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A bstract

Subject of this contribution is to dem onstrate that the observed

faintness ofthe supernovae at the high redshift can be considered as

a m anifestation of quantum e�ects at cosm ologicalscales. W e show

thatobserved redshiftdistribution ofcoordinate distancesto the type

Ia supernovaecan beexplained by thelocalm anifestationsofquantum

uctuations ofthe cosm ological scale factor about its average value.

Theseuctuationscan arise in theearly universe,grow with tim e,and

produceobserved accelerating ordecelerating expansionsofspace sub-

dom ainscontaining separatesupernovaewith high redshiftwhereasthe

universeasa wholeexpandsata steady rate.

�A contribution to the Internationalworkshop on Frontiers of Particle Astrophysics,

K iev,June 21 -24,2004
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1 Introduction

Quantum cosm ology isthe application ofquantum theory to the universe as

a whole. Since the dom inating interaction in the cosm ologicalrealm (on the

largestscales)isgravity theextrapolation ofquantum theorytothewholeuni-

verse im m ediately hasto addresstheproblem ofquantizing thegravitational

�eld (e.g. [Kiefer1999]). At �rst glance such an attem pt seem s surprising

since one is used to apply quantum theory to m icroscopic system s. Never-

thelessonecan putforward m any argum entsin favourofthequantization of

gravity:

� Uni�cation (asa logicalnecessity and to avoid inconsistences).Allpar-

ticles are the sources ofthe gravitational�eld. Iftheir gravitational

�eldswere really classical,then m easuring allthe com ponentsofthese

�eldssim ultaneously itwould be possible to determ ine the coordinates

and velocitiesoftheparticlesatonce,so thatuncertainty principlewill
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be violated. Since the gravitational�eld is coupled to allother �elds,

itwould beappearstrange,and even inconsistent,to have a drastically

di�erentfram ework forthisone�eld.

� Singularity theorem s of generalrelativity. Under very generalcondi-

tions,the occurrence ofa singularity (where the theory breaks down)

is unavoidable. Therefore a m ore fundam entaltheory is needed. It is

expected thata quantum theory ofgravity willbe such a fundam ental

theory.

� Initialconditions in cosm ology. Since the singularity theorem s predict

theexistenceofan initialstatewith in�niteenergy density which cannot

be described by generalrelativity,a quantum theory should supply a

classicaltheory ofgravity with appropriateinitialconditions.

� Field-theoryspeculations.Itisbelieved thatgravitycan playtheroleofa

regulatorwhich can autom atically elim inatethedivergencesin ordinary

quantum �eld theory.

� Experim ent-theory concordance.A situation in theoreticalphysicsisre-

ected in thediagram [Isham 1995]:

theory  ! concepts  ! facts

in which thetheoreticalcom ponentsarelinked to thephysicaldata.In

thecaseofquantum gravity itwasaccepted thatthedata which can be

unam biguously interpreted asa resultofquantum e�ectsareabsent,so

thatthediagram isshortened

theory  ! concepts:

Thisopinionoriginatesfrom thefactthatthePlancklengthlP l=

q
~G

c3
’

10� 33 cm isextrem elysm allandliesbeyondtherangeoflaboratory-based

experim ents. But itshould be noticed thatquantum e�ects are nota

priorirestricted to certain scales. Rather the process ofdecoherence

[Kiefer1999]through theenvironm entcan explain why quantum e�ects

arenegligibleorim portantfortheobjectunderconsideration.

