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This paper is devoted to investigate five dimensional homogeneous and isotropic FRW model with varying gravitational
and cosmological constant with cosmic time. Exact solution of the Einstein field equations are obtained by using the
equation of state p = (v —1)p (gamma law), where « which is an adiabatic parameter varies continuously as the universe
expands. We obtained the solutions for different values of curvature K = 0,1, —1 by using a(t) = Ro(1 + o*t*)", where
a, n and Ry are positive constants. Behaviour of the cosmological parameters are presented for different cases of the
models. Physical interpretation of the derived model are presented in details. Interestingly the proposed model justified
the current cosmological observations with dark energy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The present universe is expanding with ever accelerating from the recent observational [1, 2, 3, 4] data
on cosmic microwave background radiation(CMBR) and from WMAP data [5, 6]. Recent observations of type
Ta supernovae (SNe Ia) at redshift z < 1 provide startling and puzzling evidence that the expansion of the
universe at the present time appears to be accelerating, behavior attributed to “dark energy” with negative
pressure[l, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. These observations strongly favour a significant and positive value of A. Some
of the authors like [12, 13, 14] have studied the physics of the universe in higher dimensional space time.

Now-a-days peoples are more interested to study in higher dimensional space-time, since Einstein’s field
equations in higher dimensions may have physical relevance as early as a time before the universe underwent
compactification transitions. The solutions of Einstein field equations may have physical relevance in these
higher dimensional space times. The phase transitions in the early universe can also lead to topological knots in
the vacuum expectation value of a scalar field, which are concentrated in a small region, and by using a suitable
scalar field we can prove that phase transitions can result in such objects. Therefore, to unify gravity and other
interactions, it is more feasible to study higher dimensional space-time to solve cosmological problems. Also,
it is well known that Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) spatially homogeneous and isotropic cosmological
models are widely considered as good approximation of the present and early stages of the universe. FRW line
element fits best with the cosmological principle and consistent with the present day observational data. At its
early stage of evolution, study of five dimensional space-time is important because of the fact that cosmos might
have had a higher dimensional era. In order to unify gravitation with electromagnetism , a five dimensional
space-time geometry was first proposed by Kaluza [15] and Klein [16]. In the context of the Kaluza-Klein
theories[15, 16, 17, 18] the study of higher dimensional cosmological models have obtained much importance.
Many researchers have studied the problems in the field of higher dimensions. Appelquist et al.[18], Rahaman
et al. [19] formulated higher dimensional spherically symmetric perfect fluid model in Lyra geometry. Samanta
et al.[20] investigated five dimensional Bianchi type-1 string cosmological model in Lyra manifold.

In FRW type of homogeneous cosmological model, the dimensionality has a marked effect on the time
temperature relation of the universe and our universe appears to cool more slowly in higher dimensional space
time as suggested by Chatterjee [21]. In the recent years, cosmological model with a relic cosmological constant
have received considerable attention among researchers for various reasons [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. We should
realize that the existence of a nonzero cosmological constant in Einstein’s equations is a feature of deep and
profound consequence. The recent observations indicate that A ~ 10 — 55¢m? while particle physics prediction
for A is greater than this value by a factor of order 10'2°. This discrepancy is known as cosmological constant
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problem. Ratra and Peebles[28], Dolgov [29, 30, 31], Sahni and Starobinsky [32], Padmanabhan [33] and
Peebles [34] are the some of the researchers who recently studied on the cosmological constant “problem” and
consequence on cosmology with a time-varying cosmological constant. For earlier reviews on this topic, we can
referred to Zeldovich [35], Weinberg [36] and Carrol et al. [37].

