arXiv:hep-th/0701267v4 16 Feb 2007

Acceleration of the Universe via f(R) Gravities and The Stability of Extra Dimensions

Tonguç Rador^∗ Bog̃aziçi University Department of Physics 34342 Bebek, İstanbul, Turkey (Dated: December 6, 2018)

We discuss the possibility of obtaining the present acceleration of the universe via f(R) gravity theories which recently attracted much attention. It is known that f(R) theories generally have room for this. In this work we stress that the requirement for the stabilization of extra dimensions is naturally incorporated in such a generalization of Einstein gravity under rather orthodox assumptions. We have restricted our study to pure f(R) gravity without additional matter sources partially in view of the fact that if the acceleration is to continue indefinitely any ordinary matter term is to redshift to irrelevancy and mostly for economy in understanding. The general conditions we find is that the manifold of the extra dimensional space is to have negative internal curvature and that the Ricci scalar of the full space-time manifold is also negative. The positive curvature case for extra dimensional manifold is actually the most generic case. However this necessitates a fine tuning between the Hubble constant and the size of extra dimensions in the absence of matter sources.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent experiments show that the observed universe expand in an accelerating fashion. The most economical way of explaining this in 4-dimensional physics is via a cosmological constant which would also imply that the acceleration will be persistent in the future. In fact if acceleration is not something that happens randomly this seems to be the most plausible approach. Of course the cosmic scandal [1] (a term coined to stress the fact that the acceleration setting in in the recent past requires considerable fine tuning) is possibly the hardest to deal with. One way out of this dilemma is to propose that acceleration is something that happens every now and then [73] or at least something that happens with considerable probability.

Another issue with the acceleration of the observed space is the fact that assuring the stability of extra dimensions (if they exist) is rather difficult. The existence of extra dimensions is a necessity for string theory and their stability can be achieved rather generally for powerlaw, non-inflating solutions for the scale factor of the observed space. For example, within string gas or brane gas cosmology [2] -[33] the stabilization can be achieved via the interplay between the momentum and winding modes of strings and branes. But such sources in general yield solutions for the observed dimensions similar to presureless dust (a necessary fact since these objects are confined to the extra dimensional space and have no pressure along observed dimensions).

In this work we follow a phenomenological approach. We study the conditions for which a solution with stable extra dimensions and inflating observed dimensions exist.

∗tonguc.rador@boun.edu.tr

We show that within Einstein gravity (which is supposed to be part of the low energy limit of string theory assuming a constant dilaton) such a solution necessitates a rather contrived source with pressure coefficient of -2 along internal dimensions. Such a source would be hard to accommodate. Motivated by this situation we discuss the possibilities for a generalization of Einstein gravity by including higher order terms of the scalar curvature to the action, namely f(R) gravities. These theories attracted much attention recently [36]-[55] (see also [34]- [35] for earlier works) but these studies were generally in 4 dimensions and therefor are free from the problem of the stability of extra dimensions (see however [56]-[57] for recent d-dimensional cases which are somewhat orthogonal to our approach and the note added at the end of this manuscript).

We analyse the behaviour of such theories with the inclusion of extra dimensions. The general conditions we find is that in the absence of sources, the manifold of the extra dimensional space is to have negative internal curvature and that the Ricci scalar of the full space-time manifold is also negative. The omission of sources can be advocated in the following way: if acceleration is to happen indefinitely then any ordinary source term will have to redshift and become irrelevant in the future. Furthermore, in f(R) theories a cosmological constant which is the source that would not redshift is not necessary to obtain inflation. So from these perspectives we have omitted any sources to see whether one can obtain inflating observed dimensions with stable internal space.

The positive curvature case for extra dimensional manifold is actually the most generic case. However this necessitates a fine tuning between the Hubble constant and the size of extra dimensions in the absence of matter sources.

