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The problem of initial data in cosmology and general relativity is considered by analogy with the
Cauchy problem in Newton mechanics where initial data reveal the Galilei symmetry of physical
laws, i.e., equations of motion.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Since the time of Newton, problems in theoreti-
cal physics have been reduced to solving differen-

∗e-mail: pervush@thsun1.jinr.ru

tial equations with the initial data measured by a
set of physical devices. ”Give me initial data and
I explain all world” said Laplace. Initial data were
”Great Continental Divide” between theory and
experimental physics.

A solution of differential equations in modern
theoretical physics also presupposes that some ini-
tial data are given. They can be measured by
a set of physical instruments which is identified
with some frame of reference. Therefore, the de-
pendence of theoretical predictions on the initial
data means their frame dependence. In relativis-
tic physics, a frame of reference is determined by
the choice of the unit time-like vector, and changes
of the frame are fulfilled by its various Lorentz
transformations. Until the 60s a system of equa-
tions was called the relativistic covariant, if the
total space of its solutions for each frame of refer-
ence coincided with the total space of its solutions
for another one (see [1], Chapter 1,§§1,4,5). Any
relativistic system requires the physical meaning
only in a definite frame of reference distinguished
by the time of axis. On the basis of this defi-
nition the frame-dependent fundamental Hamilto-
nian formulation of relativistic theories was devel-
oped [2, 3, 4, 5].

However, by the late 1960s the simplified defi-
nition of relativistic covariance as independence of
the frame was accepted in theoretical physics as
one of the justifications of the frame-free heuristic
formulation of relativistic theories such as, for ex-
ample, the Faddeev-Popov path integral [6]. The
idea of the frame-free heuristic formulation belongs
to Feynman [7] who noticed that scattering ampli-
tudes of elementary particles in perturbation the-
ory are independent of the reference frame and the
gauge choice. The problem of constructing a uni-
tary perturbation theory was posed [8] and solved
for non-Abelian theories [6] in the framework of

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0209070v1
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the heuristic formulation. In the same approach,
the renormalizability of the standard model was
proved by Weltman and ’t Hooft. The frame-
free heuristic formulation actually became only one
tool for solving problems of contemporary field the-
ory. However, we should like to note that the appli-
cability of this formulation is restricted to solving
scattering problems for elementary particles [9] –
the domain where it first appeared [7].
Yet in 1962 Schwinger [4] pointed out that the

frame-free formulations can be physically inade-
quate to the fundamental operator quantization,
i.e., they can lose part of information of the initial
system or acquire some additional information.
In particular, the frame-dependent formulation

of special relativity (SR) by Poincare [10] and
Einstein [11] gave the first solution of the prob-
lem of energy and time for a relativistic parti-
cle in the frame where the time of a particle
coincided with its variable X0. Barbashov and
Chernikov [12] solved the Cauchy problem for a
relativistic string in the spirit of the Poincare-
Einstein approach [10, 11] choosing a frame where
the coordinates on the string were considered as
its variables (x0, x1); in this case, the Born-Infeld
theory [12, 13] appears with the resolved problems
of time, energy, for any space dimension [14]. The
frame-dependent Born-Infeld theory strongly dif-
fers from the frame-free formulation with the Vira-
soro algebra and the problems of time, energy, and
space dimension are still unresolved [15]. Thus,
we see that Schwinger was right when he rejected
all heuristic frame-free formulations of relativistic
theories ”as unsuited to the role of providing the
fundamental operator quantization” [4].
The frame-dependent fundamental formulation

of physical theories segregates their frame trans-
formations from the gauge ones.
Frame transformations of variables change a

frame and initial data. Historically, the frame
symmetries appeared as the Galilei group in the
Newton mechanics. The Newton equations are in-
variant with respect to the Galilei transformations
violating initial data of these equations. General-
ization of the Galilei group of initial data in rela-
tivistic theories is the Poincare group.
Gauge transformations of variables do not al-

ter their initial data and a frame; gauge symme-
try establishes constraints of initial data in each
frame. The gauge symmetries are principles of
construction of modern physical theories and in-
clude a group of reparametrizations of coordinates
in general relativity.
Modern field theories have their origin in the

Faraday-Maxwell electrodynamics. Faraday’s pro-
found belief in reality of the electromagnetic fields
and the unity of the forces of Nature became the
governing principle of the whole further develop-

ment of physics. The strategy of this development
was the search for the symmetry principles of elec-
trodynamics and other interactions, whereas the
most fruitful tactics for the constructions of prac-
tically all working field theories in the 20th century
was the analogy with the Faraday-Maxwell electro-
dynamics; the more we learn about the symmetries
of electrodynamics, the more fruitful these analo-
gies are (see in detail [16]). These symmetries are
relativistic, gauge, and conformal.

This tactics of the construction of unified the-
ories is the evidence of that the symmetry of the
world can be symmetry of electrodynamics, i.e.,
relativistic, gauge and conformal.

In the present paper, we give a set of argu-
ments showing that physical laws in this world are
conformal-invariant, and the conformal symmetry
is that of frames of reference themselves. This
means that all dimensional parameters violating
conformal symmetry are introduced by the initial
data in a definite frame of reference.

In Section II, we consider the problem of initial
data in observational cosmology and general rela-
tivity.

Section III is devoted to the role of the group of
reparametrizations of the coordinate time in quan-
tum relativistic cosmology in the resolution of its
principal problems of initial data, cosmic singular-
ity, positive arrow of the time measured by our
watch, and the status of the Hubble law in quan-
tum theory of the universe.

In Section IV, the frame-dependent formulation
of conformal-invariant unified theory is considered
to demonstrate its possibilities of explaining ori-
gins of matter, Cosmic Microwave Background,
and baryon asymmetry of the universe.

II. INITIAL DATA FOR THE UNIVERSE

A. Observational cosmology

The action in Einstein’s general relativity (GR)

SGR = −
∫
d4x

√−g ϕ2
0

R(g)

6
(1)

with the Newton constant

ϕ2
0

6
=
M2

Planck

16π
(2)

and the measurable interval

(ds2) = gµνdx
µdxν (3)

is the basis of the standard cosmological model
[17, 18, 19, 20]. This model appears in the ho-
mogeneous approximation of the metrics

ds2 = a2(x0)[(N0(x
0)dx0)2 − (dxi)2], (4)
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where a(x0) is the cosmic scale factor, N0(x
0) is

the homogeneous lapse function of the invisible co-
ordinate time x0. In observational cosmology this
interval is well known as

ds2 = (dt)2 − a2(t)(dxi)2, (5)

here t is the world Friedmann time of the Einstein
measurable interval (3)

dt = a(η)dη, (6)

and

dη = N0(x
0)dx0 (7)

is the conformal time defined as the time of pho-
tons flying from any object on the light cone

(ds)2 = (dt)2 − a2(t)(drc)
2 = 0 (8)

with the coordinate distance rc =
√
x21 + x22 + x23.

