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Abstract

The probability representation for quantum states of theanse in which
the states are described by a fair probability distribuiiostead of wave
function (or density matrix) is developed to consider cokmical dynam-
ics. The evolution of the universe state is described bydstahpositive tran-
sition probability (tomographic transition probabilitinstead of the com-
plex transition probability amplitude (Feynman path imggpof the standard
approach. The latter one is expressed in terms of the torpbigreransition
probability. Examples of minisuperspaces in the framevedtke suggested
approach are presented. Possibility of observationaicgijans of the uni-
verse tomographs are discussed.

| ntroduction

Recently [1] tomographic probability approach to desctie states of the uni-
verse in quantum cosmology was suggested. In the framewdHisoapproach
the quantum state of the universe is associated with theatdmpositive proba-
bility distribution (function or functional). The probadlty distribution contains
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the same information on the universe quantum state thatale function of the
universe [2] [B][4] or the density matrix of the universé ,[f]. The latter can
be presented in different forms, e.g. in form of a Wigner fiorc[[4] considered
in [B] in a cosmological context. In fact the tomographiclmability distribution
describing the state of the universe is a symbol of a dengigyaior [D]J[I0] and
the tomographic symbols of the operators realize one of #nants of the star-
product quantization scheme widely usédl[11] to study thetiom of classical
and quantum pictureETIL2], which can also be applied to stuelyelation of clas-
sical and quantum descriptions of the universe in quantsmotogy. One of the
important ingredients of such descriptions is the evoiubbthe state. In quan-
tum mechanics such evolution is completely described bynsieh a complex
transition probability amplitude from an initial state tdiaal one. This prob-
ability amplitude (propagator) can be presented in the fofra Feynman path
integral containing the classical action. In quantum ma@sain the probability
representation using the tomographic approach the stateten can be associ-
ated with the standard transition probability. It contaahso information on the
transition probability amplitude related to the probdiiby integral transform in-
duced by the Radon transform relating the density matrixg(r function) with
the quantum tomographic probabilify J13], J14], J19], ]16]

In our previous work[JlL] we suggested to associate the sfatieeouniverse
in quantum cosmology with the tomographic probability @nbgram). The aim
of our paper is to consider now in the framework of the suggksgtrobability
representation of the universe state in quantum cosmolisgytiae cosmological
dynamics and to express this dynamics in terms of a posravesition probability
connecting initial and final tomograms of the universe. Aweotgoal of the work
is to discuss a possible experimental approach to obseeveothogram of the
universe at its present stage and try to extract some intfoman the tomogram
of the initial state of the universe. The idea of this attemgiased on the fact
that the same tomogram describes the state of a classitahsgsd its quantum
counterpart. In this sense in the probability represesradif the quantum state
there is no such dramatic difference between the classichjgantum pictures
as the difference between wave function (or density ma#ig classical proba-
bility distribution (or trajectory) in the classical phasgace. Due to this one can
try to study the cosmological dynamics namely in the tomplgi@ probability
representation.

In order to illustrate the idea we will use the same simplemgda of the
universe description by means of the minisuperspace disdyg.g. in¥],[[A7] .
In these minisuperspaces the quantum cosmological dysamuaperative form
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is reduced to the dynamics of formal quantum systems desthi Hamiltonians
of the types of oscillator, free motion and free falling paés. In view of this
one can apply the same recent obtained results on desorgdtguch systems by
tomographic probabilitie§ 18] to the cosmological dynesni

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section wereiiew the cos-
mology in terms of a homogeneous (and isotropic) metric wittme dependent
parameter the expansion factor of the universe. In sectiare3eview the tomo-
graphic approach to evolution of the quantum system. In@sedt we consider
the examples of the minisuperspace described by the redismdtonians.

2 Cosmology

Classically a homogeneous and isotropic universe is destiby one of the fol-
lowing metrics

ds? = —c2dt* +

- - = (dr? + r2de? + r? sin* ) d? 1)
where the parametércan bek > 0, £ = 0 andk < 0 being related to a closed
universe, a flat universe and an open universe respectively.

When the gravitational source is a perfect fluid, describgdhe energy-
momentum tensor, the Einstein equations with the mdiliafé)in the second
order form

a 4G
~=-——(+3P) @)
a 3
which represents the dynamic equation and
a®> k  8rG
Ete= 3 ®)

which is a constraint, i.e. it defines the manifold of alloweiial conditions. It
takes a simple computation to show that there are no segpedastraints. It
constitutes an “invariant relation”, according to Leviv{Za.