II. PURE EINSTEIN GRAVITY

In a cosmological scenario one can take

ds^2 = −dt^2 + e^{B(t)} m∑ i=1 dx^2_i + e^{C(t)} p∑ a=1 dy^2_a , (1)

where B (C) represents the scale factors of the m (p) dimensional observed (extra) space. The dimensionality of the full space-time is d ≡ 1 + m + p. Following the experimental status we assume that the observed dimensions are flat and non-compact. We also allow for internal curvature for the manifold of extra dimensions. We are interested in the following solution to account for the observed acceleration of the universe and the stability of the extra dimensions,

B(t) = Ht + B_o , (2a) C(t) = C_o . (2b)

The most economical way to incorporate acceleration in the observed dimensions is via a cosmological constant but this cannot stabilize extra dimensions [74]. Possibly the next best thing is to assume a component for the energy density such that one has pressure coefficient ω = −1 along the observed dimensions so that it never redshifts like a cosmological constant,

ρ = ρ_o exp [−(1 − 1)mB − (1 + ν)pC] . (3)

One can easily check that this source, having the form of a hydrodynamical fluid, yields a conserved energy momentum tensor. This will result in the following equations for the scale factors

B̈ + k̇Ḃ = 2 − (1 + ν)p d − 2 ρ , (4a)

C̈ + k̇Ċ = (m + 1) + (m − 1)ν d − 2 ρ − 2κ e^{−2C} , (4b)

k̇^2 = mḂ^2 + pĊ^2 + 2ρ − 2κe^{−2C} , (4c) k ≡ mB + pC . (4d) Here κ represents the internal curvature along the extra dimensions and one has κ > 0, κ < 0 of κ = 0 [75]. Stability can only be achieved for ρ_o > 0 and κ < 0. Thus the manifold of extra dimensions must have negative curvature. Negative internal curvature have been a constant point of attention in the past for cosmology, brane worlds and other concepts involving extra dimensions. See for examples [64]-[67] and the references therein.

Unfortunately this is not the only condition one must also have

ν ≤ − m + 1 m − 1 . (5)

The equality is allowed for κ = 0 where one looses the information on where C_o stabilizes

(m + 1) + (m − 1)ν d − 2 ρ(C_o) − 2κ e^{−2Co} = 0 . (6)

So κ = 0 does not stabilize extra dimensions but it is compatible with an already stabilized radion.

The problem we immediately see is that for m = 3 one gets the following for ν

ν ≤ −2 ! (7)

If one cannot come up with a model that predicts this pressure coefficient the following possibilities are natural

• There are other possible sources with ω = −1 and different ν’s.

• ω ≠ −1 by a large deviation.

• Extra dimensions are not stable.

• Possible ρ_o < 0 sources enter the game.

• Einstein gravity is not the complete low energy limit of a fundamental theory.

Of course one can also have a combination of any of these possibilities.

Unfortunately adding other sources of the form (3) with different pressure coefficients will not change anything: on of them will still have to satisfy (7). The limitations on the motion of extra dimensions come from the very stringent bounds on the time variation of the fundamental constants, so we assume they are not evolving. The fits on ω strongly favor ω = −1 with only a small room for variance. There are various approaches with negative energy density sources, such as a rolling tachyon but these approaches are as bit as unique (or maybe contrived) solutions as setting ν ≤ −2. This seem to leave us with the fourth choice.

III. f(R) GRAVITIES

Higher derivative theories generally suffer from the Ostrogradski instability [62] (and [63] for a nice review) but f(R) theories evade this

S = ∫ dx^d √ −gf(R) , (8) with f being an algebraic function of the curvature scalar. We do not include any matter terms at this point to see if f(R) is sufficient for our purposes [76]. This yields the following equations of motion f^′R_{μν} − 1 2 g_{μν} f + [ g_{μν} ∇^2 − ∇_μ∇_ν ] f^′ = 0 . (9)

where prime denote derivative with respect to R. Here as usual, one can trade the 0 − 0 equation for the trace equation

f^′(R)R − d 2 f(R) + (d − 1)∇^2f^′(R) = 0 . (10)

As before we are interested in stable solutions of the form in (2a). This means that R = R_o but not R_{μν} = R_og_{μν} /d since we only allow internal curvature along extra dimensions. A necessary condition for stability can be obtained from the trace equation by expanding around R_o and linearizing [77], d − 2 2 f^′(R_o) f^{′′}(R_o)

> R_o . (11)

We therefor have to satisfy the following along with the stability condition

f^′(R_o)R^{îî}_o = 1 2 f(R_o) , (12a)

f^′(R_o)R^{ââ}_o = 1 2 f(R_o) , (12b)

f^′(R_o)R_o = d 2 f(R_o) . (12c)

