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A bstract

Thee� ective equation ofstate ofnorm alm atterischanged in theories

wherethesizeofthecom pactspacedependsupon thelocalenergy density.

In particularwe show how the dilution ofa 
 uid due to the expansion of

the universe can be com pensated by an increase ofthe e� ective coupling

ofthat
 uid to gravity in the presenceofa potentialwhich actsto reduce

thesizeofthecom pactspace.W eestim ate how m uch cosm icacceleration

can be obtained in such a m odeland com m enton the di� cultiesfaced in

� nding an appropriate potential.

1 Introduction

Current astrophysicalobservations suggest thatthere are atleasttwo separate

epochsin thehistory oftheuniversewhereaccelerated expansion occurred.The

�rstisin the very early universe where a period ofaccelerated expansion could

explain the uniform tem perature ofthecosm ic m icrowave background radiation

acrossthe sky. The second isthe apparentacceleration ofthe universe deduced

from observationsoftype1a supernovaewhich seem sto beoccurring today and

to havebegun extrem ely recently in cosm ologicalterm s[1].

Itisnotpossible to obtain accelerated expansion from norm alm atterorra-

diation -astheuniverse expands,theirenergy density shrinkstoo rapidly,so in

orderto explain the observationsone isforced to considerotherform sofstress

energy. Itisvery easy to obtain accelerated expansion from the potentialofa

selfinteracting scalar�eld,although typically one doesnotobtain a prolonged

period ofsuch behaviourwithout�ne-tuning which m akesitdi�cultto explain
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thein
ation required in theearly universe.In thesam eway itm akesitdi�cult

to arrangea period ofacceleration which began only very recently.

It is therfore worth considering other m echanism s which could give rise to

acceleration to seeifthereareany reasonablealternativesto theorthodox m ech-

anism s.

In theorieswith m ore than 3 spatialdim ensions,the valuesofthe couplings

in the3+1dim ensionaltheory depend upon thedetailsofthecom pacti�cation of

thehigherdim ensions.Perhapsthesim plestexam pleofthisistheratio between

the Newton’s constant which appears in the higher dim ensionaltheory G
�1
D

=

8�M D �2
F

and thatwhich appearsin the 3+1 dim ensionaltheory G �1
4

= 8�M 2

P l,

which issim ply thevolum eofthecom pactspace1.Ifonethen allowsthatvolum e

tovary,the4D Newton’sconstantwillalsovary relativetotheunderlying higher

dim ensionallength scale.

The e�ectofa varying volum e willbe to add a dynam icalscalarin frontof

the 4D RicciScalarin the action L =
p
� g�R[g]+ :::butitisalwayspossible

to perform a conform altransform ation on them etricto theEinstein fram esuch

thatthetheaction forgravity takestheform (seeappendix)

S =
M 2

P l

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

�

R �
1

2
@
�
�@��

�

(1)

where the scalar � represents the volum e ofthe com pact space (variously re-

ferred to astheradion,dilaton,m odulus,breathing m odeetc.).Ifwestartin D

dim ensionsand com pactify to 3+ 1 dim ensions� isgiven by [3]

�(t)� �0 = �
(D � 4)

2

r
D � 2

D � 4
ln

�
r(t)

r0

�

� �
(D � 4)

�
ln

�
r(t)

r0

�

(2)

where r0 isthe radiusofthe com pact(D-4)torustoday so that� � �0 param -

eterisesthe relative change in volum e overtim e. The conform altransform ation

should nota�ectany physicsderived from theLagrangian,and indeed one�nds

thatthee�ectofthevaryingcom pactspacehasbeen re-absorbed intoavariation

ofthee�ectivedensity ofm atter.In theEinstein fram ethelefthand sideofthe

�eld equationswillhave the sam e form asEinstein gravity forgiven space-tim e

sym m etries. However,the equivalence principle isbroken (the gravitationalat-

traction between two particleswilldepend on thelocalvalueofthe�eld �)and

thedensity thatoneusesto solvetheequationswillbegiven by �eff = e��� [4].