Using the light cone equation dt = a(t)drc one can
find the coordinate distance - conformal time rela-
tion

rc(η) =

t0∫

t

dt′

a(t′)
≡ η0 − η, (9)

where η0 is the present-day value of the conformal
time when a value of the scale factor is equal to
unit a(η0) = 1. Therefore, the current cosmologi-
cal time η of a photon emitted by an atom at the
coordinate distance rc is equal to the difference

η = η0 − rc. (10)

Observational data testifies that the energy of cos-
mic photons E(η) depends on the coordinate dis-
tance (9). The energy of the cosmic photons
E(η0 − rc) (emitted at the conformal time η =
η0 − rc) is always less then the similar energy of
the Earth photons E0 = E(η0) (emitted at the
conformal time η0):

E(η) =
E0

z(rc) + 1
, (11)

where

z(rc) + 1 =
E0

E(η0 − rc)
≥ 1 (12)

is the redshift of the spectral lines E of atoms at
objects at the coordinate distance rc in comparison
with the the present-day spectral lines E0 of atoms
at the Earth.
The redshift is explained by varying cosmic scale

in the metrics (4) [17, 18, 19, 20]

z(rc) + 1 = a−1(η0 − rc) (13)

with respect to the conformal time with the
present-day initial data a(η0) = 1.

Fitting observational data (12) with the theory
requires the derivation of equations of motion, in
particular, the Einstein-Friedmann equation of the
balance of the energy densities δS/δN0 = 0:

ϕ2
0

a2

[
da

dt

]2
= ρf (a), (14)

in terms of conformal quantities: the conformal
time (7), coordinate distance (9), conformal den-
sity

ρc = ρf(a)a
4, (15)

where ρf (a) is the Friedmann density, and other

conformal observables (n)Fc with the conformal
weight (n), obtained from the Friedmann observ-
ables by the conformal transformations

(n)Fc =
(n)Ffa

−n. (16)

After these transformations the balance energy
equation (14) takes the form [21]

ϕ′2 = ρc(ϕ), (17)

where ϕ′ = dϕ/dη, and

ϕ(η) = ϕ0a(η) (18)

is the running Planck mass.
For the radiation dominant universe ρc = ρrad =

constant we get a solution of Eq. (17)

ϕ(η) = ϕI ±
√
ρradη. (19)

For the rigid state (when the pressure is equal to
energy p = ρ)

ρc = ρrigid(ϕ) =
P 2
χ

4ϕ2
(20)

a solution of Eq. (17) takes the form

ϕ2(η) = ϕ2
I ± Pχη ≡ ϕ2

I [1± 2HIη], (21)

where Pχ = 2ϕ2
IHI is a constant, ϕI , HI are initial

data of ϕ and its velocity H = ϕ′/ϕ known as the
conformal Hubble parameter. This solution can be
rewritten in terms of the present-day initial data

ϕ2(η) = ϕ2
0[1+2H0(η−η0)] = ϕ2

0[1−2H0rc], (22)

using the integral of motion ϕ2
IHI = ϕ2

0H0, and
relation (9) in the case of the increasing scale fac-
tor. In this case, the redshift equation (12) takes
the form

z(rc) + 1 =
1

(1− 2H0rc)1/2
. (23)
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It gives the coordinate distance – redshift relation-
ship

H0rc(z) =
1

2

[
1− 1

(1 + z)2

]
. (24)

In general case of the sum of a rigid state, radia-
tion, matter (dust) and Λ - term with the partial
contributions

1 = ΩRigid +ΩRadiation +ΩM + ΩΛ,

this coordinate distance – redshift relationship
takes the form [22]

H0rc(z) =

∫ z

0

dz′

(1 + z′)2
1√
Ω(z′)

, (25)

where

Ω(z′) = (1 + z′)2ΩRigid +ΩRadiation+

(1 + z′)−1ΩM + (1 + z′)−4ΩΛ.

Thus, the equation of observational cosmology
reveals the possibility to treat GR as a conformal-
invariant theory with the world of initial data vio-
lating conformal symmetry (like initial data in the
Newton equations violate the Galilei symmetry).

B. Conformal General Relativity

Equation (17) follows from the homogeneous
approximation of the theory [21, 22, 23, 24],
where the Einstein-Hilbert action (1) is changed
by the negative Penrose-Chernikov-Tagirov (PCT)
action [25]

SPCT[w] = (26)

∫
d4x

[√−gw2R(g)

6
− w∂µ(

√−g∂µw)
]

for the scalar dilaton field w instead of the Planck
mass ϕ0 with the fixed conformal volume. The
equations of motion in this theory do not contain
any dimensional parameters; they can be intro-
duced into the theory as nonzero initial data with
respect to the conformal time.
The matter fields are described by the Standard

Model (SM) with the Higgs potential

LHiggs[MHiggs] = −λ
4

[
|Φ|2 −M2

Higgs

]2
, (27)

where the value of the Higgs mass MHiggs =
yHiggsϕ0 can be expressed in the units of the Planck
mass (2) yHiggs ∼ 10−17. The Higgs mass scales all

masses of elementary particles and it is only one di-
mensional parameter violating the conformal sym-
metry of the theory. In fact, the unified theory of
all interactions considered as the sum of GR (1)
and SM in the Riemannian space:

S
(1)
SGR[ϕ0] = SSM[ϕ0] + SGR[ϕ0] (28)

has the hidden conformal symmetry of electrody-
namics. This symmetry can be restored if we re-
place the Planck mass ϕ0 by the scalar dilaton field
w.

Then, a conformal-invariant version of SGR
takes the form [21, 22, 23, 24]

S
(1)
CGR[w] = SSM[w]− SPCT[w], (29)

where the Higgs potential (27) becomes

LHiggs[yHiggsw] = −λ
4

[
|Φ|2 − y2Higgsw

2
]2
, (30)

and SPCT[w] is the PCT conformal-invariant ac-
tion for the dilaton field (26) [25].

The conformal symmetry of the world follows
from the mathematical equivalence of SGR (28)
to the conformal-invariant theory of the dilaton
scalar field, i.e., the conformal general relativity
(CGR) (29). This means that all solutions of SGR
can be obtained from solutions of CGR by the con-
formal transformations including the scale ones

wΩ =
w

Ω
; gΩµν = Ω2gµν . (31)

The dilaton field can be removed from the unified
theory (29) by the scale transformation with the
scale function

Ωgr =
w

ϕ0
(32)

including the dimensional parameter. In this case,
the dilaton converts into constant, and CGR (29)
coincides with SGR (28)

S
(1)
CGR[w]|w=ϕ0

= S
(1)
SGR[ϕ0]. (33)

This fixing (w = ϕ0) supposes the treatment of the
conformal symmetry as a kind of the gauge one.
However, the ”gauge-fixing” with the dimensional
parameter ϕ0 introduces an absolute measurement
standard violating the scale-invariance of the ini-
tial equations of motion. We have seen above that
observational cosmology points out another treat-
ment of conformal symmetry as a kind of the frame
symmetry. In this case, physical laws in the form
of the equations of motion do not contain any di-
mensional parameters. These parameters can be
introduced as initial data violating conformal sym-
metry like the initial data in the Newton mechanics
violate the Galilei symmetry.
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Therefore, the way of treating the conformal
symmetry as the frame one in the observational
cosmology leads to the conformal-invariant and
frame-dependent formulation of CGR in terms of
conformal quantities where all dimensional param-

eters are hidden in masses treated as a scalar dila-

ton.

