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1 Introduction

T here has probably never existed such a di erence between predictions given

by two comm only approved and powerfiil theories. On the one hand, as-
tronom ical cbservations place strong lim its on the value of the cosn ological
constant requiring it should not be greater than 10 ** m ?; see Ref. [{].
On the other hand, the quantum theory predicts that anything contribut-
Ing to the vacuum -energy density should act lke a coan ological constant.
T heoretical expectations thus give ofthe order of 10 m 2, which exceeds
observationallin itsby about 120 orders ofm agnitude. T hishuge discrepancy
is at the origin of a dilemm a often referred to as the coan ological constant
problam . Recently, m any attem pts have been undertaken to solve this para—
dox; see Ref. [[l]. In this paper, we propose a new and very sin ple solution
to i, which willbe called a toy m odel.

2 E Instein generalized equation

W e start this work by w riting the E Instein generalized eld equation,
1
R J9R+ g =T ; 1)

where R , g and T , wih O ; k 2 N, are the com ponents
of the R icci, m etric and stress{energy tensors, respectively, denotes the
coan ological constant, R R g ,and = 8 G=c*; we also assum e that
the relationship between the R iociand R iem ann{Christo el tensors is of the
form R R . Note that in our approach we consider the tetm g
in Eq. M) to be related to the kft-hand side, ie. the geom etric side of the
E Instein equation. T herefore, we believe that this tetm does not contribute
to the stress{energy tensor T
Tt is clear that, assum ing the value of the constant to be ofthe order of

10 m 2 in a Purdinensional (1 + 3) spacetin e, we are not able to obtain
any reasonable, ie. consistent w ith observations, solution ofEq. ). One of
the possbl ways out of this situation is to increase the spacetin e din en—
sionality. Yet, how m any additional dim ensions are needed In such a case?
W e will answer this question by de ning the vacuum stress{energy tensor
T which hasto render appropriate { from the point ofview ofthe quantum

eld theory { param eters of the vacuum , ie. am ong others is enom ously



large density of energy. To do this, ket us appeal to the New tonian gravity
theory, which rem ains an excellent approach to E instein’s general relativity
at relatively an all distances and velocities,! and note that { according to
experin ental data { the generalized P oisson equation [|] for the N ew tonian
gravitationalpotential in a an all region ofan em pty space should take the
form r? 0 where r k;v;z]. Sihce for the generalized Poisson equa—
tion one has ri / TrdiagT ) so, consequently, Tr(diagT ) 0 must
occur, which { due to the large value of the constant { obviously rules
out sin pl solutions of the type of T = g = forall and . Atthe
sam e tin e we require space w ith the three spatialdin ensions { the only ones
which are subct to our direct perception { to be hom ogeneous, isotropic,
and nally, to show a su ciently small curwvature for relatively short dis-
tances. M oreover, the additional spatial din ension (s) should not be directly
cbservable. Tt iseasy to dem onstrate that the stress{energy tensor com plying
w ith all the above requirem ents should, after diagonalization, take the formm
diagT )= K; X ;0;0;0) { wih an approprately adjisted value of the
quantity X 2 R { which can be written as (diagT ) = (UvaciBvacs0;0;0),
where we de ne the quantity U, asa vacuum -energy density and the quan—
tity pvac { @s a vacuum pressure. T hen, the only non-vanishing com ponents
of the stress{energy tensor T are

T =-—g or =0;1 & = 0;1: @)

Hence, the spacetin e ofourtoy m odelis ve-dim ensional (1+ 4), ofthe fom
Rl(time) R! (extra spatialdimension) R? (threedin ensional space). For
this and subssquent sections of this paper, the signature of the m etric tensor

is assumed to be equalto 3, so the elem ents of the diagonalized m etric
tensorhave thesigns +; ; ; ; ).W e also assum e that the coan ological
constant has a negative value, and that 33 10 m 2. Consequently, the
value of the vacuum -energy density

C4

Uyac = 5G ; 3)
where G denotes the N ew tonian gravitational constant and c stands for the
soeed of light, is of the sam e order of m agnitude as that predicted by the

IN ote, however, that the New tonian theory rem ains valid also while describing the
relatively slow mean motion of a relativistic uid, ie. the uid whose (m ost) particles
m ove w ith velocities which are com parable to the velociy of light.



quantum theory. Note that T , for = 0;1 and = 0;1, is the stress{
energy tensor of an ideal uid which satis es the vacuum equation of state,

Uyac = PBvacs and the (negative) vacuum pressure
c4
Pvac = 8 G 4)

com es exclusively from the additional spatialdim ension. In other words, the
pressure pyac acts along the extra spatial dinm ension (further denoted by a),
ie.orthogonally (on)to hypersurfaces w ith constant values of the coordinate
a. Pressure along the three \m acroscopic" spatial dim ensions is equal to
Zero.

Note also that or Eq. M) wih the stress{energy tensor de ned by ex—
pression M), the corresponding generalized P oisson equation takes the form
r¢ = & [Uyac + Pvac)=2 = 0, according to our expectations and to the
requirem ent in posed while constructing the stress{energy tensor T  at the
beginning of this section; see also section 5.1 of this paper.

It is worth em phasizing that the E instein equation W) with the stress{
energy tensor given by expression M) implies that the only non-vanishing
com ponents ofthe RiccitensorR  are

R =g for = 0;1 & = 0;1: 5)

3 Solution for an em pty space

The solution of Eq. W) w ith the stress{energy tensor given by expression W)
reads

ds*= 1+ jp® faf 1+ j3a? Yda®  a dy dZ ©6)

wherea ® and &;y;z) 6¢;x%;x%), wih x! and &?;x3;x*) denoting
the \m icro" and m acrospace coordinates, respectively?

Letus rst nvestigate the properties of them etric ) on a \m icroscalke”.
Taking x;y;z) = const we obtain

1

ds’= 1+ jp* fdf 1+ jp*? da’: @)

2Theterm \m icrospace" isused here to em phasize that the additionalspatialdin ension
ism acroscopically, or directly unobservable, which w illbe shown later.



This m etric descrbes the covering surface R  R! of the antide Sitter
tw o-din ensional spacetin e w ith the negative cosn ological constant . It is
known in tum, that the antide Sitter spacetin e of the form S! R! hasno
C auchy surfaces and contains \global" closed tin elike curves [, []. N am ely,

after a (coordinate) tine
2
Ti= —¢— ®)

c J3J

has elapsed, the ocbserver located at any place w here the condition a = const

is satis ed, would retrace his own life history (of course, the covering surface

given by the metric M) does not possess this property any more). Hence,

one cbtains a \natural" unit im posed on the antide Sitter spacetim e: the

coordiate tine T; 10 ® s. Note that the maximum distance, which

can be covered during the tine T; by a signal or a particl, is equal to

L c¢cT 10 m . Inthenext section i willbe shown that no particle w ith

a nite energy, m oving in the spacetin e described by expression @), could

Irrevocably leave the nearest neighbourhood a L ofthem acrospace given
by a = 0. First, however, we should point out that the quantity T; is of the

order of the Planck tine Tp; = (Gh=c)?, whereh  h=( ) denotes the
P lanck constant, and L is ofthe order ofthe P Janck length Lp; = (Gh=c’)'"2.

Bearing in m ind the omula M), one then can assum e that in our toy m odel
the value of the coan ological constant is given by the combination of the

fundam ental constants of nature,

= i: 3829 1 m ?: )
Gh

3.1 Equations ofm otion

Now we will present considerations which lead to the conclusion that the
additional spatial dim ension is directly unobservable. Taking the m etric W)
we cbtain Integrated equations of the m otion for a m asslkss as well as an
ordinary (ie.possessing a nite mass) test particke® in the absence of any
potentials,

— = U’ 1+33%° pf (10)

3N ote that i this paper we hvestigate the behaviour of uncharged particles only.



= U® 1+33* m’+ pF ; a1

resoectively. A s usual, the quantities and denote here a ne param e~
ters; In particular, the parameter may be equal to the proper tine of
a particle with a nie mass. The constant quantitiesm , U and p are the
partick’s rest-m ass, totalenergy and three-din ensionalm om entum vector in
the \m acroscopic" space a = 0, respectively, and ¢ denotes the velocity of
amass]essparEgjc]ewith ard to the hypersurface a = 0. Finally, U R
pf=p L,pp'= L,0Y%,andp® P isequalto the square root
of the left-hand side of Egs. ) or ). It is then easy to conclude that
only particles w ith huge energies U are able to sum ount the ncredibly deep
potentialwell! { proportionalto (1+ j7?)?, and penetrate the additional
spatial din ension a on a scale much larger than L 3312.0) M oreover,
there exists only a single stabl stationary point for the particle m oving In
the additional spatial din ension, given by

d9——m—
0= — 1+ 3J3*; 12)
da
i is of course a = 0, ie. the \ordhary" fourdin ensional \m acroscopic"

oacetin e. The accekeration of any ob ct m oving towards this point (or,
to be m ore precise, this hyperspace) would be enom ously large even for
extram ely short distances a.

A ssum ing the right-hand sides of Egs. [lll) and ) to be non-negative,
onem ay solve both of them , obtaining

\4

u
Ve B e
a() = ——-.- Snp JJ (13)
P33
4
pU2 @+p) T
a() = F— — sh  @?+p)33 (14)
m?+p*)JJ
40 f course, this is true only for particles which fiil lthe condition p6 0 orm 6 O.
O therw ise, ie. ifp= 0 andm = 0, one hasa ! 1 even for an arbitrarily an all (put
non—zero) valie of the energy U ; see Egs. [l and/or ).
5See alo Ref. 1. The authors conclude that the extra dim ension (s), even though

non-com pacti ed, would be uncbservable directly, if ordinary \threedin ensional" (light)
particleswere con ned Inside a potentialwellw hich isnarrow enough along the additional
spatial din ension (s), but at along the three physical ones. A s we have seen, for the
spacetin e w ith the m etric ), the two above requirem ents are satis ed.



the quantity =m In expression M) is the a ne param eter.

F irst ket us ©cuson the ®Hmula ). Comparingp G j Fhe)]*2 = | or
the argum ent of the sine function (the m om entum p P jis expressed here
in SIunits) and substitutihg =  cS=@Gh), we arrive at the fiindam ental
quantum relation between them om entum and the wave frequency, p= h!=c.
However, this formula now has a com pletely new m eaning: the \ordhary"
three-din ensional m om entum of a m asskss particle is proportional to the
frequency of its oscillations in the additional spatial dim ension. It should
be pointed out that this relationship resuls exclusively from the spacetim e
geom etry.

Now lt us de ne E oconventionally as the energy of a particle in the
fourdin ensional soecialrelativistic spacetine a = 0 in the absence of the
additional spatial dim ension; it w ill further be dem onstrated that in the toy
m odel, for the case of a particke or of a system of particles m oving along
the geodesic Iine (s), this quantiy ram ains quasiconstant for su ciently long
tin e intervals. Since E @, we arrive at the fam iliar expression called the
Planck formula, E = h! . Sin ilarly, in the case of expression [ll), we have
E? m?d+ Fp? = h?!?. Forthe ourdin ensional coordinate systam i the
soacetin e given by a = 0, In which the particle rests (o = 0), we m ay then
writeEg=mc = h!y, where ! is the oscillation (orwave) frequency ofthe
particle In this system . The fomula

E? ép’=m?d=hn’1=n’1? HIK*; as)

where k denotes the threedin ensional wavevector In the \m acroscopic"
sace a = 0, is satis ed in another coordinate system in which the parti-
clemoves. Here, for a m om ent, we m ade use of E instein’s special relativity
theory w hich corresponds to the spacetin e determ ined by a = 0 in them etric
W) . Special relativity explicitly and unambiguously determ ines the exten—
sion of the Planck formula E = h! on fourdim ensional vectors present in
this theory. Nam ely, In soecial relativity both the structures: & =c;p) and
(!=c;k) form the fourwvectors. The energy E in the fourwector is acoom pa-—
nied by the three m om entum oom ponents while the wave frequency ! goes
w ith the three com ponents of the wavewvector k. The ormula ) re ects
the fact that both the fourwectors have constant lengths in di erent coordi-
nate system s ofthe spacetinea = 0. The particle’sm om entum vectorp isin
the direction of the oscillation, or wave nom al, so it has the sam e direction
as the wavevector k; thus, comparng E = h! in Eq. [lll) we arrive at the
de B roglie relation p = hk.



