function in T,,, so the buk
equation ) holds true on the brane aswell.)) W e can scale our tin e coordinate such that
no= 1,n9 = 0 (@though n willgenerally vary o the brane). W e then have

2 02 0,,0 02
d , g Ao 0

as a3 aly ak MK 3M

The next step is to express the spatial derivatives on the right hand side of (39) in term s of

= (39)

Uw

energy and m om entum on the brane, which requires a speci cation of the brane Lagrangian
L,. Th the origial papers on selftuning branes [§, [}, the m atter Lagrangian was taken to
be a cosn ological constant  tin es an exponential of

[o JU—
L,= g®¢& W) ; (40)

wih a coupling constant. In what follow s we consider two distinct generalizations of this
form to actionsw ith dynam ical elds: conform alooupling, In which m atter eldson thebrane



couple exclusively to a rescaled metricg = e g®, orqvﬂ;un e elam ent rescaling, n which
the Purdin ensionalvolim e elam ent is taken to be d*x g¥e®  (and the Hurdin ensional
m etric is otherw ise sin ply the nduced m etric from ve din ensions) . B oth approaches reduce
to Q) when brane tension is the only contrioution to the fur-din ensional action, but give
di erent resuls for other form s ofm atter.

32 Conform al coupling

In this section we consider an action of the form

S=5Ss[ ;9. 1+ Sal sse g¥1; 41)

where the vedin ensional action isas in @) , and the fourdin ensional action is

Sa= d’xL,= &x gf( 59 ) )= d'x gf( 59 ): (42)

Here, ; represents an unspeci ed set of m atter elds, and the m etric to which m atter on
the brane couples is related to the Induced m etric by a conformm al transfom ation,

g =e g¥; 43)

equivalent to B, = € £ ( i;g ) In the notation de ned by (TI).

In this m odel, test particlkes on the brane m ove along geodesics of g ; this is the only
m etric perceived by observers on the brane. Ik therefore is sensibl to de ne all brane
quantities in temm s of thism etric. The energy-m om entum tensor asm easured by observers
living on the brane takes the form

1 QL
P oy)= P=— : (44)
g g

T he energy density and pressure as seen by brane observers w illbe, In our coordinate system ,

e = goo?oo (45)
and
_ 11
p=9g T ; (40)
SO we have
oy = ne e @7)
Py a’e P i (48)



T he energy-m om entum tensor to which the vedinm ensional E Instein’s equations couple
is given by @1)). Sihce the brane action dependson g only throughg = e g ,wecan
w rite

QL ¢ QL 1 94—
N @9)
Qg Qg (g 2
Usjngp§= na3bandp§= ¢ na’, from {21) we get
S
g
Ta(é) = e =P a b (Y)
g
e
= ?? ap W) (50)
or, m ore explicitly,
2
n
Ty = —& e () (51)
b
2
a
TS = gez IR (52)

w ith other com ponents vanishing.

Ourprim ary interest is in the cosm ologicalequation {39), where we arenow in a position
to evaluate the rst derivatives of the m etric coe cients a and n on the brane. These are
derived using the general relation (87) applied to E instein’s equations G o, = M 53 T, Wih
G a given by ({[GR() and the relevant com ponents of T, by E1H). The jimp conditions
for the m etric com ponents then yield

& _ L2 e (53)
aop oM 53

il R e’ ° Re+ 3p) : (54)
No 6M 53

Finally we need the Jump condition for , derived from the equation ofmotion 23). In
the case of conform al coupling the brane source for can be expressed in tem sof e andp
by using the fact that L, dependson only through g to write

@L4 @g @L4 19—
= = - g¢F
a e g ( g) 5 9 V)
q_—
= > gl 3p) @) : (65)
Putting it together gives s
S 3 g 56)
@ 2 g



The equation isthus
2

(S
2 = 4_T (e ) ) (67)

where the D A kmbertian is given by (83). The Jum p equation for is therefore

0= 8—me2 ‘e ) : (58)

Now we plug in the brane equations to 89), yielding

" ! ! #
2, % _ L et ° 16+ 3—2M3 &+ 48 18—2M3 ep + 27—2M S0 R —
a, a2 576M & > ° ° SV
59)
For a pure coan ological constant on the brane, wehave e = p= .Then ) becom es
|
2 2 )
a a 1
Ly 2= et 02 3—M7 ? 50 (60)
W e see that this can vanish for any value of , if . = 0 and we choose
2M s_ 2, 61)
5 3"

