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Abstract 

 
We propose a model of cosmological evolution of the early and late Universe which is consistent with 
observational data and naturally explains the origin of inflation and dark energy (DE). We show that the 
de Sitter accelerated expansion of the FLRW space with no matter fields (hereinafter “empty space”) is its 
natural state, and the model does not require either a scalar field or cosmological constant or any other 
hypotheses.  Mathematically, this is due to the fact that the de Sitter state is an exact solution of the 
rigorous, mathematically consistent equations of one-loop quantum gravity for the empty FLRW space 
that are finite off the mass shell. Physically, this is due to the fact that the natural quantum metric 
fluctuations have the backreaction effect on the FLRW background, forming a self-polarized de Sitter 
graviton-ghost condensate which describes the condensation of gravitons on the horizon scale of the non–
stationary Universe leading to its exponential expansion. The energy required to maintain the accelerated 
expansion is drawn from the graviton vacuum. At the start and the end of cosmological evolution, the 
Universe is assumed to be empty, which means that de Sitter expansion is a natural state of the Universe 
at the start and end of its cosmological evolution. The emptiness of the Universe at the start of its 
cosmological evolution automatically generates inflation. With an increase in the energy density of a 
new-born matter during inflation, the expansion begins to deviate from the de Sitter law, and eventually 
stops when the energy density of new-born matter reaches the first threshold which is the energy density 
of instantons. After that, the standard Big Bang cosmology begins. With a decrease in the energy density 
of matter by the end of the cosmological evolution of the Universe, the expansion first passes through the 
second threshold which again is the energy density of instantons. Here the quasi-de Sitter expansion (i.e. 
DE) is born, and then as the Universe empties, approaches the de Sitter law and asymptotically becomes 
such when the Universe becomes completely empty. This is observed as the DE effect. This scenario 
seems consistent with observational data. Existence of the first threshold explains the reason why the 
inflation is stopped. Existence of the second threshold explains why the DE acceleration is happening 
during the contemporary epoch of matter domination (coincidence problem). The Universe starts and ends 
with de Sitter expansion but the evolutionary process runs in these cases in opposite directions. It leads to 
the prediction that the signs of the parameter 1 w+ should be opposite in both cases, and this fact is 
consistent with observations. The fluctuations of the number of gravitons lead to fluctuations of their 
energy density which in turn leads to the observed CMB temperature anisotropy of the order of 510−



and CMB polarization. In the frame of this scenario, it is not a hypothetical scalar field that generates 
inflation and relic gravitational waves but on the contrary, the gravitational waves (gravitons) generate 
DE, inflation, CMB anisotropy and polarization.   
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1. Introduction 
 