From equationd{2) andl(3) the first order equation

p==3=(p+P) (4)

can be derived by taking the time derivative[df (3). It can bedualternatively in
a system with equatiol(3).



The system of equationEl(2) arld (3) b (3) abd (4) are not cetapthey
must be completed by an equation of st&e= P(p) which is generally linear,
P = (v —=1)p (y = 1is the so-called matter fluid, = 4/3 is the radiation fluid
and so on).

Equation [(#) together with an equation of state, is impdr@anour purpose
because it shows that the lefthand side of equatidns (2)@nch( be expressed
as a function otz and represents a force in these equations, if we treat them as
equations for a “point” particle as a result we have

POCL?”Y
_ 0
- a37 (5)
when the equation of state is linear.

Itis possible to derive the cosmological model from a poartigle Lagrangian,
where the expansion factartakes the part of the particle coordinate. Let us in-
troduce the following Lagrangian

L = 3ad® — 3ka — 817G poay a1, (6)

The gravitational part is formally derived by substitutidigectly metric [1)
into the (field) general relativistic actigh,/—g R and the material part is obtained
by putting a corresponding potential tekbia) = 87Gpoay’a*=7), in the case
of a fluid source.

Equation [2) follows from the variation of the Lagrangi&l. (6

From equation[{6) the conjugate momentuna @

Pa= 5o = 6aa. (7)
Equation[(B) is a constraint which is equivalent to the Vainig of the “energy
function” £, associated to the Lagrangian

E; = 3ad® + 3ka — 871G poay a®V ). (8)

An alternative way to describe cosmology with a cosmolddiaal, with A =
0, was introduced by LemoEJIL7] and Faradnil[19]

They showed that equations (2) ahd (3) can be transformeplieti®ns similar
to the harmonic oscillator ones. By passing to the confotimae ), defined by
the relation



and with the change of variables

w = aX (9)
where
3
x=37-1
equation[(R) takes the form
w” + kx*w = 0. (20)

Let us consider now a cosmological model where the sourcagmated by
a scalar field, which satisfies the Klein-Gordon equatiomisfieed to a homoge-
neous and isotropic universe (which substitutes equddipn (

. a, . /
g0+35g0+V(g0):O (11)

whereV/ () is the potential for the scalar field.
It is possible to derive the cosmological equatidds (2) &)dwwherep, =
1/2¢* + V(p) andP, = 1/2¢* — V() from a LagrangiarC = L(a, a, ¢, ).

1
L = 3ad® — 3ka — 87Gd® (§Qb2 — V(w)) . (12)

where the minisuperspace becomes a two dimensional sptteawirdinates
a ande.

From the previous Lagrangiah {12) we compute the conjugat®aenta ofu
and:

L
Do = g_d = 6aa. (13)
L
Py = g_gb = 8rGa’p (14)

Equation[(B) is now a constraint which is equivalent to th@siaing of the “energy
function” £, associated to the Lagrangian

E; = 3ad’® + 3ka — 87Ga® (%gb? + V(gp)) : (15)
If V() takes the form
1
V(p) = 5(2 = 7)p exp(—y/247Gep), (16)
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with constanty, thenp,, and P,, satisfy the equation of state]20]

P,=(y—1)p, (17)

and also in this case, the evolution of universe can be dexthy equatior(10).
In [24]] there are other examples in which the cosmologicall@®with a scalar
field can be described by equations similar wiffil (10), thedgraphic version of
these models has already been discussdd in [1].

3 Evolution in minisuperspacein the framework of
tomographic probability representation

We will discuss below the evolution of a universe in the fraragk of the min-
isuperspace model discussed in the previous section. Heustate of the uni-
verse is described by a wave functidniz, t). This wave function evolves in time
from its initial value¥ (x, ty) and this evolution can be described by a propagator
G(x, 2t to)

U(z,t) = / Gz, o' 1, 1) U(a', ty)da. (18)

The propagator can be obtained using path integration dassical trajectories
of the exponential of the classical actiSn

iS[z(1)]

Gz, 2" 1, 1y) = / Dl(t)]e" 52, (19)

In our previous workiJlL] we discussed the properties of the representation
(tomographic probability representation) of the quanttsies of the universe.