Here R^{îî}_o and R^{ââ}_o represent the elements, in the orthonormal basis, of the Ricci tensor along the observed and extra dimensions respectively. For the solution we are after they are given by,

R^{îî}_o = mH^2 , (13a) R^{ââ}_o = 2κ e^{−2Co} , (13b) R_o = m(m + 1)H^2 + 2pκe^{−2Co} . (13c)

A quite general conclusion is that (again in the absence of sources) if f(R_o) ≠ 0 and f^′(R_o) ≠ 0 one gets

mH^2 = 2κe^{−2Co} . (14)

which would mandate κ > 0 and an fine tuning between H and C_o. Even worse it will predict a value for H which would be O(1) in Plank units if extra dimensions are stabilized at that scale. Stating the same from the opposite direction one will have to have very large extra dimensions if one gets H from experimental data. So this cannot be phenomenologically viable [78].

A simple way out of this fine tuning bind without adding sources and still have H ≠ 0 is to demand f(R_o) = f^′(R_o) = 0 with f^{′′}(R_o) ≠ 0. The stability condition in this case would mean

R_o < 0 . (15)

which can only be satisfied if κ < 0 and | |2pκe^{−2C}o | | > m(m + 1)H^2 which is a less restrictive case. It is interesting that the condition on κ survives the generalization of Einstein theory to f(R) models.

Recently theories involving negative powers of R have been studied [36]-[44]. But these models are generally in trouble with solar system data and other considerations. For example 1/R theories predict a force a million times larger between Andromeda and Milky Way galaxies ! [63].

We therefor see that f(R) theories quite generally have room for accelerating observed dimensions while keeping extra dimensions stable. Of course this represents a rather large class of theories. To bound this large class one could for example request that R × R^m × T^p (where T^p represents p-dimensional torus) or any other case with R_o = 0 (stable or not) be a solution. This can be justified with the pretext that quantum field theory works in flat and static space-times which constitutes a subset of R_o = 0 solutions. This will possibly put away theories with negative powers of R [79]. Furthermore one can also try to get rid of the finely tuned case by requesting that there are no R_o > 0 solutions to the equilibrium conditions which means that f(R_o) = f^′(R_o) = 0 and f^{′′}(R_o) ≠ 0. These considerations narrows down the possible theories somewhat. But in any case there are still infinitely many possibilities.

We would however like to discuss a class of theories which was not discussed yet in the literature. Namely the ones that involve infinitely many powers but yet have a f(R) bound from above and below. Consider for instance the following

f(R) = R̄ [ sin( R R̄ ) + sin^2( R R̄ ) ] (16)

One can show that the following is a stable point

R_o = m(m + 1)H^2 + 2pκe^{−2Co} = −

4n + 1 2 πR̄ . (17)

with n being a positive semi-definite integer. The solutions with R_o ≥ 0 are not in accord with the stability condition. As discussed this will happen only for κ < 0. If one uses normalized coordinates such that κ = −αR̄ with α dimensionless this would imply that allowed C_o values in this solution will be discrete. Seeing it from another perspective is fixing C_o which would imply that a very large H can be analogous to a small H as well. With such an infinite number of possible solutions one can hope for an understanding of the present acceleration of the universe as well as the cosmic scandal problem.

So theories with f(R_o) = f^′(R_o) = 0 and f^{′′}(R_o) ≠ 0 along with the condition R_o < 0 are accommodating solutions of the form (17).

A rather interesting consideration is that H = 0 is not necessarily stable for it yields the following solutions for a linear perturbation

δB = δB_o + δHt , (18a) δC = δC_1 cos (ωt) + δC_2 sin (ωt) . (18b)

with ω = √ 2|κ|e^{−2Co} . So a solution of the form R × R^m × M_p with M_p having negative internal curvature will evolve into an acceleration for the expanding large dimensions under small perturbations. Possibly the smallness of the observed H can also be accommodated this way: a small oscillation of the size of extra dimensions will trigger acceleration of the observed space if one initially is in the R × R^m × M_p state.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have discussed the generalization of Einstein gravity to f(R) theories including higher powers of the Ricci scalar. Our motivation for doing so is that within Pure Einstein gravity it is rather contrived to have accelerating observed dimensions and stable extra dimensions. Another reason for picking only f(R) gravities is that they are generically free of the Ostrogradski instability. We have shown that the sought after solution can be generally accommodated within a subclass of f(R) theories as described in the text. This subclass has the solution as a stable point at least in the linear sense. The requirement we find is that the manifold of the extra dimensional space must have negative curvature and the the full Ricci scalar must also be negative at these stable points. We also show that there are other solutions where the manifold of extra dimensions have positive curvature but these cases requires fine tuning between the present size of extra dimensions and the observed Hubble constant. In view of this fine tuning we did not further discuss these cases.