Let us note that the tra gctory of a partick is, In fact, identical to the
tra pctory of a certain (uniform ) transverse plane wave which propagates
in the \m acroscopic" three-din ensional space a = 0; see the omulae M)
and/or ). In other words, one can regard the partick’s tragctory as a
tra ectory of a certain wave. In tum, we know that the sin plest plane wave
is characterized by the wave frequency ! and by the wavevector k that has
the direction coincident w ith the direction of the wave propagation and the
length 2 = ,where denotesthewavelength. Such a wavem ay be described
by the follow Ing representation

Bexpfi( k r 9] 16)

where B denotes the wave am plitude, i is the in agihary unit, and r
ik?;x3;x%] = K,;%3;%4]. On the other hand, or the discussed particle we
have ! = E=h and k = p=h. Hence, the sin plest wave representation of any
(free®) particle can be w ritten as

i i
Bexpﬁ( P r Et D (@exp EEt ; @7)

w here the function D (r) denotes the spatial part of the wave representation.
N ote that the com plex tin e factor exp ( iE t=h) exp ( i!t) or the lnear
superposition of such factors w ith di erent oscillation frequencies !, present
In the above representation and in m ost wave-functions of quantum m echan-—
ics (ie. forthe cases oftim e-independent extemal elds, or stationary states),
cbtains sin ple Interpretation in the toy m odel. Tt just correspoonds to the
oscillations of the nvestigated ob fct in the additional spatial din ension.
Let us proceed w ith the analysis of the relationships [lll) and ). In
particular, assum ing that E = h! = 0, from the ormule [l or )
we obtain a = U ora-= U , respectively. This m eans that particles
satisfying the conditionsE = 0 (or! = 0) and U & 0 can leave the spacetin e
a = 0 Irevocably. Obfcts with the \three-din ensional” energies E being
{ instead of real numbers { in agihary ones, behave in a sin ilar way. Note
that the above condition does not have to be ful lled by the representation
) . D epending on the sign of the in aginary com ponent of the quantity E ,
it could either approach zero or am plify illim itably with the lJapse oftin e t.
Such a behaviour ofthe representation [l) is not surprising, asthe equations

®N ote that expression W) is actually a generalized specialrelativity m etric, since it
ncorporates no gravitationale ects (from m asses) or other interactions.



ofquantum m echanics do not take Into acoount the existence of ob gctsw ith

com plex energies E . T hus, the above discussion clearly corresponds to the a

priori requirem ent of quantum m echanics that dem ands the H am iltonian of
an ob ect or, m ore generally, ofa quantum system tobea Hem itian operator,

ie. to have eigenvalues In real num bers, since those eigenvalues correspond

to real, ie. m easurable physical quantites.” And indeed, according to the

toy m odel, the lack of ful 1im ent of this requirem ent { which m eans that the

energy E of an ob ct hasnot a realvalue { resuls in the escape of a given

ob et from the spacea = 0. Forinstance, such a situation could occur for an

\exotic" kind of particles which are tachyons. P rovided that the tachyonic
energy E fi1l Is the condition E 2 < 0, we then have ! 2 < 0, so for the values
of U such that U2 > E? one obtains a( ) sinh (3! j ) and the tachyon
would disappear In the additional spatial din ension a.

Now let us consider the equalitcy ). A ssum ing that p = 0 and hence
E=mcd = h!,weobtah a form ula descrbbing the m otion of a particle that
appears in the \observabk" zone a 2 [ L;L] periodically but each tin e for
a very short, com parablk to T;, tine only. Such particles m ay corresoond
in our toy m odel to the actual phenom enon of the zero-point energy. Note
that these particles behave exactly in the way the P lanck oscillators do.
W e can also state that the toy m odel pem its one to pose the rarely asked
question begihning w ith the word why? Nam ely why, In { or w ith respect to
{ any (inertial) coordinate system in the spacetin e a = 0, m assless particles
have alvays the sam e velocity, equal to the speed of light c? T he toy m odel
provides an opportunity to answer this question. Let us in agine them asskess
particle, whose velocity is not constant In every coordinate system of the
Sacetine a = 0. Then one can nd such a coordinate system In which
the particle velocity is equal to zero in the three-dim ensional m acrospace
a = 0, so the particle seem s to ram ain m otionless if only the m acrospace
a = 0 is taken into account. However, in this coordinate system one has
a= U ,and in e ect the particle kaves the spacetine a = 0 irrevocably,
never crossing it again. In another coordinate system ofthe spacestimea= 0,
in which the particle ism oving, we cbtain a sin (! ). In such a case, the
particle rem ains in the \neighbourhood" ofthe gpacetin e a = 0, perpetually
crossing the hypersurface a = 0. Thuswe arrive at the evident contradiction,
as In one coordinate systam of the spacetin e a = 0 the number of crossing

"N ote, however, that for instance the so-called quasistationary states are fom ally
described in quantum m echanics w ith the use of the com plex energy E , whose in aginary
part has a negative value.



of the hypersurface a = 0 is equal to zero, whereas In another system it
equalsa certain naturalnum berw hich grow sw ith increasing the param eter .
T hus, we reach the cbvious conclusion that the constant velocity ofm asskess
particles in all coordinate system s of the spacetin e a = 0 ensures the self-
consistency of the toy m odel.

Tt is also worth m entioning another im portant feature of the solutions
) and ). Namely, according to Egs. [ll) and M), the argum ents of
the sine functions in these expressions can have a m inus sign, corresponding
to particles w ith negative energies E , ie. antiparticles. They would then
be fom ally equivalent { if taking into account their m otion w ith respect to
the din ension a { to the \ordinary" particles w ith positive energies E , but
w ith the sym m etrically reversed ( ! ) lapse of the a ne param eter, or
the proper tine, or . Taking into account other, \m acroscopic" spatial
din ensions x, y and z, the antiparticle would then be nothing but the particle
m oving { wih respect to the spacetine a= 0 { In the opposite direction to
that of the m otion of an \ordnary" particle. Note as well that, according
to the ormulae M) and/or ) and to the relationship sn( x) = sh x,
the antiparticle would also be fom ally equivalent to the \ordinary" particle
w ith the sam e, as for the antiparticle, lapse of the a ne parameter or ,
but m oving in the opposite direction (only) w ith respect to the din ension a.

Now we will draw som e attention to the quantity U. It is the total
energy of a particl, which rem ains constant for particles travelling along
the geodesic line, since the m etric M) is ndependent of time. A condition,
which should be satis ed by the energy U if the particlk’s tra fctory is to be
tin e-like or null (as calculated w ith respect to the dim ension a), can easily
be derived,

U? Hyp?+E?: 18)

Hence, the maxinum depth the particle can penetrate Into the additional
soatial din ension is equalto

hc
3max = oy : 19)
In particular, we obtaln ag ax ! 1 forE ! 0.

So far, within the fram ework of ourm odel, it isdi cul to add anything
conceming the quantity U . Let us In agine, however, a particke w ith a total
energy U, an energy E 1n the three-din ensional space a = 0, and a frequency
!'. The particle m oves with a unifom rectilinear m otion with respect to

10



the spacetine a = 0 and sin ultaneously oscillates in the additional spatial
din ension a. Then, kt us assum e that this particlke encounters a potential
barrderV > E on isway; the potential is relatively shallow w ith respect to
the additional spatial din ension; see Fig. 1. It is evident that an ordinary
\classical" particle, m oving only In the fourdim ensional spacetine a = 0,
isnot able to sum ount the potential barrier higher than the partick’s total
energy E . W hen an additional spatialdin ension ispresent, how ever, then the
situation changes substantially. IfthepotentialV isvery shallow w ith respect
to the extra spatialdin ension, then the particle can circum vent it (seeF ig.1),
even when its totalenergy U does not exceed E by much. T here is nothing
puzzling about this phenom enon; on the contrary, is sin plicity { which is
the result ofpurely geom etric relationships betw een the particlke’sm otion and
the spacetin e con guration { is strkking. T he particke vanishes from \our"
soacetin e, given by a = 0, just In front of the barrer to reappear soon after
circum venting it. There is obviously a certain possbility that the particlke
m ight be re ected from the barrer. It is clar that the tranam ission (or
re ection) coe cient depends on the partick’s energy E , so { consequently
{ on its oscillation frequency ! as well as on param eters characterizing the
potentialbarrier. Tn such a case the \hidden" (put inherent) param eterU can
also be a quantity that signi cantly in uences the partick’s behaviour.? It
isdi cul to say what law s govern this param eter In a m ultiparticlke system :
is it characterized by som e probability distribbution, In the comm on sense
of this notion com Ing from statistical physics? If it is, what does such a
probability distribution depend on? O ne expects that in the case of m ore
\realistic" particles than those just discussed (ie. possessing soin, charge,
etc.), In their description there would also appear \hidden" param eters other
than U, characterizing for nstance the total fourdin ensional spin and/or
charge of the ob fct, or of the system of cb gcts. Tk is possible that \hidden"
param etersm ay be resoonsible for subtle correlationsbetw een distant ob fcts
which were previously interacting.

N ote that the fact of the existence of the \hidden" param eters { such as
the energy U, or the fourdin ensional \superspin" and/or \supercharge"
ofthe systam { indicates that the toy m odel is a non—local theory which con-
tains hidden variablks. Thus, the toy m odel { ful lling the Bell inequality

80 n the otherhand, Jet usnote that { sin ilarly asin the \standard" quantum m echanics
{ m any ofthe m easurable quantities associated w ith particles (or waves), according to the
omulae [l and M), seem to be independent of som e of the particle/w ave param eters,
such as (for nstance) its oscillation am plitude, and hence { also of the energy U .

11



{ sin ultaneously could reconcike the E Instein {P odolsky {R osen paradox [ 1].
W e should, however, point out that curm odel’s particles rem ain \classical",
irrespectively of our know ledge of \hidden" param eters and the values which
they take. On the other hand, sets of particles w ithin the fram ework of the
toy m odel can be sub ect to a statistical interpretation. N am ely, two ob fcts
can exist n two di erent states even if they have the sam e values of \stan—
dard" three-din ensional param eters. H owever, they can still vary in values
of \hidden" param eters, such as (for nstance) the energy U . Perhaps, in the
case of a multiparticle system one can speak of a probability distrdoution,
characterizing those \hidden" param eters. However, rules controlling such
distributions as well as possibl reciprocal (nutual) variations of \hidden"
param eters at the m om ent of Interaction of ob fcts which are characterized
by those param eters, rem ain so far unknown.

Tt then seam s that In the toy model we m ay interpret the probability
rules of quantum m echanics as statistical resuls of a behaviour (or changes)
of com plktely determ ined values of variables which are hidden to us. One
m ay ilustrate that on a sin ple exam ple: the probabilty of nding a (non-—
relativistic) \quantum " particle w ithin som e region ofthe con guration space
is connected to the fiinction P F integrated over the volim e of this region.
In general, the quantity D denotes here the (nom alized) wave-function rep—
resenting the particlke. However, In the case of a particle encountering po—
tential(s) which are all tim e-independent, it is su cient to assum e that the
quantity D is the (hom alized) spatial part of the wave-function represent-
ing this particle; see expression [ll) which represents the sin plest case of a
wave-function { that for a free particle, ie. a wave-function in the absence of
any potentials. The toy m odel adds som e new elem ents to the above picture
com ing from the \standard" non-relativistic) quantum m echanics. N am ely,
the partick’s wave-function occurring In quantum m echanics corresoonds in
the toy m odel to the function describing the partick’s m otion, ie. also its
oscillations in the additional din ension of spacetin e. In tum, the function
characterizing the m otion of the toy-m odel particle depends, am ong others,
on the value of the \hidden" param eter U which is the partick’s total energy
In the vedin ensional spacetin e; see the factors preceding the sine func-
tion in the omulae M) and M) Hr the simplest case of motion { that
of a free particle. It is clar that two di erent ob fcts which have identi-
cal values of all their directly observabl param eters (such as the oscillation
frequency !), may possess di erent values of the hidden, but inherent pa-
ram eter U . Furthem ore, one may also In agihe a set of such apparently

12



\identical" (hon-interacting) particles which m ay have di erent (out always
\ocom pletely" determ ined) values of the quantity U. In the case of a Jarge
set of such particlkes in the con guration space, it seem s that the values of
their \hidden" energies U m ay be characterized by som e probability distri-
bution;’ this probability distrbution should then detemm ine the value of the
\hidden" energy U of every singl particle from the above-m entioned set of
particles. Thus, the distrbution of probability of nding a particle w ihin
som e region of the con guration space, connected to the quantity P ¥ in
(non-relativistic) quantum m echanics, seem s sim ply to result from , or to be
determ ined by the probability distribution of the inherent param eter U .

