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A bstract

Sub gct of this contribution is to dem onstrate that the observed
faintness of the supemovae at the high redshift can be considered as
a m anifestation of quantum e ects at cosm ological scales. W e show
that observed redshift distribution of coordinate distances to the type
Ta supemovae can be explained by the localm anifestations of quantum

uctuations of the coan ological scale factor about its average value.
These uctuations can arise in the early universe, grow w ith tin e, and
produce observed accelerating or decelerating expansions of space sub—
dom ains containing separate supemovae w ith high redshift whereas the
universe as a whole expands at a steady rate.
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1 Introduction

Quantum ocosn ology is the application of quantum theory to the universe as
a whole. Since the dom hating Interaction in the cosn ological realm (on the
largest scales) isgravity the extrapolation ofquantum theory to the whole uni-
verse In m ediately has to address the problm of quantizing the gravitational

ed eg. Kiferl1999]). At st glance such an attem pt seem s surprising
since one is used to apply quantum theory to m icroscopic system s. Never-
theless one can put forward m any argum ents in favour of the quantization of

graviy:

Uni cation (asa logical necessity and to avoid inconsistences). A llpar-
ticles are the sources of the gravitational eld. If their gravitational

elds were really classical, then m easuring all the com ponents of these

elds sin ultaneously it would be possible to determ ine the coordinates
and velocities of the particks at onoce, so that uncertainty principle will
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be violated. Since the gravitational eld is coupled to all other elds,
it would be appear strange, and even nnoonsistent, to have a drastically
di erent fram ework for this one eld.

Singularity theorem s of general rehtivity. Under very general condi-
tions, the occurrence of a singularity Where the theory breaks down)
is unavoidable. Therefore a m ore fundam ental theory is needed. It is
expected that a quantum theory of gravity will be such a fundam ental
theory.

Initdal conditions in cosm ology. Since the singularity theorem s predict
the existence ofan initial state w ith In nite energy density which cannot
be descrbed by general relativity, a quantum theory should supply a
classical theory of gravity w ith appropriate initial conditions.

F ield-theory speculations. Tt isbelieved that graviy can play the roke ofa
regulator which can autom atically elin inate the divergences in ordinary
quantum eld theory.

E xperim enttheory concordance. A situation in theoretical physics is re—
ected In the diagram [Isham 1993]:

theory ! conocepts ! facts

In which the theoretical com ponents are linked to the physical data. In
the case of quantum gravity it was acospted that the data which can be
unam biguously Interpreted as a result of quantum e ects are absent, so
that the diagram is shortened

theory ! ooncepts:
q__
T his opinion originates from the factthattheP lanck kength b= =5 7
10 33 an isextrem ely sm alland liesbeyond the range of laboratory-based
experin ents. But it should be noticed that quantum e ects are not a
priori restricted to certain scales. Rather the process of decoherence
K defer 1999] through the environm ent can explain why quantum e ects

are negligible or im portant for the ob fct under consideration.

In the present contrbution we show that the orighal diagram can be
restored if one w ill consider the w hole universe as a laboratory and take
Into consideration the new astrophysical data from supemovae type Ia
cbservations, CM B anisotropy m easurem ents W M AP and others), HST
key progct, which have trem endously increased In volum e during the last
decade.
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2 O bservations

2.1 D ark m atter and dark energy problem

O bsarvations indicate that overw helm ingm a prity (@bout 96% ) ofm atter/ener—
gy In the universe is in unknown form . The observed m ass of stars gives the
follow Ing values

sars | 0005 ol et al. 20010);

stars | 0200373907 Baluccis Persic 1999]

forthe density ofvisble (optically bright) baryons. O bservations ofthe coan ic
m icrow ave background radiation (CM B) and abundances ofthe light elem ents
In the universe suggest that the total density of baryons is about 4 $ of the
totalenergy density (eg. Fukugia & Pecbles 2004])

g | 0:04; B~ stars O (10):