Ifoneassum esthatthetotaldensity isthe sum ofthe m atterdensity and a

potentialofthe (ad-hoc atthisstage)form V (�)= �V e��� where �V and � are

1Fora string theory the usualsituation is8�G D = M
2�D
F

= g2
s
lD �2
s

=8 where gs and ls are

the string coupling and length respectively [2].
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constants,thetotale�ective density in theEinstein fram eisgiven by

�total= �V e��� + �e
�� (3)

and (for ! < 1=3) the expectation value of� willbe at the m inim um ofthis

e�ective density,i.e.

h�i=
1

� + �
ln

�
4

(1� 3!)

�

�

�V

�

�

; ! < 1=3 (4)

so thatalthough �� �0 isalwaysnegativesincer� r0,� isalwayspositiveaswe

willonly beconsidering situationswhere� � �V .Theexpectation valueof� and

thecoupling ofthem atterto gravity thereforedependsupon thelocaldensity of

stress-energy.

Theauthorsof[5]referto � asa cham eleon �eld when itisbehaving likethis

since them assofthe�eld changesaccording to thedensity ofthelocalm edium

(see also [6]).The factthatthe expectation value of� isa function ofthelocal

density ism ore im portantforourpurposesthan itsm ass. Consider a universe

with a spatially hom ogeneousdistribution ofm atter. Asthe universe expands,

theenergy density willdilutein thenorm alway buttheexpectation valueofthe

�eld � willalso change,increasing thecoupling ofthatm atterto gravity.In this

way thee�ective dilution ofthegravitating energy dueto theexpansion willbe

reduced and thee�ectiveequation ofstateoftheenergywillchange.In particular

wewillbeinterested in �nding outunderwhatconditionsthissituation can lead

toaccelerated expansion.In orderforsuch an increasein couplingtocom pensate

fordilution,werequirea potentialsuch astheonewritten down in equation (3)

which,in theabsenceofm atter,would causethecom pactspaceto shrink asthe

universe expands.Thisisnoteasy to achieve.

The readershould be aware ofsom e closely related previouswork where the

m assofparticleschangeswith thecosm icallyvaryingexpectation valueofascalar

�eld [7](seealso[8])Here,wearechangingthegravitationalm assoftheparticles

whilsttheirinertialm assstaysa �xed fraction ofM F . W e are considering only

caseswhen them assscaleassociated with theenergydensity,�
1

4 ism uch lessthan

the inverse radiusofthe com pactspace. Itistherefore irrelevantasto whether

the m atteriscon�ned to a brane ornot,the size ofthe com pactspace willnot

m akeany di�erenceto itsbarestressenergy in theJordan-string fram esincewe

willassum ethatanym atterwhich doespropagateinthebulkconsistsonlyofzero

m odes.Thelow energy gaugecouplingofthose�eldswhich areabletopropagate

in thecom pactspace willchange with thesize ofthecom pactm anifold,butwe

willassum e thatno phase transitionsoccurbecause ofthise�ect,and willonly

consider particles which are given m ass via som e Yukawa coupling ratherthan

som e con�nem ent scale (’electron’like particles rather than ’baryon’like ones)

In the nextsection we will�nd outhow the e�ective equation ofstate behaves

for the sim ple situation presented in equation (3). W e willthen com pare the
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situation with that ofan exponentialpotentialand no m atter,in other words

power law in
ation. Next we willset up som e checks that our scenario m ust

passin orderto be selfconsistent. Then we will�nd outhow m uch expansion

itispossible to obtain using m atterwith such a potentialwithoutviolating our

consistency checks. After thatwe willdiscuss why it is very di�cult to �nd a

potentiallike the one used above but we willshow that it is possible to �nd

som e wellm otivated potentialswhich contain regionswhere the com pactspace

isdynam ically driven to sm allerradii.Finally wewillshow thatitisim possible

to obtain acceleration using only the m atterand the m otion ofthe scalar�eld

withoutanotherpotentialbeing present.