C. Relative measurement standard

It was Weyl’s first idea [26] to consider the con-
formal symmetry as a principle of relativity of all
physical measurements. It is clear that we have no
absolute physical instruments and have no mea-
surement standards including the Paris meter. If
the volume of the universe is expanding, all lengths
in the universe are also expanding, including the
measurement standard. This means that nothing
is expanding, and the measurable spatial volume
of the universe is a constant

∫
d3x
√

(3)gc = V0 = Const.. (34)

In this case, the homogeneous approximation keeps
the dilaton as a dynamic variable of a running
Planck mass

wc(x
0, xi) = ϕ(x0). (35)

This choice leads to the cosmological equation (17)
corresponding to the scale invariance of physical
laws at the level of equations of motion in CGR.
The scale invariance is broken by initial data like
the Galilei invariance of the Newton laws.
Due to the Higgs effect

|Φ| = yHiggsw(x
0, xi) = yHiggsϕ(x

0) (36)

the choice of the relative measurement standard
(34), (35) means also running masses of all massive
fields of SM.
Therefore, the spectrum of the atom ener-

getic levels (marked by k) is described by the
Schrödinger equation

[
p̂2

2m0a(η)
−
(α
r
+ Ek(η)

)]
ΨA = 0. (37)

It is easy to check that the exact solution of this
equation is expressed throw the solution E0

k of a
similar Schrödinger equation with constant masses
m0 at a(η0) = 1

Ek(η) = a(η)E0
k ≡ E0

k

z(rc) + 1
, (38)

where E0
k = −m0α

2/k2 is the spectrum of a
Coulomb atom. It is just above-considered red-
shift (11) z(rc) of the spectral lines of atoms at

the coordinate distance rc = η0 − η, and η0 is the
present-day value of the conformal time.

The cosmic evolution in the terms of the relative
measurement standard (34), (35), and (n)Fc can
be rewritten in the terms of the absolute standard
(n)Ff by the conformal transformations (16)

(n)Fc =
(n)Ffa

−n (39)

with the scale factor (18)

a =
ϕ

ϕ0
. (40)

Therefore, the absolute measurement standard in
the CGR corresponds to the fixation of the mea-
surable volume

∫
d3x
√

(3)gf = a3V0 (41)

and the dilaton by constraint

wf (x
0, xi) = ϕ0 . (42)

This choice of variables converts CGR into SGR
(33). This means that the homogeneous dilaton
ϕ(η) in CGR coincides with the scale-factor vari-
able a(η) in SGR. Eqs. (34), (35) and (41), (42)
are different fixations of measurable variables in
CGR marked by Fc and Ff , respectively. These
two types of variables are connected by the trans-
formations (39) and (40), including intervals. The
conformal interval is the value of the Friedmann
interval dsf in the units of the relative Paris meter
a

ds2c = a−2ds2f . (43)

This means that the relative measurement stan-
dard identifies the conformal time, coordinate dis-
tance and other conformal quantities of the theory
with measurable quantities of observational cos-
mology.

This identification leads to the Conformal Cos-
mology [22] defined as Standard Friedmann Cos-
mology in terms of conformal quantities identified
with observables, where the Hubble law is treated
as the cosmic evolution of all masses [27] includ-
ing the Planck one, but not the expansion of the
universe. A red photon emitted by an atom at a
star two billion years (in terms of η) remembers the
size of this atom, and after two billion years this
photon is compared with a photon of the standard
atom at the Earth that became blue due to the
evolution of all masses.

D. Conformal Cosmology

We have seen above that the basis of the observa-
tional cosmology is the coordinate distance (25) as
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a function of the redshift obtained by the equation
of a null geodesic conformal interval (dsc)

2 = 0 of
light ray traces.
In the comparison with the stationary space (in

Standard Cosmology) and stationary masses (in
Conformal Cosmology), a part of photons is lost.
To restore the full luminosity in both Standard
Cosmology (SC) and Conformal Cosmology (CC)
we should multiply the coordinate distance by the
factor (1 + z)2. This factor comes from the evolu-
tion of the angular size of the light cone of emitted
photons in SC, and from the increase of the an-
gular size of the light cone of absorbed photons in
CC [22].
Thus, the redshift - luminosity distance relation

in CC is determined by the formula:

ℓCC(z) = (1 + z)2rc(z). (44)

However, in SC we have another definition of mea-
surable distances. They are related to measurable
distances in CC (coinciding with the coordinate
ones) by the relation

rf (z) = a

∫
dt

a
=

rc
1 + z

. (45)

due to the expansion of the universe. In the units
of the absolute Paris meter we have an additional
factor (1 + z)−1. Thus we obtain the relation be-
tween two luminosity-distances in SC and CC

ℓSC(z) = (1 + z)rc(z) = (1 + z)−1ℓCC(z) . (46)

The absolute Paris meter is the reason of that the
latest Supernova data [28, 29] correspond to an-
other equation of state in SC than CC [22].
In Fig. 1 from the paper [22] the predictions of

the SC and the CC on the Hubble diagram are
confronted with recent experimental data for dis-
tant supernovae [28, 29]. Among the CC models
the pure rigid state (24) of dark energy with the
redshift - luminosity distance relation

H0ℓCC(z) = z + z2/2 (47)

gives the best description and it is equivalent to
the SC fit up to the distance of SN1997ff.
The primordial nucleosynthesis gives us a set

of arguments in the favour of the relative mea-
surement standard and conformal-invariance of our
world.
The modern data on primordial nucleosynthe-

sis and the element abundance in the universe
convincingly testify to that the baryon matter is
30÷20 times smaller than it is necessary for expla-
nation of the evolution of the scale of the universe.
The small contribution of the baryon matter to

the evolution of the scale poses the problem on a
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FIG. 1: The Hubble diagram [22] for a flat universe
model in SC and CC. The points include 42 high-
redshift Type Ia supernovae [28] and the reported far-
thest supernova SN1997ff [29]. The best fit to these
data requires a cosmological constant ΩΛ = 0.7 in the
case of SC, whereas in CC these data are consistent
with the dominance of the rigid state.

source of this evolution in the long epoch of pri-
mordial nucleosynthesis (from 10−12 up to 1011

sec). Its history testifies to the dependence of the
scale on observable time as the square root. In the
SC this dependence is explained by the dominance
of ”radiation” with density ρrad(a). If the baryon
matter is insufficient for evolution of the scale, then
all known ”radiations” are also insufficient for ex-
planations of the evolution of the scale in the epoch
of primordial nucleosynthesis. This means that we
should find the radiation free explanation of the
primordial nucleosynthesis.

Really, the fixed fact of the primordial nucle-
osynthesis [30] testifies only to that the scale fac-
tor is proportional to the square root of the ob-
served time. If we identify the observed time with
the conformal one, then the proportionality of the
scale factor to the square root of the observed (i.e.,
conformal) time follows from the rigid state (22).

Therefore, in Conformal Cosmology the square
root evolution of the scale factor (22) is compat-
ible with both the latest Supernova data and the
primordial nucleosynthesis [30] in agreement with
small contribution of radiation in the cosmic evo-
lution (47).