In the present contribution we show that the originaldiagram can be

restored ifonewillconsiderthewholeuniverse asa laboratory and take

into consideration the new astrophysicaldata from supernovae type Ia

observations,CM B anisotropy m easurem ents(W M AP and others),HST

keyproject,which havetrem endouslyincreased in volum eduringthelast

decade.
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2 O bservations

2.1 D ark m atter and dark energy problem

Observationsindicatethatoverwhelm ingm ajority(about96% )ofm atter/ener-

gy in the universe isin unknown form . The observed m assofstarsgivesthe

following values


stars ’ 0:005 [Coleetal.2001];


stars ’ 0:003+ 0:001
� 0:002

[Salucci& Persic 1999]

forthedensity ofvisible(opticallybright)baryons.Observationsofthecosm ic

m icrowavebackground radiation (CM B)and abundancesofthelightelem ents

in the universe suggestthatthe totaldensity ofbaryonsisabout4 % ofthe

totalenergy density (e.g.[Fukugita & Peebles2004])


B ’ 0:04; 
B =
stars � O (10):

Thisvalueisoneordergreaterthan theobserved m assofstars.Itm eansthat

m ostofbaryonicm attertoday isnotcontained in starsand isinvisible(dark).

The CM B anisotropy m easurem ents allow to determ ine the totalenergy

density 
tot and the m attercom ponent
M .The recentdata give the strong

evidence thatthepresent-day universe isspatially at(orvery closeto it):


tot ’ 1

[deBernardisetal.2000],[Netter�eld etal.2002],[Prykeetal.2002],

[Sieversetal.2003],[Spergeletal.2003]and them ean m atterdensity equals

about30 % ofthe totalenergy density. The independent inform ation about

the m ean m atterdensity 
M extracted from the high redshiftsupernovae Ia

dataon theassum ption thattheuniverseisspatiallyatgivestheclosevalues:


M = 0:29+ 0:05
� 0:03

[Riessetal.2004]:

Thediscrepanciesbetween them atterdensity 
M and thedensity ofbaryons


B on theonehand and thetotalenergy density 
tot and them atterdensity


M ontheotherhand aresignsthattherem ustexistnon-baryonicdarkm atter

with thedensity


D M ’ 0:25;

and som em ysteriouscosm icsubstance(so-called darkenergy)with thedensity


X ’ 0:71:
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Theorigin and com position ofboth darkm atterand darkenergyareunknown.

Dark m atterm anifestsitselfin the universe through the gravitationalin-

teraction.Itspresenceallowstoexplain rotation curvesforgalaxiesand large-

scale structure ofthe universe in the m odels with standard assum ption of

adiabaticdensity perturbations.Asregardsdark energy itisworth m ention-

ing that its expected properties are unusual. It is unobservable (in no way

could itbedetected in galaxies)and spatially hom ogeneous.

2.2 T he rate ofexpansion

The observed faintness ofthe type Ia supernovae (SNe)atthe high redshift

attracts cosm ologists’attention in connection with the hypothesis ofan ac-

celerating expansion ofthepresent-day universe proposed foritsexplanation.

Such a conclusion assum esthatdim m ing ofthe supernovae ishardly caused

by physicalphenom ena non-related to overallexpansion ofthe universe asa

whole,such asunexpected lum inosity evolution,e�ects ofcontam inant gray

intergalacticdust,gravitationallensing,and others(e.g.[Tonry etal.2003]).

Furtherm oreitissupposed thatm attercom ponentofenergy density in the

universe�M ,which includesvisibleand invisible(dark)baryonsand darkm at-

ter,varieswith theexpansion oftheuniverseasa� 3 (thatisithaspractically

vanishing pressure),wherea isa cosm ologicalscalefactor,

�M � a
� 3 (pM � 0);

whiledark energy isdescribed by thefollowing equation ofstate

pX = wX �X ; where � 1� wX � �
1

3
:

Param eterwX can be constant,ase.g. in the m odelswith the cosm ological

constant(�CDM -m odels),orm ay vary with tim easin therolling scalar�eld

scenario (m odelswith quintessence).