2 E�ective equation ofstate and checks

W e expressthe relationship between density and pressure with the usual! pa-

ram etersuch thatP = !� and the energy density red-shiftsin the norm alway

as(seeappendix)

� =

�
a0

a

�3(1+ !)
�0

_� = � 3H (1+ !)� (5)

whereH = _a=a istheHubbleexpansion factor.Ifonethen substitutetheseback

into equation (3)one�ndsthatthee�ective density can befound analytically

�eff =

( �
4

1� 3!

�

�

� �

�+ �

+

�
4

1� 3!

�

�

� � �

�+ �

)

�V
�

�+ � �
�

�+ �

0

�
a0

a

� 3(1+ ! )�

�+ �

� ��

�
a0

a

� 3(1+ ! )�

�+ �

(6)

Itbecom esclearthatthee�ectiveequation ofstateofthedensity in theEinstein

Fram eisgiven by theexpression

!eff =
!� � �

� + �
(7)

and thetwo lim iting casesshow whatwillhappen;if� � � then the
uid gravi-

tatesin theway thatyou would expectitto.If� � � then the
uid behaveslike

an in
aton �eld and the dilution ofthe m atteris entirely com pensated by the

increase in itsgravitationalcoupling. Itisinstructive atthispointto com pare

the situation with power law in
ation [9][10]where there is only an exponen-

tialpotentialand no energy density due to radiation orm atter. The potential

thereforehastheform

V = V0e
�
 (8)
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and the condition foraccelerated expansion V > M 2

P l
_ 2 translates into the in-

equality

� =
M 2

P l

2

�
1

V

@V

@ 

� 2

=

2

2
� 1: (9)

W ehavealready seen thatthingsarequitedi�erentin ourm odel,and in factthe

condition foraccelerated expansion,!eff < � 1=3,relatesnottotheabsolutebut

therelativevaluesof� and �

!eff < �
1

3
$ 2� > � (m atter): (10)

Beforewecarryon therearesom econsistency checkswhich weneed tobeful�lled

in orderforouranalysisto bevalid.

i)The �rstcheck iswhetherornotthe kinetic energy M 2

P l
_�2=2 isnegligible

com pared tothegravitationalenergydensityofthe
uid.W ecan�ndthesolution

forthescalefactora asa function oftim e(when � > 0)

a(t)

a0
=

"

1+

p
3

2

�(1+ !)

� + �

p
��

M P l

(t� t0)

#2

3

�+ �

�(1+ ! )

(11)

where we see that as we increase �,we get closer to exponential!eff = � 1

behaviour. Note thisisin contrastto the norm albehaviourforthe scale factor

a � t
2

3(1+ ! ).Then with equations(4)and (5)weseethatwehaveto have

�eff

�kinetic
=
2

3

(� + �)4

�2(1+ !)2
� 1 (12)

in order for our assum ption that the kinetic energy is negligible to be self-

consistent. ii)The nextconsistency check isto ensure thatthe �eld liesin the

m inim um ofthe potentialratherthan slowly rolling towardsthatm inim um ,in

other words to ensure that m 2 � H 2 where H is the Hubble param eter. Itis

easy to show thataslong astheexpansion isdom inated by thee�ectivedensity

ratherthan thekineticenergy of�

m 2

H 2
=
3��(� + �)(1� 3!)