As is known, the idea of a possible key role of de Sitter solution for the early stages of evolution of the 
Universe goes back to de Sitter, Eddington and Lemaitre. Gliner [1] was the first to show that the 
equation of state p ε= − , generating de Sitter expansion of the Fiedmannien Universe is the equation of 
state of anti-gravitating physical vacuum. On the basis of this idea, Zeldovich [2] showed that the 
cosmological constant producing the de Sitter expansion of the Friedmannien Universe is of the vacuum 
nature. In the pioneering work of Starobinsky [3], it was shown by direct computation that the quantum 
corrections to Einstein's equations that come from conformal anomalies lead to the nonsingular de Sitter 
solution instead of a standard Big Bang singularity (in some works, this solution is considered as an 
alternative to scalar field inflation, see e.g. [4]). The possibility of de Sitter expansion at the beginning of 
cosmological evolution was also found in works [5, 6]. Later on, it was turned out that the appearance of 
the de Sitter equation of state in the empty early Universe is not accidental because any quantum 
corrections to the Einstein equations lead to the energy density term of the form 4C Hε = ⋅  where C is 
a dimensionless constant, H is Hubble constant and  is Planck constant.  Such a form of the energy 
density term is simply a consequence of its dimension [7, section V]. It is usual to call space without 
matter fields empty. Hereinafter, the term "empty space" is used in this sense. In fact, space without 
matter fields is not empty, as it always has the natural quantum fluctuations of the metric, i.e. gravitons. 
Therefore, the empty (in this sense) space is filled with gravitons, which have the backreaction effect on 
its evolution over time. The quantum state of gravitons is determined by their interaction with a 
macroscopic field, and the macroscopic (background) geometry, in turn, depends on the state of gravitons. 
The background metric and the graviton operator appearing in the self–consistent theory are extracted 
from the unified gravitational field, which initially satisfies exact equations of quantum gravity. The 
classical component of the unified field is by definition a function of coordinates and time. The quantum 
component of the same unified field is described by a tensor operator function, which also depends on 
coordinates and time. Under such formulation of the problem, the original exact equations should be the 
operator equations of quantum theory of gravity in the Heisenberg representation (see below). The 
derivation of these equations and their relation to existing references can be found in [8]. For the first 
time, these equations (and exact solutions) were given by [9].  In work [9], the exact equations of one-
loop quantum gravity for the empty space with FLRW geometry were obtained in the form of 
Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon hierarchy or BBGKY- chain. One of the exact solutions to the 
equations of the chain to the surprise of the authors turned out to be the de Sitter solution. The chain is 
invariant with respect to the Wick rotation t iτ= , so there was a question as to how the real or imaginary 
time relates to this exact solution. It allows interpretation in terms of virtual gravitons [9, 7] as well as in 
terms of instanton fluctuations [7, 10]. In [7, 10], the arguments in favor of the exact de Sitter solution 
refer to the imaginary time. This means that in imaginary time (Euclidean space) quantum metric 
fluctuations form a self-consistent De Sitter gravitational instanton that can be thought of as describing 
the tunneling to the Lorentzian space of real time from “nothing” (see [10] and references therein). The 
topological non–equivalence between manifolds plays a role of a classically impenetrable barrier, 
quantum tunneling across which can create a flat inflationary Universe. In work [10], it was shown also 
that in the presence of matter, such tunneling is able to give birth to dark energy after the density of 
matter drops below a critical level, and the Universe becomes quite empty again. It is important to note 
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that the first rigorous mathematically consistent equations of one- loop quantum gravity which were 
obtained in works [7], [8] and [9] are finite off the graviton mass shell1. In the empty space, they are the 
exact equations of self-consistent theory of gravitons in the Heisenberg representation with the ghost 
sector automatically providing one-loop finiteness off the mass shell. These equations are the only 
mathematically consistent of all in the available literature [8]. Because of conformal non–invariance and 
zero rest mass of gravitons, no conditions exist in the Universe to place gravitons on the mass shell 
precisely. Therefore, in the absence of one–loop finiteness, divergences arise in observables. To eliminate 
them, the Lagrangian of Einstein’s theory must be modified, by amending the definition of gravitons. In 
other words, in the absence of one–loop finiteness, gravitons generate divergences, contrary to their own 
definition [7, 8]. Such a situation does not make any sense, so the one–loop finiteness off the mass shell is 
a prerequisite for internal consistency of the theory. As already noted, one of exact solutions to these 
equations of one- loop quantum gravity that are finite off the graviton mass shell is the de Sitter solution. 
Physically, it is the self–polarized condensate in the de Sitter space which describes the condensation of 
gravitons on the horizon scale of the non–stationary Universe. The theory of this macroscopic quantum 
effect is based only on the most general properties of quantum gravitational field in the non–stationary 
Universe, which are Bose–Einstein statistics, zero rest mass of gravitons, their conformal non-invariance 
and one–loop finiteness of quantum gravity off the graviton mass shell. The effect of condensation is 
clearly demonstrated by the fact that the state vectors have the form of quantum coherent superposition of 
vectors corresponding to different occupation numbers of gravitons and ghosts having the same 
wavelength of the order of the radius of 4–curvature. The solution describing the self–polarized 
condensate in the de Sitter space is presented in terms of field operators and state vectors. The analysis of 
this de Sitter solution is given in works [7, section VII] and [10]2

Thus, there is no need for the cosmological constant, hypothetical scalar fields and/or other hypotheses to 
generate the de Sitter exponential expansion of the empty FLWR Universe because such an expansion is its 
natural state.  

