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This study investigates Sharma—Mittal Holographic Dark Energy (SMHDE) within the context of Brans—Dicke theory of gravitation in
an Axially Symmetric Cosmological Model. By employing Sharma—Mittal entropy, which provides a unifying generalization of Tsallis
and Rényi entropies, a modified form of holographic dark energy density is formulated to incorporate non-extensive thermodynamic
effects. The corresponding field equations are derived and solved to obtain exact analytical solutions. Furthermore, key cosmological
parameters such as the EoS parameter, deceleration parameter, and squared speed of sound are systematically analyzed to examine the
dynamical behaviour and stability of the model. The results indicate that the proposed framework successfully describes the late-time
accelerated expansion of the cosmos while also accommodating possible anisotropies in the early cosmos. Overall, the model presents a
consistent and physically viable extension of conventional holographic dark energy scenarios within scalar—tensor gravitational theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of cosmology and gravitation is one of the great achievements of modern theoretical physics. The
discovery of SNe Ia gave us the first evidence of the accelerated expansion of the Universe [1-2]. This discovery was
then corroborated by independent measurements made from the observation of the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
radiation and the study of the large scale structure [3-4]. All these observations show that our current Universe is dominated
by a negative pressure mysterious constituent named dark energy (DE) and this component is responsible for driving the
Universe towards an accelerated expansion. Observations have shown that DE comprises 70-75% of the energy density of
the current universe [5-6]. But, still, the origin of DE is not known.

Many DE models have been proposed by many researchers in order to understand the nature of DE. Among those
models, one interesting model is the holographic dark energy (HDE) model. The idea of HDE arises from the idea of the
holographic principle postulated by °t Hooft and Susskind [7-8], which says that the number of degrees of freedom in any
physical system is proportional to its boundary area and not its volume.

The holographic dark energy (HDE) model is motivated by the holographic principle proposed by 't Hooft and
Susskind [7-8], which states that the physical degrees of freedom of a system are determined by its boundary area rather
than its volume. Based on this idea, Cohen et al. [9] established a relation between the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR)
cutoffs by requiring that the vacuum energy contained in a region of size L should not exceed the mass of a black hole of
the same size. This condition leads to the holographic dark energy density

Pae = 3K*M,L™*

where k is a dimensionless holographic parameter, M, = (87G)~ 1/2 is the reduced Planck mass, G is Newton’s
gravitational constant, and L denotes the infrared cutoff length scale. Later, Li [10] proposed the future event horizon as
the IR cutoff and obtained a cosmologically viable HDE model capable of describing the observed accelerated expansion
of the universe.

The conventional HDE model is constructed using the Bekenstein—-Hawking entropy-area relation,

A
581 = 3G
where A is the horizon area.

Since gravitational systems are characterized by long-range interactions and non-extensive thermodynamic behavior,
generalized entropy formalisms have been proposed to extend the standard entropy description. Among these, Tsallis
entropy [11] and Rényi entropy [12] have attracted considerable attention in cosmological applications. A more general
entropy framework was introduced by Sharma and Mittal [13], which unifies both Tsallis and Rényi entropies through two
independent parameters.
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The Sharma—Mittal entropy is defined as
1 s
Ssm = —[(1+1S7)T — 1]
s

where St denotes the Tsallis entropy, while s and [ represent the deformation and non-extensivity parameters, respectively.

To formulate Sharma—Mittal holographic dark energy (SMHDE), the standard Bekenstein—Hawking entropy used
in the HDE framework is replaced by Sharma—Mittal entropy. Taking S7 = Spy = A/4 (in natural units G = 1) and
considering the Hubble horizon L = H~! , whose area is A = %, the Sharma—Mittal entropy becomes

ml\1
(1 + ﬁ) - 1]
where H is the Hubble parameter.
Using the holographic relation between entropy and dark energy density, Jawad et al. [14] and Igbal and Jawad [15]
obtained the Sharma—Mittal holographic dark energy density as

Ssm = —
S

k2 K2 H* 1\7
pde=3 Ssm _ 3 [(1+ﬂ) —1]

8nrL* ~  8ns H?

where H is the Hubble parameter.