N ow , forthem om ent, let us consider a wave m otion in general. From the
Fourier analysis one know s that ifthe \dispersional" extent ofthe wave group
In the i#th dim ension equals x ; and the indeterm inacy, or \bandw idth" of
the wavevector in this particular din ension equals k ;, then both these
quantities ful 1the follow ing inequality

X ki 7 (20)

it occurs for i= 2;3;4. Likew ise, if the In pulse duration com prises the tim e
nterval t and the frequency of the group is \spread over" the range !,
then both these quantities ful 1the relationship

1
t ! 5 @1)

Let us now retum to the toy m odel and assum e that all ob gcts, whose
behaviour we Investigate here, m ove along their geodesic lines. W e lim it our
considerations to the case of a given wave, or of a particlke whose tra ctory
oscillates In the extra spatial din ension aswell as to the case of a set of or-
dinary partickes, ie. those w ith negligible gravitational \ interactions" am ong
them . For the tra gctory ofthe investigated ob ct, wemaywrite p= h k
and E = h ! wherethequantities p and E arede ned analogically as

°Tt seem s that in the considered case the probability distrbution of the param eter U
could be estim ated In a usualm anner; for instance, one m ight im agine constructing a
histogram :n; particles from the set take the values of the param eter U from the interval
U:1;01+ U], n, particles { from the nterval U,;U,+ U, ::yand nally gy particles
{ from the interval Uy ;Uy + UJl.Then,theformallimits U ! OandN ! 1 remain
to be perform ed and the probability p= p U ) n=N (U ) to be calculated.
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the quantities k and ! above, w ith taking Into account the relationships
p = hk and E = h! which hold for each of the m onochrom atic com ponents
of the partick’s m otion tra pctory (of course, som e of those m onochrom atic
com ponents m ay be \shifted" with regpect to the spacetine a = 0 and cen—
tred at some a 6 0). Hence, according to expressions [ll) and ), we
have

h
and
h
t E - (23)
2

W e can then assum e that for a tin e Interval t su ciently long, one has

E = 0,orE = const orourparticles!® Note that, from the standpoint of
the considered m odel, there is nothing strange about the relationships [l)
and ). On the contrary, they are consistent with the dynam ics of the
particke’sm otion . For Instance, aswe were able to see earlier whik analysing
expression [l), the particle with the energy E = 0 would m ove according
to the fomula a= U , Instead of ram aining m otionless in the spacetin e
a= 0.In e ect, such a particke would irrevocably vanish from the spacetin e
a = 0, without violating the conditions [ll) and [ which hod for the
particke oscillating in the additional spatial dim ension, ie. for the one that
periodically appears in the spacetin e a = 0. M oreover, one should note that,
in our case, expressions [lll) and M) refer to the single particle travelling {
in the case of the m etric ) { with the ham onic m otion, or m oving in the
presence of som e potentials, aswell as to a m ultiparticle system .

Let us now in agihe perform ing such an experim ent: Two plates are In—
serted In a very-low —tem perature gas so that the noise and them alm otions
of gas particlkes are m Inin ized. W e m Ight in agihe that the plates ram ain
aln ost at rest in the spacetine a = 0.(!) M oving gas particles oscillate in
the spatial dim ension a according to the formula M), so between the two
plates, only the particles which cross the hypersurface a = 0 at the places
(@ 0;x;v;z) where the plates are situated, can rebound from the plates

191n other words, in order to m ake sure that the energy E of the oscillating particle is
the quantity rem aining alm ost constant in tin e, one should cbserve the particle’s m otion
fora su ciently Iong (or \aln ost In niely"long) ntervaloftine t.

HForam acroscopicob fct one hasa 0, asthe ob ct consists ofa Jarge num ber ofpar-
ticles, between which the gravitational \interactions" are negligible, so the superposition
of all the particles’ oscillations is close to zero.

14



and exist between them . O bviously, these would be the particls for which
the quantiy { half of a period of oscillations tin es the velocity w ith respect
to the spacetinea = 0 { tsthe distance between the plates in naturalnum —
bers. O ther particles sin ply circum vent the plate(s) in the space a 6 0; s=e
Fig.1l. O utside the plates allm odes of the particles’ oscillations are possible.
This m eans that fewer particles w ill be found between than outside of the
plates, so a net pressure w ill drive the plates together; and this seem s to be
nothing else but the Casin ir e ect.

In sim iar ways, one can analyse { with respect to our particles { di rac-
tion, scattering, tunnelling into the classically forbidden region and other
phenom ena. The conclusion is quite clear { the toy particlk, ie. a purely
classical relativistic particle m oving along the geodesic lne in the ve-
din ensional spacetin e of the toy m odel, behaves In a way very sim ilar to
the quantum particle. H owever, in contrast to the realquantum particle, the
toy partick’s behaviour is very easy to explain, even w ith sim pl pictures;
see, for instance, F ig. 1. This isbecausse, In our case, the particke’s behaviour
ism erely dictated by the geom etry of the spacetin e, in which the particle
ism oving. The conclusion of this section can then be expressed as follow s:
iIn our toy m odel, the quantum e ects actually result from a purely classi-
cal structure of the \m icrogpace”. Q uantum -m echanical e ects, present In
the toy m odel, are then the m easurable consequence of the existence of the
additional spatial din ension which is very hard to be detected directly. In
other words, it seem s that the entirely classical theory, which describbes som e
phenom ena occurring in the ve-din ensional spacetin e ofthe toy m odel, re—
suls In the theory of the quantum m echanics when one con nes oneself to
considering those phenom ena as if they took place exclusively in the four-
din ensional spacetin e given by a = 0; in this section we have seen that
such an approach lads, am ong others, to the description of som e purely
corpuscular phenom ena w ith the use of the wave-form alisn .

Thus, equation ) descrbes in the toy m odel a possible w idest class of
phenom ena, ranging from them icrow orld to the entire Universe. T he rem ain—
Ing question iswhetherwe could allow ourselves to abandon the equations of
quantum m echanics in the discussed m odel. Tt seem s that we could not. In—
deed, the problem ofthe quantum behaviour ofa particle in a given situation
m ight be settled by nding a solution to Eq. ) with an appropriate stress{
energy tensor. H owever, it iseasy to in agine how di cult and arduousa task
this would be. Therefore, a much m ore practical approach is to retain the
Schrodinger (or rather the K lein{G ordon) or the D irac equations, bearing
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n m ind that a com prehensive and fully relativistic handling ofa \quan "
issue would be provided by solving Eq. ) w ith an appropriate stress{energy
tensor. Thus, the K in{G ordon or the D irac equations can be, in the toy
m odel, regarded as a kind of approach to the E Insteln generalized equation
W) with a stress{energy tensor suitable for the nvestigated problem .

At the end ofthis section, lt us note that ordinary particles with nie
m asses) as well as m assless ones should experience sin ilar e ects and phe-
nom ena. It is a consequence of the wave character of m otion of both the
particle types, which m otion is described in both casesby very sin ilarm ath—
am atical form alism ; see the mulae @) and M) . 2 nd indeed, there exist
optical phenom ena which are the exact analogues of each of the quantum
e ects related to the m otion of a free particke with a nitem ass.

Am ong num erous questions that arise as a result of the analysis of the
particke’sm otion in the spacetin e given by them etric W), a f&w com e to the
fore:

i) By what Jaws is the quantity U govermed? D oes this quantity have
any probability distrioution in the m ultiparticle system ? If so, do statistical
distributions known from quantum m echanics re ect the distrdboution of the
quantity U ?

ii) Since, n our m odel, the quantum physics and is law s were not in—
troduced directly, then what actually should be understood under the tem
\particke" in the toy model? In this situation, the only reasonable answer
seam s to be the m odel of a particle as a gpoeci ¢ entity \form ed from " the
classical elds.

iii) W hat is the shape of \average" potentials w ith regpect to the extra
soatial din ension a? Is this shape sin ilar for di erent potentials or is it
dependent upon the potential type? Perhaps the shape of a potential w ith
respect to the dim ension a is In uenced by the spacetin e structure In such
a way that the shape is formed (or \fom s itself") as a certain state of the
dynam ic equilbrium between the potential and the spacetin e?

iv) How ocould charged partickes be introduced into the discussed toy
m odel or, in general, how ocould the electrom agnetic interactions, aswell as
other Interactions { weak or strong, be taken Into account w ithin the fram e~
work of this m odel?*? D oes their presence result from speci ¢ spacetin e

12M aybe, the st { and rather phenom enological { step I solving thistask could consist
In Introducing into the toy m odelthe ve-dim ensionalwave equation and in investigating
is properties; see Refs. [, 11].
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deform ations? Perhaps the answer to the last question is negative and there-
fore the electrom agnetic, strong and weak interactions are transferred by the
boson force carrers, Instead of spacetin e deform ations.

In general, one m ay in agihe that there exist two di erent types of solu-
tions to the form ally denticalequation ). The rsttype of solutions, repre—
sented by them etric tensorg , would describe usual gravitational \interac-
tions" which result from the spacetin e defom ations caused by the spacetin e
distribution ofm atter/energy. T his type of solutions is actually nvestigated
In the present paper and com poses the contents ofthe toy m odel. T he second
type of solutions to equation M) would correspond to all kinds of \typical”

(ie. not gravitational) interactions: the strong, weak, and electrom agnetic
ones (@and, m aybe, others { not detected so far). These K aluza{K kin-type
solutions would be in the form ofa \potential" tensor (ie. in the form ofa
tensor of \potentials") w ith com ponents characterizing the above-m entioned
Interactions, such as the fourwector potential A for the electrom agnetic
foroes. The second type of solutions m ight possbly be subfct to some
quantization-lke procedure(s). M aybe, there also exists the third type of
solutions to the E nstein equation M), which would describe the (intemal)
structure of elem entary particlks.

4 Schwarzschild m etric

The ain of this section is to check whether the toy m odel introduces any
ocorrections to the predictions of the \standard" general relativity regarding,
am ong others, the so-called \ ve tests of general relativity"; sseRef. [1]. A1l
these tests are a consequence of a particular solution to the E instein original
equation, know n asthe Schw arzschild m etric. Let us considerhow thism etric
willbe a ected by the Introduction of the extra spatial din ension.

In the presence of a soherically symm etric ocbect with amassM in an
en pty (asym ptotically at) space, an exact solution of equation @) w ith the
stress{energy tensor given by expression M) takes the ©llow ing fom ,

2m 1
ds= 1 =2 14+ 352 FdF 1+ 5p% da°
r

2my, !
r
wherer 2 0;1), 2 D; ,and'’ 2 [0;2 ) are the polar coordinates of
the \m acroscopic" three-dim ensional space around themassM , and m y

1 dr¥f #d? ¢sn® d'?; ©24)
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GM =¢/. In the el of a spherically symm etric cbfct with the mass M ,
a solution to the equation of m otion of a test particle with respect to the
din ension a can be w ritten as

87
e B ©25)
a = — SN (.
O TEEE
where
E 2m, P
S - ’ o)

the quantity is an a ne param eter, and E denotes the partick’s \three-

din ensional” energy, de ned exactly in the sam e form as in the case of the

Schwarzschild original solution; then { for instance { for a particke wih a
nie on—zero) massm one has

2m
E‘=¢ 1 T omid

1
+ 1 - (pr)2+r2p2+rzsjn2 © )

@7)
r

wherep mdr=d ,p md=d,p md =d,and denoctestheproper

tin e of the particle whose m otion is under consideration. Recall from the

previous section that, for su ciently large tin e intervals, the quantity E

rem ains alm ost constant for a particle m oving along the geodesic line.
Below, it isassum ed that them assM ofthe Investigated ob ct or system

of obEcts is am allwhen com pared w ith its size: 2GM =(r) 1.

4.1 F ive tests of general relativity

G ravitational redshift. The general theory of relativity predicts that the
goectrum  of the radiation em itted in the neighbourhood of a m assive ob fct
and receding from i, should be shifted tow ards the red part ofthe spectrum .
In tum, the spectrum of light m oving in the direction ofsuch an ob gct should
show shift towards the viokt part of the spectrum .

Let us suppose that an electrom agnetic wave or a wave ofm atter has a
frequency !, in the distance r; from themassM . In the distance r, from
this ob fct the wave frequency is !,. Then, according to the omula M),

the gravitational redshift de ned as z (1 1,)=!, isgiven by
Y12
1  2my =r r h
g= M2 1= my 2 & 9gh ; ©28)
1 2my =n nr o2
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whereg GM =F wih somer, outsidethemassM ,suchthatry, r %)
and h 5 x.Theabove formula is identical to that cbtained on the basis
of the considerations conceming the energy conservation for a particlke (or
wave) m oving along the geodesic Iine In the fourdin ensional (1+ 3) spacetin e
of the \standard" general relativity, described by the Schwarzschild original
metric. Ik should be stressed, however, that in the standard theory the
explicit relationship { such asthe ormula ) in the toy m odel { between the
frequency ! of the partick’s oscillations and the \ eld" factor (I  2my =r)
does not exist. Tt happens, since there is no direct connection between the
quantity ! and the spacetin e curvature in the \standard" general relativity.

T he rem aining wellkknow n tests of general relativity concem propagation
dely of radar signals, light de ection, perihelion precession and geodesic
precession . A fter som e calculations one can state that the values of allm ea—
surable param eters, characteristic for the above-m entioned processes or phe—
nom ena, derived w ithin the fram ework of the toy m odel are the sam e as
those obtained for the case of the Schwarzschild originalm etric w ithin the
\standard" general relativity.