In conformal world the temperature Tc = Tfa is
a constant, and we have the mass history [22]

mera(zera) =
mera(0)

(1 + zera)
(48)

with the constant temperature T = 2.73 K =
2.35 × 10−13 GeV where mera(0) is characteristic
energy (mass) of the era of the universe evolution,
which begins at the redshift zera.
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Eq. (48) has an important consequence that
all physical processes, which concern the chemical
composition of the universe and depend basically
on the Boltzmann factors with the argument

mc(z)

Tc(0)
=
mf (0)

Tf (z)
, (49)

cannot distinguish between the Conformal Cosmol-
ogy (mc/Tc) in the rigid state with the square root
dynamics and the Standard Cosmology (mf/Tf) in
the radiation state with the same square root dy-
namics in the ”absolute” measurement standard.
From this formula it is clear that the z-history
of masses with invariant temperatures in the rigid
state of Conformal Cosmology is equivalent to the
z-history of temperatures with invariant masses in
the radiation stage of the Standard Cosmology.
Thus, the description of eras in Conformal Cos-

mology [22] with the relative measurement stan-
dard strongly differs from the one in Standard Cos-
mology.
Standard Cosmology describes the Hot Universe

Scenario [31] with three eras: inflational, radia-
tion, and again inflational quintessence, and with
unsolved questions at the level of SGR:
1. Why is the radiation-dominance era changed

again by the inflational quintessence, as it follows
from the latest Supernova data?
2. How can the appearance of the pure radiation

era between two inflational ones, the fast – primor-
dial and the slow – quintessence, be explained?
and two more questions at the level of CGR:
3. What is a physical origin of the Planck era of

the Early Universe with initial data aI ≃ 10−60, if
the Planck scale belongs to the present-day value
of the dilaton?
4. What is a physical origin of the absolute

measurement standard (the Paris meter) in the ex-
panding universe?
After the conformal transformation (16) of Stan-

dard Cosmology we obtain Conformal Cosmology
with the Cold Universe Scenario where the last two
eras (the chemical evolution, and the present-day
cosmic evolution of all masses) are described by the
single equation of the rigid state. In the conformal
world the conformal volume and temperature are
not varying. The CMB temperature 2.7K becomes
the fundamental parameter. The SC initial data as
a Hot Fireball of massless particles (undergoing a
set of phase transitions) are forbidden in quantum
field theory due to the mass singularity of massive
vector bosons [32, 33]. Therefore, new questions
appear:
1. What is an origin of the rigid state?
2. What is an origin of the CMB temperature?
3. What is a primordial state of matter admitted

by CGR at the level of quantum field theory?

4. What are reasons for the creation of the uni-
verse, its time, and matter with the CMB radiation
and the baryon asymmetry?

E. Conformal version of Dark Matter

The dominance of the rigid state in the cos-
mic evolution of the scale factor means that this
cosmic evolution is described by the action for a
quintessence scalar field χ

S
(2)
CGR[w] = S

(1)
CGR[w] + SQ[w, χ] (50)

where

SQ[χ] =

∫
d4x

√−gw2∂µχ∂
µχ. (51)

This action appears in the bi-dilaton theory [34]
defined as a difference of two dilaton actions (26)

SPCT[w−]− SPCT[w+] = (52)

−SPCT[w] + SQ[w, χ]

for w+ = w coshχ and w− = w sinhχ. At the level
of SGR (obtained from CGR by the substitution
w = ϕ0) this means that we add a massless scalar
field

S
(2)
SGR[ϕ0] = S

(1)
CGR[ϕ0] + SQ[ϕ0, χ] (53)

which is not interacting with other fields except for
gravitational ones.

In the homogeneous approximation the scalar
part of this action takes the form

S = V0

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0

N0

[
−(∂0ϕ)

2 + ϕ2(∂0χ̃)
2
]
. (54)

This system has an integral of motion of the rigid
state (ρ = p)

Pχ = 2ϕ2χ̃′ = ±(ϕ2)′. (55)

The rigid state of quintessence χ leads to the
square root evolution of the scale factor, or the
running Planck mass (22)

ϕ2(η) = ϕ2
I + Pχη ≡ ϕ2

I(1± 2|HI |η). (56)

III. INITIAL DATA IN QUANTUM

COSMOLOGY

A. Creation of the universe

The dynamic of the cosmic scale factor with re-
spect to the conformal time is determined in GR in
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homogeneous approximation (35), and (43). This
approximation gives the relativistic cosmology

S = −V0
x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0

[
1

N0

(
dϕ

dx0

)2

+N0ρ(ϕ)

]
(57)

in the conformal flat space (43) inheriting the
group of symmetry of GR in the form of invariance
with respect to reparametrization of the coordinate
time x0 → x̃0 = x̃0(x0).
These models with different energy densities

ρ(ϕ) (described firstly at the end of the 60s by
DeWitt, Wheeler, and Misner [35]) directly corre-
spond to SR [14, 36, 37, 38]

SSR = −m
2

τ2∫

τ1

dτ [
Ẋ2

µ

e
+ e]. (58)

In action (57), the conformal time N0dx
0 = dη

plays the role of the geometric interval edτ = ds;
the cosmic scale factor (or dilaton) ϕ, the dynamic
evolution parameter X0; and its canonical mo-
mentum Pϕ, the dynamic energy of the universe

P0 =
√
P 2
i +m2.

The Hamiltonian form of the action (57)

S =

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0
[
−Pϕ∂0ϕ+

N0

4V0

(
P 2
ϕ − E2

)]
, (59)

where E = 2V0
√
ρ(ϕ) gives the well known

Wheeler-DeWitt quantum equation in the field
space

(
P 2
ϕ − E2(ϕ)

)
Ψfield[ϕ] = 0. (60)

In particular, in the case of radiation ρc = const.,
the universe wavefunction Ψfield[ϕ] is the sum over
two values of the dynamic energy Pϕ = ±E,

Ψfield[ϕ] = A+
E eis(ϕ0,ϕI) +A−

E e−is(ϕ0,ϕI), (61)

where s(ϕ0, ϕI) = [ϕ0 − ϕI ]|E|, and A+
E is inter-

preted as the operator of creation of a universe and
A−

E is interpreted as the operator of annihilation of
an antiuniverse. Such an interpretation (similar to
the Dirac causality quantization of the relativis-
tic particle) removes negative energies and asso-
ciates positive frequencies with the forward motion
(Pϕ > 0, ϕ0 > ϕI) and negative frequencies with
the backward motion (Pϕ < 0, ϕ0 < ϕI). Here ϕ0

is the present-day value of the dilaton (i.e., scale
factor) and ϕI is the initial data of the dilaton as
the moment of the creation of the universe in the
world space.

Thus, we can see that the relativistic cosmology
(57) can explain not only the Hubble law, but also
a creation of the universe without its cosmic sin-
gularity, as for a positive energy E ≥ 0 the current
ϕ is always greater than ϕI .

The similar wavefunction for the rigid state was
constructed in [38].

B. Creation of time

The symmetry of the theory with respect to
reparametrizations of the coordinate time x0

means that this time is invisible.
As it was shown in [14, 36, 38], the passage to the

visible geometric interval dη = N0dx
0 as dynamic

variable can be accomplished with a Levi-Civita
(LC) - type canonical transformation

ϕ, Pϕ =⇒ Q0, Π0 (62)

turning energy into a new momentum and the scale
factor into new variable Q0 coinciding with the
conformal time η. In particular, for the radiation
universe (61) the L-C transformation takes a form

Pϕ = ±2
√
V0Π0; ϕ = ±

√
Π0

V0
Q0. (63)

After this transformation the action (59) becomes

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0 [−Π0∂0Q0 +N0 (Π0 − V0ρ) + ∂0(Π0Q0)] .

The variation of the action with respect to the mo-
mentum Π0 gives the equation dQ0 = N0dx

0 ≡ dη.
The variation with respect to the lapse function
N0 gives the energy constraint Π0 − V0ρ = 0. The
quantum equation for wavefunction takes the form

d

idη
Ψgeometric[η] = V0ρcΨgeometric[η]. (64)

The explicit form of this wavefunction in the rigid
state is given in [38]. Thus, a relativistic universe
(like a relativistic particle in SR) has two physi-
cal realities: the field and geometric. Each real-

ity has its measurable evolution parameter (ϕ, or
η), nonzero Hamiltonian, energy, and wavefunction
(Ψfield[ϕ], or Ψgeometric[η]).