4� + �(1� 3!)
; m

2 =
1

M 2

pl

@2V

@�2
(13)

and we need to ensure that the m ass associated with our e�ective potentialis

m uch bigger than the Hubble param eter. iii) The �nalconsistency check for

the tim e being is one upon the adiabaticity ofthe contraction ofthe com pact

space. Gravitationalwaves (or other �elds) with m om entum in the com pact

directions show up as m assive excitations in the low energy theory known as

Kaluza Klein (KK)m odes.The spectrum ofthese m odesisa towerofstatesof

m assm K K = n=(2�r)wheren runsfrom 1 upwards.Because�,and thereforer,
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ischanging in thecourseofthecosm ologicalevolution in thism odel,weneed to

ensurethatthetim escaleoverwhich r changesisalwayslargerthan theinverse

m assofthelightestKK m ode

�
�
�
�
1

r(t)

@r(t)

@t

�
�
�
� � m K K �

1

2�r(t)
�
�
�
�2�

@r(t)

@t

�
�
�
� =

�

(D � 4)
e
� �

D � 4
(��� 0)2�r0 _� � 1 (14)

which leadsto theexpression

p
3

D � 4

��(1+ !)

(� + �)2

�

1+
4

(1� 3!)

�

�

� 1=2
2�r0�V

1

2

M P l

e
�( �

D � 4
+

�

2)(��� 0) � 1: (15)

Itisalsonecessary tom akesurethattheparticleswhich m akeup thedensity are

notcreated as� changes.Sincetheparticlesfollow geodesicsin thestring fram e,

itistherewhereweshould considerparticleproduction.Letusim aginethatour

m atterconsistsofexcitationsofa scalar�eld ofm assM .Ifweexpand the�eld

into Fourierm odesthen each m odewillobey theequation (see,e.g.,[11])

d2hk

d�2
+ !

2

khk = 0 (16)

whered� = dt=a,theconform altim e.Thefrequency !k isgiven by

!
2

k = k
2 + M

2
a
2 �

1

a

d2a

d�2
(17)

so thatthee�ectivem assofthem odedependsupon theexpansion ofthespace-

tim ein which itispropagating.

W hen the e�ective m ass becom es tachyonic,the particle willbe produced

rapidly,som ething which weneed to avoid ifweareto trustourequations.Now

transferringback tocoordinatetim etwe�nd thatthee�ectivem assofthem ode

willbecom etachyonicwhen

M
2 � H

2 +
�a

a
(18)

In theString fram e,them assM willbea constantwhereasthevalueofM P lwill

changeovertim e.Thescalarwillthereforebecom etachyonicwhen

M
2 �

2

3

�

M 2

P l

+
1

M P l

r
�

3

�

2
dln�

dt
�
dlnM P l

dt

�

= 2H 2

�

� 2�
dlnM P l

dlna

�

(19)
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and now wecan usetheresultsin therestofthepaperto show that

dlnM P l

dlna
= �

�

2

_�

H
= � �

s

3�kin

2�eff
= �

3

2

��(1+ !)

(� + �)2
(20)

W e are considering m atter (! = 0) as the source ofthe energy density in the

string fram e and we are interested in obtaining acceleration so that 2� > �.

W ith these param eters we �nd that explosive particle production would only

occur when M 2 < � 2H2,and therefore does not. The reason for this is that

while thescale factorisaccelerating in theEinstein fram e,theexpansion in the

string fram e where the particlespropagate ism uch m ore gentle. Particlesm ay

beproduced in sm allam ounts,itwould bepossibleto evolvethem odefunctions

and �nd the corresponding Boguliubov coe�ecients,but the e�ect willbe very

sm allin com parison to thebackground ofparticles.

Havinglisted theconsistency checksnecessary,wewillproceed by considering

a toy m odelso asto �nd outsom etypicalnum bers.

3 H ow m uch expansion?

There are m any free param etersin the m odelwe have outlined above. In order

to consider a particular situation,let us assum e that D = 10 as in a super-

sym m etric string theory so that� =
p
3 and that� = 2�.Putting these values

into equation (12) we �nd that the potentialenergy is bigger than the kinetic

energy aswerequire.Therequirem entthatthe�eld doesnotslow rollbutstays

in its m inim um is ful�lled. Note that as is often the case when one is dealing

with exponentialpotentials,thesetwo conditionsarescaleinvariant,and ifthey

are ful�lled at som e point during the evolution of�,they willalways be true.