T his value is one order greater than the cbserved m ass of stars. Tt m eans that
m ost ofbaryonicm atter today is not contained in stars and is Invisbl (dark).
The CM B anisotropy m easurem ents allow to detem ne the total energy
density .+ and the m atter com ponent y . The recent data give the strong
evidence that the present-day universe is spatially at (or very close to i):
tot ! l
de Bemardis et al. 2000], Netter eld et al. 2002]], P ryke et al. 2002],
Sievers et al. 2003], [Spergelet al. 2003] and the m ean m atter density equals
about 30 $ of the total energy density. T he ndependent inform ation about
the m ean m atter density v extracted from the high redshift supemovae Ia
data on the assum ption that the universe is spatially at givesthe close values:

M= O:29+8§82 R iess et al. 2004]:

T he discrepancies between them atter density y and the density ofbaryons
s on the one hand and the totalenergy density . and the m atter density
v on the otherhand are signsthat therem ust exist non-baryonic dark m atter

w ith the density

pu " 025;

and som em ysterious cosn ic substance (so-called dark energy) w ith the density

x 7 01:
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T he origin and com position ofboth dark m atter and dark energy are unknown.

D ark m atter m anifests itself in the universe through the gravitational n—
teraction. Itspresence allow s to explain rotation curves for galaxies and large—
scale structure of the universe In the m odels w ith standard assum ption of
adiabatic density perturbations. A s regards dark energy it is worth m ention—
Ing that its expected properties are unusual. Tt is uncbservable (in no way
could it be detected in galaxies) and soatially hom ogeneous.

2.2 The rate of expansion

The ocbserved faintness of the type Ia supemovae (SNe) at the high redshift
attracts coam ologists’ attention In connection w ith the hypothesis of an ac—
celerating expansion of the present-day universe proposed for its explanation.
Such a conclusion assum es that dinm ing of the supemovae is hardly caused
by physical phenom ena non-related to overall expansion of the universe as a
whole, such as unexpected lum mnosity evolution, e ects of contam inant gray
Intergalactic dust, gravitational lensing, and others (eg. [Tonry et al. 2003]).

Furthem ore it is supposaed that m atter com ponent ofenergy density in the
universe y ,which includesvisbl and Invisbl (dark) baryonsand dark m at-
ter, varies w ith the expansion ofthe universe asa ? (that is it has practically
vanishing pressure), where a is a coan ological scale factor,

v ac @  0);

while dark energy is described by the follow ing equation of state
1
Px = Wy x; Where 1 w 5:

Param eter wy can be constant, as eg. In the m odels w ith the coan ological
constant ( CDM -m odels), orm ay vary w ith tin e as in the rolling scalar eld
soenario (m odels w ith quintessence) .

Even if regarding baryon com ponent one can assum e that the pressure of
baryons m ay be neglected due to their relative an all am ount in the universs,
for dark m atter wWhose nature and properties can be extracted only from its
graviationalaction on ordinary m atter) such a dependence on the scale factor
m ay not hold In the universe taken as a whol (Inh contrast to localm anifesta—
tions, for exam ple in large-scale structure form ation). Since the contribution
from allbaryons into the total energy density does not exceed 4 $ the evolu-—
tion ofthe universe as a whol is detem ined m ainly by dark m atter and dark

energy.
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Sub gct of this contribution is to dem onstrate that the cbserved dinm ing
of the supemovae at the high redshift can be considered as a m anifestation of
quantum e ects at coan ological scales.

3 Quantum m odel

3.1 Quantization

Just as In ordinary quantum nonrelativistic and relativistic theories one can
assum e that the problem ofevolution and properties of the universe asa whol
In quantum coan ology should be reduced to the solution of the functional
partialdi erential equation detem ining the eigenvalues and the eigenstates of
som e ham iltonian-like operator (In space of generalized variables, whose roles
are played by the m etric tensor com ponents and m atter elds).