Even ifregarding baryon com ponentone can assum e thatthe pressure of

baryonsm ay beneglected dueto theirrelative sm allam ountin the universe,

fordark m atter(whose nature and propertiescan be extracted only from its

gravitationalaction on ordinary m atter)such adependenceon thescalefactor

m ay nothold in theuniversetaken asa whole(in contrastto localm anifesta-

tions,forexam ple in large-scale structure form ation). Since the contribution

from allbaryonsinto thetotalenergy density doesnotexceed 4 % theevolu-

tion oftheuniverseasa wholeisdeterm ined m ainly by dark m atterand dark

energy.
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Subjectofthiscontribution isto dem onstrate thattheobserved dim m ing

ofthesupernovaeatthehigh redshiftcan beconsidered asa m anifestation of

quantum e�ects atcosm ologicalscales.

3 Q uantum m odel

3.1 Q uantization

Justasin ordinary quantum nonrelativistic and relativistic theoriesone can

assum ethattheproblem ofevolution and propertiesoftheuniverseasawhole

in quantum cosm ology should be reduced to the solution ofthe functional

partialdi�erentialequation determ ining theeigenvaluesand theeigenstatesof

som eham iltonian-likeoperator(in spaceofgeneralized variables,whoseroles

areplayed by them etrictensorcom ponentsand m atter�elds).

Forsim plicitywerestrictourstudytothecaseofm inim alcouplingbetween

geom etry and the m atter. Considering thatscalar�eldsplay a fundam ental

role both in quantum �eld theory and in the cosm ology ofthe early universe

we assum e that,originally,the universe is�lled with m atterin the form ofa

scalar�eld � with som epotentialenergy density V (�).

Letusconsiderhom ogeneousand isotropic universe with positive spatial

curvature. Assum ing that the scalar �eld � is uniform and the geom etry is

de�ned by theRobertson-W alkerm etric,werepresenttheaction functionalin

theconventionalform

S =

Z

d� [�a @�a+ �� @�� � H]: (1)

Here� isthetim eparam eter(thatisrelated to thesynchronouspropertim et

by thedi�erentialequation dt= N ad�),a(�)isa scalefactor;�a and �� are

the m om enta canonically conjugate with the variablesa and �,respectively.

TheHam iltonian H isfollowing

H =
1

2
N

�

� �
2

a
+

2

a2
�
2

�
� a

2 + a
4
V (�)

�

� N R ; (2)

where N (�) is a function that speci�es the tim e-reference scale. Here and

below weusethem odi�ed Planck units:

lP =
p
2G~=(3�c3)= 0:74� 10� 33 cm ;

�P = 3c4=(8�Gl2
P
)= 1:63� 10117 GeV cm � 3

:
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Thefunction N playstheroleofaLagrangem ultiplier,and thevariation with

respectto N leadsto theconstraintequation

�S=�N = 0 ) R = 0:

Thestructureoftheconstraintissuch thattruedynam icaldegreesoffreedom

cannotbesingled outexplicitly.Inthem odelbeingconsidered,thisdi�cultyis

reected in thatthechoiceofthetim evariableisam biguous(socalled problem

oftim e).Forthechoiceofthetim ecoordinateto beunam biguous,them odel

m ust be supplem ented with a coordinate condition. W hen the coordinate

condition isadded tothe�eld equations,theirsolution can befound forchosen

tim evariable.However,thism ethod ofrem ovingam biguitiesin specifying the

tim evariabledoesnotsolvetheproblem ofa quantum description.

Therefore we shalluse another approach and rem ove the above am bigu-

ity with the aid ofa coordinate condition im posed prior to varying the ac-

tion functional. The invariance ofaction is restored by param etrizing the

action. Thisapproach form ally agreeswith the procedure oftransform ation

from theW heeler-DeW ittequation toafunctionalSchr�odingerequation (from

the Arnowitt,Deserand M isnerto the Kucha�rdescription)widely discussed

in literature(e.g.[Kucha�r& Torre1991],[Am brus& H�aj�i�cek 2001]).

W e willchoose the coordinate condition in the form [Kuzm ichev 1998],

[Kuzm ichev 1999],[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002]

g
00(@�T)

2
=

1

a2
; or @�T = N ; (3)

where T isthe privileged tim e coordinate,and include itin the action func-

tionalwith theaid ofa Lagrangem ultiplierP

S =

Z

d� [�a @�a+ �� @�� + P @�T � H ]; (4)

where

H = N [P + R ] (5)

isthenew Ham iltonian.Theconstraintequation reducesto theform

P + R = 0: (6)

Param eterT can beused asan independentvariableforthedescription ofthe

evolution oftheuniverse.