.  

 

 
2. Where does the Energy come from? 
 
The quantum nature of this de Sitter solution sheds also a light on the nature of acceleration of the space 
expansion. The second Friedmannien equation reads 

                                   ( )4 3
3

a G p
a

π ε= − +
                      

Where ( )a t  is a scale factor, dots are time derivatives and G  is the gravitational constant. The 
accelerated expansion ( 0a > ) can take place only if / 3p ε< − . In accordance with 
thermodynamics, the energy conservation law is dE pdV= − . The negative pressure leads to the fact 
that the total energy E of the Universe is increasing with the increasing of space volume V in the process 

of expansion. In de Sitter case, p constε= − =  so that 3( )E V a tε=  , i.e. in the process of expansion 
                                                           
1 The one-loop quantum gravity with no matter fields is finite on the graviton mass shell [11] 
2 Technically, in both works [7] and [10] the solution to the equations of one-loop quantum gravity was obtained in 
the Euclidean space of imaginary time, and then was analytically continued (tunneled) into the Lorentz space of 
real-time. However, the process of transition to a real-time in these works is different, which leads to a difference in 
physical interpretation of the solutions. In this paper, we are following the procedure used in the work [10].  
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the energy of the Universe is increased indefinitely. To keep the energy density constant during de Sitter 
accelerated expansion, one needs a source of energy which is external to the space of the Universe. The 
question is where does such energy come from? The generally accepted interpretation of this fact (in case 
of DE, for instance) is that this is a feature of space itself. Our answer to this question is that the energy 
comes from the graviton vacuum. One can demonstrate this fact by simple qualitative consideration [9]. 
For the sake of clarity, we give it below. Let us to consider the balance of energy that is emerging in the 
space due to graviton creation and vanishing due to graviton annihilation. The characteristic energy of 
gravitons in these processes is Hω   . Total probabilities of graviton creation and annihilation 
processes (normalized to the unity volume) crw  and annw  are proportional to the phase volume of one 

graviton 3 2 3 23 3Hω π π/ / . The exponent of the background–graviton coupling constant is unity if
Hω  . Thus, we obtain for crw  and annw  the following estimates  
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Here (1)Oγ = , 2gNN ± /k   is the average number of gravitons with wavelengths that are near 

characteristic value Hω  . Finally, we get the balance equation in the form  

                                                 
( )

4 4
2 2( 1)
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g cr ann

g

w w

H N HN N

ε ω
γ γ
π π−

= − =

= + +k k



  

                 (1) 

This estimate with accuracy of a numerical factor of the order of unity coincides with Eq. (8) which is 
obtained by exact computation [7].  Virtual gravitons with wavelength of the order of the horizon must 
appear and disappear in the graviton vacuum because of massless and conformal non–invariance of the 
graviton field. A non-zero balance of energy is due to the pure quantum process of spontaneous graviton 
creation, in other words, due to the uncertainty relation. The permanent creation and annihilation of 
virtual gravitons is not in exact balance because of the expansion of the Universe. The excess energy 
comes from the spontaneous process of graviton creation and is trapped by the background. This result is 
not unexpected. As is known, the vacuum Einstein equations with the cosmological constant Λ also 
produce the de Sitter solution in the FLRW metric corresponding to the equation of state p εΛ Λ= − . A 
comprehensive review of the evolution of ideas that led to the understanding ofΛ as a vacuum energy 
density can be found in work [12].    The important fact is that the physical vacuum with such an equation 
of state is an external source of energy for the empty FLRW space-time, and this is the reason why Λ  is 
able to produce the accelerated expansion as well as de Sitter gravitational instanton [10].     
 