In this representation (which we discuss below in the franrewf a minisu-
perspace model) the wave function of the univebse, t) or the density matrix
of the universe

plz, 2 t) = U(x, t)0* (2 t) (20)

can be mapped onto the standard positive distribudnX, u, v, t) of the
random variableX depending on the two real extra paramefeandr and the
timet. The map is given by the formula (we take= 1)

2
ny?—y"?) X
v

1 . X
WX, v, t) = W/p(y,y’, t)e' 2 W dydy . (21)
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In fact, equation(2d1) is the fractional Fourier transfolfl][[22] of the density
matrix. The map has inverse and the density matrix can beesged in terms of
the tomographic probability representation as follows

p(z, 2’ t) /W (Y, p, o — ', t) ei(y_%(”x/))deu. (22)
The expressiori{21) can be given in an invariant fdroh [23]
WX, p,v,t) = (0(X — pg — vp)) (23)

Here( ) means trace with the density operaitr) of the universe statg,andp are
the operators of position (universe expansion factor) &aedcbnjugate moment
respectively. From equatiof (23) some properties of theogramW (X, u, v, t)
are easily extracted. First, the universe tomogram is a aliwad probability
distribution, i.e.

/ WX, g, v, t)dX = 1 (24)
if the universe density operator is normalized (iBrp(t) = 1). Second, the
tomogram of the universe state has the homogeneity profidty

WX, A, Av, t) = —W(X, i, v, t) (25)

W

The tomogram can be related with such quasidistributiomadNigner function

W (q,p,t) [[] used in the phase space representation of the univextss st [8].
The relation reads

dad
WX, 1, v,t) = /qu, H3(X — g —vp) 5+ (26)

which is the standard Radon transform of the Wigner functibime physical
meaning of the tomogramV (X, i, v, t) is the following. One has in the phase
space the line
X =upqg+vp (27)

which is given by the zero of the delta-function argumentqoation [Z6). The
real parameterg andv can be given in the form

= scosf v =s 'siné. (28)

Heres is a real squeezing parameter ahig a rotation angle. Then the variable
X is identical to the position measured in the new refererem@drin the universe
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phase-space. The new reference frame has new scaleghafisls—'p and after
the scaling the axis are rotated by an angleThus the tomogram implies the
probability distribution of the random positioki measured in the new (scaled
and rotated) reference frame in the phase-space. The rablansroperty of the
tomographic probability distribution is that being a faorgitive probability distri-
bution, it contains a complete information of the universgescontained in the
density operatop(t) which can be expressed in terms of the tomograrii ds [25]

1 o
o) = 5 / WX, 1, v, £)&X—H=D) 4 X dpudy (29)

Formulae [ZB) and_(29) can be treated with the tomographremsbduct quan-
tization scheme$[10] used to map the universe quantumises (operators)
onto functions (tomographic symbols) on a manifeM ., ). The tomographic
map can be used not only for the description of the univeie $ty probability

distributions, but also to describe the evolution of thevarse (quantum transi-
tions) by means of the standard real positive transitiobgbdities (alternative to
the complex transition probability amplitudes). The tidos probability

H(X,,U, V7t7X,7,u/7V,7tO)

is the propagator which gives the tomogram of the univ&eX, i, v, t), if the
tomogram at the initial time, is known, in the form

WX, 1, v, 1) = / (X, o, v, t, X! il 0 t)W(X, i 0 o) dX dpldy' . (30)

The positive transition probability describing the evauatof the universe has the
obvious nonlinear properties used in classical probgtiti¢ory, namely

(X3, pg, vs, ts, Xu, pt1,v1,t1) = /H(Xs,,u?nV3,t37X2,M2,V2,t2)

x (X, po, va, ta, Xu, p, 11, t1) dXo dpg dvs. (31)

They follow from the associativity property of the evolutimaps. This nonlinear
relation is analogous to the nonlinear relation of the caxpguantum propagators
of the universe wave function

G(zs3, 21,13, t1) = /G(l"s,xz,ts,t2)G($2,931,t2,t1)d932- (32)

Both relations[(311) and(B2) imply that the state of the ursgeevolves from
the initial one to the final one through all intermediate edat The remarkable
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fact is that this quantum evolution of the universe state lmarassociated with
the standard positive transition probabilities like inssigal dynamics. This is
connected with the existence of the invertible relationshef tomographic and
guantum propagators [ILE]IL8] . If one denotes

K(X, XYY t) = G(X,Y, ) G* (X", Y, 1), (33)

then the quantum propagator may be given in the followingfor

1 1 , (X + X' Z =7
KXX’YY’t:—/— Y —p—%— - Y’
( 9 y L 7) (27’(’)2 |Y/|eXp{'L< Iu 2 ) t l//
Z?_ZIQ , , , ,
T u’}HW,u,X—X,o,X’,u,u’,wdudu dydy'a/.  (34)