In quantum theory,the constraint equation com es to be a constraint on

the wave function that describes the universe �lled with a scalar �eld and

radiation.Thetim e-dependentequation hasa following form

i@T	= Ĥ 	; (7)
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with a Ham iltonian-likeoperator

Ĥ =
1

2

�

@
2

a
�

2

a2
@
2

�
� a

2 + a
4
V (�)

�

: (8)

The wavefunction 	 depends on the cosm ologicalscale factor a,scalar �eld

�,and tim e coordinate T. One can introduce,at least form ally,a positive

de�nite scalar product h	j	i < 1 and specify the norm ofa state. This

m akesitpossibleto de�nea Hilbertspaceofphysicalstatesand to construct

quantum m echanicsform odeloftheuniverse being considered.

Eq.(7)allowsa particularsolution with separablevariables

	= e
i

2
E T
 E ; (9)

wherethefunction  E isgiven in (a;�)-spaceoftwo variablesand satis�esthe

tim e-independentequation

�
� @

2

a
+ a

2
� a

4
�̂� � E

�
 E = 0: (10)

Heretheoperator

�̂� = �
2

a6
@
2

�
+ V (�) (11)

correspondsto the energy density ofthe scalar�eld in classicaltheory. The

eigenvalueE determ inesthecom ponentsoftheenergy-m om entum tensor

eT
0

0 =
E

a4
; eT

1

1 =
eT
2

2 =
eT
3

3 = �
E

3a4
; eT

�

�
= 0 for � 6= �: (12)

W eshallconsiderthecaseE > 0 and calla sourcedeterm ined by theenergy-

m om entum tensor eT�

�
a radiation.

Eq.(10)turnsinto the W heeler-DeW ittequation forthe m inisuperspace

m odelin thespecialcaseE = 0.

3.2 B oundary conditions and solutions

A solution to equation (10)can berepresented asa superposition ofthefunc-

tions’� oftheadiabaticapproxim ation [Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002]

 E (a;�)=

Z
1

� 1

d�’�(a;�)f�(�;E ); (13)

with �
� @

2

a
+ U

�
’� = �’�: (14)
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Here

U = a
2
� a

4
V (�) (15)

isthee�ectivepotentialwith theturning pointsai= ai(�;�):U(ai)= �;a1 <

a2.

In orderto specify thesolution ofEq.(14)atgiven potentialofthescalar

�eld V (�),ithasto besupplem ented by boundary conditions.

The e�ective potentialU asa function ofthe scale factora hasa form of

thebarrier.Thereforethegeneralsolution ofEq.(14)outsidethebarriercan

berepresented in theform ofthesuperposition ofthewaveincidentupon the

barrier,’
(� )
� (a),and theoutgoing wave,’

(+ )
� (a).W ehave

’�(a)= A (�)’(0)
�
(a) for0< a < R ; (16)

’�(a)=
1

p
2�

�
’
(� )

�
(a)� S(�)’(+ )

�
(a)

�
fora > R > a3: (17)

whereU(a3)= 0,a3 > a2.

Thefunction ’
(0)
� (a)isthesolution ofEq.(14)thatisregularattheorigin,

a = 0,and weakly dependenton �.Itcan benorm alized to unity.