42 Dark m atter

In this section, we argue that there are no reasons for postulating the ex—
istence of dark ob Ects. W e also try to show that e ects which are usually
attrbuted to the pressnce of a hypothetical non-lum inous m atter can be
explained readily by geom etric properties of a spacetin e which contains an
additional spatial din ension denoted by a.(3)

P resum ably the m ost \spectacular" need for a dark m aterial is provided
by the ocbservational data conceming spiral galaxies. These ob fcts seem to
have a constant circular rotation velocity v, independently of the galaxy ra—
diusR (@part from the relatively an all, nitial values of R when, cbviously,
v, approaches zero asR ! 0). On the other hand, the brightness of m at-
ter { and the density of a um nous m aterial, if we reasonably assum e that
the brightnessto-density ratio rem ains constant { in spiralgalaxies decreases
exponentially w th grow Ing radiisR . Sin ple calculationsbased on the New —
tonian m echanics suggest, however, that for a constant circular velocity v,
the density of m atter should decrease as 1=R?, ie.much more slow Iy than

131t isworth adding that som e authors have suggested solutions to the m issing m aterial
problem , by the m anifest changing of E instein’s law of gravity [0, B0, B
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exponentially [I]. O ne therefore assum es that, In addition to the \ordinary"

visible m atter, there also exists a dark m aterdial that causes the cbservational
data to ram ain In agreem ent w ith reasonabl (for exam ple, on a scalke of
the solar system ) predictions of the N ew tonian m echanics. T he dark m atter
should be concentrated in outer parts of a galaxy, fom ing the so-called dark
halo, asthe N ew tonian calculations and astronom ical observations give prac—
tically identical results only for am all (niial) values of the galaxy radiuisR .
Such a situation seem s to be a general feature of all the known soiral galax—
Jes. This is, given the dark m atter, som ew hat weird, sihcoe both the lum nous
and the dark m aterial should possess ddentical gravitationalproperties. T hus,
both kinds of the m aterial should display { independently of one another {

rather random spatial distribbution in di erent cbserved galaxies. T herefore,

forvarious galaxies a com plktely di erent dark m atter distrdbution inside the
galactic space m ight be expected.

There are also other reasons to postulate the existence of dark m atter
_,.]. In thispaper, how ever, we w ill focus on probably them ost spectacular
case, ie. that of spiral galaxies. O ther cases such as those conceming the
m otion of so—called dw arfgalaxies [[\] aswell as of reqular clusters of galaxies

,L]which are in a viralequillbbrium , m ay be approached in a very sin ilar
m anner.

For the purose of studying large astronom ical system s, such as soiral
galaxies, usually the socalled virial theorem is being applied [1]. In the
case of the N ew tonian m echanics, the viral theorem gives

GM )

—=2
R

29)

whereM = M (R) is the m ass contained w ithin the gravitational radiis R
and denotes the velocity digpersion; see, for instance, Refs. [, I]. Note
that ©r a spiral galaxy one has v, = 22 . As it was pointed out earlier,
equation M) mmplies { ifv. R ) = const isassum ed { the spatial distribution
of the m ass of a spiral galaxy which is inconsistent w ith observations. N ow
ket us note that the viral theorem applied in the toy m odel assum es a fom
slightly di erent from Eq. (), nam ely

G—M+§"2=22- (30)

R 2 j ﬁ 14

or a2 1. Due to the rapid oscillations of the quantity § 382 i time,
one w ill detect an \expected", ie.mean (or average) value of this quantity
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over tine. Thus, n the ®mula M), the quantity j g% should rather be
substituted by its average value,
pr 2B gy (31)
2F, 2 )
N ote that for a value ofthe energy E close to U, we have Ug (9] E)=E.

A sking whether the value of the quantity Uy can depart considerably
from zero for a large m acroscopic ob ect, such as a planet or even a part
of a galaxy, should start the analysis of Eq. ). Th order to answer this
question, ket us retum for am om ent to the orm ulae ) or M) . N ote that
the \classical" m otion of a particle in the fourdin ensional spacstine a = 0
of the toy m odel corresponds In the discussed case to the perform ing of a
formallmi jj! 1 . Note also that this operation is equivalent to taking
ofthelmith ! 0,asonehasjj/ h '. Thus, wihi the \classical" lin i
weobtain jj! 1 ,and consequently a( ) ! 0. However, the product j B 2
can ram aln a nite, non—zero num ber.

Let us recallexpression [l); we see that in the case of studying the virial
theorem In the context of dark m atter, there again arises the problem ofthe
m eaning ofthe totalenergy U . The st question that em erges iswhether the
quantity Ugy depends on param eters { such as them ass { of the investigated
ob Ect and, if so, how it depends on i. Ik seem s possble that Uy could
take relatively large values for \quantum " particles, ie. for particles which
have relatively lJow m asses and/orenergiesE [see the ormula M) ], and very
am all values for \classical" m assive ob fcts (see footnote 11 in section 31),
although this does not have to always be true and rem ain a rule.

Now let usm ake a digression referring to the m ass am ount. In general,
the m axinum acceptable m ass of a single particle seam s to be the P lanck
massmp; h=(&T;); see section 3 and the formula M) therein. N ote that an
ob et w ith the P landk energy Ep1 mp ., In the antide Sitter spacetin e
S! R! whose covering surface is given by the m etric W), oscillates in this
soacetin e with a vibration period equal to the Planck tine T; = h=Ej;.
A very Interesting relationship can be observed: nam ely, ob fcts from this
antide Siter spacetin €, which have vbration periods equal to nT;, where
n 2 N , retrace their own life histories exactly each tin e after the lapse of
the coordinate tine nT;. This rhtionship { whith is a condition of the
particles’ tin e-like (geodesic) curves closure in the antide Sitter spacetin e
S?! R! { could be called the resonance condition of the particles’ vibration
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in the anti-de Sitter spacetin e. N ote that in the discussed phenom enon, the
Bohr{Somm erfeld quantum condition (s) are satis ed, as we have
I I

h h
dg= —d(t) = cngT;=h 32
Pqdq () cngTy al1 (32)

where the quantities and c denote, respectively, the wavelength and the
velocity ofthe oscillating particle w ith resoect to the hypersurfacea = 0, ie.
In the (ct)-direction of the antide Sitter spacetin e.

Let usnow tum to our orighalproblem ofdark m atter and assum e that
the distrdbbution of the m ass density is consistent with observational data,
ie. it exponentially decreases w ith grow ng galaxy radius R . For su ciently
large distances R from the spiral galaxy centre, a com ponent GM =R on the
left-hand side of Eq. [l takes a (relatively) am allvalue, so we assum e that
it becom es rather negligble as com pared with ¢hj a%i =2. On the other
hand, for distances R su ciently large, the relative growth iIn the m ass of
the galaxy M =M wihin the radius R, along with increasng R by R, is
relatively an all. In such a case, also the value of the relative increase in the
momentum p=p { along wih the growth of R by R { is com paratively
an all, as the circular velocity of the galaxy is close to constant for large
values ofR . From this it In m ediately follow s that the corresponding relative
Increm ents In the energies E=E and { asa consequence ofallthat was said
above { also U=U are com paratiely am all, too; ¥ see expressions ) and
), where for the considered case one hasp* = 0 = p and the circular
velocity v, is given by the relationship v, = r(sih )p =m . Therefore we can
assum e { on the basis of the relation M) { that for relatively Jarge distances
R,we have hj p?%i const. Thus, there holds

*D JE
- IR ¥ R) const: (33)
For a typical spiral galaxy, the constant circular velocity is of the order of
10° km s '. Then D E
jp® =Us 107; (34)

which seem s to be a reasonable result considering that the discussed system
seam s to be highly \classical".

1Tt seem s to be rather in probable, also from the statistical point of view, that the
\hidden" energy U ofthemass M oftheouterpartofthegalaxy { orwhich M =M
0and E=E 0 { doesnot ful lthe condition U U.
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Now we will exam Ine what happens w ithin the an all distance from the
galaxy centre. Assuming that R ! O weobtan jp%2 ! 0,asforR ! 0
therelation U ! E ! 0 takesplace; see the ormula ). It is because for
R = 0 cbviously hodsU = E = Oand a( ) = 0 (asthere isnom ass right in
them iddlk point ofa spiralgalaxy, since the topologicalm easure ofa point in
a three-din ensional space or of a one-din ensional line in a fourdin ensional
soace is equalto zero), whereas we do not expect the function a R ) to be not
continuous. It seem s that the quantity hj p%i is a m onotonic fiinction of
R, reaching plateau for su ciently large values of R, for which { along w ith
the further growth of R { the value of the quotient U=E ram ains virtually
on the sam e kvel, at least as com pared w ith the rate of the earlier grow th.

Let us note that due to the presence of the \hidden" param eter U of
an unknown distrdoution U = U M ;R) in the quantity hj g%i , theoretical
results can In principlk be perfectly tted to experim ental data. In other
words, the com parison between cbservational results and Eq. [l m ight
allow us to detem ine the function U = U M ;R ). One ofm any possibilities
of a very precise representation of experin entaldata by Eq. [l is provided
by the follow Ing relationship

jR* = R (35)

where seam s to be a \universal" constant, the valie of which, 10 28
m !, allows one to reproduce to som e extent the experin ental data for nu-
m erous Jarge astronom ical system s of various types and sizesl!® Let us note
that the potential given by the formula M) evidently does not satisfy the
relationship M), as orexpression M) onehasU?=E2(@1+ 2 R). The ex—
istence of such a relationship, however, seam s to be far less possibl than of
expression [M) which in plies that U=E const for su ciently large values
of the quantity R .

In a sin ilar m anner to that described above we can explain phenom ena
attributed to the presence of dark m atter In astronom ical cb fcts other than
Firmlgalaxies, eg. n socalled regular clusters of galaxies aswellas in dwarf

15D etailed nvestigations ofa num ber of spiralgalaxies, w ith taking into account a linear
contrbution to the potential finction, were perform ed by M annhein [, 01]; note that in
Ref. [ ] one assum es that 1+ N , where ; and , areuniversalconstantsand N
denotes the totalam ount of visble { stellar (@nd gaseous) { m atter in solarm ass units in
a galaxy. T he presence of the potential given by the right-hand side of expression [ll) in
the virial equation [l also pem its one to reproduce the experim ental data conceming
both reqular clusters of galaxies and dw arf spheroidal galaxies.
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soheroidal galaxies [[l]. Hence, the presence of the extra spatial dim ension
enables the explanation of the dynam ics of Jarge astronom ical ob fcts w ith—
out Introducing a substantial am ount of any dark m atter. O fcourse, it does
not rule out possbility that a part of the m atter In the investigated ob fcts
exists n a non-lum inous form , eg. as a cold dark m atter and/or a hot one.
H ow ever, the volum e of the \m issing m ass" necessary to explain { together
w ith the um Inousm atter { the dynam ics of large astronom ical cb pcts, con—
siderably exceeds the m asses of so far discovered potential com ponents of
cold as well as hot dark m atter. Neverthelss, it seam s that the toy m odel
is able to supplem ent these de ciencies, solving the problem of the m issing
m assw ithout Introducing any additionaldark m atter in excess of that whose
existence has already been proved by cbservation.

5 Cosm ology

5.1 Field equations

In this section we will exam Ine, how the currently acocspted cosm ological
m odels are in uenced by the introduction of the extra spatialdim ension. To

focus our attention we w ill consider exclusively the Friedm ann {R cbertson {

W aker m odel(s) 1]. W e suppose that our m odel, ie. the cosn ological toy
m odel, w ill satisfy a cosn ological principle which assum es that the Universe
is spatially hom ogeneous and isotropic, but only for the three \m acroscopic”

oatial dim ensions. Such a toy universe is described by the m etric

1
ds?= 1+ jp? fdf 1+ jp?  da?

Ro] 1 k2  drf+ ©°d 2+ Psin® &2 ; (36)

wherer2 [0;1 ), 2 D; J,and’ 2 ;2 ) are the dim ensionless polar \co—
m oving" coordinates, the curvature param eter k is a constant equalto 0 or
to 1,andR (t) denotes the coam ic scale factor, or the expansion param eter.

Tn order to solve equation M) w ith the abovem etric and thus to determ ine
conditions which should be satis ed by the scale factor R (), the stress{
energy tensor T forthe investigated problem m ust be appropriately de ned.
W e assum e that

T =T +P ; 37)
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where

P

o\

+ uu ’g or = 0;1 & = 0;1 (38)

Po-

o\

+ uu Pg otherw ise, 39)

Qo Jlo

and T isde ned by expression ), while % denotes the rest—fram e density
ofm atter/energy ofthe uid 1ling the Universe, p isthe uid (rest—fram e)
isotropic pressure along the three \m acroscopic" spatial din ensions, and g
denotes the pressure ofm atter (or energy) along the extra spatial din ension
a, le.thepressure acting orthogonally (on)to hypersurfaces ofconstant values
ofthe coordinate a. In tum, u = dx =d isthe uid proper\ vevelocity"
(@long, or w ith respect to, the -th coordinate; denotes the proper tine),
where x () is the world-lne of a uid elem ent. Note that, In general, the
pressures p and p should not be equal to one another as we assum e spatial
hom ogeneity and isotropy ofthe U niverse for the three \m acroscopic" spatial
din ensions only.