T his is the condition for selftuning, as derived by [, [{]. © foourse, m aking this choice isa
kind of netuning, aswe discuss brie y in the Appendix.)
In this case, our cosm olgical equation (59) form ore generalm atter sources becom es
a | & 1 1,

_ 4 9 2 2
= e e+ — : 62
ap al 32M & +p 2 ©2)

Ifthe brane tension is , we can decom pose the energy density and pressure into tension plis
dynam ical energy-m om entum (e.g. from m atter and radiation on the brane): e =+ 4y,
e= + Piyn- From (62), however, the tension sinply cancels out, and we are kft with
an identical equation relating for the dynam ical density/pressure as we have for the total
density /pressure. A sthisequation is quadratic ratherthan linear in the energy density, it w ill
not yield anything close to conventionalF riedm ann behavior, and can’t be taken seriously as
a description ofthe realworld. (W e note that m atter on the brane does not respond directly
to the scale factor a, but to the conform ally-transform ed scale factor; however, for constant
the functional dependence on the energy density w ill still be quadratic.)

11



3.3 Volum eelem ent coupling

In this section we consider a m odel in which  enters only in an overall factor m ultiplying
the Lagrange density, not in every appearance of the m etric; in the notation of L)) we have

B,=¢& £@¥; o (63)
T his is equivalent to m odifying the fourdim ensional spacetin e volum e elem ent:
d'x g® 1 d'x & g¥9= d'k&  g®; 64)

while otherw ise coupling to the induced m etric g . Unlke the exam ple of confom al cou—
pling, this form ofthe action can be disrupted by quantum corrections; on the otherhand, we
shall see that the volum e-coupling ansatz leads to a som ewhat m ore acosptable coam ological
m odel, and is worth exploring for that reason.
Sihce now ocouples non-universally to m atter, it ism ost sensibl to think ofg asthe
m etric to which m atter responds, and the coupling to e as an Interaction. The energy—
m om entum tensor therefore takes the conventional form
1 @ €L,
g@ @g®

= diag( ;pipip): (65)

This is related to Ta(é) , the brane contribution to the energy-m om entum tensor appearing in

the vedin ensionalE instein equations, by

v
u
1 QL u g
Ta(é) = 54b =t 5 ab* (66)
5 @g®)2 g®
The speci ¢ com ponents ofTa(é) are thus:
2
@) n
Too = g v) 67)
@) a’
Ty = —p ) i ¢ (68)
b
Thesedi er from (I)-(EF) ofthe previous section by the replacement € e;€ p) ! ( ;p).
A s a consequence, the jum p conditions for the m etric coe cients are
= Iy 69)
do eM 53 '
0
N
oo s @ + 3p) : (70)
No 5

12



To express the jmp condition or i tem sof and p, we need to calulate @FR,=Q
W e can do this by considering our fourdin ensional action to be that of a perfect uid,
corresponding to
n

Bi=e £0% v=plis) - g% + (71)
(see [1, (3] or a discussion). T (71]), the dynam ical degrees of freedom with respect to
which we vary the action to obtain equations ofm otion Include the entropy s, the enthalpy

, @ Lagrange m ultiplier n, the three C osch potentials , , , and the themasy ; these

last our scalars de ne the foursector via

=@ 4+ @ + @s: (712)

N ote that varying w ith respect to n gives the constraint + 2= 0; hence, on-shell the
Lagrange density is sin ply equal to the pressure p. Therefore, from {29) the equation of

motion for is

, o Lled 73)
2 ba@
P ) (74)

This corresponds to a jump condition descrioing the behavior of in the vichhity of the

brane,

0= S hp (75)

Now we plug in these jim p conditions to (39), yielding

2o aé: - 2+3p+3—2M3p2 > (76)
a, a’ 36M > M2 0
W e see that the s=lftuning condition is satis ed again only for
—2M§= = (77)
3

in which case our cosn ological equation (7§) form ore generalm atter sources becom es

ap, & 1 1.,
22 + +2p) - 22 8
> 36Mse( p) ( P) > (78)

2
0

ap a

13



The contrbution of the brane tension  to the Lagrangian enters in the combination
e ° . W etherefore decom pose the energy density and pressure into tension plus dynam ical

sources In the ollow ing m anner:

= € ° + g (79)

p = & ° + Payn * (80)

Then, unlke the cosn ological equation {63) cbtained for conform al coupling, In the case

of volum eelem ent coupling we obtain tem s on the right-hand side which are linear in the
dynam ical energy density and pressure:

ap a2 1 b, i1,

a0 a_% = 36M 56 € ° ( dyn + pdyn) ( cziyn + 3 dynpdyn + 2pC21yn) A

81)

N
dw

An equivalent equation was derived by M ennin and Battye [].

