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The primary objective of this paper is to examine a Kaniadakis holographic dark energy universe of Bianchi type-// within the framework
of self-creation gravity theory. In this dark energy model, the Hubble horizon is used as the infrared cutoff, following Kaniadakis’
holographic dark energy concept. We calculate various dynamical parameters in this model, including the statefinder (r, s) plane, the
deceleration parameter ¢, the equation of state (w4, ), the square speed of sound, and the w4, — w/,, plane. A graphical analysis of these
parameters is provided across a range of free parameter values. The results reveal that the deceleration parameter demonstrates the
universe’s smooth transition from an early decelerated phase to the current accelerated expansion, while the equation of state parameter
suggests a phantom phase. The wg. — w!,, plane reaches the thawing region, and the statefinder plane aligns with both the phantom
model and Chaplygin gas. The current values of the parameters are consistent with existing observational data, and the strong energy
conditions are found to be violated.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most astonishing findings in modern cosmology is that the universe is not only expanding but accelerating.
Today, multiple independent observational sources support this accelerating behavior of the cosmos [1]-[3]. Explanations
for this observed phenomenon fall broadly into two main approaches. In the framework of the General Theory of Relativity
(GTR), the universe appears dominated by an enigmatic, negative-pressure component known as dark energy (DE), as
evidenced by CMBR and LSS analyses. Alternatively, the acceleration could be explained by altering the law of gravity
itself through modifications of the GTR action, known as modified gravity theories. Among these are the well-known
f(R) gravity [4] and Gauss-Bonnet gravity, which involves the Gauss-Bonnet invariant [5]. Other approaches include
f(R,T) gravity [6], as well as scalar-tensor theories like Brans-Dicke (BD) [7] and Saez-Ballester (SB) [8], along with the
self-creation theory of gravitation. Barber [9] introduced two continuous creation theories: one as a variation of the BD
theory and the other modifying GTR to accommodate continuous matter creation in alignment with observational data.
These theories suggest a universe generated by self-contained gravitational and matter fields. Barber’s second self-creation
theory has inspired extensive study into diverse cosmological models (Ref. [10]-[14]). The theory provides a framework
where the cosmological constant can emerge naturally from the dynamics of the gravitational field and matter. It offers a
novel approach to explain cosmic acceleration and dark energy without relying on a constant energy density. Essentially,
the theory proposes a self-creation of gravity, which modifies both the gravitational field equations and the evolution of
the universe. For a thorough exploration of DE and modified gravity theories, please refer to the sources cited in [15]-[28].

Alternatively, some theoretical approaches attempt to resolve the DE problem by introducing novel types of matter
or modified equations of state [29]-[30]. Another promising avenue is Holographic DE (HDE), rooted in the holographic
principle [31, 32]. When applied to the universe, the vacuum energy associated with this principle can be interpreted as
DE, or specifically HDE, as proposed by Cohen et al. [33]. Over recent decades, various entropy formulations have been
applied to develop and examine cosmological models. This has led to several innovative HDE models, such as the Tsallis
HDE [34, 35], Sharma-Mittal HDE (SMHDE) [36], and Renyi HDE model [37]. Numerous researchers have evaluated
cosmological models based on these new HDE concepts [38]- [42]. Recently, Kaniadakis statistics have been utilized as a
generalized measure of entropy [43]- [45] to investigate various gravitational and cosmological phenomena. Kaniadakis
entropy modifies the standard thermodynamics, allowing for non-linearities that account for a broader range of behaviors
in dark energy. It provides a more generalized equation of state, enabling flexibility in describing the evolution of dark
energy over cosmic time. The generalized K-entropy, or Kaniadakis entropy, which characterizes black hole entropy, can
be expressed with a single free parameter [46].
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where K is an unknown parameter. Thus, by using the concept of entropy and the notion of HDE, a novel model of
DE called Kaniadakis HDE (KHDE) is proposed [46], which exhibits significant characteristics. Jawad and Sultan [47],
Sharma [48], and Drepanou et al. [49] have examined KHDE models inside various gravitational theories. The dynamic
structures of HDE, as investigated by Sadeghi et al. [50], have been analyzed within the context of BD’s theory of gravity,
using the Tsallis and Kaniadakis approaches. Rao et al. [51] explored KHDE model in GTR. The integration of KHDE
within Barber’s second self-creation theory of gravitation enhances both the theoretical framework for gravity and DE. It
provides a dynamic, thermodynamically consistent solution to cosmological problems such as the cosmological constant
and cosmic acceleration. By linking gravity’s evolution with a generalized, non-linear description of DE, this combination
could offer deeper insights into the structure of the universe and the nature of its expansion.