We have omitted theories with higher derivatives of the Ricci scalar again in view of the fact that they would suffer from Ostrogradski instability. Recently theories involving infinitely many derivatives were suggested as an alternative for the early inflationary paradigm [58]- [61]. One can argue that these theories might be free of the mentioned instability because one cannot isolate the highest order momenta. One can possibly accommodate acceleration for the observed space and stable extra dimensions within such a framework. But we did not discussed it here.

We have also omitted dilaton type theories without extra powers of the Ricci scalar. For example string theory predicts the following action as a low energy theory

S = ∫ dx^d G_{4+d} √ −ge^{−2ϕ} [ R + 4(∇ϕ)^2 + κ^2L ] . (19)

It is evident that if the dilaton stabilizes via some mechanism from L one will have Einstein theory and we would still face the need for a source with ν ≤ −2. The rather general meaning for this is that to avoid such a pressure coefficient one will have to allow for a changing dilaton and this in turn means that the 4 dimensional gravitational constant is time-dependent. Any other dilaton theory with a non-minimal coupling will have this general feature. This could in fact be what is happening in nature but do not advocate this possibility in this work.

One possible generalization of the dilaton theories is to endow them with higher order terms in the Ricci scalar. This is of course a possibility. For a constant dilaton one would be duplicating our discussion. Therefor any other approach which would be distinct would involve a rolling dilaton. We did not discuss this case as it would complicate the main emphasis of this work.

We have also omitted any matter sources in this work and this was in fact a key argument in stating that the positive curvature solutions for the internal space implies a fine tuning between the Hubble constant and the size of extra dimensions. So one possible extension of this work is to extend the study such that one includes sources. An idea is to have sources without redshift as the one presented in the first section. This type of sources are the only type which resembles a cosmological constant from a four dimensional point of view and yet, unlike cosmological constant, cannot be accommodated in a pure f(R) approach. This extension is left for future study.

A. Note Added

The conclusions of this paper are in accord with the earlier works of Zhuk et. al. [68]-[72] considering also d-dimensional models with an emphasis on the stability of extra dimensions. Their analysis relied on finding the set of conformal transformations which would transform a d-dimensional f(R) gravity to a 4-dimensional ordinary Einstein theory with two scalars. One of these scalars is the radion field and the other is the field related to the f^′(R) excitation in the d-dimensional case. I thank Prof. Zhuk for his comments.

[1] S. M. Carroll, ”Why is the Universe Accelerating?”, astro-ph/0310342.

[2] R. Branderberger and C. Vafa, “Superstrings in the early universe”, Nucl. Phys. B316, 391, (1989).

[3] A. A. Tseytlin and C. Vafa, ”Elements of String Cosmology”, Nucl. Phys. B372 (1992) 443, hep-th/9109048.

[4] T. Battefeld and S. Watson, ”String Gas Cosmology”, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78 (2006) 435, hep-th/0510022.

[5] R. H. Brandenberger, ”Moduli Stabilization in String Gas Cosmology”, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 163 (2006) 358, hep-th/0509159.

[6] A. Campos, ”Late-time dynamics of brane gas cosmology”, Phys. Rev. D68 (2003) 104017, hep-th/0304216.

[7] S. Watson and R. Brandenberger, “Stabilization of Extra Dimensions at Tree Level”, JCAP 0311 (2003) 008, hep-th/0307044.

[8] S.P. Patil and R. Brandenberger, “Radion Stabilization by Stringy Effects in General Relativity and Dilaton Gravity”, Phys. Rev. D71 (2005) 103522, hep-th/0401037.

[9] S.P. Patil and R.H. Brandenberger, “The Cosmology of Massless String Modes”, JCAP 0601 (2006) 005, hep-th/0502069.