Beyond the turning pointsin sem iclassical(W KB)approxim ation the in-

cidentand outgoing wavescan bewritten in an explicitform

’
(� )

�
(a)=

1
p
2(� � U)1=4

exp

�

� i

Z
a

a2

p
� � U da�

i�

4

�

: (18)

Theam plitudeA (�)ofthewavefunction insidethebarrierand theam pli-

tude S(�) (an analog ofS-m atrix) show a resonance behaviour,thatis they

havea sharp peak at� = �n,whiletheresonancecurvehasa width �n,

jA (�)j
2
’

1

�

�n

(� � �n)
2 + �2

n

; (19)

S(�)= exp[2i�(�)]; �(�)= �(�)+ �res(�); (20)

�(�)=
1

2i
ln
’
(� )

� (R )

’
(+ )
� (R )

; �res(�)= arctan
�n

� � �n
: (21)

Using theexplicitform softheincidentand outgoing waveswe�nd

�(�)=

Z
R

a2

p
� � U da�

�

4
:
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Thewidth isequalto

�n ’ exp

(

� 2

Z
a
0

2

a
0

1

p
U � �n da

)

at �n � �n; (22)

wherea0
i
= ai(�n).

The param eters �n > 0 (position ofthe level) and �n > 0 (its width),

n = 0;1;2:::(num ber ofthe state) describe the universe in n-th quasista-

tionary state. In a wide variety ofquantum statesofthe universe,described

by the tim e-independent equation (10),quasistationary states are the m ost

interesting,sincetheuniversein such statescan becharacterized by thesetof

standard cosm ologicalparam eters.Atsm allwidth,�n � 1,thewavefunction

ofthequasistationary state’�(a)asafunction ofahasasharp peakfor� = �n

and itisconcentrated m ainly in theregion lim ited by thebarrierU,

j’�nja< R �

�
2

R �n

� 1=2

j’�nja> R : (23)

If� 6= �n,then atsm allwidth,�n � 1,thewavefunction reachesthegreat

values on the boundary ofthe barrier,while under the barrier it is sm all,

’� � O (�n),

j’�j
2

m ax
�
�n

R

p
�

(� � �n)
2
j’�j

2

a= a3
: (24)

Thereforefollowing [Fock 1976]onecan introducesom eapproxim atefunc-

tion which isequalto exactwavefunction insidethebarrierand vanishesout-

sideit.Thisfunctioncanbenorm alized andused incalculationsofexpectation

values.Such an approxim ation doesnottakeinto accountexponentially sm all

probability oftunnelingthrough thebarrierU.Itisvalid forcalculation ofob-

served param eterswithin thelifetim eoftheuniverse,when thequasistationary

statescan beconsidered asstationary oneswith � = �n.

3.3 T he universe in the state w ith large quantum

num bers

W eshallassum ethattheaveragevalueofthescalefactorhaiin thestatewith

largequantum num bersdeterm inesthescalefactoroftheuniversein classical

approxim ation. Then the tim e-independentequation (10)can be reduced to

the form ofthe �rstEinstein-Friedm ann equation in term sofaverage values

(fordetailssee[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004a])

�
1

hai

dhai

dt

� 2

= h�toti�
1

hai2
; (25)
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where

h�toti=
2

hai6



� @

2

�

�
+ hV i+

E

hai4
(26)

isthem ean totalenergy density.

The quantum state ofthe universe depends on the form and the value

ofthe potentialV (�). Just as in classicalcosm ology which uses a m odelof

the slow-rollscalar �eld in quantum theory based on the tim e-independent

equation (10)itm akessense to considera scalar�eld � which slowly evolves

(in com parison with a large increase ofthe average value ofthe scale factor

hai) into a vacuum -like state with zero energy density, V (�vac) = 0,from

som einitialstate�start with Planck energy density,V (�start)� �P .Thelatter

condition allowsustoconsidertheevolution oftheuniversein tim ein classical

sense.Reachingthevacuum -likestate�vac thescalar�eld � beginstooscillate

aboutthe equilibrium vacuum value due to the quantum uctuations. Here

thepotentialV (�)ofthescalar�eld can bewellapproxim ated bythepotential

ofharm onicoscillator[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004b]

V (�)=
m 2

2
(� � �vac)

2
+ :::;

where m 2 = (d2V=d�2)
�vac

> 0. The oscillationsin such a potentialwellcan

be quantized. The spectrum ofenergy states ofthe scalar �eld � obtained

herehasthefollowing form :M = m
�
s+ 1

2

�
,wherem isa m assofelem entary

quantum excitation ofthe vibrations ofthe scalar �eld,while s counts the

num ber ofthese excitations. The value M can be treated as a quantity of

m atter/energy in theuniverse.

