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Brany cosmology in the Horava-Witten heterotic M-Theory on S1/Z2
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The radion stability and radion mass are calculated in the setup of Lucak et al in the framework
of the HW heterotic M-Theory on S1/Z2, by using the Goldberger-Wise mechanism. It is shown
explicitly that the radion is stable and the radion mass can be of order of TeV. It is also shown
that the gravity is localized in the visible brane located at Y = Yc > 0, and the corrections to
the 4D Newtonian potential from the higher order of the gravitational KK modes are exponentially
suppressed. Applying such a setup to cosmology, we find the general generalized Friedmann equa-
tions on each of the two branes. Fitting the model to the reduced Union compilation of 307 SNe
supernova data and the BAO measurement from the SDSS data, we find the best fitting value of the

matter, among others, is Ω
(0)
m = 0.22+0.03

−0.03 . With these best fitting values as the initial conditions,
we numerically integrate the field equations, and find that the late transient acceleration of the
universe is a generic feature of the HW heterotic M Theory on S1/Z2.

PACS numbers: 98.80.Cq,11.25Mj,11.25.Y6

Introduction: Recent observations of supernova (SN) Ia
reveal the striking discovery that our universe has lately
been in its accelerated expansion phase [1]. Cross checks
from the cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB)
and large scale structure all confirm it [2, 3]. While the
late cosmic acceleration of the universe is now well estab-
lished, the underlying physics remains a complete mys-
tery [4]. Since the precise nature and origin of the accel-
eration have profound implications, understanding them
is one of the biggest challenges of modern cosmology. As
the Dark Energy Task Force (DETF) stated [5]: “Most
experts believe that nothing short of a revolution in our
understanding of fundamental physics will be required to
achieve a full understanding of the cosmic acceleration.”

A cosmological constant (CC) is well consistent with
all observations carried out so far [1, 2, 3], and could
represent one of the simplest resolutions of the crisis.
However, considerations of its origin lead to other severe
problems: (a) Its theoretical expectation values exceed
observational limits by 120 orders of magnitude [6]. Even
if such high energies are suppressed by supersymmetry,
the electroweak corrections are still 56 orders higher. (b)
Its corresponding energy density is comparable with that
of matter only recently. Otherwise, galaxies would have
not been formed. (c) Once the CC dominates the evolu-
tion of the universe, it dominates forever. An eternally
accelerating universe seems not consistent with string/M-
Theory, because it is endowed with a cosmological event
horizon that prevents the construction of a conventional
S-matrix describing particle interaction [7]. In view of the
above, dramatically different models have been proposed,
including quintessence [8], the DGP brane [9], and f(R)
models [10]. For details, see [4]. However, it is fair to say
that so far no convincing model has been constructed.
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Since the cosmological problem is intimately related to
quantum gravity, its solution is expected to come from
quantum gravity, too. At the present, string/M-Theory
is our best bet for a consistent quantum theory of gravity,
so it is reasonable to ask what string/M-Theory has to
say about the cosmological constant. In the string land-
scape [11], it is expected there are many different vacua
with different local cosmological constants [12]. Using
the anthropic principle, one may select the low energy
vacuum in which we can exist. However, many theorists
still hope to explain the problem without invoking the
existence of ourselves.

Recently, we [13] studied the CC problem and the late
transient acceleration of the universe in the framework of
the Horava-Witten (HW) heterotic M-Theory on S1/Z2

[14]. Using the ADD mechanism of large extra dimen-
sions [15], we showed that the effective CC on each of
the two branes can be easily lowered to its current ob-
servational value. The domination of this term is only
temporary. Due to the interaction of the bulk and the
brane, the universe will be in its decelerating expansion
phase again, whereby the problems [7] connected with a
far future de Sitter universe are resolved. Such studied
were further generalized to string theory [16], and showed
that the same mechanism is also viable in all of the five
versions of string theory.

In this Letter, our goals are three-fold. First, we show
that the radion is stable in the setup of Lukas te al