[10] S.P. Patil, “Moduli (Dilaton, Volume and Shape) Stabilization via Massless F and D String Modes”, hep-th/0504145.

[11] R. Brandenberger, Y.-K. E. Cheung and S. Watson, “Moduli Stabilization with Long Winding Strings”, JHEP 0605 (2006) 025, hep-th/0501032.

[12] S. Alexander , R.H. Brandenberger and D. Easson, “Brane gases in the early universe”, Phys. Rev. D62, 103509, (2000), hep-th/0005212.

[13] D. A. Easson, “Brane Gases on K3 and Calabi- Yau Manifolds”, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A18 (2003) 4295, hep-th/0110225.

[14] S.H.S. Alexander, “Brane Gas Cosmology, M-theory and Little String Theory”, JHEP 0310 (2003) 013, hep-th/0212151.

[15] E. Papantonopoulos, ”Cosmology in Six Dimensions”, gr-qc/0601011.

[16] J. Y. Kim, ” Stabilization of the Extra Dimensions in Brane Gas Cosmology with Bulk Flux”, hep-th/0608131.

[17] M. Borunda, L. Boubekeur, ”The Effect of alpha’ Corrections in String Gas Cosmology”, JCAP 0610:002,2006, hep-th/0604085.

[18] S.M. Carroll, J. Geddes, M.B. Hoffman and R.M.

Wald, “Classical stabilization of homogeneous extra dimensions,” , Phys. Rev. D 66, 024036 (2002), hep-th/0110149.

[19] G. Huey, P.J. Steinhardt, B.A. Ovrut and D. Waldram, “A cosmological mechanism for stabilizing moduli”, Phys. Lett. B476, 379 (2000), hep-th/0001112.

[20] R. Brustein, S.P. de Alwis and P. Martens, “Cosmological stabilization of moduli with steep potentials”, Phys. Rev. D70, 126012 (2004), hep-th/0408160.

[21] S. Watson, “Moduli stabilization with the string Higgs effect”, Phys.Rev. D70, 066005 (2004), hep-th/0404177.

[22] A. Kaya, “Volume Stabilization and Acceleration in Brane Gas Cosmology”, JCAP 08 (2004) 004, hep-th/0405099.

[23] T. Rador, “Intersection Democracy for Winding Branes and Stabilization of Extra Dimensions”, Phys. Lett. B621 (2005) 176, hep-th/0501249.

[24] S. Arapoglu, A. Kaya, “D-brane Gases and Stabilization of Extra Dimensions in Dilaton Gravity”, Phys. Lett. B603 (2004) 107, hep-th/0409094.

[25] T. Rador, ”Vibrating Winding Branes, Wrapping

Democracy and Stabilization of Extra Dimensions in Dilaton Gravity”, JHEP 0506 (2005) 001, hep-th/0502039.

[26] T. Rador, “Stabilization of extra dimensions and the dimensionality of the observed space”, DOI: 10.1140/epjc/s10052-006-0181-7, hep-th/0504047.

[27] A. Kaya, “Brane gases and stabilization of shape moduli with momentum and winding stress”, Phys. Rev. D72, 066006, 2005, hep-th/0504208.

[28] A. Kaya, ”Linear Cosmological Perturbations in D-brane Gases”, JHEP 0503:003,2005., hep-th/0502133.

[29] A. Berndsen and J. Cline, “Dilaton Stabilization in brane gas cosmology”, Int. J. Mod. Phys.A19, 5311, 2004, hep-th/0408185.

[30] A. Berndsen, T. Biswas and J.M. Cline ”Moduli Stabilization in Brane Gas Cosmology with Superpotentials”, JCAP 0508 (20 05) 012, hep-th/0505151.

[31] D. A. Easson and M. Trodden, ”Moduli Stabilization and Inflation Using Wrapped Branes”, Phys. Rev. D72 (2005) 026002, h ep-th/0505098.

[32] S. Cremonini and S. Watson, ”Dilaton Dynamics from Production of Tensionless Membranes”, Phys. Rev. D73 (2006) 086007, hep-th/0601082.

[33] S. Arapoglu, A. Karakci, A. Kaya, ”S-duality in String Gas Cosmology”, Phys. Lett. B645 (2007) 255, hep-th/0611193.