Several studies provide information about how the large-scale structure we see today might have developed from
tiny anisotropies. The conditions of the early universe before it attained the isotropic state can be modeled using Binachi
type(BT)-11 space-time. For theories explaining how the universe changed from a highly anisotropic state to its current
isotropic state, this is essential. Potential anisotropies and abnormalities in the CMB are studied using Bianchi models,
such as type-11. These investigations aid in determining the effect of anisotropic expansion on the CMB and evaluating
the universe’s isotropy. The discussion above makes it evident that a number of authors have looked into KHDE models
of the universe. The BT-// KHDE model has not yet been studied in the literature in relation to the self-creation theory of
gravity. In this work, we consider the self-creation theory of gravity in the setting of the BT-/7 universe, which includes
matter and KHDE.

With this motivation, in this work we construct Bianchi type-// KHDE model with Hubble horizon as IR cutoff in
self-creation theory of gravitation. The following is how the paper has been arranged: The field equations in self creation
theory of gravity pertaining to the KHDE source are formulated along with their solution in section-2. Section-3 provides
cosmological parameters and their physical discussion. Final remarks are presented in section-4.

2. FIELD EQUATIONS AND MODEL
We consider BT-II metric of the form

ds® = —dr* + R(1)%dx® + S(1)*dy? + 25(1)*xdydz + (S(1)*x* + R(1)*)dZ>. ()

The self-creation theory field equations are as follows:
1 -8 =
Rij - 5Rgij = T(Tij +Tij), 3)
v 87(# el
06 = ¢ = —-(T+7). )
In this context, the symbols have their usual meaning. The stress-energy tensors for matter distribution is as follows.
T;; = diag0,0,0,~1]pm, Tij = diag|wae, Wae + ¥, Wae, —11pde- (5)

The field equations for the space-time (2), using the comoving coordinate system and the above equations (3) and (4), may
be represented as:
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Differentiation with respect to time t is represented by a dot above a variable in this notation. We can solve this system
appropriately with the use of assumptions which connects unknowns in the field equations. Because of this, we take into
account the following physically plausible circumstances:

R = Sk (11)

Here, k denotes a constant (Collins et al. [55]). Observations of velocity-redshift from extragalactic sources indicate that
the Hubble expansion of the present universe is isotropic to within 30% [52]-[54]. Additionally, redshift surveys place a
constraint on ¢ < 0.3 within our current Galaxy.

Additionally, it is common in the literature to assume a power-law relationship between ¢ and the average scale
factor a(t), expressed as [56, 57]: ¢ « [a(t)]", where n is the power index. Various researchers have explored different
properties of scalar fields following this relationship. Considering the physical relevance of this relationship, we adopt

following assumption

#(1) = gola(n)]". (12)
Using the relations (11) and (12) in Egs. (6) and (7), we obtain the metric potentials as
R = (b3e™ +by)T2 (13)
and
S = (bse™ +by)in (14)
where b3 = (k;%, by = (k +2)by, by and b, are integrating constants. The scalar field of the model is

n
3

¢ = ¢0 (b3670t + b4)* . (15)
Now metric (2), with the aid of Egs. (13) and (14), can be written as
ds® = —di® + (b3e?" + by)T2dx® + (b3e™ + by) T2 dy® + 2(b3e™ + by) P2 xdydsz
+((b3e"" + by)E2x2 + (b3 + by)T2)d7>. (16)