3. Thresholds 
 
At the first time, the Universe was empty (presumably) at the beginning of its cosmological evolution.  
The second time, it is going to became empty by the end of its cosmological evolution when the energy 
density of non-relativistic matter is approaching zero. Thus, one has to expect to find de Sitter expansion 
at the beginning and at the end of cosmological evolution of the Universe. At the beginning, it generates 
inflation, so that there is no need for hypothetical scalar fields. By the end, it generates the observed 
cosmological acceleration which is known as dark energy effect, and there is no need in the cosmological 
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constant or other hypotheses. If so, both the inflation and dark energy are one and the same macroscopic 
quantum effect of graviton condensation on the horizon scale of the non–stationary Universe. The 
instanton nature of this solution leads to the appearance of thresholds in both cases.  
 
As was already mentioned, the exact de Sitter solution was obtained in imaginary time for the empty 
space and then analytically continued into real time. In the presence of matter, we have to follow the same 
procedure because there should exist a continuous transition to the case of empty space. In the Euclidean 
space of imaginary time itτ = − , the first Friedmannien equation reads [10] 

 23 8 ( )inst mH Gτ π ε ε= −         (2)  

Where the energy density of instantons is instε , the energy density of matter is mε and ln /H d a dτ τ≡  
[10]. To be tunneled into the Lorentzian space of the Universe, solutions to (2) must exist. They do exist 
if the energy density of matter is below the threshold  

 m instε ε≤                                             (3)  

In the dark energy case, the energy density of non-relativistic matter is initially higher than this threshold, 
i.e. m instε ε> . So, when mε drops to the threshold (3) (and below) it marks the birth of dark energy which 
is a possible explanation to the fact that the birth of dark energy is taking place during the contemporary 
epoch of cosmological evolution (“coincidence problem”) [10]. In the case of inflation, the situation is 
reversed in the following sense. Presumably, there was no matter initially, so the Universe started with the 
natural de Sitter expansion. With time, the new-born matter began to appear; so that de Sitter expansion 
was changed to quasi-de Sitter, and finally, the inflation stops when the energy density of a new-born 
matter Mε has increased up to the threshold M instε ε= . After that the standard Big Bang cosmology 
begins. It is convenient to characterize the difference between the cases of inflation and dark energy by 
the parameter 2/H Hδ = −  (so-called “slow-roll” parameter in the scalar field theory) where the sign of 
δ  indicates the direction of change in H . If the Hubble function H is increasing with time then 0δ <
and vice versa. Note that τδ δ= where 2/H Hτ τ τδ = −   (here the dot is derivative overτ ). In the case of 

DE, one has to expect an increase in Hτ with time because 3
m aε −
 is decreasing (see Eq. (2)), and hence

0DEδ < . In the case of inflation, the energy density of a new-born matter Mε is increasing with time 
(until it stops after it reaches the threshold (3)), so one has to expect inf 0δ >  in this case. Such behavior 
of parameter δ  is consistent with observations (see section 5). 
 
The following example is to illustrate the inflation case. The energy density of particles into which 
gravitons decayed satisfies a conservation equation [13] 
 ( )3 ( ) st t

M M M gH p eε ε ε −Γ −+ + = Γ                     (4)  

The right-hand side of (4) takes into account the flow of energy from gravitons. Here gε is energy density 

of gravitons forming de Sitter solution, Γ is the rate of decay of gravitons into other particles, and 

start st t≡ is taken at the beginning of the process of filling the empty space with the new-born matter. 
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Assuming that products of decay of gravitons are highly relativistic, i.e. 3M Mpε = , we find the following 
solution to the Eq. (4) 