Forsim plicity we restrict our study to the case ofm Inin alcoupling betw een
geom etry and the m atter. Considering that scalar elds play a fuindam ental
roke both In quantum eld theory and in the coan ology of the early universe
we assum e that, orghally, the universe is lled with m atter in the form ofa
scalar eld with som e potential energy density V ().

Let us consider hom ogeneous and isotropic universe w ith positive spatial
curvature. A ssum ing that the scalar eld  is uniform and the geom etry is
de ned by the R cbertson-W akerm etric, we represent the action functional in
the conventional form

Z

S = d [.@a+ @ HI: @)

Here isthe tin e param eter (that is related to the synchronous propertine t
by the di erential equation dt= N ad ), a( ) isa scal factor; . and are
the m om enta canonically conjugate w ith the variables a and , respectively.
The Ham iltonian H is follow ng

N R g+ a'v () N R ; Q)

where N ( ) is a function that speci es the tin ereference scalke. Here and
below we use them odi ed P Janck units:

p— 33
L = 2G~=3 &)= 04 10 7" an;

p =3c'=@ GE)= 163 10" Gev an °:
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The function N plays the rok ofa Lagrange m ultiplier, and the variation w ith
resoect to N Jeads to the constraint equation

S=N=0 ) R = O:

T he structure of the constraint is such that true dynam ical degrees of freedom
cannot be singled ocut explicitly. In them odelbeing considered, thisdi culty is
re ected in that the choice ofthe tim e varable is am biguous (so called problem
oftim e). For the choice of the tin e coordinate to be unam biguous, the m odel
must be supplm ented with a coordinate condition. W hen the coordinate
condition isadded to the eld equations, their solution can be found for chosen
tin e varable. H owever, thism ethod of ram oving am biguities in specifying the
tin e variable does not solve the problem of a quantum description.

T herefore we shall use another approach and rem ove the above ambigu—
ity with the aid of a coordinate condition in posed prior to varying the ac—
tion functional. The nvariance of action is restored by param etrizing the
action. This approach fom ally agrees w ith the procedure of transform ation
from theW heelerD &i it equation to a functional Schrodinger equation (from
the A mow itt, D eser and M isner to the K uchar description) w idely discussed
n lterature (eg. Kuchar& Torre 1991]], Ambrus & HaJicek 2001)]).

W e will choose the coordinate condition in the form [Kuzm ichev 1998],
K uzm ichev 1999], Kuzm ichev & Kiuizm ichev 20027]

1
¢ @T)¥==; or @T=N; ®3)
a
where T is the privileged tin e coordinate, and include it in the action finc-
tionalw ith the aid of a Lagrange m ultiplier P
Z
S= d [.@a+t @ +P@T HI; “)
where
H=NI[P+R] ©)
isthe new Ham iltonian. T he constraint equation reduces to the formm
P+R = 0: (6)

Param eter T can be used as an independent variabl for the description of the
evolution of the universe.

In quantum theory, the constraint equation com es to be a constraint on
the wave function that describes the universe lled wih a scalar eld and
radiation. T he tin edependent equation has a ©llow ng fom

ie; = H ; )
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w ith a H am iltonian-lke operator

A 1
H=§ @2

3@2 §+a4V() : 8)

a2

The wavefunction depends on the coan ological scale factor a, scalar eld
, and tin e coordinate T. One can introduce, at last fom ally, a positive
de nite scalar product h ji < 1 and specify the nom of a state. This
m akes i possble to de ne a H ibert space of physical states and to construct
quantum m echanics for m odel of the universe being considered.
Eq. [ allow s a particular solution w ith ssparable variables

=e:®T ; 9)

where the fuinction  isgiven In (@; )-space oftwo variables and satis esthe
tin e-independent equation

€@+a> 4~ E 5= 0: (10)
H ere the operator
2
A= 3@2+v<> (11)

corresoonds to the energy density of the scalar eld In classical theory. The
eigenvalue E determ ines the com ponents of the energy-m om entum tensor

E
at

E

0 = —
0 3a*

; Bl=f8=Ff-= T =0fHr 6 : 12)
W e shall consider the case E > 0 and call a source detem Ined by the energy—
mom entum tensor ®  a radiation.