[34] A.A. Starobinskiĭ, Phys. Lett. B91, 99 (1980). [35] A. Strominger, Phys. Rev. D30, 2257 (1984). [36] Carroll, S. M. Duvvuri, V. Trodden, M. S. Turner, ”Is cosmic speed-up due to new gravitational physics?”, Phys.Rev. D70 (2004) 043528, astro-ph/0306438.

[37] S. Capozziello, V.F. Cardone, A. Troisi, ”Dark energy and dark matter as curvature effects”, JCAP 0608 (2006) 001, astro-ph/0602349.

[38] S.M. Carroll, A. De Felice, V. Duvvuri, D.A. Easson, M. Trodden, M.S. Turner, ” The Cosmology of Generalized Modified Gravity Models”, Phys. Rev. D71, 063513 (2005), astro-ph/0410031.

[39] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, ”Where new gravitational physics comes from: M-theory?”, Phys. Lett. B576, 5 (2003), hep-th/0307071.

[40] A.D. Dolgov, M. Kawasaki, ”Can modified gravity explain accelerated cosmic expansion?”, Phys. Let. B573, 1 (2003), astro-ph/0307285.

[41] R. Dick, ”On the Newtonian Limit in Gravity Models with Inverse Powers of R”, Gen. Rel. Grav. 36, 217 (2004), gr-qc/0307052.

[42] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, ”Modified gravity with negative and positive powers of the curvature: unification of the inflation and of the cosmic acceleration”, Phys. Rev. D68, 123512 (2003), hep-th/0307288.

[43] M.E. Soussa, R.P. Woodard, ”The Force of Gravity from a Lagrangian containing Inverse Powers of the Ricci Scalar”, Gen. Rel. Grav. 36, 855 (2004), astro-ph/0308114.

[44] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, ”Modified gravity with ln R terms and cosmic acceleration”, Gen. Rel. Grav. 36, 1765 (2004), hep-th/0308176.

[45] V. Faraoni, ”Modified gravity and the stability of de Sitter space”, Phys.Rev. D72 (2005) 061501, gr-qc/0509008.

[46] D. A. Easson, ”The accelerating universe and a limiting curvature proposal”, astro-ph/0608034.

[47] D. A. Easson, ”Cosmic Acceleration and Modified Gravitational Models”, Int.J.Mod.Phys. A19 (2004) 5343-5350, astro-ph/0411209.

[48] M. Amarzguioui, O. Elgaroy, D.F. Mota, T. Multamaki, ”Cosmological constraints on f(R) gravity theories within the Palatini approach”, Astron.Astrophys. 454 (2006) 707-714, astro-ph/0510519.

[49] G. Cognola, E. Elizalde, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, S.

Zerbini, ”One-loop f(R) gravity in de Sitter universe”, JCAP 0502 (2005) 010, hep-th/0501096.

[50] G. Cognola, S. Zerbini, ”One-loop f(R) Gravitational Modified Models”, J.Phys. A39 (2006) 6245-6251, hep-th/0511233.

[51] G. Cognola, M.Gastaldi, S. Zerbini, ”On the Stability of a class of Modified Gravitational Models”, gr-qc/0701138.

[52] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, ”Modified f(R) gravity consistent with realistic cosmology: from matter dominated epoch to dark energy universe”, Phys.Rev. D74 (2006) 086005, hep-th/0608008.

[53] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, ”Modified gravity and its reconstruction from the universe expansion history”, hep-th/0611071.

[54] S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, ”Introduction to Modified Gravity and Gravitational Alternative for Dark Energy”, hep-th/0601213.

[55] S. Capozziello, S. Nojiri, S.D. Odintsov, A. Troisi, ”Cosmological viability of f(R)-gravity as an ideal fluid and its compatibility with a matter dominated phase”, Phys.Lett. B639 (2006) 135-143, astro-ph/0604431.

[56] D. A. Demir, S. H. Tanyildizi, ”Higher Curvature Quantum Gravity and Large Extra Dimensions”, Phys.Lett. B633 (2006) 368-374, hep-ph/0512078.

[57] O. Aslan, D. A. Demir, ”Generalized Modified Gravity in Large Extra Dimensions”, Phys.Lett. B635 (2006) 343- 349, hep-ph/0603051.