In contrast to conventional HDE, the SMHDE theory takes into account the effects of the entropy due to non-extensive
thermodynamics using the parameters s and /. These correction terms have substantial impacts on the dynamics of the
universe, which can explain not only inflation but also acceleration at late times in the same theory [16-17]. Besides, some
recent studies have demonstrated that SMHDE models can offer stable evolution and phantom crossing in cosmology.

At the same time, scalar-tensor theories of gravity offer a viable alternative explanation of cosmic acceleration. One
of the most successful generalizations of general relativity is the Brans-Dicke (BD) theory [18], proposed by Brans and
Dicke in 1961. The BD scalar field inherently satisfies Mach’s principle and acts as an important ingredient in explaining
cosmological processes [19-20]. Some of the authors have studied the possibility of applying HDE and generalized
entropy-based dark energy models within the framework of BD gravity, highlighting their peculiarities and stability
properties [21-23].

On the other hand, observations of the anisotropies in the cosmic microwave background (CMB) and the formation of
large-scale cosmic structures suggest that the early Universe may not have been perfectly isotropic. Therefore, anisotropic
cosmological models, such as Bianchi-type models and axially symmetric models, play an important role in understanding
the dynamical evolution of the Universe [24-25]. Axially symmetric universes provide a more general geometric framework
than the standard Friedmann—Robertson—Walker (FRW) model and help to describe deviations from perfect isotropy in
the early stages of cosmic evolution.

These developments motivate the present study, in which we investigate the Sharma—Mittal holographic dark energy
model in an axially symmetric framework within the Brans—Dicke theory of gravity. The generalized Sharma—Mittal
entropy is incorporated into the holographic energy density, and an anisotropic geometry is considered to examine the
combined effects of entropic deformation, scalar—tensor coupling, and directional anisotropy on the evolution of the
Universe. The corresponding field equations are derived, and important cosmological parameters, such as the equation of
state parameter, the deceleration parameter, and the squared speed of sound, are analyzed to study the dynamical behavior
and stability of the model.

The present work aims to provide a deeper understanding of the role of generalized entropy corrections in scalar—tensor
theories and their implications for the evolution of the Universe.

2. METRIC AND FIELD EQUATIONS
The Axially Symmetric cosmological model can be defined as
ds® = di* — A? [dx* + f2d®?| - B2dZ? (1)

where A and B are functions of time t only and f is function of x .
Brans-Dicke field equations are given by

1 8 5 1 L
Rij - ERgi.i = TTij —wo | Pid ;- Egijfﬁ,kfﬁ’

1

p (¢i:j - gij(b,k’k) 2)

and
8

T 3+20

O¢ (3)
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Here w is constant, G; ; = R;; — %R gij is the Einstein tensor, R;; is Ricci curvature tensor, R is Ricci scalar and T;  is the
matter’s energy momentum tensor,¢ is the Brans-Dicke’s scalar field, g; ; is the space time’s metric tensor.
It’s energy conservation equation is

T, =0 @)
The equation of the energy momentum tensors for matter and dark energy as follows
Tij =Tj} + T} )
where Tl’j” and T/J\ are represents the energy momentum tensor for DM and DE respectively and defined as
T} = (pde + Pde) Uiltj — Pae8ij and T,-/,\- = Pl (6)
Then the corresponding energy momentum tensor is given by
Tij = diag (pde + Pde> —Pdes —Pde> —Pde) (7)

where p,, and pg. are the energy densities of DM and the DE respectively and p . is the DE’s pressure.
The field equations (2) and (3) for the metric in Eq. (1) can now be expressed using Eq. (7).