Equation (16) describes a anisotropic BT-I/ KHDE model within the context of self-creation gravity theory, with the
following physical parameters. The model’s average scale factor a(#) and volume V (¢) are defined as follows:

V(1) = a(t)® = (b3 + by). (17)

The expressions for the mean Hubble H and the expansion scalar 6 parameters are derived as follows:

b3yoe
H=30=——"——. 18
3bze"t +3 by (18)
The average anisotropic parameter A, and shear scalar o are given by
(k — 1)2b2y2 20! 2(k — 1)?
2 370 2 ) (19)

o= ; = .
(k+2)2 (bsem +by)2 " (k+2)

From the aforementioned parameters, it is evident that both the spatial volume of the universe demonstrate its exponential
expansion. Moreover, during the initial epoch, all values become finite. However, as ¢ tends to infinity, they diverge.
Notably, when k = 1, the model achieves shear-free and isotropic characteristics, as indicated by the conditions o> = 0
and Ay, = 0.

According to the HDE theory, for DE is responsible for the accelerated expansion, the total vacuum energy contained
within a region of size £ must be less than or equal to the energy of a black hole of the same size, as governed by the
Kaniadakis black hole entropy equation (Eq. (1)). This leads to the following condition:

Sx
A* = pge o i (20)
for the energy density pg4.. Now, IR cutoff is taken as Hubble horizon (i.e., Lz%; Az%),
3c2H* K
Pde= Cq{ sinh (7;{—2) @1)
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in this formulation, the constant ¢2 remains unknown, K is a real-valued parameter, and the Hubble parameter is given
by H = £. It follows that, as k — 0, we retrieve the well-established Bekenstein entropy-based HDE expression, pge —

24 .. . . . .
3‘TH. In addition, we account for a pressureless fluid with energy density p,,, and a DE component with pressure p 4. and
density pge-

Using H(t) in the above Eq. (21), we get the energy density of KHDE of the model as

3¢2bytygt (e701)* 3 b3e"" + 3 by)*
g = 2Eb3Y0 (e7") sinh 7K (3b3e?" +3by) _ 22)

 (Bbsent +3b) K b3?yo? (en1)?
Using Egs. (13)-(15) and (22) in Eq. (9), we get the energy density of matter as
b3*yo® (e7")’ 2b3%y0? ()" k
(k +2) (bze?! + by)*  (k +2)% (b3e"! + by)?
(b3 + ba) T2 l _3bytye? (e70)* “in (ﬂ‘K (3b3e”" +3 b4)2)

b0 (b3e? + by)"?
8

Pm =

(23)
4 (byent + by)T2 (3b3er! +3by)* K b3yp? (ev)?

Using Egs. (13)-(15), (21) in Eq. (6), we obtain the EoS parameter of KHDE as

247 c2b3tyo* (evot)* (k +2)% (b3e?" + by)?
b’ () +k (k42 babayo’e™ b3y’ () k
(k +2)% (bse?" + by)? (k +2)% (bse?" + by)?

.

1 k. b3e! + 3 by)?

+ — (bse™" + by) ™7 | [sinh K (32 3¢ +32 +) . 24)
4 ((bSe«yOt + b4)4(k+2) ) b3 702 (e'}’ot)

o (b3e?" +by)"> (3b3e7" +3by)* 7((1732702 (e7')” + (k +2) b3byyye™
Wde = —

The skewness parameter is determined as

go (b3e™" +ba)"" (3b3e" +3by)* K (byemt + by) ¥t - Y2 (L= B bse™
247 b3yt (e107)* (k +2) (b3e?" + by)

ot 2 -l
x(sinh("«(”“y +3b4) )) . (25)

b32yo? (e0!)?