Tnserting the m etric [ into the E instein equation M) with the stress{
energy tensor given by expression [l), one obtainsthe eld equationswhich
m ust be satis ed by the coan ic scale factorR (),

FkA + R? = 5CZ@OORZ (40)
kA + RR + R? = §czﬁllﬂllAsz 41)
¥ kA + 2RR + R? = c?Ppa ; 42)

where we have introduced the follow Ing notation: R R (t),R- dR (t)=dt,
R  dR @©)=dt?, and A 1+ j §*. Obviously, the three spatial equations
for the \m acro-din ensions" x? r, 2 and ¥ ! are equivalent to
each other, so only one ofthem { namely M) { is w ritten explicitely here.
In an (Interesting to us) tem porarily co-m oving coordinate system , orwhich
a= oonst and x* = const, where i= 2;3;4, we cbtain

FKA + R? = §c4%AR2 43)
kA + RR + R? = §c?lsAR2 44)
kA + 2RR + R? = Cc?pAR?: 45)
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Sihce we assum e that the quantity R (ie. the scale factor) is exclusively a
finction ofthe coordinate tin e t and not ofthe din ension a, wem ust assum e
that k = 0 over the whole history ofthe Universe, ie. fortinest 0. Thisis

because an assum ption thatk = 1 inevitably results in a dependence ofthe
factor R on the dim ension a, orone has $@ ! 1 )% 0,whith we would

like to avoid. M oreover, if the scale factor R is to be a function of tine t
only and the condition k = 0 isassum ed, then also the quantities $A , pA and
PA, present n Egs. ) { @), should not depend on A . Thus, expressions
detem ining the m atter (or energy) density % as well as the pressures p and
p ofthe uid Ilingthe Universe In a function ofthe extra spatial din ension
a should take the follow Ing fom ,

% (= const;a) Al (46)
p (= const;a) Al @7)
p(t= const;a) Al 48)

Tt is clear that the above relationships re ect geom etric properties of the toy—
m odel spacetin e which is hyperbolically curved along the additional spatial
din ension a.(®) In e ect, we have

Sa=0) = AS%(a) (49)
ptba=0) = Apta) (50)
pta=0) = ApEa): (51)

It can be easily proved that if the system ofequations [ll) { ll) is to be
selfconsistent for any values of R and A, then the follow ing condition m ust
be satis ed,

3p =S (52)

Letussupposethatthe uid Ilingthepresent Universe isbasically com posed
of m atter and that this m atter exists in the form of dust, which m eans
that its pressure p is negligble as com pared w ith the value of %, ie. one
has &% P 0. As a result we cbtain the relationship $ =  2c%p.
O bviously, this relationship { m eaning negative value of the pressure p { is
an e ect ofthe spacetin e geom etry of the proposed toy m odel rather than of

16N ote that the particles of an ideal uid which possess a very snall energy E can
penetrate relatively deep into the dim ension a [see the Hmula l)], so expressions ) {
) do not seem to be unrealistic.
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properties of the m atter alone; the dependence of the quantities %, p and p
on the geom etry of the spacetin e is especially explicitely seen In expressions
) { ) . Furthem ore, kt us note that for radiation satisfying relationship
p= %=3onehasp= 0.

Tt is also easy to show that in the weak— eld approxin ation, under the
condition that % P 0 and for A 1, the (0;0)-com ponent of the
E instein equation M) with the stress{energy tensor de ned by expression
) approaches { whik taking into account the condition [l) { the Poisson
equation, r 2 4 G%; see also section 2.

Now we consider the (local) energy conservation, or continuiy equation
forthe uid characterized by the stress{energy tensor T ; thisequation takes
the sam e form as in the case of the standard Friedm ann m odel,

P (53)
it & R '
W e assum e that the uid which llsthe present Universe ism ainly com posad

ofm atter existing in the form ofdust. Thus we cbtann

d% 3R~
—+ % =0; (54)
dt R
which gives
$Eka= c;onst)R3 = oonst : (55)

For radiation, which fi1l Is the equation of state p= ¢?$=3, we have
$Eka= c;onst)R4 = oonst : (56)

Let usde nethe Hubblk constant H ) R-(t)=R (t), the crtical density
ofm atter

. 3H ?
e i ! (57)
and the current critical density ofm atter
< % () = St = St 58)
o c’A 8 GA

where H g H (g) denotes the present value of the Hubble constant. Let %,
represents the density ofm atter in the present Universe, so % %) -
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W e can also de ne a param eter , frequently used In cosm ology, as

; 59

8 oo

SO we have .

c [)
= H SR (60)

Furthem ore, the present value of the density param eter reads

o\

0 (to) = — : ©61)

cO

o\°

Tt can be easily noticed that for a given density of m atter/energy %, the
param eter varies by a factor of A with resgpect to its de nition In the
standard m odel, since we have

c
= (62)

and then one obtains
=p Send, 63)

Tt is of course an e ect ofthem odi cation of the critical density value w ith
respect to its de nition in the orighalFriedm ann m odel,

$.= A tgrnd . 64)

Letus ram Ind the readerthat theassumption R = R (t) { soR is indepen—
dent of the coordinates other than t { Jeads to the conclusion that the value
ofk isequalto 0. Therefore { from Eq. ) { one can obtain an in portant
relationship,

=1: (65)
H ence, the density ofm atter/energy in the U niverse assum es its criticalvalue,
m eaning that the geom etry of the three \m acroscopic" spatial din ensions of
the Universe is at. Obviously, the at geom etry of these \m acroscopic"
soatial din ensions is a consequence of the assum ption that k = 0, which de
facto is equivalent to the omula M) .

N ote that according to the equalities [ll) and ), the ©llow ing can be
w ritten,

sand = p 1. (66)
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T hen a question arises asto whether { bearing in m ind relations [lll) and 1l
{ we can estin ate the value of the coan ological density param eter de ned as
in the standard m odel, ie. %9, It seem s to be di cul as we got used to
the problem s w ith the estim ation of the value of the factor A . At thisplace
we should appealto the experin ent!’ and observe that while experin entally
estin ating the value of the quantity %9 gpplying the ormula M), the
density of m atter % is usually calculated as, roughly speaking, the quotient
ofthe detected m ass { ie.ofthem asswhich is sub ect to ourperception { by
the (threedin ensional) volum e ofthe spacew ith a = 0, w thin which (ie.for
a= (0) aswellasaround which (ie.fora$ 0) the detected m ass is situated.
The value of the factor A in the ormula M) should then correspond to
the range, or w idth of the additional spatial din ension a (@mund a = 0,
on both sides of a, ie. or a) which is cbservable, or rather detectable
Indirectly, ie. by detecting the m ass which is situated there. Let us note
that sand girays, shoe A  1,asonehasj® 0 .W e expect that
for the present Universe as a whole, the quantity A ocould be of the order
of 10!, or even of 10?. Nam ely, ©r such values of A the density of m atter
$@ = 10) is, according to the ormula M), an order of m agnitude Iower
than the density ofm atter for A = 1, ie. fora = 0. Thus, the visbility of
the m atter situated at A = 10 { or the perosption of it { is much weaker
than that of the m atter concentrated at A = 1. In other words, one has
S;Aq = 10) = 10 '$@A = 1), so most matter { wih respect to the
din ension a { is situated in the region of space around a = 0, wihin the
intervala2 [ ajagl,whereAy 1+ J 8. Thus, according to the omula
), it could be assum ed that

sand A t=10 "' 67)

Onem ay suppose that the given above value ofA 4 { one order ofm agnitude
greater than A @ = 0) { should roughly corresoond to the range of values of
the additional spatial coordinate, given by a 2 [ a&j;aq], which is sub fct to
our direct perception.

17N ote that in the toy m odelthe quantity only isofan essentialtheoreticalsigni cance,
whereas %79 isthe quantity ofa rather purely experin ental relevance. A s onem ay see,
there exist tw 0 approaches to estin ating the \actual" valie ofthe quantity S52°%:the rst
one { experin ental { on the basis ofthe formula [l), and the second one { \theoretical"
{ with the use of expression ). Both the approaches should in principle give sim ilar
results. In practice, however, they can di er depending eg. on which is the m ethod used
to estin ate the density ofm atter %; see section 52.
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A nother, m ore direct and probably m ore appropriate approadch to esti-
m ating the value of the quantity %"¢ could proceed as Pllows: Let us
assum e that the quantities g ocorrespond to the lin its of the directly cb-
servable nterval of the dim ension a around a = 0, so onehas 5%°d = Ay 1=
1+ jp3 '. Ifwe reasonably assume that ag = L = 2 =j 372, then we
cbtain L
sand = 144 % = 0:025: (68)

O nem ore approach to estin ating the value of the param eter 524 { the
m ost thorough and perhaps the m ost prom ising { could be In agined: Let us
assum e that all the cbservable m atter is concentrated w ithin the interval of
the additional spatial dim ension given by a 2 [ g;j;aq] or, in other words,
w ithin the intervalA 2 [1;A4] \taken twice", asonehasAg= 1+ §3j( aq)?.
W em ay then write

Z o, Z a,
stand /5 s, dA = 2%._, A 'da=2%_,hAy (69)
1 1

where %, % @). In the case of the above expression, for the nom alization
factor one can take
Za, Z g,

/ 2 %A dA
1 1

I
N
o\°

©
Il
o
I
N
o\©
©

I
o
™
[oN

1) (70)

note that, whilk cbtaining both the above formulae, we have applied the
equality M) which resuls, for instance, in the relationship Ad%, = %dA
ort= const. D viding expressions [lll) and M) by one another and taking
into account the omula M), we nd that

A,

sand = ——= (71)
Ag 1

Ifwe then assumethatag= L, s0A4= 1+ 4 2, we cbtahn

2
sana o DA 4T g4, (72)
4 2
However, if we dem and the value of A4 to fiul 1 the condition % (A 4) =
10 '$ ;A = 1), then we obtain that A4 = 10, and from the omula [l we
have
stand — 0256 ; (73)
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which rem ains in agreem ent w ith the comm only acospted value of the cos—
m ological m ass density param eter Sta“d that Incorporates a contribution
usually attributed to the existence of dark m atter; see, for nstance, Ref. [11]
and references therein. In the toy m odel, such a contrlbution is a conse-
quence of the existence of the additional spatial din ension a, and this has
been explicitely taken Into acoount whilke calculating the above value of the
coam ological density param eter 5299 ; see also sections 42 and 52. Thus,
the above considerations indicate, to som e extent, the selfconsistency of the
m odel proposed in this paper.

However, we can also calculate the cosn ological density param eter @04
In a quite sin ilar m anner as above, but w ith the approprate integrations
perform ed now over the quantiy da instead ofdA,

d z +p ﬂad q— q —
sand p_— %d Jjja =2%-oarctan Jjag (74)
JJaaq
217 Jiaq  J— g
/ p— %Ad Jja = 2%-0 JJaai (75)

jJjaq

o after the nom alization of the param eter to uniy one arrives at the
formula q__
arctan jjag
stand _ o — . (76)
JJaq

Assum ing that ag = L, 0 j 3 2ag = 2 ,we dbotain %¥"¢ = 0225, whereas
rA4 = 10, that iswhen j 3#2aq = 3, onehas ¢ = 0:416. It is then
clear that the whole above discussion conceming the estin ation ofthe actual
value of the coam ological density param ater %79 seem sto con mn the fact
that this quantity is not of essential relevance in the toy m odel.

Now Jtusde ne a quantity called the deceleration param eter,

RR

2 (77)

g9
According to Egs. ) and M), in the case ofdust 1ling the Universe for

which p= 0andp=  ¢%=2, there holds the relationship g= =2. In tum,
one ndsg= forradiation.
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Tt should also be noted that the toy m odel does not alter the formula
detem ining the present age of the Universe, which ram ains of a fam iliar
form , 7
171 ax

Ho o (1 ot ox 1)

t = = ¢ (78)
The su x \0" in expression (M) and in the rest of the paper denotes the
present value of any given quantity.] Since n the toy model o = 1, then
the present age of the Universe isequalto ty = 2=(3H ¢). T he latest resecarch
estin ates the Hubble constant value to be Hy = 65 10 km s! Mpc };
see Ref. []]. Since the ages of the oldest globular clusters are estin ated
approxin ately to am ount to 11:5 1:3 G yri ], then the age ofthe Universe
obtained from the omula M) wih , = 1 is not fnconsistent wih the

observational data; see also Ref. 1]

5.2 Cosm ological density param eters

This section contains considerations concerning de ned In cosn ology so—
called total density param eter which is given as a sum of the m ass density
param eter and a \vacuum " density param eter , the Jatter associated
w ith the possible existence of a \m acroscopic" cosn ological constant ; we
de ne the current value of the total cosn ological density param eter as

total ot (79)
where
o2
SA=A Td (80)
3H

T he value ofthe param eter hasa signi cant in pact on other coan ological
quantities, lke for instance the age of the Universe t or the deceleration
param eter g; note that In the considerations presented in section 5.1 we have
assum ed that = 0.