G.S. Khadekar et.al.[38] discuss the big-bounce cosmological model by assuming the cosmological constant
A = apand A = BH?, where a and 3 are the constant and p and H, are the energy density and Hubble parameter
respectively by considering a class of five-dimensional cosmological model. Adhav K.S. et.al.[39] studied Bianchi
type-IIT cosmological models in the presence of the bulk viscous fluid with varying A. Mukhopadhyay U. et.
al.[40] discuss about the time variable and the accelerating universe in the Einstein’s field equations under the
phenomenological assumption of A = aH? for the full physical range of a. Shabani and Ziaie[42] studied about
the classical bouncing behaviour of the Universe in terms of f(R,T) = R+ h(T) gravity theories. Minas et al.
[43] examined the realization of bounces based on a modified gravity theory related to Finsler and Finsler-like
geometries. Surendra and Kiranmala [44] studies the role of higher-dimensional FRW models with the framework
of the particle creation in the context of variable cosmological and gravitational constants. Mahanta and Das
[45] studied the spatially homogeneous and anisotropic Bianchi type-IIT universe filled with non interacting new
holographic dark energy and cold dark matter with variable gravitational and cosmological constant terms.
Further Agrawal et al.[46, 47, 48] developed a bouncing cosmology model with a suitable bouncing scale factor
and studied its cosmic dynamics. Similarly, Singh et al.[49] studied the bouncing behaviour of the universe
in modified gravity with higher-order curvature, finding that the extremal acceleration occurs at the bouncing
point. And Zubair and Farooq[50] explore the bouncing models in the framework of 4D EGB with a flat,
isotropic FRW universe.

Motivating from the above literatures here in this paper we investigate the spatially homogeneous and
isotropic FRW universe in the context of variable cosmological and gravitational constants. We evaluate different
cosmological parameters with the assumption that our universe is filled with distributions of matter. In sections
2.1-2.9, we have presented the solution of field equations and discussion for the cosmological parameters for the
different values of curvature index parameters K =0,1,—1 and v = 1, %, 2. In sec. 4 we also study the physical
interpretation of the cosmological parameters in the context of solutions. Concluding remarks of the work is
presented in sec. 5 .

2. FIELD EQUATIONS
Here we consider the five dimensional FRW metric[51, 52, 53] in the form

dr?

2 _ g2 2
ds® = dt* — a*(t) 1=K

+12(d6? + sin® 0d6?) + (1 — Kr?)dy? (1)
where a(t) is the scale factor K = 0,—1 or + 1 is the curvature parameter for flat, open and closed universe
respectively. The universe is assumed to be filled with distribution of matter represented by energy-momentum
tensor of a perfect fluid

T;w = (p +p)uuvu — PYuv, (2)
where p is the energy density of the cosmic matter, p is its pressure and u,, is the five-velocity vector such that
u,ut = 1. The Einstein field equations with time-dependent cosmological and gravitational constants is given
by

1
Ry — §QWR =87G(t) Ty + A(t)guv (3)

where R, is the Ricci tensor, G(t) and A(t) being the variable gravitational and cosmological constants. The
divergence of (3), taking into account the Bianchi identity, gives

(87GT, + Agu)” = 0. (4)

Equation (3) and (4) may be considered as the fundamental equations of gravity with G and A coupling
parameters. Using comoving coordinates

Uy = (1707()’070)7 (5)
in (2) and with the line element (1), Einstein’s field equation (3), yields
6a> 6K
8rG(t)p = 2t A(t), (6)
3a  3a® 3K
8rG(t)p = e i A(t), (7)

where dot denotes derivative w.r.t 't'.
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In uniform cosmology G = G(t) and A = A(t) so that the conservation (4) is given by

G A
)+ 4 H=-1|—= — . 8
p+4(p+p) (GHSWG) (8)

The usual energy momentum conservation relation 77, = 0 leads to
p+4(p+p)H = 0. (9)

The field equations (6) - (7) can also be written as

3a A(t)
— = —4nG(t) |2 - 10
. a ()[erp 87rG(t)}’ (10)

662 A(t)

— = 8nG(t . 11
=860 o+ g (11)

Equation (10) and (11) can be written in terms of the Hubble paramater H = £ to give the below the equation
respectively

H+H2:—4§G(t)(2p+p)+%, (12)
H? = %”G(t)p+ % - g (13)

In order to solve the above field equations (9), (12) and (13) we used the bouncing scale factor as suggested
by[41, 42, 50]
a(t) = Ro(1 + %)™, (14)
where o, n and Ry are positive constants.
The equation of state is
p=(y—1p, (15)
where v is a constant (1 <~y <2).
Using equations (14) and (15), equation (9) yields

Gy

= 16
P {Ro(l +a2t2)n}4’y ( )
where (7 is a arbitrary constant.
From eqn (15) and (16), the pressure is
(=1
= 17
p {Ro(l + a2t2)n}4’y ( )
From eqn (14), Hubble Paramater is
2na’t
= 1
1+ a2¢? (18)
From eqn (12) and (13), we get
. & K
H=——G(t —. 19
3 GO+ (19)
Using eqns (14), (16) and eqn (18), eqn. (19) becomes
4y 1 2t2 4ny K 2 2 1— 2t2
G(t) = 3R, (1 + a’t?) i _ 2a%n(1 - a®t?) (20)
8myCy R (1 + a?t2)?n (14 a?t?)?
Using equs. (14), (16), (18) and (20) eqn. (13) becomes
3 [2a%n(1 2(4yn — 1)t? 2y —-1)K
~ (1+ at2)2 Ro(1 + a2t2)2n
The deceleration parameter becomes
-1 2121 -2
Bt Gt ) (22)

202nt?