8x A B AB w¢* (A B\ ¢
27 = 2,2, 22 77 L2214+ 2 8
P A BT aB 22 T 5\a"B) T s ®)
87 A B AB f" wé* ¢(A B\ ¢
e — 2 et I A (i) B 9
6P AR AB Ay T2 T s\aTB) T ©)
8 A A2 ’ i2 Ad &
LY O B ALY U n
) A AT Af 2¢2 TA¢ ¢
81 A% 24B wé? A B\é¢
— ==+ —-———=+[2—+—=] = 11
¢(pde+Pa’e) YR 2(}52+(A+B)¢ (In
And the energy conservation equation is
2A B
p.m"'p;le"'(pm"'pde"'Pde)(X"'E):0 (12)

In this case, ordinary differentiation w.r.t ¢ is represented by the notation dot (-) and differentiation w.r.t x is represented
by notation dash ().
From Egs. (8)-(11), it is observed that the terms containing f(x) depend only on the spatial coordinate (x), whereas the
remaining terms are functions of cosmic time (). Since both sides are functions of independent variables, they must be
equal to a constant. Therefore, we set

fl/ _ 2

7= 13)

where @ is an arbitrary separation constant.

For the particular case @ = 0, (13) reduces to f”” = 0, whose solution is

fx) =aix+a

where a1 and @, are constants of integration.
Consequently, the field equations can be rewritten as

—%pw=§+§+%+%ﬁ—j+%(%+§)+% (14)
—%pd9=§+§+%+§z_§+g(§+§)+g (15)

—S;Tpde—zj“ ﬁ—zﬁzz z%$+g (16)
st pa = G - 28 (4 5N an
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3. SOLUTIONS OF THE FIELD EQUATIONS

Equations (14)-(17) form a system of four different equations with seven unknown variables; p,,, Pde, Pde> Wde, A, B

and ¢. Hence to solve the system of equations we assume
(i)Firstly the relationship between the metric potentials A and B as

B = Ak

Here k; is a constant.

Following the works of R. C. Johri and R. Sudharsan [26], R. C. Johri and K. Desikan [27], and Diksha Trivedi [28],

(18)

(i1)Secondly, we assume a power-law relationship between the Brans—Dicke scalar field ¢ and the average scale factor a(t),

given by

¢ o« [a(n)]®,

where k; is a constant power-law index.

Such a relation has been extensively employed in the literature to investigate various cosmological aspects of
scalar—tensor theories. Motivated by its physical significance and to simplify the highly nonlinear field equations, we

adopt the following form:

¢ = pola(n)]"

19)

where ¢ and k, are arbitrary constants. This assumption reduces the mathematical complexity of the system and facilitates

the derivation of exact cosmological solutions.
The effective or average scale factor is

a=(A*B)"?
The Volume scale factor V can be written as
V=a'=+—g=A’B
Using equations (18),(19) and(20),we get

2
A (1) = [ks (kst + ks)]V/%5, where ks = W

where k3 and k4 are the integration constants.
From (18) and (22), we have
B(1) = [ks (kst + kq)]"1/%s

Therefore, the corresponding metric can be expressed as
ds? = di* — [ks (kst + ka))?%s [dx® + f2d®?] — [ks (kst + ka) |55 d7?

We ascertain the cosmos’s scale factor utilising equations (20), (22), and (23) as follows:

2+ky

a(t) = [ks (kat + ka)] s

Therefore, from equations (19) and (25), we derive the scalar field as

Lo
¢ = dolks (kat + k)] F27
We determine the Hubble’s parameter from equation (25) as

H = a _ k3(2+k1)
“a 3ks(kst + ks)

The Deceleration parameter equation is as follows g = a_(?)(zz

Equations (25) and (27) can be used to calculate the deceleration parameter.