However,this scale invariance is broken when one considers the production of

KK m odessince the ratiosbetween M F ,r
�1 and M P l are allchanging overthe

course ofthe evolution. Itis therefore the adiabaticity condition which puts a

constraint on the num ber ofefolds. It is wellknown that around 60 efolds of

accelerated expansion in the early universe could solve the horizon and 
atness

problem s[10].Thenum berofe-foldsin ourm odelisgiven by

N efolds =

Z tend

tstart

H dt=

Z �end

�start

1

a

da

d�
d� (21)

where �start isthe startofin
ation and we set�0 asthe end ofin
ation. One

quickly obtainstheanalyticalexpression

N efolds =
� + �

3(1+ !)
(�0 � �start) (22)
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then sincein
ation endswhen r= r0

rstart

r0
= exp

�
3�(1+ !)N efolds

(D � 4)(� + �)

�

(23)

which forD = 10,2� = � =
p
3and N efolds = 60requiresafactor108 changefor

m atter. Letusassum e that �V = M 4

F ,which m ightbe considered naturalsince

M F isthe only scale in ourm attersector. Then using M 2

P l = M
D �2
F

(2�r0)
D �4

and ourparam etersfor� and D ,weseethatequation (15)takestheform

1

9
exp

�
5

6
N efolds

�

�
M P l

2�r0�V
1

2

=

�
M P l

M F

� 2(D � 6)

(D � 4)

: (24)

In orderto getasm uch acceleration aspossible withoutthe associated con-

traction ofthe com pact space resulting in the non-adiabatic excitation ofKK

m ode quanta, we need to increase the radius ofthe com pact space. This is

sim ply because in setting �V = M 4

F we have m ade the kinetic energy of�,and

thereforethechangein r,a strongerfunction ofM F than m K K atthebeginning

oftheexpansion.

Thenorm alrunning ofthegaugecouplingsand thenon-observation ofblack

holesatparticleacceleratorsforcesoneto only considervaluesofM F which are

greaterthan abouta TeV.In thisway we are able to constrain the num ber of

e-folds

N efolds �
6

5
ln

"

9

�
1018GeV

103GeV

� 4

3

#

’ 58 (25)

which iscoincidentally quite close to therequired value.However,the factthat

we have invented the shape and scale ofourpotentialratherthan using a well

m otivated onem eansthatthecoincidence isjustthat.

However,wearenottrying to prom otethisseriously asa m odelofin
ation,

partially because we have no m otivation forthe potentialand partially because

it is an incom plete m odelin as m uch as it says nothing about perturbations.

Unlike the in
aton,our�eld � isnote�ectively m assless,so the norm alm echa-

nism forgenerating perturbationswillbe suppressed. However,there are other

ways one can im agine perturbationsbeing created undersuch conditions. One

such m echanism is to invoke the curvaton scenario [12],nam ely that there are

orthogonal
atdirectionsin the�eld spacein which iso-curvatureperturbations

can beproduced which laterdecay.Anotherpossibility istherecently developed

m odulon picture,wherethecouplingofthein
aton tostandard m odel�eldsisset

by theexpectation valueofa lightscalar�eld [13].In thesem odels,tem perature

(density)
uctuationsin theplasm a arecreated by anisotropiesin thedecay rate

ofthe in
aton,which isin turn setby 
uctuationsin the light�eld responsible

forthecoupling.
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Anotherobstacleto bewary ofisthattheradiusofthecom pacttoruswould

beso largeatthebeginning ofin
ation thatonly very sm allvaluesof� could be

used withoutthe therm alproduction ofK K m odesbecom ing im portant. This

would lead to a furtherdissipation of� otherthan dilution dueto theexpansion.

However,theseKK m odeswould alsoactassourcesofgravitationalenergy which

would give rise to expansion. The problem is com plicated and we leave it for

futurestudies.

So farwe have been dealing with an exponentialpotentialwhich drives the

com pactspace towardszero size withoutdiscussing itsorigin.Aswe have m en-

tioned,such a situation isnotgenericand weshallturn to thatsubjectnow.