Now we can prove to study for the different values of curvature parameters K and + as under
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Scale factor
Hubble parameter

Deceleration parameter

t), Hubble parameter H(t) and Declaration parameter ¢(t) against ¢ for

—~

Figure 1. Behaviour of Scale factor a
different values of a, Ry =1 and n =

QO

2.1. When K = 0(flat) and taking v = 1(Dust universe), we get

— Cl
PRI+ a2e2)in”
p=0
36‘42”R3 2,2 2,2\ —2+4
G(t):m.(—l—i—at)(l—&-at) "
1

2.2. When K = 0(flat) and taking v = 3(Radiation universe)

Gy
P=ri 16n ’
RE (14 a2t2)7s"
_ 20,
o 5 16n ’
SRS (1 + Oé2t2) 3
G(t) _9a?n(a®t? — 1)(Ro(1 + a?t2)m) ¥

16mCH (1 + 2t2)? ’

9a’n 16n\ 5,
0 e (1 (15 )

2.3. When K = (0(flat) and taking v = 2(Zel'dovichuniverse)

Gy

P= Rg(1+a2t2)8”’
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Figure 2. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) against ¢, plot (b) corresponds to the behaviour of G(t)
against t, whereas plot (c) corresponds to the evolution of A(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C; = Ry =1
and n = .
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Figure 3. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) against ¢ whereas plot (b) corresponds to the behaviour
of p(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C1 = Rg = 1 and n = 3.
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Figure 4. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of A(t)
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Density

:
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Figure 5. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) against ¢ and plot (b) corresponds to the behaviour of
p(t) against t for different values of o, C1 = Ry = 1 and n = 3.
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Figure 6. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) versus ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of A(t)
versus t for different values of o, C1 = Ry =1 and n =

1

P= R+ a2
- _302nR(0?t> — 1)(1 + a?1?) 25"
871'01

2
A) = 3a‘n

2.4. When K = 1(closed) and taking v = 1(Dust universe)

p _Ré(l + a2t2)4n’
p =0

4 2/2y4n
G :3R0(1+a %)

1 20n(1 — a?t?)
8nC, Ro(l+ o222~ (1+a282)?
() = 3 N 6an(1+ (—1 + 4n)a?t?
R3(1 + a?t?)?n (1 + a?t2)?

2.5. When K = 1(closed) and taking v = 3 (Radiation universe)

C1
pP=—1 16n
RE(L+ a22)%
2Ch
p = 4 16n
3RS (1 + a22) %
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Figure 7. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) versus t, (b) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) against
3

t, whereas plot (c) depicts to the evolution of A(t) against ¢ for different values of a, C1 = Ry =1 and n = 7.

Density

(a) (b)

Figure 8. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of p(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of p(t)

against ¢ for different values of o, Cy = Rg =1 and n = 7.

G :RS(l + a?t2)3n 1 B 2a2n(1 — a?t?)
21CY R3(1 + a?t?)?n (1+ a?t?)?
A(t) = 2 8an(l+ (—1+ 3n)a2t2).
R3(1 + a?t?)?n (1 + a?t2)?

2.6. When K = 1(closed) and taking v = 2(Zel’dovich universe)

P= RE(1 + a2t2)sn’
Gy
P BT e
_3Rj(1+ at?)8" 1 202n(1 — o?t?)
- 167C, R2(1+a22)2n  (1+ a2t2)2
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(b)
Figure 9. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) versus ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of A(t)
versus t for different values of o, C1 = Ry =1 and n =

1

(b)
Figure 10. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of p(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of p(t)

against t for different values of a, C1 = Ry =1 and n =

g
(1) = 9 N 3a?n(1 + (=1 + 8n)a?t?)
~2R%(1 4 a2t2)2n (1+ a2t2)?