In the states ofthe universe with large quantum num bers,n � 1 and

s� 1,wehavethefollowing relations

E = 4hai[hai� M ]; (27)

h�toti= 
M

hai3
+

E

hai4
; (28)

wherethecoe�cient = 193=12 arisesin calculation ofexpectation valuefor

theoperatorofenergy density ofscalar�eld and takesinto accountitskinetic

and potentialterm s.
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4 Link to the physicaldata

4.1 M ain cosm ologicalparam eters

In m atterdom inated universeM � E =(4hai)and thequantityofm atter/ener-

gy M and the m ean energy density h�toti in the universe taken as a whole

(thatisin quantum stateswhich describeonly hom ogenized propertiesofthe

universe)satisfy thefollowing relations

M = hai; h�toti=


hai2
: (29)

Itisinteresting to exam ine these relationsforthe param etersofthe present-

day universe (the m ean energy density �0,the m ass ofthe observed partof

theuniverseM 0,radiusofcurvatureordistancetotheparticlehorizon a0,the

ageoftheuniverset0)

�0 � 10� 29 g cm � 3
; M 0 � 1080 GeV; a0 � 1028 cm ; t0 � 1017 s:

In m odi�ed Planck unitswehave

M 0 � a0 � t0 � 1061; (30)

whilethetotalenergy density willbethefollowing

�0 �
1

a2
0

�
1

t2
0

� 10� 122: (31)

A good agreem entbetween thetheory and theobservationsshould bepointed

outatonce.

Ourquantum m odelpredictsthatthedim ensionlessageparam eterisequal

to unity

hai� t; H t= 1: (32)

Thisagreeswith theobservations:

0:72. H 0t0 . 1:17 [Peebles& Ratra 2003];

H 0t0 = 0:96� 0:04 [Tonry etal.2003];

H 0t0 ’ 0:93 [Krauss2003];

H 0t0 ’ 0:995 [Spergeletal.2003]:
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Thequantum theory also predictsthattheuniversein highly excited statesis

spatially atto within about7 % ,


tot = 1:066:

Itisin harm ony with thelatestobservationsaswell:


tot = 1� 0:12 [deBernardisetal.2000];


tot = 1:02� 0:06 [Netter�eld etal.2002];


tot = 1:04� 0:06 [Pryke etal.2002];


tot = 0:99� 0:12 [Sieversetal.2003];


tot = 1:02� 0:02 [Spergeletal.2003]:

4.2 C oordinate distance to source

Letusconsidertheproblem ofobserved faintnessoftypeIa supernovaeatthe

high redshiftwithin thefram ework ofourquantum approach.

A lum inosity distance dL isconnected with the distance to source in co-

m oving reference fram er(z)by a following sim plerelation,

dL = (1+ z)r(z); fobs =
L

4�d2
L

;

where fobs is the m easured ux,L is the lum inosity ofthe standard candle,

z� ��=� = a0=hai� 1 isthecosm ologicalredshift.Thedistanceto sourcein

com oving referencefram eisdeterm ined via theexpansion rateH (z)

r(z) = a0 sin

�
1

a0

Z
z

0

dz

H (z)

�

for 
tot > 1;

r(z) =

Z
z

0

dz

H (z)
for 
tot = 1; (33)

r(z) = a0 sinh

�
1

a0

Z
z

0

dz

H (z)

�

for 
tot < 1:

In our quantum m odelin the case ofa at universe the dim ensionless co-

ordinatedistanceobeysthelogarithm iclaw [Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004a]

H 0r(z)= ln(1+ z): (34)
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In Figure1 thedim ensionlesscoordinatedistanceH 0r(z)asa function ofred-

shiftz isshown.Ourquantum m odelisdrawn asalowerred line.Itdescribes

theexpansion oftheuniverse asa wholeata steady rate(with vanishing de-

celeration param eterq(z)� � �aa=_a2).Theupperbluelinecorrespondsto the

m odelwith dark energy in theform ofcosm ologicalconstantwhosecontribu-

tion tothetotalenergy density isequalto 70% .Thelatterphenom enological

m odelpredictsan accelerated expansion ofthepresent-day universe with the

following deceleration param eter:q0 = � 0:55.