4 Finding an appropriate potential

W ehaveseen thatin orderforourm odelto work and giveriseto expansion,we

need to �nd a potentialwhich pushesustowardssm allvolum esofthe com pact

space. A m om ent’s thought m akes it clear that the potentialalso has to have

a positive overallvalue in orderforthe netenergy density to be positive atthe

e�ective m inim um of�. W e therefore would like to �nd a potentialwhich is

positiveand decreasesas� grows.

Thepotentialsthatoneoften encounterswhen consideringthestabilisation of

higherdim ensionsin superstringtheoriescom efrom non-perturbativee�ectssuch

asgaugino condensatesand instanton actions. The classicalaction B forthese

instantonsgenericallytakestheform B � g�1s (R=ls)
n sothattheircontribution to

thee�ectivepotentialtakestheform V (�)� e�e
� �

which m onotonicallyincreases

with � [14]. This is discouraging,but precision tests in the solar-system show

thatwelivein a universewherethem ajority ofgravity istransm itted overlarge

scaleby spin-2 �eldsratherthan scalars.Som epotentialm ustthereforeexistto

stabiliseand givem assto the� �eld iftherearein reality higherdim ensions.

Otherkindsofwellknown e�ectivepotentialsforthem odulus� arepotentials

due to a bare cosm ologicalconstant,a non-zero 4-form 
ux �eld strength and

curvatureofthehigherdim ensionalm anifold.Thee�ectivepotentialduetothese

threecontributionsisgiven by [16,15].

V (�)= M
2

P l�e
�

2
� +

F 2
0

2
e
3�

2
�
�
M 4

P lK

2
e
2

�
�

(26)

where� isa higherdim ensional(geom etrical)cosm ologicalconstant,F 2
0 param -

eterisesthevalueofthe4-form �eld strength and K isnegative fora negatively

curved com pact space and positive for a positively curved com pact space. All

ofthese contributionshave the wrong sign in eitherthe exponentialorin their

absolute value to provide on theirown the kind ofpotentialwe are looking for.

However,ifwe look atthe potentialobtained by sum m ing these three contribu-

tionswe�nd atsom ecandidatepotentials.
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φ<φ φ=φ

(φ)V

0
0

Figure1:Schem atic diagram showing how the com bined contributionsofa cos-

m ologicalconstantand apositively curved com pactspacelead toapotentialwith

a region where@V=@� < 0

Firstofall,itisclearthatin ordertohaveany kind ofm inim um orm axim um

wem ustconsiderapositively curved com pactspaceso thatthecurvaturecontri-

bution to the potentialisnegative.The de�nition of� in equation (2)m akesit

clearthatthe 
ux contribution to the potentialdropsfasterthan the curvature

term . These two contributions together can only therefore give rise to a m ini-

m um with a negativeabsolutevalueofthepotential.Howeverby com bining the

cosm ologicalconstantterm with thecurvatureterm ,onecan arriveatsituations

such asthatdrawn in Figure1 wherethereisa m axim um in thepotentialand a

region wherethepotentialpushesustowardsa sm allercom pactspace,although

thispotentialhasno m inim um .

Com biningallthreecontributions,onecan obtain awellbehaved m inim um in

theway shown in �gure(2).Thereisa region ofthispotentialwhere@V=@� < 0

although itisnotclearhow naturalitwould beto tunethedensity and thesize

ofthe com pactspace so that� behavesin the way thatwe would like. W e will

say no m oreaboutspeci�cpotentialshere.