2.7. When K = —1(open) and taking v = 1(Dust universe)
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Figure 11. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of
A(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C1 = Ry =1 and n =

1
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Figure 12. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) versus t, plot (b) depicts to the behaviour of G(t)
against ¢, whereas plot (c) depicts to the evolution of A(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C; = Ry = 1 and
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2.8. When K = —1(open) and taking v = 4 (Radiation universe)
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2.9. When K = —1(open) and taking v = 2(Zel’dovich universe)
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Figure 14. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the evolution of

A(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C; = Rp =1 and n = 2.
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Figure 15. Plot (a) corresponds to the evolution of p(t) versus ¢, plot (b) depicts to the evolution of p(t)

against t for different values of a, C1 = Ry =1 and n =
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Figure 16. Plot (a) depicts to the behaviour of G(t) against ¢, whereas plot (b) depicts to the behaviour of

A(t) against ¢ for different values of o, C; = Ryp =1 and n = 2.
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3. BEHAVIOUR OF BOUNCING COSMOLOGY

We will discuss matter bounce scenarios in FRW model in the present analysis. The study focuses on
the dynamic of energy density p, pressure p, and the EoS parameter w. In general, bouncing models meet the
following conditions.

Bouncing models go through a contracting phase before bouncing, resulting in non-singular bounces i.e.,
the expansion of universe a(t) decreases with time as a(t) < 0. Thus, Hubble parameter H = % < 0 represents
contracting era of universe. As a result, Hubble parameter H = 0 disappears at bouncing point. FEoS w
and deceleration parameter ¢ are identical for homogeneous and flat FRW. The bounce point shows singular

behaviour for both expressions.

Whenever a(t) increases with increase in cosmic time ¢, this implies a(t) > 0, which implies H > 0. When
accelerating near the bouncing point (H > 0), we can predict that the derivative of H will be positive. When
an EoS parameter is bouncing, it evolves in phantom form. Different values of a, Ry = 1 and n = % can be
used to measure the contribution of theory, while the bouncing parameter is used to measure the bouncing
effects. We have also studied cosmological parameters, energy densities, pressures, cosmological parameters,

and gravitational parameters in terms of cosmic time.

4. PHYSICAL INTERPRETATION

Fig 1(a) shows the behaviour of scale factor against cosmic time for different values of bouncing parameter
a. Fig 1(b) of equation (18) shows the evolution of Hubble parameter, H(t) becomes 0(zero) as ¢ — 0 and co.
Equation (22) suggests that the deceleration parameter versus time is plotted in Fig. 1(c), ¢(t) = —o0 at t —
0 and ¢ is negative quantities for sufficiently large values of ¢ for different values of o, Ry =1 and n = %.

For different values of bouncing parameter, in the section 2.1 corresponds to fig.2 energy density becomes
zero as t tends to infinity and at ¢ = 0, p = 1 but for the flat universe the pressure is zero. The gravitational
constant always increase when time increase whereas cosmological constant decreases when time increases and
G(t) — 0 when t = 0, but A(t) is positive constant at ¢ = 0. In fig. 3 and fig. 4 shows the dynamical behaviour
of the section 2.2, energy density becomes zero as t — co and p = 1 when ¢ = 0. The pressure is zero as t — oo
and p = %2 when ¢t = 0. The gravitational constant always increase when time increase whereas cosmological
constant decreases when time increases and G(t) — 0 when ¢ = 0, but A(¢) is positive constant at ¢t = 0. In
fig. 5 and fig. 6 shows the dynamical behaviour of the section 2.3, energy density becomes zero as ¢ — oo and
p =1 when t = 0. The pressure is zero as t — oo and p = _72 when t = 0. The gravitational constant always
increase when time increase whereas cosmological constant decreases when time increases and G(t) — 0 when
t =0, but A(t) is positive constant at ¢t = 0.

For different values of o, Ry =1 and n = %, in the section 2.4 corresponds to fig.7 energy density becomes
zero as t tends to infinity and at t = 0, p = 1 but for K = 1(closed) and v = 1(Dust universe) the pressure is
zero. The gravitational constant always increase when time increases whereas cosmological constant decreases
when time increases and G(t) — 0 when ¢ = 0, but A(t) is positive constant at t = 0. In fig. 8 and fig. 9 shows
the dynamical behaviour of the section 2.5, energy density becomes zero as t — oo and p = 1 when ¢t = 0. The
pressure is zero as t — oo and p = %2 when t = 0. The gravitational constant always increases when time
increases whereas cosmological constant also increases when time increases and G(t) — 0 when ¢ = 0, but A(t)
is positive constant at ¢t = 0. In fig. 10 and fig. 11 shows the dynamical behaviour of the section 2.6, energy
density becomes zero as t — oo and p = 1 when ¢ = 0. The pressure is also zero as t — oo and p = 1 when
t = 0. When time increases the gravitational constant always increases whereas cosmological constant decreases
and G(t) — 0 when ¢t = 0, but A(t) is positive constant at ¢t = 0.