A n equation ofthistype standsa chance ofdescribing the realworld. T he tem squadratic
in energy/m om entum can presum ably be neglected at late tim es; if we assum e that the -3
term is negligble we are keft with a relation which has som e resem blance to the hoped-for
equation (). W ith this in m ind, we tum now to com parison w ith cbservation.

4 D iscussion

Let us consider w hether, under favorable circum stances, @) could be consistent w ith what
we know about the universe.

A tin edependent buk scalar would generally lead to cbservable tin edependence in
the fourdin ensional N ew ton’s constant, and therefore m ust be very sn all. A though the
m odels under consideration do not Include any m echanian for stabilizing , we will proceed
optin istically and in agine that thebulk scalarm ay be approxin ated as independent oftin e,

/iD= ) : (82)

W e in agine further that the y-dependence of the m etric coe cients m ay be factored out,
and the coe cient b? of dy? set to unity by an appropriate rescaling which m ay always be
done if ¥ is independent oft):

ds® = ! (y)[ df + a2 (dx*]1+ dy? : (83)

R eferring back to the jum p conditions (70) and {73), such ansatze do not seem unreasonablk;
in {70) and (79) the symbols and p refer to the entire energy and pressure, which willbe

14



dom inated by the brane tension tem , which in tum rem ains constant. Thus, it is reasonable
to approxin ate the bulk solutions for and ! by on their at-space values as derived in

@. [ .
®)= o - hlE] (84)

and
q

)= 1 y=ve; (©5)
where y. represents the location of the boundary opposite our brane, corresoonding to a
singulariy,

e o . (86)

In order to com pare them odi ed Friedm ann relation @1)) to observations, it is necessary

p
to express the fourdin ensional Planck massM 4, = 1= 8 G, In tem s of vedin ensional
quantities. M 4 is de ned by an integral over the extra din ension,

Zy 6

Mf=M530cdy!(y)=M—5e2 0 . ®7)
(In fact, we are again ignoring a subtlety: due to the presence of the scalar eld, general
relativity is not exactly recovered in four dim ensions, and the de nition of G has to be
goeci ed m ore carefully. It ispossble that solarsystem tests of gravity would rule out these
sin ple m odels m ore de nitively than the coam ological scenario considered here.)
For sin plicity we drop the subscript \dyn" from  and p forthe rem ainder ofthis section.
In tem s of the Hubble param eter H = a=a, wehave a=a+ (@=a)? = H-+ 2H 2. Then setting
—- = 0 and inoring quadratic tem s .n  ;p, our cosn ological equation [8]) becom es

2 G
H_+2H2=T(+p): 88)

Unlike the ordinary Friedm ann equation, which is a constraint relating the value of the
Hubbl param eter to the energy density, this is a di erential equation for H , which will
involve an additional integration constant in its solution. Th fact we can integrate 9)

explicitly to obtain 7
2_ 4G 3
H*= Ta a’( + p)da: (89)
C onsider a universe dom inated by a com bination ofm atter ( v / a 3 ;v = 0) and radiation

(r/ a®,pr = z=3).TheHubbl param eter then cbeys

= M+

9

) 4 G 16 G a
H — g — (90)
27 a
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where a is the Integration constant alluded to above.

It is this relation (90) which is to be compared to the conventional Friedm ann law
H?= 8 G=3) .Inam atterdom inated era, the fiinctional dependence of H on a is conven-—
tional, leading to the fam iliara / > behavior. The coe cient of , however, is di erent,
suggesting a possible em pirical test of the m odel: in this theory, the Hubbl param eter dur-
Ing m atter dom hation will be an aller by a factor of l=p 6 041 than the conventional
expectation (@t xed ). Unfortunately, we do not have very precise em pirical Inform ation
about the expansion rate during the m atterdom nated era. G iven that our current uni-
verse is apparently dom inated by a an ooth com ponent causing it to accelerate, we cannot
directly constrain the coe cient of y by contem porary cbservations. Since recom bination
occurred during them atterdom inated era, it would be possible in principle to constrain this
coe cient via observations ofthe CM B anisotropy power spectrum ; it is  rst necessary, how —
ever, to reliably calculate what that power spectrum should be, taking Into acoount possible
long-range deviations from general relativity due to the extra din ension. Since we have not
undertaken this task, we are unable to say whether H 2= (4 G=9) y is consistent with the
real universe.