5 A cceleration w ithout a potential?

W e have seen that it is di�cult,although not im possible,to obtain potentials

which m ake the com pact space shrink over tim e so m ight we therefore obtain

10



φ<φ φ=φ

(φ)V

0
0

Figure2:Schem atic diagram showing how the com bined contributionsofa cos-

m ologicalconstant,non-zero4-form �eld strength and positively curved com pact

spacelead to a non-trivialpotentialin theEinstein fram e

acceleration in a di�erentway? Theauthorsof[17]considered a runaway poten-

tialassociated with the breathing m ode ofa negatively curved com pact space,

in otherwordsa positive potentialwhich increases� e
2

�
�
(see also [18]). Their

exam plewasparticularly interesting sincethey showed thatonecan obtain accel-

eration from a purely geom etricsourceratherthan any potentialorcosm ological

constant. In theirm odel,they started the �eld � rolling with kinetic energy in

the positive � direction so asto obtain a briefperiod ofaccelerated expansion

atthepointatwhich � clim bsthepotential,stopsand startsto rollback down

again.Notethatequation (9)showsusthatthiscurvaturepotentialistoo steep

to give rise to in
ation,although there are variationson thisthem e which can

giveriseto m oreacceleration [19].

In ourm odel,energy density actsasan e�ective exponentialpotentialfor�,

so itwould be interesting to see ifwe can obtain a period ofacceleration in an

analogousway,i.e. without any potentialorcosm ologicalconstant. Before we

begin we can see straightaway thatwe face the added di�culty ofovercom ing

the dilution ofthe energy density as the universe expands,in other words,as

our�eld � runsup theslope,theabsolutevalueoftheslopeisdecreasing asour

m atterbecom esm oredilute.

Forthecasein reference[17]theexpression fortheacceleration in theEinstein

11



fram eisgiven by thenorm alonefora scalar�eld m oving in a potential

�a

a
= �

1

6M 2

P l

(� + 3P)= �
1

3
(_� �

V (�)

M 2

P l

) (27)

and onecan seethatas� com esto a stop,theuniverse willaccelerate.

Itisalm ostaseasy to obtain thecorresponding expression foroursituation.

Using theequation ofm otion forthescalar�eld

�� + 3H _� +
1

4
(1� 3!)

��

M 2

P l

e
�� = 0 (28)

and theexpression forthehubbleconstantH

H
2 =

1

3

�
�

M 2

P l

e
�� +

1

2
_�2
�

(29)

aswellastheexpression forthedilution of� equation (5)we�nd that

�a

a
= _H + H

2 = �
1

6
(1� 3!)

�e��

M 2

P l

�
_�2

3
+
1+ !

8

�e��

M 2

P l

� _�

H
(30)

which is always less than zero and acceleration willnot occur. This is not so

surprising,the briefperiod ofacceleration which occursin the m odeldescribed

in reference[17]when � isstationary corresponds,in ourm odel,toabriefperiod

oftim e where � is not changing and the m atter is therefore red-shifting as we

would norm allyexpectitto.Itisthereforenotpossibletoobtain anyacceleration

withoutthepresence ofsom epotential.

6 D iscussion

In this paper we showed that in m odels with com pacti�ed higher dim ensions,

changesin thesizeofthecom pactspacechangethee�ectiveequation ofstateof

m atter. In particular,in the presence ofa potentialwhich tendsto reduce the

sizeofthecom pactspace,onecan obtain acceleration from norm alm atter.

Assum ing a sim ple form forthispotentialwe have calculated the m axim um

am ountofexpansion onecould getfrom asuch am odelwithoutnon-adiabatically

producingKK excitationsaround thecom pactspace.Ifwedid exciteKK m odes,

their e�ect on the evolution ofthe com pact and non-com pact spaces would be

extrem ely di�cultto calculate.Fora prolonged period ofacceleration,thecom -

pactspace would have to startoutvery largecom pared to itssize attheend of

thisperiod.

W ehavealso tried toexplain why itisdi�cultto�nd potentialsofa suitable

form to lead to acceleration,although we have shown that realistic potentials

12



already existwhich contain regionswherethecom pactspacewould bepushed to

sm allersizesasthe m atterorradiation becom esdiluted.W eended by pointing

out that it is hopeless to try and get acceleration without the presence ofa

potential.