The Hubble law ϕ(η), i.e. the cosmic evolution
of the scale factor ϕ on the geometric time η, in
the form of the coordinate-distance – redshift re-
lation is the relation of two evolution parameters
of two physical realities . The Hubble law is the
pure relativistic effect of the type of the relativistic
shrinking in SR.
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The quantum stability of the system in the field

space reached by the Dirac causality quantization
for the universe results in the positive arrow of
geometric time η ≥ 0. Therefore, the quantum
relativistic cosmology describes the Hubble with
the initial data ϕ(η = 0) = ϕI of creation of the
universe with the positive energy E = Pϕ at the
point ϕI in the field space with the positive arrow
of time η in the geometric space.

IV. FUNDAMENTAL OPERATOR

QUANTIZATION

A. Frame-dependent formulation

The next problem of quantum creation of mat-
ter exceeds the limits of the homogeneous approxi-
mation. To consider this problem, we need the for-
mulation of CGR at the level of quantum field the-
ory, i.e., Quantum Gravity. Let us consider Quan-

tum Gravity on the basis of the action S
(2)
CGR[w|F ]

given by (50) in the world space of all field vari-
ables [w|F ]. This action reflects the group of dif-
feomorphisms of a complete set of all initial data
in the conformal world, measured by a set of phys-
ical instruments in the units of measurement stan-
dards. It is worth reminding that J.C. Maxwell
wrote: ”The most important aspect of any phe-
nomenon from mathematical point of view is that
of a measurable quantity. I shall therefore consider
electrical phenomena chiefly with a view to their
measurement, describing the methods of measure-
ment, and defining the standards on which they
depend”[39].
Measurable quantities and standards are deter-

mined in a definite frame of reference. The frame-
dependent fundamental operator quantization be-
gins with the definition of a frame of reference of
the Hamiltonian description [40, 41, 42]

ds2 = (Ndx0)2 − (65)

(3)gij(dx
i +N idx0)(dxj +N jdx0)

and its group of diffeomorphisms [43] including
reparametrizations

x0 → x̃0 = x̃0(x0) (66)

and gauge transformations

xi → x̃i0 = x̃0(x0, xi). (67)

We have seen in the previous sections that the
reparametrization symmetry (66) means that the
coordinate parameter x0 is invisible, and its Hamil-
tonian of evolution is equal to zero. The visible

time of the fundamental operator quantization is
obtained by the Levi-Civita canonical transforma-
tion [36] of the variable with a negative contribu-
tion to this Hamiltonian. It is just the dilaton.

Therefore, the identification of the dilaton with
a dynamic evolution parameter by (34) and (35) is
not the homogeneous approximation, but the fix-
ation of a frame in the field world space (w|F )
of CGR is in agreement with the method of solv-
ing the problem of energy and time in relativistic
theories proposed by Poincare and Einstein (PE)
in SR [10, 11], and by Barbashov and Chernikov
(BC) in the theory of a string [12, 13, 14]. After
the PE-BC fixation of a frame the action (50) takes
the form

S
(2)
CGR[w|F ] = S

(2)
SGR[ϕ|Fc] + Sframe[ϕ], (68)

where S
(2)
SGR[ϕ|Fc] is the SGR with the running

Planck mass and

Sframe[ϕ] =

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0
∫

V0

d3xϕ
d

dx0

(√
(3)gc

dϕ

Ncdx0

)

+

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0Λ(x0) [V [gc]− V0] , (69)

follows from the PCT action of the dilaton, and
the last term with the Lagrange multiplier Λ(x0)
gives the constraint of the constant relative volume

V [gc] =

∫
d3x
√

(3)gc. (70)

Remind that in quantum theory of gravity in-
stead of (68), (69) one conventionally uses the
frame-free expression (33), (53) [40, 41, 42]

S
(2)
CGR[w|F ]|(w=ϕ0,F=Ff ) = S

(2)
SGR[ϕ0|Ff ], (71)

where fields Ff are treated as measurable quan-
tities. The theory (71) expressed in terms of the
conformal quantities Fc, (39) and ϕ = ϕ0a (40)
becomes equivalent to (68), (69) [38].

However, if we forget about Sframe[ϕ] in (68),
considering the absolute variables Ff as measur-
able quantities in (71) [24, 42], we get the frame-
free theory that differs from the frame-dependent
one (68) like the frame-free Virasoro algebra dy-
namics [15] differs from the frame-dependent Born-
Infeld theory of a string [12, 13, 14].

The frame-free formulation (71) loses, together
with Sframe[ϕ], the internal evolution parameter ϕ
and the invariant geometric time dη = N0(x

0)dx0,
where N0 is the global lapse function defined in
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Sframe[ϕ] by the Gibbs averaging the relative lapse
function Nc,

N−1
0 =< N−1

c >≡

∫
V0

N−1
c

√
(3)gcd

3x

∫
V0

√
(3)gcd3x

. (72)

This means that the frame-free formulation (71)
loses the dynamic energy of the universe as a
canonical momentum of the dilaton in the Hamilto-
nian approach to the theory (68). In this approach,
the action (68) takes the form

SCGR[ϕ|Fc] =

∫
dx0{

[∫
d3x

∑

Fc

PF ∂0Fc

]
−

(73)

Pϕ∂0ϕ+N0

[
P 2
ϕ

4V0
− V0ρtot

]
+ Λ(V − V0)};

here the relative Hamiltonian V0ρtot = Htot[ϕ|Fc]
is the conventional one [40, 41, 42]

V0ρtot =

∫
d3x

[
NH−NkPk + C0Pg + Cif

i
]
,

where all fields are changed by the relative one,
and the Planck mass ϕ0 is changed by the run-
ning Planck mass, N0[gc], and V [gc] are consid-
ered as functionals given by eqs. (72) and (70),
N = Nc/N0, N

k, C, Ck are the Lagrangian multi-
pliers for the constraints including the Dirac condi-
tions of transverseness f j = ∂i[g

ij
c |gc|1/3] = 0 and

the minimum embedding of three-dimensional hy-
persurface into the four-dimensional Riemannian
space-time with the zero momentum of spatial
metric determinant Pgc = 0 [40].
The frame-dependent GR is the direct field gen-

eralization of the frame-dependent SR (58). We
have the one - to - one correspondence between
SR and GR [14, 36, 37], i.e., their proper times
(i.e., geometric intervals)

ds = edτ ⇐⇒ dη = N0dx
0 , (74)

their world spaces

X0, Xi ⇐⇒ ϕ, Fc , (75)

their energies

P0 = ±
√
P 2
i +m2 ⇐⇒ Pϕ = ±2V0

√
ρtot, (76)

and their two-time relations in the differential form

dX0

ds
= ±

√
P 2
i +m2

m
⇐⇒ dϕ

dη
= ±√

ρtot (77)

and in the integral forms

s = ± m√
P 2
i +m2

X0 ⇐⇒ η = ±
ϕ0∫

ϕI

dϕ√
ρtot

. (78)

The equations of motion of this theory were de-
rived in [14, 38].

The observational data testify to that the total
energy density

ρtotal = ρrigid(ϕ) +Hqft/V0 (79)

contains a large homogeneous part ρrigid(ϕ) and
small local excitations described in the lowest or-
der of perturbations by the Hamiltonian of the evo-

lution of the free fields Hqft = H
(2)
qft +Hint. In this

case, the first order of the series of the action

Pϕdϕ = 2V0ϕ0

√
ρrigid(ϕ)da+Hqftdη +O(δ2);

in Hqf/V0ρ(ϕ) = δ coincides with the action of
quantum field theory in terms of the conformal
quantities (n)Fc = (n)Fa−n; here equation (77) is

used to get dη ≃ dϕ/
√
ρrigid(ϕ). Therefore, the

Quantum Gravity in the approximation under con-
sideration is the sum of Quantum Cosmology con-
sidered above and quantum field theory in terms
of the conformal quantities.