_ ks
q_2+k1

The Anisotropic parameter is described as

p 1231(;11._}1)2_ 6 (k2 + 2k +3)
" 31’:1 H (k1+2)2

(20)

21

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

27)

(28)

(29)
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The Expansion scalar is defined as H = % so 6 =3H
Equation (27) can be used to calculate the Expansion scalar as

k3(2+k
_ ks 1) (30)
ks(kat + ka)
The redshift z is defined as z = 2 —
Using equation (25), and by considering ag = 1
Redshift for our model is given by
2+ky
1 — [ks (kat + kq)] %
= [ks (k3t + ka)] 31)

2+ky

[ks (k3t + kq)] s

Energy Density of Sharma-Mittal Holographic Dark Energy is defined as

3k2H* l( nl)7 l
Pde = 1+ — -1

8rs

where k is a dimensionless constant, s and / are Sharma—Mittal entropy parameters corresponding to deformation and non-
extensivity and H is Hubble’s parameter. The parameter / measures the deviation from standard extensive thermodynamics,
whereas s controls the deformation effect of the generalized entropy structure. An important feature of Sharma—Mittal
entropy is that it reduces to Tsallis entropy in the limit s — [, and to Rényi entropy in the limit s — 0. Hence,
Sharma-Mittal entropy provides a more general and physically consistent framework for describing gravitational systems
with long-range interactions and non-additive thermodynamical behavior.

By substituting H value in the above equation from (27), we get energy density as

4 Ok (kst + ka)2ln | !
[+ ] @)
(kst + kq) k3(2 + ki)

Pde =

3k [ k3 (24 ky)
8rs

3ks

For plotting the graphical behavior of the cosmological parameters, we have considered the values k = 0.7, k; =
2.01, kp = 1.01, k3 = 0.45, kg = 3.5, s =4.5,1 =6,a9 =1, k¢ = 1.2 and w = 50. These chosen values satisfy the
physical viability of the model and help in obtaining well-behaved graphical evolution of the cosmological quantities.
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Figure 1. The Hubble parameter against redshift Figure 2. The DE’s energy density against redshift

The equation that we will use to acquire the EoS parameter is as follows.

’
pde

=—-1-
Wde 3dee
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Equations (27) and (32) can be used to calculate the EoS parameter of the model as

5
185 7k3 [Kt+ks)> [ 9k52(k3t+k4)2l7r] !

Aks K2 (2+ky)? K2(2+k)?
Wae = —1+ - < (33)
ki +2 k2 (kst+ky) 2l | !
I+ —=5"———| -1
K2 (2+k1)
We can determine the matter’s energy density using equations (12) and (32). Then
2 4 Ok (kst + ka)?lx |1
_3K% k3 (2 + ki) [ 1 ] s s (kst + kq)"ln
= —— B AR B
8rs 3ks (kst + ka)* K22+ ky)?
1 +2k1+(2+k1)k2k5 (34)
k2¢0 ky k3 [ har s )2 EYPIVIPIRC IR b
3 W_Z 1857k [et+ky) Ok (k3t+ky) Lo
+ 89 [ks (kat + kq)] B T s 2 (i)’
2(ky+3)° ki+2 02 (kyevky) 2t | | 1
12 (24k1)? -
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Figure 3. The EoS parameter against redshift

Hence from equations (27) and (33), we find the pressure of DE as

Redshift-z

Figure 4. The energy density of matter against redshift

185 70k3 [Kat+hy) [

51
9k52(k3t+k4)217r] Z

k72_2
k2[ks (kat + ky)] 2 Ak 2 (2+k)° 12 (2+ky )
pde=_¢03 5 (k3 4)2 ko + K2K2 _1+k 52_ 324k 3 il 35)
167 (ka + 3) 1+ | 4 Marrkolia | T
+ K2(2+k;)? -
The jerk parameter is represented by the following formula
. a
/= aH3
Now, with the use of Equations (25) and (27), we are able to calculate the Jerk Parameter as
3(ky+2)(2ky +5
- _ 3(ka+2) (2k2 +5) (36)

ks (k1 +2)
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Statefinder Parameters:
The Hubble and deceleration parameters describe the universe’s expansion, but because many dark energy models show

similar behavior with these, we can’t use them to tell the models apart. To fix this, Sahni et.al [30] came up with the
statefinder parameters. These act as special cosmological tools to help us better differentiate and understand various dark

energy models. These are defined as r = %~ and s = 2=

aH? 3(g-1)"
Now, with the use of Equations (25) and (27), we getr as

_ 3(ka+2) (2k2 +5)
B k3 (ki +2) 37)
and
_i (k1+2)(2k2+5)—k3(k1+2) (38)
7 3k, ks — (2+ k1)