This relation can be reversed. Thus the propagator for timedgoaphic prob-
ability can be expressed in terms of the Green functidn, y, t) as follows (we
taket, = 0)

1 k k
(X, p, v, X (V) = . /sz(a—l— ?V,y,t)G*(a— %,z,t)é(y —z— k')
7

>%@PMW—X+M—M%¥)%@W@- (35)

The relation can be used to express the tomographic prapagatterms of the
Feynmann path integral using the formula for the quanturpagator[(IB) where
the classical action is involved. It means that the posttigasition probabilities
@@3) can be reexpressed in terms of the double path integithl four extra usual
integrations).

The discussed relations demonstrate that the quantumraaiegolution can
be described completely using only positive transitioroatmlities.

Standard complex transition probability amplitudes (aegirffman path inte-
gral) can be reconstructed using this transition probigtily means of equation

G4)



4 Evolution of the universe in the oscillator model
framewor k

As we have shown the equation for the universe evolutionenctmformal time
picture [ID) can be cast in the form of an oscillator equatibine oscillator has
the frequencyw? = +ky2.

For k = 0 one has the model of free motion. Fok 0 one has the model of a
inverted oscillator and fok > 0 one has the standard oscillator as solution of the
equation[(ID). Since the problem of gravity quantizationas established with
complete rigor, we assume below that the quantum behavitveainiverse in the
framework of the considered minisuperspace model is desttiby the quantum
behavior of the oscillator. Though the connectigh (9) of éxpansion factor
a(n) with the classical observable which obeys to oscillator motion provides
constraints on the ranging domain of this variable, we agsimthe quantum
picture of the variable to lie on the real life In such approach we apply the
tomographic probability representation, developed indlsesection, to quantum
states of the universe in the framework of the oscillator ehodVe will denote
in the quantum description the variablea&v — ¢)and the conformal time as
t (n — t). Thus the tomographic probability/ (X, i1, v, t)of the universe state
obeys the evolution equatio [1] for the potential eneérdy) in the form

Y O A
! X ) ou 20X

o\ "' o w 0

OW(X, p, v, t) OW(X, p, v, t)

ot H v

where the operatqi¥/0X)~! is defined by the relation

(81X>_1/f(y)e"yxdy - /%eimdy- (37)

The propagator of this equati®i( X, u, v, t, X', i/, /') satisfies equatiofi{B6) with
the extra term

o oI




oo o , , ,
-V (— (8—X> o + 53—X) II=06(u—p)o(v—v)(X—X")o(t), (38)
For the considered model the general equation for the wsev®mMogram evolu-
tion takes the simple form of a first order differential edoat
ow ow , OW

ot ,UE‘FCU VW =0. (39)

Analogously for the propagator of the tomographic equatarthe universe in
the framework of the oscillator model one has

81_.[ 01_[ 2 aH - 12 / /
o Mo, +w V@ = 0(p — p)o(v = )o(X — X)o(t). (40)

The solution to this equation can be found to be in the ¢ase)

[ (X, s v, 8, X', V/) =0(X — X')5(,u' — pcos wt + wvsin wt)

X 0 (1/ _ veos wt — Egin wt) . (412)
w

In the limit £ = 0 (free motion) the equation for the tomogrdml(39) becomes

aW(Xmu)Vvt) _MaW(X,,U,I/,t) —0. (42)
ot ov

The corresponding propagator solution reads

I7e(X, v, t, X ), V) = (X — X)(i — p)d(v — v — pt). (43)

Finally for the casé < 0 the propagator has the form corresponding to a repulsive

oscillator
P (X, p, v, t, X V') = 6(X — X)o(i' — pcosh wt — wr sinh wt)

X 0 (V' — vcosh wt — gsinh wt) ) (44)

Thus we got the dynamics of the universe given by the tramsgirobabilities
[1o%¢, T1/7e¢ andII"*" for the three casek > 0, k = 0 andk < 0 respectively.
One can see that this dynamics is compatible with the dyrsaaailculated in the
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standard representation of the complex Green functiomfguapropagator). For
k = 1 the form of the Green function reads

) 2X X'
osc. X X/ _ w E t X2 Xl2 _ 4
G XX V 274 sin wt exp { 2 cotet ( + ) sin wt (45)

For the case of the free motion model the Green function cavbbaned by the
limit w — 0 in this expression and one has

) 1 (X — X')?
Gf’"ee(X,X,t)zw/%exp [7,7( 5 )] (46)

and for the repulsive oscillator model one has

rep. ! o w Z’W 2 12 2XX/
G (X,X,t)—”mexp{? lCOthwt(X +X )_Slnhwt‘|}
(47)
All these three universe cases can be discussed using tkee @Girgction in terms
of the Feynmann path integral.