We have seen above that two realities of the uni-
verse in the conformal world solved the problems
of creation of the quantum universe without the
cosmic singularity and creation of its time with a
positive arrow.

We left for consideration the mystery of the
quantum creation of matter from vacuum.

B. Creation of the matter

The problem of cosmological particle creation
in strong gravitational fields, in particular in the
vicinity of the cosmological singularity, has been
topical for more than thirty years [44, 45, 46, 47,
48, 49]. It is considered that the number of created
particles is obviously not sufficient for the descrip-
tion of primordial element abundance in the early
universe [46]. Therefore, in the inflationary mod-
els [31] it is proposed that from the very beginning
the universe is a hot fireball of massless particles
that undergo a set of phase transitions. However,
the origin of particles is an open question as the
isotropic evolution of the universe cannot create
massless particles [44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49]. Nowa-
days, it is evident that the problem of the cosmo-
logical creation of matter from vacuum is beyond
the scope of the inflationary model.

The investigation of the cosmological creation
of massive vector bosons from vacuum [34, 50, 51]
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introduced corrective amendments to the modern
model of the isotropic evolution of the universe,
since vector bosons detected at the CERN accel-
erator are unique particles of the Standard Model
(SM) which can exhibit a space singularity [32, 33].
The matter is that the phenomenon of the cos-

mological creation in both Standard Cosmology
and Conformal one is described by the diagonaliza-
tion of equations of motion in terms of conformal
fields and coordinates. In terms of conformal quan-
tities (as we have seen above) the cosmic scale fac-
tor is the scale of all masses, including the Planck
mass and masses of particles in the field theories,
in particular in SM. For massive conformal fields
the cosmological singularity means disappearance
of masses. The massive vector bosons are unique
particles of SM which have a mass singularity [33].
The absence of the massless limit of the massive
Yang-Mills theory is a well-known fact [32]. It
leads to an ultra-violet divergence of the number of
created longitudinal bosons calculated in the low-
est order of perturbation theory [50, 51]. In the
papers [34, 50, 51] theoretical and observational
arguments were listed in favour of the considera-
tion of created vector bosons as primary particles
whose decay products form all visible matter of
the universe, including CMBR and galaxies with
baryon asymmetry.
Let us consider ”free” vector W±, Z0 bosons

vµ = (v0,vi) in the conformal-flat metric

ds2c = (N̄0(x
0)dx0)2 − (dxi)2. (80)

with the cosmic evolution of their massMva = yvϕ
in the rigid state, where a = ϕ/ϕ0. Massive vec-
tor bosons in SM are described by the Lagrangian
density

Lv = −FµνF
µν

4
− M2

va
2vµv

µ

2
,

where Fµν = (∂µvν−∂νvµ). Their mass singularity
is revealed by the fundamental operator quantiza-
tion [3, 4, 33].
This quantization is formulated in a definite

frame of references where the time component v0 of
a vector field is distinguished. This component has
zero canonical momentum p0 = ∂L/∂(∂0v0) = 0.
The condition of conservation of the zero momen-
tum is the classical equation δS/δv0 = 0

[
~∂2 − (Mva)

2
]
v0 = ∂0~∂~v (81)

As both the field and its momentum are fixed by
the constraints the quantization of this field con-
tradict to the uncertainty principle. Therefore,
the time component is treated as pure classical
one, and it is excluded from the action by re-
solving the classical equation (81) before quantiza-
tion. The relativistic covariance of the procedures

of excluding of the time component and operator
quantization of the spatial ones was proved in [33].
The results of this paper can be presented in the
Hamiltonian form of the total action (including the
dilaton part) in terms of the Fourier-components
vk =

∫
V0

d3xeıkxv(x)

Stot =

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0

(
∑

k

[
p⊥
k ∂0v

⊥
k + p

||
k∂0v

||
k

]
− Pϕ∂0ϕ

)

+

x0

2∫

x0

1

dx0N0

[
P 2
ϕ

4V0
− V0ρtot

]
,

where

ρtot =
P 2
χ

4ϕ2
+ ρv, (82)

ρv = V −1
0 (H⊥ +H ||); (83)

H⊥ and H || represent Hamiltonians of free fields
for transverse and longitudinal components of vec-
tor bosons

H⊥ =
∑
k,σ

1
2

[
p⊥
k
2 + ω2(ϕ, k)v⊥

k
2
]
, (84)

H || =
∑
k,σ

1
2

[(
ω(ϕ,k)
Mva

)2
p
||
k
2 + (Mva)

2v
||
k
2

]

with the dispersion relation in the form of the
one particle energy ω(ϕ, k) =

√
k2 + (yvϕ)2, a =

ϕ/ϕ0, and Pχ = 2ϕ2
0H0 = 2ϕ2

IHI is integral of
motion of the rigid state (20).

In field theories ”particles” are defined as field
variables a+, a for which their Hamiltonian takes
the form of production of the one-particle energy
and the operator of number of particles N̂J =
aJ+σ (−k, x0)aJσ(k, x0):

HJ =
∑

k,σ,J

ω(ϕ, k)N̂J
k,σ ,

where σ is the spin, and J = ||,⊥ designate trans-
verse and longitudinal bosons. In particular, the
definition of ”particles” for longitudinal bosons
takes the form

v
||
k =

√
ω(ϕ, k)

yvϕ
√
2V0

(
a+(−k)+a||(k)

)

p
||
k =−i yvϕ√

2V0ω(ϕ, k)

(
a||+(−k)−a||(k)

)
.

We can see that this definition of quantum
particles contains the mass singularity Mva =
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yvϕ(η) → 0. The dependence of masses on time
leads to nondiagonal terms in the canonical differ-
ential form [37, 50, 51]:

pk∂0vk =
ı

2

[
a+(k)∂0a(−k)− a(k)∂0a

+
]
−

− ı

2

[
a+(k)a+(−k)− a(k)a(−k)

]
∂0∆k

where

∆⊥
v (ϕ) =

1
2 ln

(
ωv

ωI

)
,

∆
||
v (ϕ) = ln

(
ϕ
ϕI

)
− 1

2 ln
(

ωv

ωI

)
,

and ϕI and ωI are cosmic initial data as a point
of the creation of the universe in the world field
space. Just these nondiagonal terms are sources of
the cosmological creation of particles. The classical
equations in terms of ”particles” become diagonal
(b+)′ = −iωbb

+, b′ = iωbb after the Bogoliubov
transformations to ”quasiparticles”

bς = αςaς + βςa
+
ς (85)

with the Bogoliubov energy ωb. These transforma-
tions playing the role of the Levi-Civita ones from
the field set of variables (ϕ, a+, a) to the geometric

set (η, b+, b) [36].
The coefficients |β| determine the number of par-

ticles

Nς(η) = sq〈0|N̂ς |0〉sq = |βς |2 (86)

created during the time η from ”squeezed” vacuum
defined as

bς |0〉sq = 0 . (87)

The density of created particles is

ρv =
∑

ς

ως(ϕ)sq〈0|N̂ς |0〉sq . (88)

The Bogoliubov equations of the diagonaliza-
tion rewritten in the dimensionless variables τ =
η2HI = η/ηI , x = q/MI and initial data MI , HI

with taking into account the dispersion relation
ωv = MI

√
1 + τ + x2, were solved numerically at

positive values of momentum x = q/MI , by util-
lizing the asymptotics of the solutions r(τ) →
const · τ , θ(τ) = π/4 + O(τ) from the neighbor-
hood τ = 0. The distribution functions of the lon-
gitudinal N ||(x, τ) and transverse N⊥(x, τ) vector
bosons for the initial data HI = MI , are intro-
duced in Fig. 2.
The choice of these initial data is determined

by the lower boundary for a boson mass from the
area of its initial values allowed by the uncertainty
principle δE ηI ≥ 1 for variations of energy δE =
2MI at creation of a pair of bosons in the universe
with minimum lifetime for a considered case ηI =
1/2HI . Consequently, we get MI ≥ HI .
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FIG. 2: Dependence of longitudinal N‖ and trans-
verse N⊥ components of the distribution function of
vector bosons from dimensionless time τ = 2HIη and
dimensionless momentum x = q/MI at value of the
initial data MI = HI [50, 51].