Squared speed of sound: The squared speed of sound, denoted by the symbol v2, is a variable whose sign is used to
assess the stability of DE models.The DE model with v2 > 0 is considered stable, while the DE model v2 < 0 is considered

unstable.
From the definition of the sound’s squared speed, we have

d
V2= Dae
Pde
S _
185 k3 [Keaky)? | k2 (ksewky)Pin | !
_ K2 (2+k1)3 K2 (2+k)?
(k;tﬁ??(ljiﬁ ke + k3k3 | =1+ /i]jfz -— —
: k2 (kyt+ky)2im | 1
e — | -1
K2 (2+ky)
$-1
ko, 36s7k3 (kyrvkg) | k2 (kyrekyg) i | T
_ Gok3 ks (kst+kq) ] F2*3 i3 (241 ) 12 (24k1)?
167 (ka+3)? s 2
92 (kyt+key ) 2im |
erewaanl Bt
2(v,
+k3k: 1
K2(2+k))? Ok2 (k3t+ks) 1
KO yoim (3 —1) |1 + Zsllrrhdn
(k3t+ky) k3 (2+ky)
s_1
9k2 (kst+ky)?ln | !
“9k2sm|1 4+ =~
5 5 K2 (2+ky)?
vi = < (39)
_ k2 (kyt+ky)?lm | !
ks (kst + ky) TS [{1 4 ZelorrR Ly
4 K2(2+ky)
3k2 ( k3(2+k1) 3 !
8rs 3ks -1
18k2 (k3t+ky)l

OkZ (kat+ky) I
k2 (2+ky)?

k3 (2+k;)?

;

(k3t+k4)‘4§{1 +
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The total density parameter defined as

_ Pde

Q= Qy + Qe here O,y = % and Qe = £25 (40)
From equations (27) and (32) we have
2 2 2 2,171
k2 [ks 2+ ki) 1 Oks (kat + kq)“In
Qe = — 5 I+ ————| - 4D
8rs 3ks (kst + kg) k§(2 + k1)
From equations (27) and (34) we have
s [k3 (2 + ki) 2[ 1 ] - Ok2(kst + ka)?in |
"7 8ns|  3ks (kst + kq)? K22+ ky)?
1+2k; + (2 + kl) koks
(42)
k2¢0 [5) 3 2 2 2, 117!
3 =252 18s 7k [ kyt+ky) 9k3 (kyr+ky)“ln
+ 84 [ks (k3t + kgq)] F2*3 ~ K22 _ aks 12 (2+ky)° [ 12 (2+k1)? }
2(k2+3)2 ki+2 | 9k§(k3r+k4)217r % 1
k§(2+k1)2 -
From equations (40),(41) and (42) we have
2 2 2 2; 11
Q_&[k3(2+k1) [ 1 ] L4 9ks (kat + ka)“In ~
8rs|  3ks (kst + kq)? k22 + ky)?
1+ 2k + (2 + kl) koks
(43)
k§¢0 ke (k X %_2 185 k3 [kreky)? | k2 (ksreky)Pin !
+ g ks (kat + ko)l KK aks KO k)’

- 2 5
2(k2+3) ki+2 l 9k§(k3t+k4)zlﬂ] ! 1
IS ke, YARSAN

)
k2 (2+ky)
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Figure 7. The total density parameter against redshift