Eqg. [0 tums into the W heelerD éW itt equation for the m nisuperspace

m odel in the specialcase E = 0.

3.2 Boundary conditions and solutions

A solution to equation [[0) can be represented as a superposition of the fuinc—
tions’ ofthe adiabatic approxim ation Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002]

Zl
e @ )= d @ )f(E); (13)
1
w ith
€+u = ' (14)
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Here

U=a 4v() 15)
isthe e ective potentialw ith the tuming pointsa; = a;( ; ): U @)= ; a <
as .

Tn order to specify the solution of Eq. [[4) at given potential of the scalar
ed V ( ), it has to be supplam ented by boundary conditions.

The e ective potential U as a function of the scale factor a has a form of

the barrier. T herefore the general solution ofEq. [[4) outside the barrier can

be represented In the form of the superposition of the wave Incident upon the
(+

barrier, ’ ( )(a),and the outgoing wave, ’ )(a).Wehave
" @=37A()"%@ Hro<a<R; 16)
1 () “+)
' @)= p? ’ @) S()"' @) fora> R > as: @7)
where U (@3)= 0,a3 > a,.

The fiinction * © (@) isthe solution ofEq. [I4) that is reqular at the origin,
a= 0, and weakly dependent on . It can be nom alized to unity.

Beyond the tuming points in sem iclassical W KB) approxin ation the in—
cident and outgoing waves can be w ritten In an explicit form

zZ .
"><a)=p_l—exp i Uda = 18)
2( Uyt a 4
The am plitude A ( ) ofthe wavefunction Inside the barrier and the am pli-
tude S () (@n analog of S-m atrix) show a resonance behaviour, that is they
have a sharp peak at = ,,whilk the resonance curve hasa width ,,
T S 19
A (O3 ek 2 (19)
S()=expPki () ()= () hes(); 0)
1 'R) n
(V=5 —7—7 rs()= arctan : 1)
21 o« R) n
U sing the explicit form s of the incident and outgoing waves we nd
Z
Rp—

()= U da Z:

az
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The width isequalto

W exp 2 U .da at . . 02)

whereal= a; (,).

The parameters , > 0 (position of the kevel) and , > 0 (is width),
n = 0;1;2::: (number of the state) describe the universe In n-th quasista—
tionary state. In a wide variety of quantum states of the universe, described
by the tin e-ndependent equation [I0), quasistationary states are the m ost
Interesting, since the universe in such states can be characterized by the st of
standard cosn ological param eters. At an allw idth, , 1, the wavefunction
ofthe quasistationary state’ (@) asa function ofa hasa sharp peak or = ,
and it is concentrated m ainly in the region lim ited by the barrier U,

1=2

B P 23)

j n i< R R N
If 6 ,,then at anallwidth, , 1, the wavefunction reaches the great
values on the boundary of the barrer, whilk under the barrer it is snall,

© 0 (), o

i Jzﬂax R (2 i ;f:a3: 4)

T herefore ollow ing Fodk 1976] one can Introduce som e approxin ate func—
tion which is equal to exact wavefunction inside the barrier and vanishes out-
side it. This fiinction can be nom alized and used in calculations ofexpectation
values. Such an approxin ation does not take Into account exponentially sm all
probability oftunneling through the barrierU . &t isvalid for calculation of cb—
served param etersw ithin the lifstin e ofthe universe, when the quasistationary
states can be considered as stationary oneswih = .

3.3 The universe in the state w ith large quantum
num bers

W e shallassum e that the average value ofthe scale factorhai in the state w ith
large quantum num bers determ nes the scale factor of the universe in classical
approxin ation. Then the tin e-independent equation [[0) can be reduced to
the form ofthe st E nsteh-Friedm ann equation in tem s of average values
(for details see Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004a])

1 dhai ° ,
=ht0tl

i o ek )
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where

. . E
N prl= ¢ +Wwi+ —; 26)

hai® hai

is the m ean totalenergy density.