 ( )4 4 s

s

t
t t

M g
t

a a e dtε ε ′−Γ −− ′= Γ∫                          (5) 

The energy density of new-born matter (5) starts equal to zero at st t= then first rises up to some 
maximum value and finally falls as the density is attenuated by the expansion of the Universe. The 
inflation is supposed to be stopped when the energy density of the new-born matter Mε reaches the 

threshold M instε ε= .  We do not know how primordial gravitons decay into other particles but we can 

consider some hypothetical example for pure illustrative purposes. In accordance with the inflation 
paradigm, at a sufficiently early stage of cosmological evolution all modes of interest must be deep inside 
the horizon which means that we deal with short wave gravitons. As is known [14], in this case3

                                                     

                           

0 4( / )g g sa aε ε=                 (6)              

Taking into account Eq. (6), we get from (5) 

 ( )0 4( ) [1 ]st ts
M g

a e
a

ε ε −Γ −= −                (7) 

 One can see from (7) that at st t=  the energy density of the new-born matter ( ) 0M stε = , then it 

increases to the maximum max max 1/ (1 4 / )M g Hε ε −= + Γ where max 0 4
max( / )g g sa aε ε= , and after that the 

expansion continues with the usual Big Bang factor 4
M aε −
 . The inflation continues until the energy 

density of a new-born matter is increasing up to the threshold M instε ε= . After that it stops, and the 

standard Big Bang cosmology begins. This means that for the above example the condition max
M instε ε≤

must be satisfied. Existence of threshold in the DE case allows a natural explanation of the “coincidence 
problem” [10]. Solutions to Eq. (2) can exist only when the density of non-relativistic matter drops below 
the threshold (3) which corresponds to the redshift 1/31 ( / )T DE mz+ = Ω Ω . This threshold is consistent 
with observational data (see [10] for the discussion of DE case).   

   

4. CMB anisotropy and polarization from fluctuations of the number of gravitons 

                                                           
3 Eq. (6) is valid for the gravitons of short wavelengths, i.e. for the condition 1kη  where the conformal time is

/dt aη = ∫ . In the process of expanding, the wavelengths of gravitons are stretched out, and after crossing the 

horizon they satisfy the reverse condition 1kη  which produces the long wave modes for which instead of (6) 

we get 2 6a and aε ε− −
  [15] (see also [7], section IV B).  
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The equation of state of graviton condensate forming de Sitter solution described above reads [7, 9] (cf. 
(1)) 
 

 
4

2

3
8
NHp ε
π

= − = −


                     (8) 

Here N is a dimensionless functional of parameters of state vector which is of the order of the number of 
gravitons in the Universe expanding with the Hubble velocity H . According to [7] (section VII), in such 
a condensate the phases in the graviton and ghost sectors correlate similarly, and the non-zero effect 
appears due to the difference of average occupation numbers for graviton's and ghost's instantons. In the 
Universe, the graviton condensate produced by quantum tunneling provided by instantons. The equation 
of state (8) is superficially similar to that which comes from quantum conformal anomalies [3]. Quantum 
corrections to the Einstein equations due to zero oscillations can provide a self-consistent De Sitter 
solution in the vicinity of Planck’s value of curvature ([3], [16], [17]).  In such a case, the equation of 
state is 4n Hε    where the number of types of elementary particles n is of the order of 100≤ [18]. 
Conformal anomalies that arise due to regularization and renormalization procedures do not apply to the 
graviton condensate which is the solution of the equations of quantum gravity that are finite in the one-
loop approximation. In the finite one-loop quantum gravity, the effect of conformal anomalies is exactly 
zero, and the De Sitter solution can be formed only by graviton-ghost instantons ([7],  section X). In 
contrast to the conformal anomaly parameter n , the parameter N is arbitrary and can be a huge number. 
In our case, it is of the order of the number of gravitons in the Universe gN , i.e. gN Nα= where