The coincidence parameter is defined as

— d
7= Pde (44)
Pm
From equations (32),(34) and (44) we have
s
E[ks@”ﬂ)r[ -l 94 (k)2 | T
8xs |~ 3ks (kst+ks)* K2(2+k)?
r= 3 45)
ﬁ[mm.)]“[ I ] | 4 dlark)lx |t
8ns |~ 3ks (kst+ks)* K2(2+k)?
kK2
_ 255
1+2k1+(2+k1)k2k5 —2(k2+3)2 .
12 o K, 185 k3 [Kyrhy)? . k2 (k31+ky) i 7!
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— w/,, plane: The plane wg, — w/;, examination is used to assess the dynamic feature of the DE models

evaluated by Steinhardt and Wang [29] where w/, denotes the derivative in relation to In a. This approach has utilized the
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fundamental model, leading to the creation of two plane models. The interior of the region (w4, <0, w:16>0) is the thawed

area, while the area (wq. <0, w/;,<0)beneath it is frozen.
The expression for w/; the derivative of equation (33) w.r.t In a is obtained as

-1
s_] 2 2 2 2
365 7k (kst+hs)? [ 9k52(k3t+k4)2171] ! K@) o (3-1) [1 M]

13 (24K ) 12 24k )2 (kat+ky)? k3 (2+k1)?
;o 3 3
Wye = s 2 s 1 (46)
14 9kZ (kst+ka)lm |1 1 okZsrl1 + 9K2 (kat+ks)’Im | !
K2 (2+k1)? 537 K3 (2+k1)?

7 <10
6
5t
1

o

o

3
3 -
A
1 -
] . ‘ .
25 20 15 10 5 0

de

Figure 9. The w4, — w/;, plane

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have investigated an Axially Symmetric Cosmological model within the context of Brans—Dicke
theory, incorporating the SMHDE. The modified field equations were derived and analysed to examine the dynamical
behaviour of the universe under the combined effects of anisotropy, scalar—tensor coupling, and generalized entropy.
Our results demonstrate that the inclusion of Sharma—Mittal entropy significantly alters the evolution of holographic
dark energy density, leading to notable modifications in key cosmological parameters. The model successfully describes
late-time cosmic acceleration and highlights the crucial role of entropy generalization in shaping the expansion dynamics.

We have taken k = 0.7, k; = 2.01, ko = 1.01, k3 =045, ky =3.5,s =45,1=6,ap0=1, k¢ = 1.2 and w = 50
values to plot the graphs.

* Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between redshift (z) and the Hubble parameter (H). From figure we observe that
the Hubble parameter remains positive and decreases. However, the overall trend suggests that the cosmic expansion
slows down over time, likely due to gravitational effects or other attractive forces. If this behaviour continues
indefinitely, it may indicate a universe that could eventually stop expanding or transition into a slower, steady state
of expansion.

* Figure 2 illustrates the relationship between the DE’s energy density and redshift (z). The graph shows that the
energy density remains positive and decreases. The positive value of the DE’s energy density indicates its significant
contribution to the total energy content of the cosmos. Moreover, as the redshift increases, the energy density
gradually diminishes, suggesting that the cosmos is expanding and that the DE’s density decreases progressively
over cosmic time.

* Figure 3 illustrates the relationship between the EoS parameter (wg.) and redshift (z). The graph shows that wg.
remains negative throughout its evolution and satisfies wg4. < —1, indicating a phantom energy regime. Additionally,
the EoS parameter decreases as redshift evolves. Since wg.< —1, the cosmos is undergoing accelerated expansion
driven by phantom energy dominance. Although the acceleration persists, its magnitude may gradually decrease
over cosmic time, depending on the dynamical behavior of the model.
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Figure 4 illustrates the relationship between the DM’s energy density (p,,) and redshift (z). The graph shows that
the dark matter energy density remains positive throughout its evolution and decreases. This behavior is consistent
with an expanding universe

Figure 5, the graph depicts the relationship between the pressure (p4.) of DE and redshift (z). The graph shows that
the pressure remains negative throughout its evolution and increases. This negative pressure of SMHDE indicates
the presence of a repulsive component responsible for driving cosmic acceleration. As the pressure becomes more
negative, the repulsive effect strengthens, thereby enhancing the accelerated expansion of the cosmos. This behavior
is consistent with dark energy models that predict an increasing dominance of negative pressure in the cosmic
dynamics.