3. COSMOLOGICAL PARAMETERS AND PHYSICAL DISCUSSION

In this section, we investigate the expansion of the universe by scrutinizing various cosmological parameters. These
parameters include the energy conditions, the scalar field (¢(¢)), the EoS (wge), the squared sound speed (vz), the decel-
eration (q) parameters, as well as cosmic planes like wg, — w/,, and statefinder planes for the anisotropic KHDE model.

Scalar field: Fig. 1 illustrates the evolution of the scalar field with time. The scalar field maintains a positive value and
demonstrates a consistent decrease over time. This declining trend of the scalar field suggests a concurrent increase in
kinetic energy within the model. Additionally, it has been observed that as the parameter k rises, the scalar field exhibits
a decreasing behavior.

EoS parameter (w): It serves as a crucial tool for categorizing the various phases in the expanding universe. It is
expressed as w = %, representing the relationship between pressure (p) and energy density (o) within a given matter
distribution. Different phases, characterized by deceleration or acceleration, correspond to specific ranges of w:

Deceleration phases encompass intervals such as those involving cold dark matter or dust fluid (w equals zero),
indicating the radiation era when w lies between 0 and 1/3, and the fluid is classified as stiff for w = 1. The accelerating
phase, akin to the cosmic constant/vacuum period (w equals -1), corresponds to the quintessence period when —1 < w <
—1/3, and it’s known as the phantom era when w < —1. This signifies a quintom period characterized by a combination
of both quintessence and phantom components.

The EoS parameter of KHDE with the Hubble horizon cutoff is provided in Eq. (24). Fig. 2 illustrates the evolution
of the EoS parameter wg, concerning cosmic time ¢. Initially, as depicted in Fig. 2, w4, originates from the DE era, tran-
sitioning through the aggressive phantom region (w4, << —1) and into the phantom region (w4, < —1) and quintessence
as well as ACDM model for three values of ¢ respectively. With decreasing values of the parameter ¢, our model is
progressively enters the quintessence region.
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Figure 1. Scalar field Vs. ¢ for yp = 0.178, k = 0.97, n = —0.28, by = —0.34 and ¢ = 1.
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Figure 2. EoS parameter Vs. ¢ for yg = 0.178, k = 0.97, n = -0.28, b, = —-0.34, ¢g = 1, b; = 0.12 and K = 0.007.

Squared sound speed: It is derived as
2=l g + B2 . (26)
Pde Pde

The sign of v2 is crucial in assessing the stability of DE models. A positive signature of vg indicates model stability,
while a negative signature suggests instability. By substituting the energy density and EoS parameter from equations (22)
and (24) into the equation for squared sound speed (v2) provided by equation (26), we conduct a graphical analysis of
v2 for our model. As illustrated in Fig. 3, the trajectories are negative at initial epoch and consistently exhibit positive
behavior at later stages of the evolution of the model. Consequently, this indicates that our model is unstable at initial
epoch whereas it becomes stable at present and late-times.
wge—w!,, plane: We examine the wy, — w/;, plane, where w/, represents the rate of change of the EoS parameter
wge with respect to In(a(#)) [58]. It has also been found that the wge — w/;, plane can be split into two regions: thawing
(wge < 0, w:le > 0) and freezing (wg. < O, w:le < 0). The freezing region corresponds to a phase of faster cosmic
acceleration compared to the thawing region.

Fig. 4 illustrates the relationship between the wg, — w;e plane and different values of c. It shows that the wg, —
w!,, plane predominantly corresponds to the thawing region, irrespective of the specific parameter values. Moreover, the
current values of wge and w/,, align well with present observational data.