C. CMB temperature

From Fig. 2. one can see that a longitudinal
component of the distribution function is essen-
tially larger than the transverse one, which demon-
strates a more intensive cosmological creation of
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longitudinal bosons in contrast with transverse
ones. The sluggish decrease with momentum of
longitudinal components is explained by mass sin-
gularity of a distribution function of longitudinal
vector bosons [32, 33]. One of the consequences of
such a decrease is the divergence of the density of
created particles [45]

nv(η) =
1

2π2

∞∫

0

dqq2
[
N ||(q, η) + 2N⊥(q, η)

]
→ ∞ .

This divergence is the shortage of the lowest order
of perturbation theory, where one neglects inter-
actions of vector bosons, including the scattering
processes forming an integral of collisions in the
kinetic equation for distribution functions.
The thermal equilibrium is formed, if the relax-

ation time of the process of establishment of tem-
perature of vector bosons

ηrelax. = [n(T 3)σscat.]
−1 (89)

is less than the time for creating vector bosons.
Fig. 2. shows us that the time of establishment of
the number of bosons is the order of lifetime of the
Universe ηI = 1/2HI. This means that

n(T 3)σscat. ∼ HI . (90)

The dominating contribution of large momenta to
the integral of the density of the particle number
(see Fig. 2.) means the relativistic dependence of
the density on temperature

nv ∼ T 3 .

Using that σscat. ∼ 1/M2
I one can estimate this

temperature from (90) as an integral of motion of
the rigid state

T ∼ [M2
IHI ]

1/3 = [M2
0H0]

1/3 ≃ 2.7K. (91)

Remind that the rigid state in the conformal cos-
mology is compatible with the latest Supernova
data and the z-history of the chemical evolution
of the element abundance [22], therefore we can
utillize the rigid equation of state for estimation of
temperature of the CMB radiation as a final prod-
uct of the decays of primordial vector bosons.
On the other hand, it is possible to estimate the

lifetime of the created bosons in the early universe
in dimensionless unities τL = ηL/ηI , where ηI =
(2HI)

−1, by utillizing an equation of state a2(η) =
a2I(1 + τL) and define the lifetime of W -bosons in
the Standard Model for MI = HI

1 + τL =
2 sin2 θW
αa(ηL)

=
2 sin2 θW

αγv
√
1 + τL

, (92)

where θW is the Weinberg angle, α = 1/137.

The solution of equation (92)

1 + τL =

(
2 sin2 θW

α

)2/3

≃ 16 (93)

gives an estimation of the lifetime of the created
bosons τL ≃ 15 which is 15 times larger than the
relaxation time. Therefore, we can introduce the
concept of the temperature of vector bosons, which
is inherited by final products of their decays, i.e.
gamma-quanta, forming, according to the modern
point of view, the CMB radiation in the universe.

The temperature of photon radiation, which ap-
pears after annihilation and decays of W± and Z
bosons in the conformal cosmology, is invariant and
the simple estimation fulfilled above gives the value
surprisingly close to the observed temperature of
the CMB radiation which is determined in the con-
formal cosmology as a fundamental constant - the
integral of the rigid state (91).

The back reaction of created particles on the
evolution of the Universe is very small. The equa-
tion of motion ϕ′2(η) = ρtot(η) with the Hubble
parameter defined as H = ϕ′/ϕ means that the
energy density of the universe at any moment is
equal to the so-called critical density

ρtot(η) = H2(η)ϕ2(η) ≡ ρcr.(η) .

The permanent dominance of the matter with the
rigid state means the existence of the integral of
motion

H(η)ϕ2(η) = H0ϕ
2
0 .

Now find a ratio of the density of the created mat-
ter ρv(ηI) ∼ T 4 ∼ H4

I ∼ M4
I to the density of

the primordial cosmological motion of the universe
ρcr.(η) = H2

Iϕ
2
I . This ratio has an extremely small

number

ρv(ηI)

ρcr.(ηI)
=
M2

I

ϕ2
I

=
M2

W

ϕ2
0

= y2v = 10−34.

Therefore the back reaction of created particles
on the evolution of the universe is a negligible
quantity. For the lifetime of the universe the
primordial density of the cosmological motion
ρtot(η) = H2

Iϕ
4
I/ϕ

2(η) ≡ H2
0ϕ

4
0/ϕ

2(η) decreases
by 1029 times, and in the present-day epoch the
critical density ρcr 0 ≡ H2

0ϕ
2
0 = 10−29ρcr I is

20 ÷ 30 times greater than the density of the
observed baryon matter.

D. Baryon asymmetry

The massive vector bosons during their lifetime
polarize the Dirac sea vacuum of filled states of
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left fermions with negative energy and create the
baryon asymmetry of the universe [51].
Interaction of the primordial W and Z bosons

with the left-hand fermions leads to nonconserva-
tion of fermion quantum numbers. It is known
that the gauge-invariant current of each doublet is
saved only at a classic level [52].
At a quantum level, we have an abnormal cur-

rent j
(i)
µL = ψ

(i)
L γµψ

(i)
L ,

∂µj
(i)
µL = −TrF̂µν

∗F̂µν

16π2
,

where

F̂µν = − ıgτa
2

(∂µv
a
ν − ∂νv

a
µ).

During their lifetime, the vector bosons polarize
the Dirac sea of the left-hand fermions with nega-
tive energy. If we take the integral of the abnormal
current ∂0j0L over the four-dimensional conformal
space-time confined between three-dimensional hy-
perplanes η = 0 and η = ηL, we find that the
number of the left-hand fermions is equal to

∆N =
2παQED

sin2 θW

[
4NW +

NZ

cos θW

]

where Nv(ηL) is determined by the expectation
value of the Chern-Simons functional over the vac-
uum (87) [52]

Nv(ηL) = −
∫ ηL

0

dη

∫
d3x

16π2 sq〈0|TrF v
µν

∗F v
µν |0〉sq,

where ηL is the lifetime of bosons.
If we take into account the numerical evaluation

of NW , NZ , in the conjecture that the lifetime
of bosons is τWL = 15, τZL = 30, we estimate the
magnitude of the nonconservation of the fermion
number

∆F =
∆N

V0
≃ 1.2nγ

where nγ is the density of the number of the CMB
photons. The baryon asymmetry appears as a con-
sequence of three Sakharov conditions [52]: the
CP-nonconservation, the evolution of the universe
H0 6= 0 and the violation of the baryon number

∆B = XCP
∆F

3
≃ 0.4XCPnγ ,

where XCP is a factor determined by a superweak
interaction of d and s-quarks (d + s → s + d)
with the CP-violation experimentally observed
in decays of K mesons [53]. From a ratio of the
number of baryons to the number of photons it is
possible to make an estimation of magnitudes of a
constant of a weak coupling XCP ∼ 10−8 ÷ 10−9.