521 Cosnologicalm ass density param eter

First ket us note that the vast m aprity of experin ental cosm ology m ea—
surem ents is related to the cosm ological density param eter de ned as In the
standard m odel, ie. to the quantity $#°¢. In order to detem ine itsvalue it
is not necessary { at least from the \experim ental” point of view { to know
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the value of the factorA ; see the ormula M) ® Considerations presented in
this subsection principally concem the param eter gta“d, which depicts the
density of m atter occurring In the contem porary Universe, but neglects at
the sam e tin e the existence of the extra spatial din ension, by om itting the
factor A in the de nition ofthe quantity ; see expressions [ll) { ).

On the grounds of the analysis of a num ber of cbservational data one
m ight say that the cosn ologicaldensity param eter gtand takes the value from
the nterval (001;1:). T he value ofthe quantity Sta“d wasestin ated on the
level02 0:3based, am ong others, on the extensive studies ofthe dynam icsof
large astronom icalob gcts, like clusters ofgalaxies; see, for nstance, Refs. [,

o, ]and references therein . O ne should ask, how ever, w hether the value

of the cosn ological density param eter 529 2 (02;0:3) determ ined in this
m anner is true, ie. is it the value re ecting the real density ofm atter in the
present Universe.

Let usnote that In orderto determm ine the value ofthe param eter gta“d by
m eans of the analysis of the dynam ics of Jarge astronom icalob fcts like m en—
tioned clusters of galaxies, rst ofall, the m ass(es) of Investigated ob Ect(s)
should be estim ated. This, In tum, Involves an appeal to the virdal theorem ,
w hich hasbeen described brie y in section 4 2 ofthispaper. H owever, forthe
determm ination ofthem ass of Investigated obect(s) { seeRefs. [0, 00, 00, 0]
and references therein { equation [ll) of the standard N ew tonian theory is
used instead of equation [M) which results from the toy model. Conse-
quently, the value ofthe ob ct’sm ass so obtained is greater than that which
would be determ ined w ithin the fram ework of the toy m odel, ie. appling
Eqg. ) . T hercby, the value ofthe cosn ologicaldensity param eter Sta“d ob-
tained on the grounds of the discussed toy m odel can be considerably am aller
than the value of gta“d determ ined by m eans of the standard theory which
does not take Into account the presence of the extra spatial dim ension. Let
us note, however, that the accurate determm ination ofthe value ofthe param -
eter Sta“d based on the application of the virial theoram in tem s ofthe toy
m odel, seem s to be very di cult in view ofthe fact that we do not know the
value of the energy U of the nvestigated ob ct.

Hence, as far as we assum e the possbility that the dark m atter does

18N ote that whik experin entally estin ating the value of the quantity $%"¢ applying
the omula M), the density of m atter %, is usually calculated as, roughly speaking, the
quotient ofthe directly and/or indirectly detected m assby the (three-din ensional) volum e
of the space wih a = 0, wihih which (ie. ora = 0) aswell as around which (ie. for
a6 0) the detected m ass is situated.
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not exist In the Universe in any signi cant am ount, the real value of the
param eter gta“d may be considered to be close to the value inplied by
the prin ordial baryon nuclkosynthesis theory, which value is estin ated to
be g@nd 0020 0:007h?, where h = H,=(00 km s ! Mpc !); see
Ref. ] and references therein. This value is in accord w ith the recent esti-
m ations of the am ount of the baryon m atter in the present Universe, giving
0:007 sand 0041 with a centralvaluie 52?0021 l]; com pare this
result with the ormula ). Note that, in the case when the value of the
parameter 529 is 50 am all that one has 5= stand | then the value of
the deceleration param eter "¢ = 52794=2 isvery close to zero (ie. of the
order of10 ?). Such a sn allvalue of the deceleration param eter "¢ would
rem ain oconsistent w ith recently obtained experim entaldata [].

W e should also note that estin ating the value of the coan ological density
param eter §2"¢ tobe ofthe orderof10 ' 10 # allow s one, according to the
formula M), to estin ate the quantity A for the Universe to be of the order
of10' 1¢, which agreesw ith the order ofthe quantiy A which we assum ed
in section 5.1 ofthis paper. Thus, both the approadhes: the theoretical one,
Investigated in section 5.1, and the experin ental one, described in the present
subsection, seem to rem ain consistent, as they give sin ilar resuls.

Tt has already been m entioned that the detemm ination ofthe realvalue of
the coan ological density param eter Sta“d in tem s of the toy m odel seem s
to be very com plicated. This is because of the fact that In many cases it
depends on the know ledge of an a priori unknown value of the energy U,
whith may in principle vary for di erent obfcts. Ik looks, however, that
the value of the m ass of the investigated ob Ect(s) and then the value of the
param eter Sta“d can be detem Ined In a relatively accurate m anner by the
extensive Investigation of gravitationalm icrolensing events, conceming both
a lim nous and a non—-lum inous m atter. From section 4.1 of this paper we
already know that there does not exist any additional light de ection caused
by the existence of the extra spatial din ension. T herefore, In this case, the
lack of know ledge of the param eter U does not really m atter.

And indeed, recently there have been undertaken num erous attem pts at
determ ining the m ass of large astronom ical ob fcts that were based on the
gravitational lensing e ect; see Refs. [0, 0, 10, ], In several works, how —
ever, eg.in Refs. [1],11], 2 naldetem ination of the coan ological density

param eter gta“d Involved the use ofm odels assum Ing the existence of a sub—
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stantial am ount of dark m atter,!® eg.by applying the virial theoram in the
form ofEq. M) rather than of Eq. ). It seam s that referring to the m od—
els assum Ing the existence of large am ounts of dark m atter In the Universe
considerably lim its the possibility ofa com pletely ob fctive { ie.not depend-
Ing on the applied m ethod { determm nation of the value of the coam ological
density param eter 5279,

Sum m arizing, i seem s that the m easurem ent of the m ass of investigated
cbpct(s), whith is necessary for the determ ination of the quantity Stand,
should not be perform ed by m eans of the analysis of the Investigated ob ct’s
dynam ics. The m ass should rather be cbtained, for exam ple, by studying
gravitationalm icrolensing events, or from the analysis of the um inosity and
m ass-to-light ratio for Investigated ob Ect(s) . Am ong other interesting m eth—
ods of the m ass determm nation, used for instance to nd m asses of clusters
of galaxies, is the analysis of the galaxy cluster X ray Integral tem perature
distrbution fiinction [, 1].

Thus, In the context of this subsection, i seem s to be reasonable to
theoretically estin ate the value of the quantity Stand In such am anner that
it Incorporates them ass of the whole cbservabke m atter only, ie. them ass of
that m atter which is concentrated w ithin the range of the additional spatial
din ension a, being sub Ect to the direct perception of us, or rather of our
m easuring equipm ent; see the ormula M) and/or expressions M) and [l
In section 5.1.

522 Cosmnological \vacuum " density param eter

In this section we w ill discuss estin ations regarding the values of the cosm o—
logicaldensity param eters, obtained on the basis of cbservations of lum inous
sources know n astype Ia supemovae; seeRefs. [, 111]] and references therein.
T he analysis of the cbservational data conceming these ob Ects lads to the
conclusion that the values ofboth the coan ologicalparam eters ( and are
considerably greater than zero. On the basis of a number of m easurem ents
there were found, am ong others, the follow ing values of the coan ological

1®The m odels which assum e the existence of a substantial am ount of dark m atter lead,

am ong others, to the Hllow ing relation g ( §2°9)%® 7 035, linking together the value of

the m ass density param eter St"’md and the value of the am plitude of m ass uctuations,
g;eeRefs. 0,0, 0,00,
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density param eters:
(07 ) (024;0:72); 0:00;0:48); (0:80;1:56); (0:72;148); 81)

seRef. [1]. A llofthe above values were obtained by m eans oftwo di erent
light— tting m ethods: the rst two by m eans of the socalled M LC S m ethod,
whereas the next two { wih the use of the temphte tting approach. In
tum, in the recent paper of Perlm utter et al. [[]], conceming the analysis
of data on 42 high-redshift type Ia supemovae, there has been estin ated a
relationship between the coan ological param eters  and , which has the
form

08 o 06 02 04 : (82)

A question arises here as to whether any of the above estin ations ap—
proaches the real values of the coam ological density param eters. In an at-
tem pt to answer i, rst ket us note that the theoretical analysis of the ob—
servationaldata presented In Refs. [, 1] isbasad on the so—called apparent
m agnitude{redshift relation; see Refs. [, ] and references thereqn.

LetM andm denote the absolute and apparent m agniude, respectively,
at a given redshift z for a um nous obct. Resuls of m easuram ents of
both the quantitiesM and m depend on values of the coan ological density
param eters o and In away described by the apparent m agniude{redshift
relation which reads

m((z)=M S5logHg+ 25+ 5log D1 (Z; o; )1+ K ; 83)

w here log x lIog, x. The quantity K in the above form ula denotes the so—
called K -correction which appears in the above equation because the em itted
and the detected photons com Ing from the receding ob fct have di erent
wavelengths; see Refs. [, []] and references therein. The quantity D,
where D, d H and d; denotes the lum inosity distance 1], is a function
ofthe varabls z,  and . 1]; i should be em phasized that the function
D ; doesnot depend on the value of the Hubbl constant H . It can be easily
shown that in the case of the toy m odel, under the assum ption that = 1
and = 0, this function takes the follow ing fom ,

Z

z dz°
Dy, @Z; o=1;, =0)=c@+ 2)

3=2 '

ES—— (84)
o 1+ 29
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w hereas the generalexpression forD ;, In the Friedm ann standard m odelreads

c@+ z) | g
DL @ oi ) = ——5 s J 37
j 7
1
Z dz? C
. ——x5h ; (85)
O L@+ 29+ @+ 2097+
where 1 0 and sing x isequalto shhx if , > 0, to shx if

x < 0,ortox if , = 0.Notethat, while deriving the orm ula [l), we have
putA = 1 Prradiallight ray (s) connecting the investigated supemova (€) and
the observer. T his isbecause, in the considered problem , thebehaviour ofthe
light particles’ tra pctories w ith respect to the dim ension a is not im portant,
but only in the spacetine a = 0; thus, the assum ption that A = 1 seem s to
be relevant here.

M oreover, there is usually de ned a quantity called the \Hubbl inter-
cept”,
M M 5logl + 25 : (86)
To som e extent, i can be measured directly, ie. without know ing H,, if
we only know the apparent m agnitude m for ob gcts show ing relatively low
redshifts z. Th such a case, the relationship [ll) takes the fom

m @ =M + 5bg(z)+K : 87)

Thus, the quantity M can be ocbtained from Ilow-redshift apparent m agni-
tude m easurem ents, ie. from m easurem ents of the apparent m agnitudes and
redshifts of low redshift cb pcts. Perform ing low redshift m easuram ents for
cb cts of a sin ilar type (9. type Ia supemovae) for the purpose of deter-
m iningM and then carrying out m easuram ents of the apparent m agniudes
m and redshifts z for a num ber of distant, high-redshift ob fcts of the sam e
type, we can obtain thebest— t values of the coan ologicaldensity param eters
o and to sove Eq. l); sce Ref. [H].

Tt is known, however, that there exist perturbations on a spatially hom o—
geneous and isotropic Universe. T hese perturbations can cause the value of
the Hubblk constant H ; m easured ocally (redshift z  0:05) to be di erent
from the value of the global (z > 0:3) Hubble constant H § . Note that in
such a case, a de nition of the directly m easurable quantity M  should take
the ollow ng fom ,

M M 5gH + 25 : (88)
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Then, In the casswhen H; 6 H§, for the analysis of data conceming high—
redshift type Ta supemovae the follow ing form ula should be applied,

m @) = M S5bgH; + 25+ 5logDy, z; o=1; = 0)]+K

HL
M +5JogH—g+ 5logD: (z; o=1; =0)]+K : (89)
0
However, for this purpose equation ) was used in Refs. [, ], which
equation m ay be w ritten In the ollow Ing form ,

m@ =M +5gD, @ F; F)I+K ; (90)

fthe superscript app com es from the author ofthispaper.] It seam s then that
the quantities ™ and “* are not the realcosn ologicalparam eters  , and

. IfwecomparcEq. ) wih Eq. ), then i can be easily noticed that
the quantities ;> and “* depend in an essentialway on the value of the
quotient H }=H § , and also on the value of redshift z.