The quantum state of the universe depends on the form and the value
of the potential V ( ). Just as In classical cosm ology which uses a m odel of
the slowroll scalar eld In quantum theory based on the tim e-independent
equation [I0) it m akes sense to consider a scalar eld which slow Iy evolves
(in com parison with a large increase of the average value of the scale factor
hai) into a vacuum -lke state wih zero energy density, V ( yac) = 0, from
som e Initialstate e with P lanck energy density, V ( start) p . The Jatter
condition allow susto consider the evolution ofthe universe In tin e in classical
sense. Reaching the vacuum —1ke state 4. the scalar eld beginsto oscillate
about the equillbriuim vacuum value due to the quantum uctuations. Here
thepotentialV ( ) ofthe scalar eld can bewellapproxin ated by the potential
of ham onic oscillator Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 20040

V()_m_Z( )2+....
2 vac LA 4

wherem? = (FV=d ?) > 0. The oscillations in such a potential well can
be quantized. The soectrum of energy states of the scalar eld  obtained
here hasthe following form : M = m s+ % ,wherem isam assofelem entary
quantum excitation of the vibrations of the scalar eld, whik s counts the
num ber of these excitations. The value M can be treated as a quantity of

m atter/energy in the universe.

In the states of the universe wih large quantum numbers, n 1 and
S 1, we have the ollow ing relations

E=4hmimi M]; @27)
h i —M + —E (28)
l: .
tot ] i3 ] i4l

where the coe cient = 193=12 arises in calculation of expectation value for
the operator of energy density of scalar eld and takes into account its kinetic
and potential temm s.
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4 Link to the physicaldata

4.1 M ain cosm ological param eters

In m atter dom nated universe M E = (4hai) and the quantity ofm atter/ener—
gy M and the mean energy density h 1 In the universe taken as a whol
(that is In quantum states which describe only hom ogenized properties of the
universe) satisfy the follow Ing relations

Tt is interesting to exam ne these relations for the param eters of the present-
day universe (the m ean energy density o, the m ass of the ocbserved part of
the universe M ¢, radius of curvature or distance to the particle horizon ag, the
age of the universe ty)

0 10 gan *; M, 16°Gev; ag 16° an; 107 s:

In m odi ed P Janck units we have
Mo a & 104 30)

w hile the total energy density w illbe the follow ing

1 1
v — = 101'?2: (31)

&% %

A good agreem ent between the theory and the observations should be pointed
out at once.
O urquantum m odelpredicts that the din ensionless age param eter isequal
to uniyy
mi t; Ht= 1: (32)

T his agrees w ith the cbservations:
072 . Hotg . 147 [Pecbles& Ratra 2003);
Hotg= 0:96 004 |Tonry et al. 2003];

Hotg ’ 093 [Krauss2003];

Hoty ! 0995 Bpergelet al 20031
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T he quantum theory also predicts that the universe in highly excited states is
soatially at to wihin about 7 %,

ot = 1:066:
Tt is In ham ony w ith the latest observations as well:
we= 1 042 I|deBemardiset al. 2000];

we= 102 006 Netter eld et al. 2002];
wt= 104 006 [Prykeetal 2002];
we= 099 012 ISeversetal. 2003]);

wt= 102 0202 |$pergelet al. 2003]:

42 Coordinate distance to source

Let us consider the problem of cbserved faintness of type Ia supemovae at the
high redshift within the fram ew ork of our quantum approadch.