In the radiation-dom inated era, quantitative constraints on the behavior of the Hub-
ble param eter m ay be derived from Big-Bang Nuclkosynthesis BBN) [[J]. Expanding the
logarithm in ),we have

16 G

HZ= ha+Cca’ ; 91
R 27 R I4 ( )

where C isan integration constant. T his constant isnotm erely a nuisance that can be set to
zero, but rather re ects the nom alization ofa; ifwe sest a = 1 today, the rsttem isalways
negative in the past, which is clearly unworkable. O n the other hand, we can choose C such
that the second tem is dom inant | and w ith the correct m agniude to be com patible w ith
observation | during BBN . T his seam s lke an unlkely bit of ne-tuning, although it cannot
be rigorously excluded. Therefore we see no way to de niively state that the selftuning

coan ologies we have considered are incom patible w ith observation, although it would require
am ysterious coincidence to predict the correct light-elem ent abundances. Since thesem odels
were Invented to solve the netuning problem associated w ith the cosm ological constant,
thismust be considered as a strike against them .

N evertheless, it is in portant to kesp in m Ind that we have only dealt with soeci c toy
m odels of selftuning, which perhaps it is too optim istic to expect would lead to com pletely
realistic coan ologies. T he general idea that the coam ological constant problem m ay be solved
not by m aking the vacuum energy am all, but by m aking the m etric lnsensitive to tsvalue, is

16



an Interesting one, and it seem s worth the e ort to attem pt to construct selftuning m odels
w ith m ore acosptable cosn ologicalbehavior.

A cknow ledgm ents

W ewould lke to thank P jerre B netruy, G regory G abadadze, Steve G iddings, M onica G uica,
Sham it K achru, Nem an g K aloper, F inn Larsen, Joe Lykken, R icardo R attazzi, Eva Silver—
stein, and D avid W ands for ussefuil conversations. This work was supported in part by the
U S.Dept. of Energy, the A Ifred P. Sloan Foundation, and the D avid and Lucik Packard
Foundation.

A ppendix: Two observations

In this Appendix we very brie y m ention two issues of som ewhat related interest to this
work: rst, the possbility of In ationary behavior In selftuning cosm ologies, and second,
the ability to tune away other equations of state.

An cbvious question whith arises n any m odelw hich would m ake the m etric nsensitive
to vacuum energy is, how are we to explain the apparent nonzero value of the coan ological
constant today [,[4], or in plem ent an in ationary scenario in the early universe? O fcourse
ifa realistic selftuning theory is found, it is conceivable that the currently observed vacuum
energy is sin ply a re ection of an im perfectly tuned universe, once all agpects of the theory
are taken into acoount. O n the other hand, it is interesting to note that there isno di culty
I obtaining \accelerating" solutions in the presence of slow ly-rolling scalar elds. C onsider
a minin ally coupled fourdin ensional scalar , with potentialV ( ). The energy density

and pressure are given by

1 2 1 2
=S=+tVvQi P =5 VO 92)
or
+p = 2 (93)
For a slow ly-rolling scalar with —  const, (§9) then inplies H const, jist as in con-—

ventional theory w ih a nonzero vacuum energy. Thus there is no obstack in principle to
obtaining accelerated expansion either today or In the early universe. O f course the usual

tuning problem s associated w ith getting the correct nonzero value of the apparent vacuum
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energy are as ssvere In such a hypothetical m odel as they are In conventional quintessence
and In ation scenarios.

A nother Interesting issue is the possibility of choosing param eters which work to tune
away the e ects of a m ore general energy com ponent w ith equation of statep= w , where
w isnot necessarily 1.W e know ofno com pelling reason why this should happen, but the
exercise illistrates the extent to which there really is som e tuning going on in our choice of
param eters.

Vacuum energy was tuned away by choosing our param eters and  to be related by
(71) (taking the case of volum e-€km ent coupling for de niteness). Let us in agihe that we
Instead take . 5

—M = 3% (94)
where x isa param eterto be chosen. T he coan ologicalequation (7§) becom es (setting — = 0

for sin plicity),
2
apg  ag 1 5
—+ = = + 3 p+ 2x : 95
as aj 32M & P v ©5)

Forauniverse dom inated by a componentwih p= w ,the right hand side w illautom atically

vanish ifwe choose

1+ 3w
X = P (96)
The choice x = 1 tunes away vacuum energy W = 1) aswellas an exotic com ponent w ith
P= =2. W ith the exception ofm atter W = 0), the expansion can be m ade Insensitive to

any speci ¢ equation of state by an appropriate choice ofx. O nce again, we have no reason to
suggest that such a possibility w illoccur (hor see any need for it); how ever, this phenom enon
serves as an illustration that the speci ¢ choice (77]) represents a kind of netuning in its
own right.
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