Deriving a fomula for D; In the case of the toy m odel, we have as-
sum ed that (= 1 and = 0; see the equality ). For the values of the
apparent cosn ological density param eters ( o77; “F) equalto (024;0:72),
(0:00;048), (0:80;156) and (0:72;148) [l]we obtain { from the com parison
ofEq. @) wih Eq. ), wih taking into account the ormulae M) and
) { the Hlow ing values of the quotient H ;=H § : 1219, 1223, 1270 and
1273, reypectively. For the high-redshift supemovae Investigated n Ref. 1]
we have assum ed here the average value of redshift z,, 0:5. It tums out
that for substantial di erences between the values of the apparent coan o—
logicalparam eters  ;™F and “* obtained by m eans of the two light- tting
m ethods, the values of the quotient H ;=H § rem ain aln ost the sam e foreach
of the light- tting m ethods ssparately. T herefore, one should consider the
hypothesis that the real values of the coan ological param eters o and
are close to 1 and 0, repectively { as predicted by the toy m odel, whereas
for ob ects w ith a an all redshift z the value of the locally m easured Hubble
constant H ;' is slightly greater than its globalvalie H§ . To som e extent,
thise ect m ay occur due to the peculiar stream ing m otion in our neighbour-
hood which is toward the socalled G reat A ttractor, situated at the redshift
z 0:02; see Ref.[lllland/orFig.54 in Ref. [1].

Now lt us discuss results presented In Ref. 1], If we take the av-
erage redshift for the investigated ob fcts to be equal to z., 05, then
we can detemn ne the value of the quotient H ;=H § for di erent values of
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the parameters ° and “* which satisfy Eq. ). For instance, for
(% )= (0 5=80;1=3 1=12) we obtain Hy=H§ = 1493  0:029.
The value of the quotient H f=H § grows very slowly wih increasing val-
ues of the cosn ological param eters ¥ and  “*, becom Ing equal eg. to
Hy=H§ = 1241 0035 for (F; *F)= @1 5=80;5=3 1=12). Such a
am alldi erence between the values of the quotient H =H § for considerably
varying values ofthe apparent cosn ologicaldensity param eters ° and ¥
w hich satisfy em pirically obtained Eq. ), seam s to con m the hypothesis
that the real values of the coan ological density param eters , and are
close to unity and zero, respectively. T he value of the Jocal H ubble constant
H{ fordofctswith snallredshifts (z  0:05) whereas is som ew hat greater
than the value of the globalHubblk constant H § .

H owever, any binding veri cation ofthishypothesis isnot easy, especially
if one keeps in m ind the di culties In Independently of one another deter—
m ining the four quantities:H j, Hy, oand . In the case of the analysis
ofthe observationaldata that concem type Ia supemovae, usually two ofthe
above quantities had been a priori xed, which In the next step allowed one
the detemm ination of the ram aining two other param eters. For instance, in
Refs. [, ] i had been assumed that H) = H{ and the attem pts were
m ade to detem ine thevaluesof o and  or{ tobem oreprecise { of =@
and S2°9 | A kematively, in Refs. [, ] the quantities and were kft
as free (changing) param eters and the authors instead tried to detem ine a
value of the quotient H j=H § , each tine for some xed values of the quan—
tities ¢ and , le.asa (wowvariabl) function ofboth the quantities |
and

M oreover, lt us note that { in general { di erent cbserved \local su—
pemovae calbrators" (ie. lowredshift supemovae) m ay lie within di erent
coan ological Jocal or sub-local ows (Which is, of course, rather im probable
for a set of supemovae situated within a su ciently sm all region of space).
This could m ean that for di erent local supemovae the quantity H ; m ight
have varying values. On the other hand, it cannot be ruled out that also
som e of the cbserved high-z supemovae lie w ithin certain local coan ological

ow s; of course, values of the Hubbl constant for such ob pctsm ight di er
from the value of the global Hubbl constant H g . It then seem s that, In
order to com e to a conclusion conceming the real values of the param eters
o and , many m ore data on the spatial distrdbution of the value of the

Hubble constant are needed.
D espite all the above ob Ections and di culties in determm ining the real
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values of the coan ological param eters o and based on the supemovae
cbservational data, i should be stated that the m ethod presented in this
subsection is { if one assum es the existence of the extra spatial dim ension {
much m ore prom ising than studying of the dynam ics of lJarge astronom ical
ob pcts. It is caused by the fact that in none of the equations and fom ulae
applied in this subsection does there seem to be any dependence upon the
a priori unknown quantity U, whose occurrence ocom plicates considerably
attem pts to determ ine the realvalues of the cosn ological density param eters
In the case of analysing the dynam ics of lJarge astronom ical ob ectsby m eans
of the virial theoram .

52.3 Fluctuations of cosm ic m icrow ave background radiation

A ssum ing that o= 1:0, we can estin ate the value of the coan ological den—
sity param eter Sta“d de ned as in the standard m odel, which is connected
to the value ofthe quantity , by the relation [l). Taking into account that
for the present Universe as a whol the value of the factor A can be of the
order of 10, one can suppose that §#"¢ 10 '. Could the above statem ent
be an In portant fact that m ight help to explain som e discrepancies between
various observational data as well as between som e experin ental and theo—
retical results (the latter, for Instance, com ing from a com puter sim ulation)?
A coording to the Jatest reports, the value of the coan ological m ass density
param eter close to 0:1 (see section 52.1), on the assum ption that = 0 (see
section 52 2), is not consistent w ith the cbserved uctuations of the coan ic
m icrow ave background radiation (CM BR).

The value and shape of the CM BR uctuations, and in e ect also of
prin ordial uctuations in the density ofm atter, are re ected in the angular
power spectrum of CM BR . A s i tums out, the position ofthe rst acoustic

D oppler) peak at the Legendre m ultipole in the angular power spectrum of
the tem perature uctuations of CM BR is alm ost exclusively determm ined by
the value of the coan ological density param eter , and varies as

200
peak | P=—; 1)

0
this occurs because the angular scale L..x ofthe m ain peak re ects the size
of the horizon at last scattering of the CM BR photons; see Ref. []] and
references therein aswellasRef. []. t should be stressed that the quantity
o In the ormula M) corresponds In the toy m odel to the coan ologicalm ass
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density param eter de ned in expression (), and not to the cosm ological

m ass density param eter Sta“d de ned as in the standard m odel and given

by the relation ¢ = A ! ,; roughly speaking, this occurs, sihce the

factor R=R { which enters the form ula for the optical depth to the surface

of the Thom son (\last") scattering by free electrons ] { is proportional to
,and not to  ¥9; see Eq. ) and expressions [l), W) .

Based on studies of the power spectrum of CM BR, it can be stated that
the observed uctuations of CM BR are too am all to have been produced in
an open Universe wih snall values of  lke, for instance, = 03. It
tums out, that only valuies > 04 ram ain consistent w ith the degree of

uctuations of the cosn ic m icrow ave background radiation as well as w ith
the recent estim ations conceming the Hubbl constant value [1].

A new I it on the value of the coan ological param eter , obtained in
Ref. ] reads , = 0:77J%, which rem ains consistent w ith our theoretical
result o= 1; sece the ormula ). Them ost recent B oom erang experin ent

] iIndicates that Lex = (197  6), which strongly favours a at Universe,
ie.isa signi cant con m ation ofthe hypothesisthat 1.Thus, tssem s
that w ithin the fram ew ork of the toy m odel, the currently cbserved value of
the CM BR uctuations rem ains consistent w ith the notion of the toy-m odel
universe in which the value of the coan ologicalm ass density param eter
is equalto one.

524 Conclusions

W e can say that the toy m odel introduces quite signi cant corrections to
de nitions of the m ost im portant coan ological param eters, sim ultaneously
Introducing considerable revision ofthem ethodology of the experim entalde—
term ination of their values. Thism ay cause, for instance, that the values of
the coan ological density param eters { obtained by m eans of di erent m eth—
ods from di erent observational data { will be consistent w ith each other,
thereby m aintaining the selfconsistency of the m odel.

In particular, we should draw our attention to the two kinds ofm easure-
m ents:

i) Them easured (or calculated w ith the use of otherm easured quantities)
value ofthe coam ologicalm ass density param eter is considerably sm aller than
one; it appears that in such a case the measured (or calculated) quantity
could be the coan ologicaldensity param eter Sta“d de ned as In the standard
m odel; see section 52.1.
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i) Them easured (or calculated from otherm easured quantities) value of
the coan ologicalm ass density param eter is close to one; it tums out that the
m easured (or calculated) quantity corresoonds to the coam ological density
param eter o de ned as In the toy m odel, the value of which, acocording to
the ormula M), is equalto one; see section 52 3.

53 Early timn es of the Universe

T he last feature ofthe toy-m odeluniverse that we would like to address In this
section is its possble lacking of the initial singularity, ie. the absence of the
singularity at them om ent t= 0.¢°) F irst, we observe that as them acrospace
R 3 ofthe Universe is at { see the ®mula @) { and then i nie, =0 &
existed alo fort 0. W e then assum e that R (& 0)= const R> 0.In
such a situation, the spacetin e describbed by them etric [l) takes the form of
the Cartesian (direct) product of the covering surface R R! forthe anti-
de Sitter two-dimn ensional universe tin es the static at three-din ensional
m acrospace R 3, and we have

1
ds?= 1+ jp? fdf 1+ jp?  da’
R dr + r*d °+ rPsih® d'? : 92)

Tt cannot be ruled out, however, that the prim ordial toy universe (pefore the
Big Bang, ie. ort< 0) was actually an antide Siter universe of the fom
st R! R3, wih closed tin elike (ornull or radiation) curves, the whol
history of which used to repeat every T; 10 %3 seconds. Such a universe
m ay be describbed by the m etric

q —
ds*= fdf exp i2 jict da® RE drf+ rd’+ rsin® 4’7 (93)

which we obtain after a purely form al (com plex) coordinate transform ation
perform ed for them etric [M); in the case of them etric [l the existence of
the closed tin elike (ornull for radiation) curves in the antide Sitteruniverse
is especially easy to notice. N ote that the value of the zero-point energy (of
the vacuum ) In such a spacetin e was exactly the sam e as in the present toy
universe; see section 2.

20N ote that som e non-singular m odels of the Universe are also discussed, for instance,
in Refs. oy ’ ’ ’ ’ ]-
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W ewillnow exam ine the features ofthe early Universe in a m ore precise
manner. Let us st note that the Ricci scalar curwvature R { present
In expression for the action for the Einstein eld equation { provides the
Lagrangian density for the spacetin e geom etry represented by the m etric
tensor [[1]. Let us suppose the Lagrangian density { so also the R iociscalar {
to have ram ained a continuous quantity at the m om ent ofthe Big Bang (ie.
fort= 0); ofcourse, we assum e here that the quantity det(g ) is continuous
during the whole history of the Universe. The R icci scalar should then ful 1
the follow ng equation,

R t! 0 =R t! 0" (94)

W e assum e that the Universe before, after, and at the m om ent of the Big
Bang was described by the Einstein equation M), with the stress{energy
tensor given by expressions [ll) { ) and W) .M oreover, we assum e that the
stress{energy tensor P , given by the ©mulke [l and M), was equal to
zero before the Big Bang. W e w ill prove Jater that this assum ption m ay be
vald. From Eq. ) we then cbtain the ollow ing relationship between the
density $ ofm atter, or of the radiation energy and is pressures p and g,

p+ 3p= S : (95)
C om bining the above equation w ith Eq. [ll) which is expected to be fil lled
alointhelmit! 0", gives

p = 96)

© wla
e o\

P = @7

Thus, In the toy m odel, the Universe at the m om ent of the Big Bang was
lled w ith a perfect relativistic uid, or radiation. T he question arises as to
what was the value ofthe energy density ofthe uid atthemomentt= 0, ie.
what was the initial condition for the density of the radiation energy in the
Universe. To answer this question, ket us in agine that the Universe before
the Big Bang was of the form of the antide Sitter spacetine S*  R! R3.
W e know that the antide Sitter spacetine S'  R! contains \global" closed
tin elke or null curves; see sections 3 and 4 2 of this paper. Let us assum e
that such auniversewas lled w ith the radiation whose particleshad a period

of oscillation )
T1= &= (98)

c J3J
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0 they retraced their own life histordes after each lapse of the period T, of
the coordinate tine t. Thus, the geodesic lines of the radiation particles
(quanta) were closed null curves, o the radiation was \frozen", or \ xed"

In tin e t in the antide Sitter spacetim ; see F ig. 2. N ote that the distance
covered { during the coordinate tin e equal to the period of oscillation T, {

by the radiation particles (quanta) in the \m acroscopic" space R ° was equal
to L = cTy, which quantity we can call a \wavelength" of oscillation. The
\frozen" radiation in the m acrospace R > m ight be describbed, or in agied in
such a way that each quantum ofthe radiation covered the distance L, equal
to its (one) wavelength, during the coordinate tin e T, equal to the period
of its oscillation; note that, due to the existence of the closed curves In the
Investigated anti-de Siter spacetin e, the tine T; m ay be regarded as the
whole period, or interval of tim e t which elapsed before the Big Bang; see
Fig.2. It should be added here that in the two above sentences aswell as in
the rem aining part of this paper, under the tem s \m acroscopic" space, or
m acrospace R ® we understand m ainly the three-din ensional space given by
the expression a 0.