Energy conditions: The Raychaudhuri equations initiated the exploration of energy conditions, playing a crucial role
in analyzing the alignment of null and time-like geodesics. The energy conditions are used to illustrate other universal
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Figure 3. v2 Vs. ¢ for yg = 0.178, k = 0.97, n = —0.28, b, = —0.34, ¢ = 1, by = 0.12 and K = 0.007.
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Figure 4. ‘”de_‘”:ie plane for yg = 0.178, k = 0.97, b; = 0.12, n = —0.28, by = —0.34, ¢9 = 1 and K = 0.007.

principles about the dynamics of intense gravitational fields. The often observed energy conditions are as follows:
Dominant energy condition (DEC): pge > 0, pge + pge = 0.
Strong energy conditions (SEC) : pge + pae = 0, pae +3pae = 0,
Null energy conditions (NEC): pge + pae = 0,
Weak energy conditions (WEC): pg. > 0, pge + pae = 0,
Fig. 5 illustrates the energy conditions of our KHDE model. It is evident that the WEC is satisfied, as pge > 0.
However, the SEC pg4e + 3pge > 0 is not met. This observation, reflecting the universe’s acceleration in its later stages, is

consistent with contemporary observational evidence.

Deceleration parameter: The expansion of the universe is often described using deceleration parameter (DP). Posi-
tive values of the DP indicate that the model exhibits a decelerating expansion in the usual sense. When g = 0, the universe
expands at a constant rate. Accelerated expansion takes place when g lies between —1 and 0, while super-exponential
expansion occurs when g is less than —1. The DP can be calculated as follows:

d{ 1 3by
=—1l+—|==|=-1- . 27
i T (H(t)) bsevo! 7)

Fig. 6 depicts the evolution of the DP g as a function of time 7. Notably, our model shows a transition from the early
decelerating phase to the current accelerating era, in agreement with recent observational data. Furthermore, the current
value of the DP (go = —0.86) closely matches contemporary observational results.

Statefinder parameters: Various DE models have emerged in recent years, aiming to elucidate the accelerating ex-
pansion of the universe. Interestingly, these models often yield identical values for the current Hubble and deceleration
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parameters, making them practically indistinguishable from one another. Sahni et al. [59] proposed a merger of the
deceleration and Hubble parameters, expressed as:

a r—1 28)
r=—s, §S=—0———.
aH? “T3(q-1/2)
The statefinder parameters for our model are
2
A U L - (29)
b3* (e7)’

_ by’ R - (30)

B b32 (e)’ol‘)2 2 bzev!

The regions shown below are defined by these statefinders: ACDM for (r,s) = (1,0) and CDM model for
(r,s) = (1,1); r< 1 gives quintessence and s> 0 gives phantom DE phases; > 1 with s< O establishes the Chaply-
gin gas model. Fig. 7 depicts the r — s plane’s trajectory. The r — s plane resembles to the quintessence as well as phantom
regions it its evolution.

Comparative analysis: Here, we compare our work with recent studies on this subject and discuss its alignment
with observational data.
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Figure 7. Statefinder parameters for yo = 0.178, k = 0.97, n = -0.28, b; = 0.12 and b, = —0.34.