(LOSW) [17] of the HW heterotic M-Theory on S1/Z2,
by using the GW mechanism [18]. We also calculate the
radion mass and show that it can be of order of TeV,
which places the theory directly under the current explo-
ration of LHC. Second, we show the gravity is localized in
the visible brane located at Y = Yc > 0, in contrast to the
RS1 model where the gravity is localized in the invisible
(Planck) brane [19]. In addition, we also show that the
corrections to the Newtonian potential from the higher
order KK modes are exponentially suppressed. Third,
applying such a setup to cosmology, we find the gen-
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eral generalized Friedmann equations on each of the two
branes. Fitting the model to the reduced Union com-
pilation of 307 SNe supernova data [20] and the BAO
measurement from the SDSS data [21], we find the best
fitting value of each matter component. In particular,

the matter is Ω
(0)
m = 0.22+0.03

−0.03. With these best fitting
values as the initial conditions, we numerically integrate
the field equations, and find the future evolution of the
matter components and acceleration, as shown in Fig. 1,
from which it can be seen that the late transient accel-
eration of the universe is a generic feature of the HW
heterotic M Theory on S1/Z2. It should be noted that
brane worlds have intensively been studied [22]. How-
ever, to our knowledge, such studies in the LOSW setup
have not been carried out in details [23].
The Model: The 11D spacetime of the Horava-

Witten (HW) M-Theory is described by the metric
[17], ds211 = V −2/3gabdx

adxb − V 1/3Ωijdz
idzj, where

ds2CY ≡ Ωijdz
idzj denotes the Calabi-Yau (CY) 3-fold,

and V (xa) is its volume modulus that measures the defor-
mation of the CY space, with a = 0, ..., 4. By integrating
the 11D action over the CY 3-fold, the 5D effective action
of the HW theory is given by [13, 17, 23]

S5 = −
(

4κ25
)−1

∫

M5

√
g
(

2R[g]− (∇φ)2 + 12α2e−2φ
)

−
2

∑

I=1

ǫI6ακ
−2
5

∫

M
(I)
4

√

−g(I)e−φ, (1)

where I = 1, 2, ǫ1 = −ǫ2 = 1, ∇ denotes the co-
variant derivative with respect to gab, φ ≡ ln(V ), and

κ25 ≡ κ211/vCY , with vCY ≡
∫

X

√
Ω. g(I) ’s are the re-

duced metrics on the two boundaries M
(I)
4 . Note that in

this paper we shall use some notations slightly different
from the ones used in [13].
LOSW showed that the 5D static metric with a 4D

Poincaré symmetry exists and can be written as [17],

ds25 = e−2A(Y )ηµνdx
µdxν − dY 2, (2)

where A(Y ) = −(1/6) ln [6 (|Y |+ Y0) /(5L)], φ(Y ) =
−6A(Y ) + ln(5αL), with L and Y0 are positive con-
stants. The two orbifold branes are located, respectively,
at Y2 = 0 and Y1 = Yc > 0.
The radion stability: In the studies of orbifold

branes, an important issue is the radion stabil-
ity [22]. To address this problem, let us con-
sider a massive scalar field Φ with the actions [18],

Sb =
∫

d4x
∫ Yc

0
dY

√−g5
(

(∇Φ)2 −M2Φ2
)

, and SI =

−αI

∫

M
(I)
4

d4x

√

−g(I)4

(

Φ2 − v2I
)2
, where αI and vI are

real constants. For the sake of simplicity, we shall
not consider the backreaction of this field. In RS1
model, it was shown that the main conclusions remain
the same, even after such effects were taken into ac-
count [24]. We expect that similar conclusion holds
here, too. Then, in the background of Eq.(2), the

massive scalar field Φ satisfies the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion Φ′′ − 4A′Φ′ − M2Φ = 0, (0 < Y < Yc), with
the boundary conditions, Φ′(YI) = −ǫIαIΦI

(

Φ2
I − v2I

)

,
where ΦI ≡ Φ(YI), Φ

′ (Yc) ≡ limY →Y −

c

dΦ(Y )/dY , and

Φ′(0) ≡ limY →0+ dΦ(Y )/dY . The general solution is
given by Φ = (z/M)1/6

(

aI1/6(z) + bK1/6(z)
)

, where
z ≡ M(Y + Y0), Iν(z) and Kν(z) denote the modified
Bessel functions, and a and b are the integration con-
stants, which are uniquely determined by the boundary
conditions. Inserting the above solution back to the ac-
tions, and then integrating them with respect to Y , we
obtain the effective potential for the radion Yc, given by
VΦ (Yc) = −∑2

I=1 αIv
2
I

(

Φ2
I − v2I

)

e−4A(YI). In the limit
of large αI ’s [18], the boundary conditions tell us that
there are solutions only when Φ2 = v2 and Φ1 = v1.
When Y0 ≫ M−1, we have z ≫ 1, I1/6(z) ≃ ez/

√
2πz

and K1/6(z) ≃
√

π/(2z) e−z. In this limit the radion
potential takes the form,

VΦ ≃M

(

6Y0
5L

)2/3 (
(

v21 + v22
)

coth zc −
2v1v2
sinh zc

)