[58] A. Nayeri, R.H. Brandenberger and C. Vafa, ”Producing a Scale-Invariant Spectrum of Perturbations in a Hagedorn Phase of String Cosmology”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 021302, hep-th/0511140.

[59] A. Nayeri, ”Inflation Free, Stringy Generation of Scale- Invariant Cosmological Fluctuations in D = 3 + 1 Dimensions”, hep-th/0607073.

[60] R.H. Brandenberger, A. Nayeri, S.P. Patil and C.

Vafa, ”String Gas Cosmology and Structure Formation”, hep-th/0608121.

[61] R.H. Brandenberger, S. Kanno, J. Soda, D.A. Easson, J.

Khoury, P. Martineau, A. Nayeri and S. Patil, ”More on the Spectr um of Perturbations in String Gas Cosmology”, hep-th/0608186.

[62] M. Ostrogradski, Mem. Ac. St. Petersbourg VI 4, 385 (1850) [63] R. P. Wooddard, ”Avoiding Dark Energy with 1/R modifications of gravity”, astro-ph/0601672.

[64] N. Kaloper, J. March-Russell, G. D. Starkman and M. Trodden, ”Compact hyperbolic extra dimensions: Branes, Kaluza-Klein modes and cosmology”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 928 (2000), hep-ph/0002001.

[65] G. D. Starkman, D. Stojkovic and M. Trodden, ”Large extra dimensions and cosmological problems”, Phys. Rev. D63, 103511 (2001), hep-th/0012226.

[66] G. D. Starkman, D. Stojkovic and M. Trodden, ”Homogeneity, flatness and ’large’ extra dimensions”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 231303 (2001), hep-th/0106143.

[67] S. Nasri, P. J. Silva, G. D. Starkman and M. Trodden, ”Radion stabilization in compact hyperbolic extra dimensions”, Phys. Rev. D66, 045029 (2002), hep-th/0201063.

[68] Gunther U., Moniz P., Zhuk A.,Phys. Rev. D66 (2002) 044014, (hep-th/0205148).

[69] Gunther U., Moniz P., Zhuk A.,Phys. Rev. D68 (2003) 044010, (hep-th/0303023).

[70] Gunther U., Zhuk A., Bezerra V.B., Romero C., CQG 22 (2005) 3135-3167, (hep-th/0409112).

[71] Saidov T., Zhuk A., Grav. Cos. 12 (2006) 253-261;

(hep-th/0604131).

[72] Saidov T., Zhuk A., hep-th/0612217.

[73] We do not mean a small period of acceleration that happens once. This can be obtained very easily and arbitrarily in a given theory with contrived initial conditions. We advocate that this is the least aesthetic way to deal with the cosmological scandal problem [74] One can try to do it via a positive curvature along the extra dimensions but this is analogous to the Einstein static universe and is not a stable equilibrium point [75] Note that we are using units in which κ has dimensions. [76] A cosmological constant is still a possibility as part of f(R) and any other source will have to redshift anyways. So assuming the present acceleration of the universe will go on indefinitely it is justifiable to ignore other sources. Except maybe sources of the form (3) can be studied but this does not do justice to the economical approach to explain the current situation.

[77] This condition is that the scalar degree of freedom that is excited in f(R) theories (namely f^′(R)) should not have negative mass squared. For a general linear stability analysis one will have to introduce small perturbations for the scale factors as δB and δC. This is not a difficult task if we remember that the solution around which we are expanding is not a power-law solution and the perturbation equations will generally be linear differential equations with constant coefficients and the analysis is rudimentary. We do not explicitly expose it here.

[78] Of course if κ = 0 we get H = 0 which means that the full manifold is R × R^m × T^p this solution is not necessarily stable in Einstein theory and would evolve into Kasner solutions under arbitrary perturbations. One can also show that the situation is similar for f(R) theories, that is the space R ×R^m ×T^p is not linearly stable under arbitrary perturbations of the scale factors.

[79] See however [52]-[53] for some counter examples to this idea where the space-time dimensionality is 4 and Minkowski space can in certain cases be a solution even with negative powers. Since if there are extra dimensions the full manifold is not Minkowski we believe the argument in the text about Ro = 0 solutions still has some weight.