A lum inosity distance d;, is connected with the distance to source in co-
m oving reference fram e r (z) by a follow Ing sin ple relation,

L
d, = 0+ 2)r(z); fops = W;
where f ¢ is the measured ux, L is the lum nosity of the standard candle,
z = = ap=tai 1 isthe cosn ological redshift. T he distance to source in
com oving reference fram e is determ ined via the expansion rate H (z)
Z
, 1 *dz
r(z) = aysn — for wt > 1;
a o H ()
(2) S 1 33)
rz) = r =1;
. H (Z) tot I4
_ 1 *dz
r(z) = agsnh — for wor < 1:
ag o H )

In our quantum model In the case of a at universe the din ensionless co-
ordinate distance cbeys the logarithm ic law [Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 20044]

Hor(@z)= @+ z): (34)
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In Figure 1 the din ensionless coordinate distance H gr (z) as a function of red—
shift z isshown. O urquantum m odelisdrawn asa lower red line. It describes
the expansion of the universe as a whole at a steady rate (W ith vanishing de-
celeration param eter q(z) aa=3). T he upper blue line corresponds to the
m odelw ith dark energy In the form of coan ological constant whose contribu-—
tion to the totalenergy density isequalto 70 $ . T he Jatter phenom enological
m odel predicts an accelerated expansion of the present-day universe w ith the
follow ing deceleration param eter: ¢ =  055.

Ho 1(2)
1.2

1 I
0.8
0.6
04
0.2

05 1 15 2

Figure 1: D In ensionless coordinate distance H g r(z) vs. z In quantum m odel
(lower red line) and n CDM -modelwith y = 0:7 and present-day deceler-
ation parametercp = 055 (Upperblue line).

In Figure 2 extra m iddJe green line is added. It corresponds to the m odel
w ith coam ological constant whose contribution to the total energy density is
equalto 56 % . T he present-day deceleration param eter for such am odel is the
ollowing: g = 0:34. The rest as In Figure 1. The rad Ine which represents
our quantum m odelpractically coincides w ith the green line ofthem odelw ih
an aller accelkeration. But it is worth to note that these two m odels describe
the di erent physics.

In F igure 3 the three abovem entioned m odels are com pared w ith the obser-
vationaldata. The type Ia supemovae are shown as solid circles. From m ore
then 170 obcts of the survey we have drawn only a few dozens of typical
supemovae which allow to follow the general tendency.
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Ho 1(2)
1.2

1 I
0.8
0.6
04
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05 1 15 2

Figure 2: D in ensionless coordinate distance H o r (z) vs. z In quantum m odel
(lowerred Ine) and in CDM -modelswih x = 056andq = 034 m iddle
green line) and x = 07 and g = 055 (Upper blue line).

W e m ay conclude that our quantum m odel is entirely consistent w ith the
data of observations. T his conclusion agrees w ith the resul of data processing
by D aly & D prgovski2004]who dem onstrate that them odelw ith lower value
ofthe contrdbution from dark energy In the form of cosn ological constant (the
green line In F igures 2 and 3) m ay be preferred.

4.3 Quantum uctuations of scale factor

D eviations ofthe coordinate distancesH ( r (z) from the logarithm iclaw [34) to—
wards both Jarger and an aller distances for som e supemovae can be explained
by the localm anifestations of quantum uctuations of scale factor about its
average value hai. Such uctuations arose in the P lanck epoch (& 1) due
to nie widths of quasistationary states. They can cause the fom ation of
nonhom ogeneities of m atter density which have grown w ith tin e into the cb-
served lJarge-scale structures In the form superclusters and clusters of galaxies,
galaxies them selves etc. Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002].

Let us consider the In uence ofm entioned uctuations on visble positions
of supemovae. The position of quasistationary state can be detem ined only
approxin ately, j . J n, and the scale factor of the universe in the n-th
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Ho 1(2)

05 1 15 2

Figure 3: D in ensionless coordinate distances H o r(z) to supemovae at red—
chift z. The observed SNe Ia Riess et al. 2004], D aly & D prgovski2004] are
shown as s0lid circles. The rest as in Fig. 2.

state can be found only with an uncertainty a? O,
n! at g ) hmi! hai+ a:

Ifone assum es that just the uctuationsofthe scale factor a cause deviations
ofpositions of sources at high redshift from the logarithm ic law [34), then the
coordinate distances w illbe given by the follow ing expression
" N . #

Hor@z)=In 1+E_ a+ z) : (35)
T he possb e values of coordinate distances in quantum m odelw hich takes nto
acoount uctuations are shown as an area between two orange lines in F igure
4. Practically all supemovae fallw ithin the shown 1im its.