, (3)

where zc ≡ MYc. Clearly, for any given L, Y0 and vI ,
VΦ always has a minimal at zc = zmin

c ≡ |ln(v1/v2)|.
Therefore, the radion is stable in the LOSW setup [17].
It should be noted that, in the RS1 setup [19], Yc

is required to be Yc ≃ 40 in order to solve the hi-
erarchy problem. However, in the current setup the
problem can be solved by combining the ADD [15] and
the RS1 warped factor mechanisms [19], so that such
a requirement can be relaxed [16]. But, the radion
does need to be stabilized so that the mass of the ra-
dion is of at least 10−4 eV [22]. To find the ra-
dion mass, let us consider the following perturbations
[25], ds25 = e−2A(Y )+2F (x)ηµνdx

µdxν − (1 + 2F (x))
2
dY 2,

for which we obtain δS = κ−2
5

∫

dY dx4
√
g5δR5 =

− 1
2

∫

dx4(∇ϕ)2, where ϕ =
√

12f(1− 2F ) e−F and

f ≡ k−2
5

∫ Yc

0 e−2AdY . Then, we find ϕ2(Yc) ≃
M3

5L
(

[(Yc + Y0) /L]
4/3 − (Y0/L)

4/3
)

. Hence, we obtain

mϕ
2 =

1

2

∂2VΦ
∂ϕ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

zmin
c

≃ Y
1/3
0 zmin

c (v1v2)
4

ML1/3 |v21 − v22 |
3 , (4)

for MY0 ≫ 1. Clearly, by properly choosing the free
parameters, it is always possible to have mϕ ≃ TeV .
Localization of Gravity and 4D Effective Newtonian

Potential: It is found convenient to study tensor per-
turbations in the conformal coordinates,

ds25 = e2σ(y)
(

(ηµν + hµν) dx
µdxν − dy2

)

, (5)

where σ(y) = (1/5) ln[(|y|+y0)/L], φ(y) = (6/5) ln[(|y|+
y0)/L]+(5Lα). Since such perturbations are not coupled
with scalar ones [26], without loss of generality, we can
set the perturbations of the scalar fields φ to zero, δφ =
0. Then, choosing the RS1 gauge hλλ = 0 = ∂λhµλ, it
can be shown that in the present case there is only one



3

independent equation, which can be written in the form
of a supersymmetric quantum mechanics problem,

Q† ·Qψ = m2ψ, (6)

where hµν ≡ e−3σ/2ĥµν(x)ψ(y), ✷4ĥµν(x) = m2ĥµν(x),
and Q ≡ ∇y − 3σ′/2, Q† ≡ −∇y − 3σ′/2. To guarantee
that the operator Q† ·Q is Hermitian, we needs to show
that Eq.(6) has Hermitian boundary conditions [27],

ψ′
n(0)ψm(0) − ψn(0)ψ

′
m(0) = ψ′

n (yc)ψm (yc)

−ψn (yc)ψ
′
m (yc) , (7)

for any two solutions. Integration of Eq.(6) in the neigh-
bourhood of y = 0 and y = yc yields, respectively, the
conditions,

ψ′
(

y−c
)

=
3ψ (y−c )

10 (yc + y0)
, ψ′

(

0+
)

=
3ψ (0+)

10y0
. (8)

Clearly, any solution of Eq.(6) that satisfies the above
boundary conditions also satisfies Eq.(6). That is, the
operator Q† · Q is indeed a positive definite Hermitian
operator. Then, all eigenvaluesm2

n are non-negative, and
their corresponding wave functions ψn(y) are orthogonal
to each other and form a complete basis.
The 4D gravity is given by the existence of the nor-

malizable zero mode, for which the corresponding wave-

function is given by ψ0(y) = N0 ((|y|+ y0)/L)
3/10

, which
is increasing as y increases from 0 to yc, where N0 is a
finite constant. Therefore, the gravity is indeed localized
near the y = yc brane. Note that in the RS1 model ψ0(y)
decreases as y increases, so that the gravity is localized
in the Planck brane located at y = 0 [19].
In order to have localized 4D gravity, we require that

the corrections to the Newtonian law from the non-
zero modes of Eq.(6) be very small, so that they will
not lead to contradiction with observations. It can
be shown that Eq.(6) has the general solution ψ =
x1/2

(

cJ1/5(x) + dY1/5(x)
)

, where x ≡ m(y + y0), Jν(x)
and Yν(x) denote the Bessel functions, with c and d be-
ing the integration constants. The boundary conditions
(8) require the spectrum of the gravitational KK modes
be discrete, and for z0 ≫ 1 can be well approximated by

mn ≃ nπ

(

lpl
yc

)