The graphical behaviour of cosmological parameter in the section 2.7 corresponds to fig.12 energy density
becomes zero as t — oo and p = 1 at t = 0 but for K = —1(open) and v = 1(Dust universe) the pressure is
zero. The gravitational constant always increase when time increase whereas cosmological constant decreases
when time increases and G(t) — 0 when t = 0, but A(t) is constant at ¢ = 0. In fig. 13 and fig. 14 shows the
dynamical behaviour of the section 2.8, energy density becomes zero as t — oo and p = 1 at ¢t = 0. The pressure
iszeroast — oo and p = %2 at t = 0. The gravitational constant always increases when time increase whereas
cosmological constant decreases when time increases and G(t) — 0 when ¢ = 0, but A(¢) is constant at ¢t = 0.
In fig. 15 and fig. 16 shows the dynamical evolution of the section 2.9, energy density becomes zero as t — oo
and p = 1 when ¢t = 0. The pressure is zero as t — oo and p = 1 when ¢t = 0. The gravitational constant always
increase when time increase whereas cosmological constant decreases when time increases and G(t) — 0 when
t =0, but A(t) is constant at ¢t = 0.

5. CONCLUSION REMARKS

In the present contexts we attempt to reinterpret a mater bounce scenario with the framework of higher
dimensional FRW model with variable G and A. Since now a days the study of bouncing cosmology becomes
an interesting area to avoid the possible singularity occurring in the usual models under general theory of
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relativity. Our proposed model can provide some useful scenario for the bouncing model. We have presented
the different model for different stages of the universe by calculating the physical parameters of the models with
the use of bouncing parameters. Analysing the Scale factor, Hubble parameter, deceleration parameter, energy
density, pressure, gravitational and cosmological constant have been extensively investigated for different values
of a, Rp = 1 and n = %. In general, the behaviour near bounce is influenced by the bouncing parameter.
It is emphasized by the bouncing scale factors that the cosmos undergoes a contraction, a bounce, and an
accelerating phase at late times. The parameter H indicates the contracting phase (H < 0) before the bounce,
and the expanding phase (H > 0) after the bounce at ¢ &~ 0. In the decelerating phase of the universe, all
deceleration parameter values are negative and indicate accelerated expansion.

In our model for different values of K and -y, all the behaviour of energy density increase before bounce and
decrease after bounce but p = 1 at bouncing point ¢ = 0. While the pressure profile is negative in the section 2.2,
2.3, 2.5 and 2.8, whereas p = _72 at bouncing point ¢ = 0 which justifies the current cosmic expansion with dark
energy. Although p = 1 at bouncing point ¢ = 0, the pressure is positive in sections 2.6 and 2.9, also satisfied a
contracting phase before the bounce and an expanding phase after the bounce. The choice of model parameters
is strictly determined by the evolution of cosmological parameters and in particular, the conservation equation.

The constant G and A are allowed to depend on the cosmic time t. The gravitational constant G' decreases
before the bounce, and increases after the bounce and G(t) = 0 at ¢t = 0 in all the sections 2.1 - 2.9. The
cosmological term A increases before the bounce, and decreases after the bounce and A(t) = constant at
bouncing point t = 0 in all the sections 2.1 - 2.9. But in the case of o = 1, of the section 2.7 - 2.9 cosmological
term A is negative at bouncing point ¢ = 0. In our research, we have found that the explosion of the universe
at the early stages of its creation was only a consequence of the creation of matter. Thus, studying the early
evolution of the universe requires understanding the implications of time varying A and G. And also we hope
to shed some light on the real universe. In addition to providing insights into cosmological structure formation,
this study could also provide insight into the formation of universe. Through this approach, higher dimensional
space time allows the unified description of early evolution of the universe with variables G and A. Generally,
the models are scalar expansion, non-shear, and isotropic. According to the above points, our proposed model
provides good bouncing solutions with the parameters chosen.
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9. APPENDIX-I
The Einstein field equations with time dependent cosmological and gravitational terms is given by