Thus the expressiof{U5) is given by the formula

i2(t)  w2a?(1)

G(X,X't) = / o[- }dtD[x(t)] (48)

The integral in the exponent of the path integral providesdlassical action
for the oscillator

SUX. X ) /Ot [5622@) B w{j(t)] it (49)

where the trajectories start at= 0 at X’ and end at time at the pointX. The
classical action satisfies the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

&Svcl. ! t aScl. / ¢
(9.6 g (4= 9570 d D) (50)
ot dq

where? is the Hamiltonian
2 2.2
P wq
=4 = 51
H 5 + 5 (51)

For the free motion model one has



Gfree(X’ X/, t) _ /eifot @dtD[{lf(t)] (52)

The path integral is integrated and the redull (46) contimiriee exponent term
the classical action

X — X/ 2
SU(X, X' t) = % (53)
which is solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with thanilltonian
2
H:%. (54)

For the repulsive model one has the same structure of paraitand the result
of path integration is expressed in terms of the classidad@c

2XX'
rep. ! — g 2 12 i
ST (X, X' t) = 5 [cothwt (X +x7%) Smhwt], (55)
which is solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation with thanilltonian
2 2.2
rep. _ P @4 56
H 5 5 (56)

It is remarkable that all the obtained propagators compleeG functions or path
integrals are related with the propagators in probabilfyresentation by means
of equations[{31) and(B2).

Thus the universe evolution can be described in the osmillabdel of min-
isuperspace fok > 0, £ = 0 andk < 0 by means of the standard transition
probabilities expressed as propagatdfs-, [1/7¢¢ andII"* respectively.

5 Conclusions

To conclude we discuss the main results of the work. In aolditd what sug-
gested in[[ll], the probability representation of the urseequantum states for
which the states (e.g. of the universe in a minisuperspackehare described by
the standard positive probability distribution, we intnoe the description of the
universe dynamics by means of standard transition prababil

The transition probabilities are determined as propagdiotegral kernels)
providing the evolution of the universe tomograms. It isshohat there is a rela-
tion of the standard propagator determining the quanturiugea of the universe
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wave function to the tomographic propagator. This relaermits to reconstruct
the complex propagator for the wave function in terms of tbgifve propagator
for the universe tomogram. Also, one can express the propafpa the tomo-
gram in terms of the propagator for the wave function of thieense.

These relations between the propagators mean that the Beynpath inte-
gral formulation or the universe properties (in quantunvigyacontains the same
information that the probability representation of the mfuan states of the uni-
verse including the universe quantum evolution. As the f@stgexample of the
suggested transition probability picture, we considehedminisuperspace model
for which classical and quantum evolution is described leyh@rmonic vibrations
in conformal time [IV], [IB],[2K],[02I7]. The specific propgof this minisuper-
space model is that the tomographic propagators for bo#sicial and quantum
universe tomograms coincide. This fact provides some piisgito connect ob-
servations related to today classical epoch of the univanskits purely initial
guantum state. In the framework of the suggested approaxchifathe frame-
work of the considered oscillator model), the universe ewoh can be studied
using specific properties of the tomographic propagatoan# considers tomo-
grams and their evolution in classical mecharlic$ [14][b&]<pecific property of
the linear systems (e.g. oscillator model) is that the tamplgic propagators in
guantum and classical domains are in one-to-one corregpeedind are given in
the same carrier space, therefore we may say that the differef the quantum
and classical evolution is solely in the initial conditiotise quantum and classical
pictures differ by constraints which must satisfy quantomagrams. They must
satisfy uncertainty relations. The choice of initial caiahs (initial tomogram
of the universe) in correspondence with the uncertainstich provides a possi-
bility to avoid the singularity of the metric, which is unaslable in the classical
picture. But the following evolution of the universe codegthe tomographic
propagator is the same (for the oscillator model).

Due to this result, one can extract from the present obsenadiclassical data
conclusions over the cosmological evolution. Evolvingkveards in time the
present situation by means of the “true” quantum or the wlabpropagators, we
may find discrepancies between the initial conditions atusinfinity.

We are going to discuss this aspect in a future work.
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