Figure 6 illustrates the relationship between the squared speed of sound (v2) and redshift (z). The graph shows that
v2 remains positive throughout its evolution. The positivity of the squared speed of sound indicates that the model

is free from classical instabilities under small perturbations. Therefore, this behavior suggests that the proposed
cosmological model is stable over the considered redshift range.

Figure 7 illustrates the relationship between the total density parameter against redshift. The graph shows that the
total density parameter remains positive throughout its evolution and increases.The total density parameter change
with redshift is depicted on the graph. Throughout, the overall density value stays positive, suggesting a cosmos
with physical significance. Its upward trend indicates that, in comparison to the critical density, the total energy
density increases. This demonstrates how the cosmos is entering a period of faster expansion driven by DE.

Figure 8 illustrates the relationship between the coincidence parameter against redshift.The graph shows that the
coincidence parameter remains positive throughout its evolution and decreases. Its decreasing behavior with time
suggests that the universe evolves from an earlier matter-dominated phase to a late-time dark energy-dominated
phase.

Figure 9, the progression of our model is shown on the w4, — w/,, plane. We observe that, depending on the graph

values, wg, — w/;, the plane trajectories change (wae<0, w;le>0) in the thawed region.
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AKCIAJIBHO CUMETPUYHA I'OJIOT'PA®IYHA TEMHA EHEPI'TA ITAPMA-MITTAJIA
B TEOPII BPAHCA-JIIKKE
Cypem Kanaani, Hismima /laByypi
Kagpeopa mamemamurxu ma cmamucmuxu, GITAM, (8saxcaemucs ynisepcumemonm), Biwmaxxanamnam-530045, Inois

e mocninxenHsa Busuae ronorpacdiuny temny eHepriio Ilapma-Mirrana (SMHDE) B koHTekcTi Teopii rpasiTauii bpanca-/likke B
aKciaJbHO CHMETPUYHINl KOCMOJIOTiuHil Mozeni. BukopuctoByioun eHTpomio [Ilapma-MiTtana, sika 3ab6e3mnedye 00’ eqHy0Ue y3araib-
HeHHs eHtpomiil Llammica Ta Pensi, opmymoeTbcss MonudikoBaHa (popMa rycTuHu ronorpadivyHoi TeMHOI eHeprii Iyisi BpaxyBaHHS
HEEeKCTEeHCUBHUX TEPMOANHAMIUHMX e(eKTiB. BilNoBiAHI piBHAHHS NOJIs BUBE/IEHI Ta pO3B’ s13aHi AJIs OTPUMaHHS TOUYHMX aHAJIi THYHUX
pimens. Kpim Toro, KJio4oBi KOCMOJIOTi4HI TapaMeTpH, Taki sk mapameTp EoS, mapameTp ynoBilbHEHHS Ta KBagpaT IBUAKOCTI 3BYKY,
CUCTEMATUYHO aHANI3YIOThCs ISl BUBUEHHs JMHAMIYHOI MOBEAIHKU Ta CTaOUIBHOCTI Mopesi. Pe3ynbTati mokasyoTh, MO 3aIporio-
HOBaHa CTPYKTYpa YCHIIIHO OIKCYE HMPHUCKOPEHe PO3IIMPEHHs KOCMOCY HAIpUKIHII Yacy, a TakoX BPaxOBYE MOXJIMBI aHi30Tpomii B
PaHHBOMY KOCMOCI. 3arajiom, MoJeJb SIBJisie CO00I0 MOCIiJOBHE Ta (Di3UYHO KHUTTE3AATHE PO3LIMPEHHS TPAAULIMHUX rojorpadivHux
CIIeHapiiB TEMHOI €Heprii B paMKax CKaIspHO-TEH30PHOI I'paBiTalliiiHOI Teopii.

Karwuosi caoBa: enmponis Llapmu-Mimmana; 2onoepagpiuna memna enepeis;, Teopis Bpanca-/likke; akciaabho-cumempuuna me-
mpuKa
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