Mpl, (n = 1, 2, ...), (9)

where yc/L ≡ (6(Yc + Y0)/(5L))
5/6 − (6Y0/(5L))

5/6. For
yc ≃ 10−19 m, we find m1 ≃ TeV .
To calculate the 4D effective Newtonian potential and

its corrections, let us consider two point-like sources of
masses M1 and M2, located on the brane at y = yc.
Then, the discrete eigenfunction ψn(x) of mass mn has
an Yukawa correction to the 4D gravitational potential
between the two particles [28]

U(r) = G4
M1M2

r
+
M1M2

M3
5 r

∞
∑

n=1

e−mnr |ψn(xc)|2. (10)
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FIG. 1: The evolution of Ω’s and a∗∗, where Ωa = Ω
(0)
a a−12,

and Ωφ = τφ/ρcr.

When x0 = mny0 ≫ 1, we have Nn ≃
√

π2/(50xcyc) and

ψn(xc) ≃
√

2/yc. Then, we can see that all terms except
for the first one in Eq.(10) are exponentially suppressed,
and have negligibly contributions to U(r).
Cosmological Models: In the above, when we stud-

ied the radion stability and the 4D effective Newtonian
potential, we assumed that the two orbifold branes are
static. In the following, we shall relax this assumption
and consider the two branes moving along the curves,
yI = yI (τI), while the bulk are still described by the 5D
metric (5). To study cosmology, we also add matter fields
on each of the two branes [13],

S
(I)
4, m =

∫

M
(I)
4

√

−g(I)
[

L(I)
4,m (φ, χ)− g

(I)
k − V

(I)
4 (φ)

]

,

(11)
where χ collectively denotes the SM fields localized on

the branes, V
(I)
4 (φ) and g

(I)
k are, respectively, the po-

tential of the scalar field and a coupling constant of the

I-th brane. As to be shown below, g
(I)
k is directly re-

lated to the four-dimensional Newtonian constant G4

[29]. Clearly, these actions in general make the two
branes no longer supersymmetric, although the bulk still
is. On each of the two branes, the metric reduces to
ds25

∣

∣

M
(I)
4

= dτ2I − a2 (τI) dΣ
2
k, where ξ

µ
(I) ≡ {τI , r, θ, ϕ},

and τI denotes the proper time of the I-th brane. Then,
on each of the two branes, the field equations have two-
independent components,

H2 =
8πG

3
(ρ+ τφ + ρΛ)

− 1

25L2a12
+

2πG

3ρΛ
(ρ+ τφ)

2 , (12)

ä

a
= −8πG

3

(

1

2
ρ+

3

2
p− τφ − ρΛ

)

− 1

25L2a12
− 6H2 − 2πG

3ρΛ

[

2ρ2



4

+3ρp+ τφ(ρ+ 3p)− τ2φ
]

, (13)

where τ
(I)
φ ≡ 6ǫIακ

−2
5 e−φ + V

(I)
4 (φ), and κ24 =

gkκ
4
5/6, Λ4 = g2kκ

4
5/12. Note that in writing Eqs.(12)

and (13) we had dropped the super indices “(I)” without
causing any confusions.

Choosing the potentials as τ (I)(φ) = V
(I,0)
4 (φ2 − φ2I)

2,
it can be shown that the fitting parameters can be chosen

as {ΩΛ,Ω
(0)
m ,Ω

(0)
a , φI}, where Ω

(0)
a ≡ −(25H2

0L
2)−1. Fit-

ting the above model with the reduced Union compilation
of 307 SNe supernova data [20] and BAO measurement
from the SDSS data [21], we find that the best fitting

is around v ≃ 10, for which we have Ω
(0)
m = 0.22+0.03

−0.03,

ΩΛ = 0.003+0.001
−0.001, and Ω

(0)
a = 0.000+0.0000

−0.0025 with χ2 =

383.1. With these best fitting values of Ω’s as our initial
conditions, we evolution of the matter components, Ω′s
and the acceleration a∗∗ ≡ (d2a/d(H0τ)

2) are shown in
Fig. 1.

All the above show that it is very promising to solve
the CC problem and obtain a late cosmic transient ac-
celeration of the universe in the LOSW setup [17] of the
HW heterotic M-Theory on S1/Z2 [14]. It is extremely
interesting to see how the hierarchy problem is solved in
such a setup, due to the particular role of the constant gk
in Eq.(11) [29]. It is also very important to consider the
couplings among the radion, the SM fields, and the grav-
itational KK modes, and other constraints on the model,
such as those from the solar system.
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