1
R, — igle =81G ()T + A1) g (23)
The Bianchi identities from eqn. (23) are given by

Rt +RE.+RE =0 (24)

nvig pig;v njvsi
Apply antisymmetric property in the second term, we have

R .. —RF. +RF. .—=0 (25)

g iy Hjvii
Contracting with respect to k and i, we get

R* RF.. +RE 0 (26)

prksj — gk pivik —
But by the definition of Ricci tensor, we get
Ry = Ry, and R} = Ry;

vk —
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From eqn. (26) gives
Ryvij — Ry + Rﬁju;k =0

Since derivatives of fundamental tensors are 0(zero), we can expressed the above equation as:
(g'u]R;w);j - (gWR,uj);V + (gwRuuj);k =0

or

lej;j - R%” + Rllj,k =
Changing the dummy indices j and k to u, we obtain

Rlyl;/t - R;V + Rﬁ;u =0 (27)
But
_OR b

—(H* — (§H
H A orv Sk (§VR) - (5VR)§IL

Therefore eqn.(27) becomes
2Rl1/t;;t - (&fR)# =0

or )
(Rﬁ - 5551%);# =0
or

1 :
(B = 50 R)* =0

Hence eqn.(23) becomes
BrG ()T + A(t)g) ™ =0

10. APPENDIX-II
We have,
T = (p er)uuuu - p5;w

Differentiation both side w.r.t. v, we have

0= [(p+Pp)upuy — bl

Multiplying both sides by u*, we have

= [(p + p)upuy — pdpy ]’ =0
= (p + P)wupunu! + (p+ p)(upuy ) — ppu =0
= (p;u +p;u)uu + (,0 +p>(ul/);1/ - p;yu/L =0

= paty + (p+p)[(uy)  +uTau,] =0

) a
= p+4(p+p)H =0 lp=Ts=Tus=Tss="=H
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IIEPEITHTEPIIPETAIIIA BCECBITY ®PIIMAHA-POBEPTCOHA-BOKEPA
31 SMIHHUM PPABITAHIP’IHHM TA KOCMOJIOTTHHUM YJIEHOM
YV KOCMOJIOTII 3 BIZICKOKOM
Acem Ixkorin Meiiteii?, Kanrymxam Ipifiokymap Cinrx?, Caen Ca6anam?, C. Kipaamaaa Yany®
¢ Daxyavmem mamemamuru, Maninypcvkut ynisepcumem, Kanwinyp, Imgpan, 795008, Maninyp, ndia
b Daryavmem mamemamury, koaedoc Mazapadoca Bodzwandpa, ImPan, Mawinyp-795001, India

Ilst crarTs npucBatIeHa TOCTIIZKEHHIO I’ STUBUMIPHOT OZHOpPiaHOT Ta i3oTpomnHoi Mogeni FRW 3i 3minoio rpasitariitaol Ta
KOCMOJIOTI9IHO]I ITOCTiHOI 3 KocMiunuM wacoM. Tounuil po3s’s130k piBHSAHG ot EifHImTeHA OTPUMYETHCS 32 TOIIOMOTOIO0
piBasHES cTamy p = (7 — 1)p (ramva-3akon), ge v, akuil € agiabaTHaHIM TapaMeTpoM, 6e3mepepBHO 3MIHIOETBCA B MIipy
posummpenns Bcecsity. Mu orpumasnu pimenns juia pisaux 3madenp kpusmsau K = 0,1, —1, BukopucroByoun a(t) =
Ro(1 + a2t2)", ne a, n i Ro — poparhi KoHcTanTu. IToBegiHKa KOCMOJIOIIYHHAX IIapaMeTpPiB IPeCTaB/IeHa Jijisd Pi3HUX
BUMQJKIB Mojeseit. /leTajpHo TpeacTaBieHa (izwyna iHTeprpeTaris oTpuManoi mosmesi. [[ikaBo, Imo 3amporoHoBaHa
MOZeJIb BUIIPABIOBY€E IOTOYHI KOCMOJIOTIYUHI CIIOCTEepe’KEHHS TeMHOI eHeprii.

Kurouosi caoBa: n’amusumipruti; FRW mempuka; xocmonozivnuti mepmin; macwmabrul xoediyienm e6idckoxy
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