T hus the ocbserved faintness of the SNe Ia can in principlk be explained
by the logarithm icJaw dependence of coordinate distance on redshift n gen—
eralized orm [3H) which takes Into account the uctuations of scale factor
about is average value. These uctuations can arise in the early universe and
grow w ith tim e into cbserved deviations ofthe coordinate distances of separate
supemovae at the high redshift. T hey produce accelerating or decelerating ex—
pansions of space subdom ains containing such sources w hereas the universe as
a whole expands at a steady rate.
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Ho 1(2)
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Figure 4: D in ensionless coordinate distances H o r(z) to supemovae at red—
shift z. An area between two orange lines corresoonds to possbl valuies of
coordinate distances in quantum m odelw ith uctuations.

T he sam e analysis one can m ake for radio galaxies as well.

One can com e to a conclusion that the universe as a whole expands at a
steady rate analyzing the inform ation about the expansion rate extracted di-
rectly from the data on coordinate distances to supemovae and radio galaxies.

In Figure 5 the derived values of the dim ensionless expansion rate E (z)
@=a)H ! obtained by Daly & D prgovski2004] are shown. The accuracy
of m easurem ents and uncertainties In data processing do not allow to take
thisplt asa naloutoom e, but only look at the global trends. T hese trends
are supported by the results of our calculations drawn In Figure 5 as an area
between the red lines.

T he proposad approach to the explanation of cbserved dimm ing of som e
SNe Ta may provoke obctions in connection with the problm of large-
scale structure om ation in the universe, since the energy density h 1 In
the form [29) cannot ensure an existence of a grow ing m ode of the density
contrast hti=h il (22 eg. W enberg 1972]). As we have already m en—
tioned above the density h i [29) describes only hom ogenized properties of
the universe as a whole. Tt cannot be used In calculations of uctuations
of energy density about the mean value h i. Under the study of large-
scale structure form ation one should proceed from the m ore general expres—
sion for the energy density [28). De ning concretely the contents of m at—
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Figure 5: The dmensionlss expansion mate vs. redshift
Daly & D prgovski2004], E (0) = 0297 0:03. An area between two

red lines corresponds to possibl values of din ensionlss expansion rate in
quantum m odelw ith uctuations.

ter/energy M , as for instance in the m odel of creation ofm atter and energy
proposed In Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 20040, one can m ake calculations of
density contrast as a function of redshift. The ways to solve the problem of
largescale structure form ation in the quantum m odel are roughly outlined in
Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2002].

44 D ark m atter and dark energy prediction

The quantum m odel allow s to calculate the percentage of the m assenergy
constituents In the total energy density. Fora at universe it predicts 29 %
for the m atter density and 71 $ for the dark energy contribution (for details
see Kuzm ichev & Kuzm ichev 2004D)).
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In Figures 6 and 7 the theoretical values ofm atter density and dark energy
density in com parison w ith observational data summ arized by
Spergel et al. 2003] are shown.

T here is a good agreem ent between com bined cbservational data and the
theoretical prediction.
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Figure 6: The plane X= ot VS. M= wt- Constraints on
the density com ponents determm ned usng W M AP + otherCM B experin ents
Spergel et al. 2003]. T he acceptable values of and , lieon the diagonal
of rectangle. The central value of the region is shown as a solid box C . The
point D correspondstothecaseQ ’ 10G eV, Q isthe energy released in decay
of elem entary quantum excitation of the vibrations of the scalar eld.
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