So far we have said nothing about Dark energy. It has been pointed out

recently thatifone isable to �nd an appropriate potentialofthe form thatwe

have used in this paper one can give a m ass to � which changes according to

the localdensity [5]. In particular,tests oftensor gravity could be passed in

denserm edium ssuch asthe solarsystem orneutron starbinary system s,while

a scalar-tensor theory would describe gravity in the low density voids between

clusters ofgalaxies. The equation ofstate ofdark m atter,could be reduced in

these regionsasitisin otherm odelsofvarying m assparticles(VAM PS)[7][8].

In thisway,onem ighthopeto shed lighton thecoincidencebetween theenergy

density ofdark energy and dark m atter.

A ppendix

W eassum ea com pacttoroidalspacewhereallofthehigherdim ensionshavethe

sam e size. W e callthe 4+D dim ensionalm etric G M N and since it is diagonal

we can easily splititinto a 4D partg�� and a higherdim ensionalparthij with

com ponentshii= h
1

D � 4 whereh isthedeterm inantofhij.

S =
M 2

P l

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� g

r
h

h0

�

R[g]+
(D � 5)

(D � 4)

1

4
g
��
@� lnh@� lnh

�

(31)

Here,x arethecoordinatesofthe4-dim ensionalspaceand thefourdim ensional

Planck m assM P l isgiven by

M
2

P l= (8�G)�1 = M
D �2
F

Z

d
D �4

y
p
� h0 = M

D �2
F

(2�r)D �4 (32)

wherey arethecoordinatesand r aretheradiiofthetoriofthecom pactspace.

Now a conform altransform ation ofthem etricoftheform g�� = e2�~g�� allowsus

to go to theEinstein fram eand de�nea canonically norm alised scalar�eld �

� � �0 = �
1

4
aln

�
h

h0

�

= a� ; a = 2

r
D � 2

D � 4
(33)

such that

S =
M 2

P l

2

Z

d
4
x
p
� ~g

�

~R �
1

2
@
�
�@��

�

: (34)

Thestressenergytensorofm atterin thestringfram ehascouplingin theEinstein

fram egiven by [4]
~T�� = e

6�
T
�� (35)
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and thenew Christo�elsym bolafterthetransform ation isgiven by

~�
�� = �
�� � g


��;� � g



��;� + g��g


�
�;� (36)

so thatwecan rewritetheenergy conservation equation:

~r �T
�� = r �T

�� � 6T�
�;
 + T�
;� (37)

Thecovariantderivativeofthestressenergy tensorofthem atterin theEinstein

fram ewith the� dependantcoupling is

~r �

�
e
6�
T
��
�

= T
�� ~r �e

6� + e
6� ~r �T

��

= e
6�
r �T

�� + e
6�
g
��
T�;�

� = 0) = e
6� (_� + 3H (1+ !)�)+ e

4� (1� 3!)�_� (38)

Nextwewrite ~T
��

�
which isthestressenergy tensorofthescalar�eld de�ned

in thenorm alway in theEinstein fram eas

~T
��

�
= M

2

P l@
�
�@

�
� �

1

2
g
��
�
M

2

P l@
�
�@�� + 2�V e���

�
(39)

where the potentialis the one used in the m ain body ofthe text. It is the

covariantderivative ofthe sum ofallthe stress energieswhich m ustbe zero to

m atch theBianchiidentitiesso that

~r �

�

e
6�
TM

�� + ~T
��

�

�

= 0 (40)

The relationship between the the canonically norm alised �eld � and the �eld �

used in theconform altransform ation is4� = ��.Then theaboveequation splits

into a conservation equation forthem atterand an equation ofm otion for�

_� + 3H (1+ !)� = 0

_�

�

M
2

pl
�� � ��V ��� +

�

4
(1� 3!)�e�� + 3M 2

plH
_�

�

= 0 (41)

which showsthatthereisan e�ectivepotentialforthe� �eld oftheform

Veff = �V e��� +
1

4
�(1� 3!)e�� (42)

asused in thetext.
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