W hat happened at the mom ent of the Big Bang? It seam s that the
antide Sitter two-dim ensional spacetine S!  R! should have undergone
a phase transition into the covering surface R!  R! of the antide Sitter
spacetin e, described by them etric W), so the coordinate tim e t was released
to elapse m onotonically and not periodically as before the Big Bang. This
caused that the radiation started to give a (non-vanishing) contrdbution to
the stress{energy tensor T , in the form represented by the tensor P ; see
the omula [ . This, n tum, gave the beginning to the expansion of the
Universe, ie. ofthe at three-din ensional space R 3, according to Egs. M) {
). Sinulaneously, the radiation, con ned before the Big Bang w ithin
the antide Sitter two-din ensional spacetin e and form ing \frozen waves"
in the macrospace R 3, was released into the expanding three-din ensional
\m acroscopic" space. The B ig Bang event occurring in the toy m odel could
then be described as the follow ng \spacetin e"{ or rather only \tine" {
transition,

st rR' R*“P R R' R? : (99)
expand

W hat was the energy density of the radiation at the m om ent ofthe Big
Bang? The energy of one quantum of the radiation con ned before the B ig
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Bang w ithin the anti-de Sittertw o-din ensional spacetin e iseasy to calculate,

2 qd—
E=h—=h jic; (100)
T

it is, In fact, equalto the P landk energy as de ned In section 42. W e have
to multiply the energy E by a factor of 3, if we want to take into account
the three orthogonal to each other as well as independent of { or \non-
Interfering" w ith { one another spatialm odes of the radiation, as the Jatter

lled the three-din ensional m acrospace R °. Furthem ore, the so-cbtained
num ber should then be multiplied by a factor of 4, since the existence of
any tragctory (t;a;x;y;z) [ ] ofthe radiation quantum in the spacetin e de—
scribed by the metric ) or ) implies, or eg. y;z = const, the ex—
istence of the trapctordes: (&; a;x;v;z)[]1and a; x;vy;z)[ ]aswellas
; a; x;v;2)[ ]; see also the orm ula ) ©r com parison. N ote, how ever,
that here we do not take into acocount the symmetry $ of the investi-
gated solution to the E instein equation M), asboth kinds of the tra fctories:
()YJland ( )[ 1= ( )[ ], ramain the same in the spacetin e of the toy
m odel; it does not, of course, exclude the existence of antijparticles { see the
Jast sentence of the discussion conceming antiparticles in section 3.1 of this
paper. Thus, bearing In m Ind the above discussion conceming the closed
null curves and the retracing of the life history by the radiation quanta, one
can assum e that (fora = 0) the (welve) quanta possessing the energy 12E
occupied theregion L. L L ofthem acrospace K. Ifwe then convention—
ally de ne the energy density u as a quotient of the energy concentrated in
som e region of the (threedin ensional) space by the volum e of this region,
then we w ill obtain the energy density of the radiation at the m om ent ofthe
Big Bang,
_12E _ 3h ‘¢

L3 23

ut 0;a= 0) =2242 10 kgs?®m ': (101)

A sthem acrospaceR ® was/is at durihg the whol history ofthe toy universe,

50 consequently onehas = 1, then we obtain
8 G 1=2
H@! 0Y)= Sgut 0a=0) =118l 10° s *: (102)

N ote that after the Big Bang (occurring at themoment t= t; = 0) the
energy density ofthe radiation should, according to Egs. [ll), ) and W),
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have been decreasing follow ing the form ula
" # 2

1=2
u;a)= 2X € )+ (103)

Us
A

where X ( éA=3)? and us ut = g;a = 0). It is easy to see
{ com pare, for nstance, the ormulae M) and M) as the two solutions to
fom ally the sam e E nstein equation w ith the sam e stress{energy tensor {
that the Iniial condition for the scalk factor R may be eg. expressed as
follow s,

Ry Rt 0)=1m; (104)

which allow s one to detemm ine the value of the Integration constant resulting
from the continuity equation for radiation, uR* = u,R: = const, aswell as
to obtain the value of the quantity R-t ! 07), from Eq. ). W e shoud
note that ifwe assum e the coam ic scale factorR to be an \order param eter"
for the toy-m odel universe, then we can recognize the process described by
expression [ as a phase transition ofthe rst order, since the quantity R

rem ained continuous at them cm ent ofthe B ig B ang, w hereas its derivative R-
wasnotcontihuousatthetinet= 0,asonehaskR-(t! 0 )= 06 R-(t! 07);
of course, this happened because exactly at the m om ent of the Big Bang
the radiation lling the toy universe just started to give a (mon-vanishing)

contribution to the stress{energy tensor T

Now we will try to show that the stress{energy tensor P was equal
to zero before the Big Bang. To this ain lt us assum e that the an allest
elem ent of the uid (\frozen" radiation), which the toy universe before the
Big Bang was llked wih, was { in the m acrospace R °® { the cube of the
sizesl. L L2) The cubewas Ikd wih the four { symm etrical w ith
respect to the four hypersurfaces a = 0 and x;y;z = const as well as non—
Interfering w ith each other { sets of the three independent of and orthogonal
to one another spatialm odes ofthe \frozen" radiation, each ofthe wavelength
L = cT;. The sizes ofthe yper)cube in the directions t and a were equalto
T, L=cand L= [scethe ®omula l)], respectively. W e should now recall
the general de niion of a stress{energy tensor T , which determm ines the
eement T fPraparticular and asthe ux density ofthe -component

210 ne could not In aghe a sn aller elem ent ofthe uid than that ofthe sizesL. L L,
since each of the three sizes of the snallest uid elem ent should contain at least one fiill
length of the oscillations of the radiation quantum , ie. exactly the quantiy L.
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of momentum in the direction , ie. through the surface with a constant
value of the coordinate x , orthogonally to it. It is then clear that the ux

density of any component = 0;:::;4 of momentum through any of the
surfaces { with constant values of the coordinatesx (forall = 0;:::;4) {
of the hyperbox ¢cT; L= L L L was actually equal to zero before

the Big Bang?? This happened due to the fact that before the Big Bang
the geodesic lines of the radiation quanta were the closed null curves w ith
the closure tin es (or the oscillation periods) all equal to T;, so none of the
surfaces of the considered hyperbox was crossed by the radiation quanta
during the period of tin e T3, and/so the tine T; m ay actually be regarded
as the whole period, or interval of tim e t which elapsed before the B ig B ang.
Let us note that the above considerations seem to be true not only for the

element cT; L= L L L ofthe uid 1ling the toy universe before
the B ig Bang, but also ram ain valid for any m ultiplication ofthis elem ent, of
the fom n;cT; nL= n3L nL nsL,where allnq;:::;ns are natural
num bers.

W hat happened later? A fter the lapse of a some tine after the Big
B ang, the perfect relativistic uid, or radiation { expanding w ithin/together
w ith the three-din ensional \m acroscopic" space R ° { started to convert into
\ordinary" m atter, for which the relative ratio p=u decreases from the value
1=3 to 0, and thus, according to Eq. ), the pressure p along the extra
soatialdin ension a decreases from 0 to  u=2.

Tt is in portant to cbserve that, apart from the attem pt to answer the
question about the initial conditions at the m om ent of the Big Bang, the
toy m odel seam s to enable us also to soke the problem of the largescale
soatial hom ogeneity and isotropy of the present Universe. N am ely, the toy—
m odeluniverse existed already before the B ig B ang and each (ssparate) region
L L L of the \m acroscopic" ( at) threedin ensional space R’ bebre
the Big Bang was lkd with the radiation of the sam e \initial" energy 12E ,
w here the quantity E isgiven by the ormula [lll). W em ay then understand
that the energy density ofthe radiation 1ling the early Universe was highly
isotropic already at them om ent ofthe BigBang. Thepossbl uctuations n
the density of energy/m atter, which started to grow som e tin e afterthe Big

22Tt is of particular interest to observe that the above conclusion holds also or the
surfaces of the considered hyperbox, which are given by a = const, ora = L=@2 ), and
t= const nT,wheren 2 N [ f0g.
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Bang, could have been caused by the fact that the energy U at them cm ent
of the B ig Bang could have varied for di erent quanta of the radiation.

6 Summ ary

In this paper we have investigated the toy m odelwhich originates from gen-—
eral relativity. It provides an extension of the dim ensionality of spacetin e,
w ih an additional din ension of space m acroscopically unobservable. The
m odel attem pts to give a solution to the problm of the coan ological con—
stant.

Tt tums out that the toy m odel iIntroduces no corrections to m ost pre-
dictions of the \standard" general relativity regarding, am ong others, the
socalled \ ve tests of general relativity". However, it seem s that the toy
m odel could provide an explanation to the atness of circular velocity curves
of spiral galaxies w thout introducing any dark m atter.

The toy m odel introduces certain changes into coam ology, altering the
de nition ofthe crticaldensity ofm atter. C onsequently, it also changes { as
com pared w ith the Friedm ann standard m odel { the values assum ed by other
coan ological param eters. D ue to the introduction of the additional spatial
din ension, data conceming the present value of the Universe’s m ass density
cbtained, for instance, from observations of distant supemovae seem to be
consistent w ith otherm easurem ents, such asthose regarding the tem perature

uctuations ofthe coan icm icrow ave background radiation . F inalky, no lniial
sihqgularity is present in the proposed m odel.
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POTENTIAL
7 BARRIER

“_PARTICLE'S
TRAJECTORY

Figure 1. A particle, m oving w ith a uniform rectilinear m otion w ith respect to
the spacetine a = 0, sinultaneously oscillates in the additional fourth spatial
din ension a. T he particke encounters an obstack { a potentialbarrier higher than
s energy E . H owever, because of the oscillations in the fourth spatialdin ension,
the particlke can sum ount the barrier, by sim ply circum venting it. T he nature of
this phenom enon is purely geom etric and thus extram ely sinple. W e can see here
an analogy to a tunnelling through the potential barrier, the phenom enon know n
from quantum m echanics and still puzzling { as far as its nature is concemed.
A coording to the corpuscular Interpretation ofquantum m echanics, at them om ent
ofthe tunnelling the particle tem porarily \vanishes" to appear subsequently on the
opposite side of the barrier. In the toy m odel presented in this paper, the particle
can \vanish" in the extra spatialdin ension, which m ay allow it to circum vent the
potential barrier.

Let us note that the particle can cross the potential barrier (or rather circum —
vent it) aswell as be re ected. N aturally, the answer to the question of whether
a particle w ill cross (circum vent) the potential barrier or w hether it w ill rebound,
dependson a num ber of factors such as: the values of the particlke’s energies U and
E , the barrier sizes as well as the barrier shape w ith respect to the extra spatial
dinension a. N ote. The gure ismerely dem onstrative and does not preserve
proportions between various quantities characterizing both the particke and the
potential barrier.
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Figure 2. The toy m odel predicts that the Universe before the Big Bang was of
the om of the antide Sitter spacetine S? R! R3 Ikd with the radiation
quanta, each of energy E equal to the P lanck energy Ep;. The geodesic line(s)
of the radiation particlke(s), or quanta (the thick line in the gure) were global
closed null curves { w ith the periods of oscillation all equalto the P lanck tine T;
{ so the radiation was \frozen" in tin e t. Tn the m acrospace R 3, each quantum of
the \frozen" radiation covered the distance L, equalto its one wavelength, during
the tine T; which m ay be regarded as the whole period, or interval of time t
which elapsed before the Big Bang. At the m om ent of the B ig Bang, the phase
transition S' ! R! of the coordinate tin e t occurred, which gave the beghning
to the expansion of the at three-din ensional space R 3 and to the release of the
radiation into the expandingm acrospace R 3. N ote. For reasons of clarity, only the
antide Sitter two-din ensional spacetine S R ! is shown, so the gure does not
ncorporate the at space R 3. Note also that the gure represents the orthogonal
proction ofthe tra pctory ofa single radiation particle { m oving In the spacetin e
st R! R3, i aonedirection ofthem acrospaceR 3 { onto the spacetine S* R 1.
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