V. SUMMARY

A. Theory

We have shown that there are a set of theoreti-
cal and observational arguments in favour of Con-
formal General Relativity (CGR) described by the
action

S
(2)
CGR[w|χ, F ] = S

(2)
PCT[w|χ, g] + SSM[w|F ],

were SSM[w|F ] is the Standard Model (SM) with
the dilaton scalar field w instead of the Higgs mass
and F is the set of fields of SM including the met-
ric components gµν . The dilaton w and its an-
gle χ are described by the difference of two PCT-
actions (26)

S
(2)
PCT[w|χ, g] = SPCT[w−|g]− SPCT[w+|g],

with w+ = w coshχ, w− = w sinhχ. We called
the dilaton angle χ the quintessence. This theory
is invariant with respect to a large group of the
gauge, general coordinate, and conformal transfor-
mations.

B. Method

Any relativistic quantum theory requires its
physical meaning only for description of concrete
physical objects including our universe as a finite
part of the world with a finite volume V0 and a
finite lifetime η ∼ 1017sec.

It is useful to recall the following words by Max
Born about quantum theory ([54], p. 108): ” The
clue is the point ..., that quantum mechanics does
not describe a situation in an objective external
world, but a definite experimental arrangement for
observing a section of the external word. Without
this idea even the formulation of a dynamical prob-
lem in quantum theory is impossible. But if it is
acceptable, the fundamental indeterminacy in the
physical predictions becomes natural as no experi-
mental arrangement can ever be absolute precise.”
Following to Max Born one can say that the Hamil-
tonian description of any quantum system is de-
termined by ”a definite experimental arrangement
for observing a section of the external word”. If it
is acceptable, the frame-dependence of the funda-
mental scheme of quantization becomes natural as
no experimental arrangement can ever be absolute
relativistic invariant.

A frame of reference (as a experimental arrange-
ment for observing the universe with the finite vol-
ume V0) is defined as the choice of the evolution
parameter

w(x0,x) = ϕ(x0)
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in the world space of all fields (w|χ, F ) with corre-
sponding measurable quantities F = Fc including
an interval

ds2c = (Ncdx
0)2−(3)gcij(dx

i+N idx0)(dxj+N jdx0)

with the constraint of the finite volume

V [gc] = V0.

The initial CGR action in this frame defines the
invariant geometric time

dη = N0(x
0)dx0

in terms of the global lapse-function N0(x
0) de-

termined by the Gibbs averaging operation of the
local one Nc

N−1
0 =< N−1

c >≡
∫
d3xN−1

c

√
(3)gc∫

d3x
√

(3)gc
.

The Gibbs averaging of the equations of motion
< δSCGR/δgc >= 0 leads to the cosmological equa-
tions [14, 38]

ϕ′2 = ρ; 3ϕ′2 − (ϕ2)′′ = 3p,

where ρ =< T 0
0N > and 3p =< T k

kN > are
defined by the Gibbs averaging the total energy-
momentum tensor with N = Nc/N0.
The problem of energy and time of any relativis-

tic system (a particle [10, 11], a string [12, 13, 14]
and a universe [14, 21, 36]) is solved by the iden-
tification of the measurable Hamiltonian of evolu-
tion with respect to the evolution parameter with
the canonical momentum of this parameter, in our
case, with Pϕ. The positive value of this momen-
tum

Pϕ = 2V0
√
ρ

determines the energy of the universe created at
the point ϕI = ϕ(η)|η=0 with the initial data of all
fields including quintessence χ.
The relativistic dynamic of the universe in

the world field space with respect to the con-
formal time F (η) could not described by the
naive Newton-like system. The universe has two
Newton-like realities with two evolution parame-
ters ϕ, η, two world spaces: the field

ϕ, Fc =
∑

[a+ + a]

and geometric

η, Fg =
∑

[b+ + b],

and two wavefunctions connected by the Levi-
Civita transformation [36]. The Hubble law ϕ(η)
as the relation between two Newton-like realities
(i.e, two their wavefunctions) could not be under-
stood in the naive Wheeler-DeWitt quantum the-
ory.

C. Results: Cold Universe Scenario

At the beginning the universe was empty. Only
quintessence was in the motion. The energy den-
sity is determined by the integral of motion of the
quintessence pχ = 2ϕ2χ′

ρ = ρrigid =
p2χ
4ϕ2

.

Due the constraint ρ = ϕ′2 this rigid state of the
quintessence gives an integral of motion of the dila-
ton

pχ = (ϕ2)′ ≡ 2ϕ2
IHI (H = ϕ′/ϕ),

as an analogy of the equation E = mc2 in SR.
The next event is the intensive creation from

vacuum of the massive vector bosons with masses
MI and the temperature as integral of motion of
the rigid state

T = (M2
IHI)

1/3 = (M2
0H0)

1/3 = 2.7K

during the time ηI = 1/2HI ∼ 10−12sec.
The next step is the formation of the baryon

symmetry of the universe as a consequence of the
”polarization” of the Dirac sea vacuum of left
fermions by the transverse bosons, according to
the selection rules of the Standard Model. This
sea vacuum was introduced by Dirac to cancel
the negative energies and make stable the states
of quantum particles. After the decay of bosons,
their temperature is inherited by the CMB radia-
tion. All the subsequent evolution of matter with
varying masses in the constant Universe is simi-
lar to the well-known scenario of the hot universe,
like the Copernicus epicycles replicate the ones of
Ptolemaeus.

The single rigid state of the free quintessence
scalar field χ explains all eras of evolution of the
universe [22].

VI. CONCLUSION

Physics is the science about the measurable part
of our world. The complete set of all measurable
physical quantities forms a manifold of initial data.

There are three levels of classification of initial
data: phenomenological laws, equations of motion,
and symmetry principles.

The determination of symmetry groups of initial
data and their invariant structure relations in the
form of physical laws is the guideline of modern
physics. Initial data distinguish two types of sym-
metries: initial data are covariant with respect to a
frame-transformation, and they are invariant with
respect to a gauge-transformation.
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The group of covariance of initial data in the
Newton mechanics is the Galilei one. The group of
covariance of initial data in the standard general
relativity (SGR) as the sum of Einstein’s theory
and the SM is the Poincare group.
We listed here the set of arguments in favour

of that the group of covariance of initial data in
our world is the conformal group including scale
transformations.
The first argument was historical: the symme-

try of the world is the symmetry of the Faraday-
Maxwell electrodynamics, i.e, relativistic, confor-
mal, and gauge.
The second set of arguments were observational:

latest SN data, primordial nucleosynthesis, and the
CMBR temperature 2.7 are compatible with the
conformal principle of the covariance of the initial
data.

Why there exist the conformal and gauge sym-
metries? Why are certain symmetries (relativis-
tic and conformal) broken by the initial data,
while the others (gauge and general-covariant)
limit these data by the constraint equations. Why
there is such an exact fitting of the initial data
and the dimensionless coupling constants to the
anthropic principle? Perhaps, in future, somebody
will find the answers to these questions in the har-
mony of the symmetry principles themselves, as
the latter was found in epicycles by Copernicus and
Kepler, and in dynamic laws by Einstein, Weyl,
and other physicists of the XX th century.

One of the authors (V.N.P.) is grateful to N.A.
Chernikov, Ch. Isham, T.W.B. Kibble, and W.
Thirring for discussions.
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