Rao and Prasanthi [60] conducted an investigation into BT-/ and BT-111 DE models within the framework of SB
theory. These models evolve from the phantom region and gradually transition into the quintessence region. Similarly,
Rao et al. [39] examined a universe filled with holographic Ricci DE. Their model sees the EoS parameter evolve from
a matter-dominated state to the phantom region, crossing the phantom divide line and ultimately progressing towards the
quintessence region as time advances. Sadri and Vakili [61] explored the FRW new HDE model within the BD gravity.
Their findings revealed that the EoS parameter could enter the phantom era without requiring any interaction between
DE and dark matter. Aditya and Reddy [62] studied BT-I universe within the SB scalar—tensor theory and it begins in
the matter-dominated era, progresses through the quintessence region, crosses the phantom divide line, and ultimately
stabilizes in the phantom region. Prasanthi and Aditya [63] delved into BT-VIy RHDE models in GTR, where they
observed the universe exhibiting both quintom and phantom behaviors. Naidu et al. [64] analyzed the FRW-type DE
cosmological models within the SB gravity. Aditya [65] examined the BT-I RHDE model in SB theory and determined
that it demonstrated quintom behavior while aligning with observational data. Aditya and Prasanthi [66] looked into the
dynamics of SMHDE in the BD gravity, finding that their model starts in the matter-dominated era, crosses the phantom
divide line, and ultimately stabilizes in the aggressive phantom region. Dasunaidu et al. [67] explored FRW-type DE
models in SB’s theory, observing that the models evolve from the matter-dominated era, pass through the quintessence
DE phase, and finally approach vacuum DE and the phantom era. Rao et al. [51] studied the BT-VIy KHDE model in
GTR, asserting that the model starts in the matter-dominated era, evolves through the quintessence region, and eventually
becomes the ACDM model. Aditya et al. [68] explored BT-VIj space-time within the SMHDE framework in the BD
theory of gravitation, concluding that the model accurately characterizes both the quintessence and vacuum regions of the
universe. Prasanthi et al. [69] investigated the KHDE model within the BD gravity, particularly in the Kantowski-Sachs
space-time. Murali et al. [70] explored the BT-I universe KHDE model within SB theory, claiming that these models
closely resemble the ACDM limit at late times and match recent observational data. In comparison to these studies, our
models align with existing results in the literature. The analysis of the EoS parameter shows that our model begins in
the aggressive phantom region (wgz. < —1) and eventually transitions into the ACDM model (wg. = —1), exhibiting
behavior that closely mirrors the models discussed above. Furthermore, the observational data from the Planck mission,
as presented by Aghanim et al. [71], provide constraints on the EoS parameter of DE, with the following ranges: wg. =

-1.56*9-9% (Planck + TT + lowE); wqe = —1.58*03] (Planck + TT, TE, EE + lowE); wg, = —1.57*0:3 (Planck + TT, TE,

EE + lowE + lensing); and wqe = —1.04*01% (Planck + TT, TE, EE + lowE + lensing + BAO) at a 95% confidence level.
As shown in Fig. 2, the EoS parameter of our model lies comfortably within these observational limits, further reinforcing

the consistency of our results with cosmological data.

4

Moreover, the trajectories of the wy. — w/,, plane derived from our model intersect with the observational data
reported by various studies [73, 74]. Specifically, the values of wy, and w/;, obtained from our model fall within the

ranges provided by observations from the Planck mission: wg, = —1.13fg'§‘;, w!,, < 1.32 (Planck + WP + BAO); and
wgae = —1.34 +£0.18, w:ie =0.85 £ 0.7 (WMAP + eCAMB + BAO + H,). This alignment further affirms the credibility
of our model’s predictions and its consistency with observational data. Finally, the current values of the deceleration
parameter g from our model align well with those derived from observational data—q = —0.930 + 0.218 (BAO + Masers
+ TDSL + Pantheon + H;) and g = —1.2037 + 0.175 (BAO + Masers + TDSL + Pantheon + Hy + H;) as reported by
Capozziello et al. [72]. This alignment underscores the reliability and accuracy of our model’s predictions, indicating that

our KHDE model is more viable than the DE models proposed by several other authors.
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4. CONCLUSIONS

A cosmological reconstruction of the second self-creation gravity has been studied in this study using the KHDE
model. Both the geometric and matter components are considered to have contributed to the acceleration of the expansion
of the Universe. The BT-1/ Universe with a pressure-less matter contribution as cosmic fluid configuration has been
studied and the associated field equations have been derived. Using energy conditions, deceleration parameters, and the
EoS, the reconstruction of the KHDE model has been examined for its evolutionary behavior. We also investigated the
(r,s) and wge — W), cosmic planes to learn more about how the model changed over time. Here are the main takeaways
from our research.

i.  According to Fig. 2 (the EoS parameter trajectory), the model begins in the aggressive phantom region and eventually
approaches the ACD M model and the phantom phase of the Universe.