0.5 1 1.5 2
z

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

1
1.2
H0 rHzL

Figure1:Dim ensionlesscoordinatedistance H 0r(z)vs.z in quantum m odel

(lowerred line)and in �CDM -m odelwith 
 X = 0:7 and present-day deceler-

ation param eterq0 = � 0:55 (upperblueline).

In Figure2 extra m iddle green line isadded.Itcorrespondsto the m odel

with cosm ologicalconstantwhose contribution to the totalenergy density is

equalto56% .Thepresent-day deceleration param eterforsuch am odelisthe

following:q0 = � 0:34.Therestasin Figure1.Thered linewhich represents

ourquantum m odelpractically coincideswith thegreen lineofthem odelwith

sm alleracceleration. Butitisworth to note thatthese two m odelsdescribe

thedi�erentphysics.

In Figure3thethreeabovem entioned m odelsarecom pared with theobser-

vationaldata.The type Ia supernovae are shown assolid circles.From m ore

then 170 objects ofthe survey we have drawn only a few dozens oftypical

supernovaewhich allow to follow thegeneraltendency.
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Figure2:Dim ensionlesscoordinatedistance H 0r(z)vs.z in quantum m odel

(lowerred line)and in �CDM -m odelswith 
 X = 0:56and q0 = � 0:34(m iddle

green line)and 
X = 0:7 and q0 = � 0:55 (upperblueline).

W e m ay conclude thatourquantum m odelisentirely consistentwith the

dataofobservations.Thisconclusion agreeswith theresultofdataprocessing

by[Daly & Djorgovski2004]whodem onstratethatthem odelwith lowervalue

ofthecontribution from dark energy in theform ofcosm ologicalconstant(the

green linein Figures2 and 3)m ay bepreferred.

4.3 Q uantum uctuations ofscale factor

DeviationsofthecoordinatedistancesH 0r(z)from thelogarithm iclaw (34)to-

wardsboth largerand sm allerdistancesforsom esupernovaecan beexplained

by the localm anifestationsofquantum uctuationsofscale factoraboutits

average value hai. Such uctuations arose in the Planck epoch (t� 1)due

to �nite widths ofquasistationary states. They can cause the form ation of

nonhom ogeneitiesofm atterdensity which havegrown with tim einto theob-

served large-scalestructuresin theform superclustersand clustersofgalaxies,

galaxiesthem selvesetc.[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002].

Letusconsidertheinuenceofm entioned uctuationson visiblepositions

ofsupernovae. The position ofquasistationary state can be determ ined only

approxim ately,j��nj� �n,and the scale factor ofthe universe in the n-th
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Figure 3: Dim ensionless coordinate distances H 0r(z) to supernovae at red-

shiftz.Theobserved SNeIa [Riessetal.2004],[Daly & Djorgovski2004]are

shown assolid circles.Therestasin Fig.2.

statecan befound only with an uncertainty �a ? 0,

�n ! �n + ��n ) hai! hai+ �a:

Ifoneassum esthatjusttheuctuationsofthescalefactor�a causedeviations

ofpositionsofsourcesathigh redshiftfrom thelogarithm iclaw (34),then the

coordinatedistanceswillbegiven by thefollowing expression

H 0r(z)= ln

"�

1+
�a

hai

�
� 1

(1+ z)

#

: (35)

Thepossiblevaluesofcoordinatedistancesin quantum m odelwhich takesinto

accountuctuationsareshown asan area between two orangelinesin Figure

4.Practically allsupernovaefallwithin theshown lim its.

Thus the observed faintness ofthe SNe Ia can in principle be explained

by the logarithm ic-law dependence ofcoordinate distance on redshiftin gen-

eralized form (35) which takes into account the uctuations ofscale factor

aboutitsaveragevalue.Theseuctuationscan arisein theearly universeand

grow with tim eintoobserved deviationsofthecoordinatedistancesofseparate

supernovaeatthehigh redshift.They produceaccelerating ordecelerating ex-

pansionsofspacesubdom ainscontaining such sourceswhereastheuniverseas

a wholeexpandsata steady rate.
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Figure 4: Dim ensionless coordinate distances H 0r(z) to supernovae at red-

shift z. An area between two orange lines corresponds to possible values of

coordinatedistancesin quantum m odelwith uctuations.

Thesam eanalysisonecan m akeforradio galaxiesaswell.

One can com e to a conclusion thatthe universe asa whole expandsata

steady rateanalyzing theinform ation abouttheexpansion rateextracted di-

rectly from thedataon coordinatedistancestosupernovaeand radiogalaxies.

In Figure5 thederived valuesofthedim ensionlessexpansion rateE (z)�

(_a=a)H � 1

0
obtained by [Daly & Djorgovski2004]are shown. The inaccuracy

ofm easurem ents and uncertainties in data processing do not allow to take

thisplotasa �naloutcom e,butonly look attheglobaltrends.These trends

aresupported by theresultsofourcalculationsdrawn in Figure5 asan area

between thered lines.

The proposed approach to the explanation ofobserved dim m ing ofsom e

SNe Ia m ay provoke objections in connection with the problem of large-

scale structure form ation in the universe,since the energy density h�toti in

the form (29) cannot ensure an existence ofa growing m ode ofthe density

contrast �h�toti=h�toti (see e.g. [W einberg 1972]). As we have already m en-

tioned above the density h�toti(29)describesonly hom ogenized propertiesof

the universe as a whole. It cannot be used in calculations ofuctuations

ofenergy density about the m ean value h�toti. Under the study of large-

scale structure form ation one should proceed from the m ore generalexpres-

sion for the energy density (28). De�ning concretely the contents ofm at-
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_
Figure 5: The dim ensionless expansion rate vs. redshift

[Daly & Djorgovski2004], E (0) = 0:97 � 0:03. An area between two

red lines corresponds to possible values ofdim ensionless expansion rate in

quantum m odelwith uctuations.

ter/energy M ,asforinstance in the m odelofcreation ofm atterand energy

proposed in [Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004b],one can m ake calculations of

density contrastasa function ofredshift. The waysto solve the problem of

large-scalestructureform ation in thequantum m odelareroughly outlined in

[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002].

4.4 D ark m atter and dark energy prediction

The quantum m odelallows to calculate the percentage ofthe m ass-energy

constituents in the totalenergy density. Fora atuniverse itpredicts29 %

forthem atterdensity and 71 % forthe dark energy contribution (fordetails

see[Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004b]).
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In Figures6and 7thetheoreticalvaluesofm atterdensity and dark energy

density in com parison with observationaldata sum m arized by

[Spergeletal.2003]areshown.

There isa good agreem entbetween com bined observationaldata and the

theoreticalprediction.
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Figure 6: The plane 
� � 
X =
tot vs. 
m � 
M =
tot. Constraints on

thedensity com ponentsdeterm ined using W M AP + otherCM B experim ents

[Spergeletal.2003].Theacceptablevaluesof
� and 
m lieon thediagonal

ofrectangle. The centralvalue ofthe region isshown asa solid box C.The

pointD correspondstothecaseQ ’ 10GeV,Q istheenergy released in decay

ofelem entary quantum excitation ofthevibrationsofthescalar�eld.
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D
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Figure 7: Constraints on the density of m atter 
m and dark energy 
�

determ ined using W M APext + HST key project data + supernova data

[Spergeletal.2003].Therestasin Fig.6.
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