ii. The model smoothly moves from the early decelerated epoch to the present accelerated era of the Universe when the
DP evolves against cosmic time (Fig. 6). According to Fig. 7, the statefinder diagnostic plane of our rebuilt model
aligns with both the phantom and Chaplygin gas models.

ili. The thawing region is depicted by the track in the wg, — w/,, plane (Fig. 4). According to Fig. 3, our model is
unstable at the first period but becomes stable over the present and late times. The energy conditions shown in Fig. 5
are from our KHDE model. While the SEC has not been satisfied, the WEC has been satisfied. Therefore, according
to modern observational evidence (Fig. 5), the cosmos is expanding at an accelerated rate in its latter phases.
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PEKOHCTPYKIIIA I'OJIOTPA®IYHOI MOJIEJII TEMHOI EHEPTTi KAHIATAKICA B TEOPIL
CAMOCTBOPEHHAA FPABITAI_[Ii
0. Agites®, JI. TexecBapapao®, }0.1. [lis’s Ipacanri®, 1. Pam Ba6y®
¢ llenapmamenm gpynoamernmanvrux i 2ymanimaprux nayk, Texnonoeiunuii incmumym GMR, Paoxcam-532127, Inois
b enapmamenm cmamucmuru i mamemamurcu, Konedoc cadienuymea, Joxmop FO.C.P. Yuisepcumem cadisnuymea,
Hapeaminypam-535502, Inois

OCHOBHOIO METOIO LIi€l CTATTi € IOCTi)KeHHS ronorpadivyHoro BcecBity TeMHoi eneprii Kaniagakica Tuny B’ sHki I/ B pamMkax Teopii
rpaBiTailii caMOCTBOpeHHs. Y 1iil Mofesi TeMHOi eHeprii ropu30HT Xa00yia BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS sIK Mexka iH(pPauepBOHOTO BUIIPOMi-
HIOBaHHsI BiJNOBIAHO 10 rojorpacdivHoi KoHuemniii Temuoi eHeprii Kaniagakica. Mu 004MCIOEMO pi3Hi AUHAMIYHI MTapaMeTpH B il
MoJei, BKJIIOYAI0UH IUIOIIMHY BUMipIoBaya CTaHy (r, s), apamMeTp CHOBIUJIbHEHHS ¢, PIBHAHHSA CTaHy (Wq, ), KBAJPAT MIBUAKOCTI 3BYKY
Ta IUIONIMHA W4, — W;,. ['padivynmii anani3 MX NapameTpiB HAIAETHCA B 1iana3oHi GE3KONITOBHUX 3HAYEHb NapameTpis. Pesynbra-
TH TI0Ka3yloTb, IO TapaMeTp YMOBUIBHEHHsI AEMOHCTpPYE IUIaBHUII Iepexin BeecBiTy Bif paHHBOI yroBinbHEHOI a3y 10 IOTOYHOTO
TIPUCKOPEHOTO PO3LIMPEHHS], TO/I AK PIBHAHHA MApaMETPa CTaHy CBiuUTh Npo dantomuy dasy. [omuna wge — w!), nocarae obma-
CTi PO3MOPOXKYBAHHS, a IUIOIIMHA BIMipIOBaya CTaHy BUPIBHIOETHCS K 3 (DAHTOMHOIO MOZEJUIIO, TaK i 3 razom Yarmrina. [Totouni
3HAUYEHHS MapaMeTpiB y3rofKyIOThCs 3 HASBHUMU JAHUMHU CIIOCTEPEsKEHb, a CHJIbHI €eHEPTeTUUHI YMOBHU BUSIBJIAIOTHCS MOPYIICHUMH.
Kuarouosi caoBa: Mooeav B’snxi muny 11; 2onoepagpiuna memna enepeis Kaniaoaxica; meopis camocmeopeHust;, memHa enepeis,
Moougpikosana meopis epasimayii
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