(1)Oα = . In the contemporary Universe, we have 12210gN  [9, 10].    
The equation of state (8) was obtained under the assumption that the spectrum is flat and typical 
occupation numbers in the ensemble are large, so that squares of modules of probability amplitudes are 
likely to be described by Poisson distribution [7]. If so, from Eq. (8) it follows that in the energy units 

1c= =    H reads 

 
2

2 28 pl

g

M
H

N
π

α
=                             (9) 

Where plM is the reduced Planck mass 1/2 18 2( / 8 ) 2.4 10 /plM c G GeV cπ= = ⋅ . From (9) it follows 

that the fluctuations of the number of gravitons gN  that are presumably described by Gaussian 

distribution are 2 2 1( ) /g g gN N N −< ∆ > < > =< > , so that 

 
2 2

2 2 2

( )
8

g

g pl

N H
N M

α
π

< ∆ >
= ⋅

< >
                     (10) 

Here 2 2 2( )g g gN N N< ∆ >=< > − < > . Due to Eq. (8), one gets  

                                                  
2 2

2 2

( ) ( )g

g

N
N

ε
ε

< ∆ > < ∆ >
=

< > < >
                   (11) 
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 Thus, fluctuations of the number of gravitons produce fluctuations of energy density. They play the same 
role as scalar perturbations (density fluctuations) which are responsible for the anisotropy of CMB in the 
models of inflation using scalar fields. In other words, if the graviton condensate is responsible for the 
inflation then fluctuations of number of gravitons are the cause of the anisotropy of CMB. For the typical 
energy scale of inflation 1510H GeV and 1α =  one gets from (10) and (11) 

                                                  
2

1/2 5
2

( )( ) 1.5 10ε
ε

−< ∆ >
⋅

< >
                           (12) 

As is known, temperature fluctuations /T T∆ are of the same order of magnitude as the metric and 
density perturbations which contribute directly to /T T∆  via the Sachs-Wolfe effect. Thus, the 
fluctuations of the number of gravitons in the Universe are able to produce CMB anisotropy 

5/ 10T T −∆   due to fluctuations of gravitational potential which in turn are of the order of fluctuations 
of energy density. Any mechanism generating the temperature anisotropy inevitably generates the CMB 
polarization as well, which is an order of magnitude below the temperature fluctuations ([19] and 
references therein). The B-mode of polarization of CMD is produced by gravitational waves. Over the de 
Sitter background, the mode functions of gravitons are (see, e.g. [9]) 

                              
( ) (1 ) ikif k e

k
ηη

η
−= −        ( ) (1 ) ikif k e

k
ηη

η
+ = +                   (13)       

The Bunch-Davies initial conditions select ( )f kη as a unique mode function in theories of inflation 
based on the scalar field hypothesis. Gravitons of instanton origin select the same ( )f kη  as a unique 
mode function but because of a different reason4

5. Spectrum of metric fluctuations 

, so that there is no difference between power spectra of 
tensor perturbations produced by scalar fields and gravitons produced by instantons. Thus, both 
temperature fluctuations and B-mode of polarization of CMB can be of the same origin. Both of them can 
be produced by primordial gravitons.  

The de Sitter solution considered above is produced by the flat spectrum of metric fluctuations [7, 10]. 
The spectrum slightly deviating from the flat spectrum produces the quasi-de Sitter solution. The 
observed tilt 1sn − of power spectrum 1snk − deviates slightly from the scale-invariant form corresponding 

to 1sn = . The observed value is 0.96sn ≈ [20]. This means that in reality we deal with a quasi-de Sitter 
expansion. To consider this case, we use Eq. (15) from [10] which can be presented in the following form  

                                   
2 2

2

2 2 2

0

6

[ (1 ) ]

pl

k

M
H

N e dξ

π

ξ ξ ξ ξ
∞

−

=
− + +∫

                            (14) 

                                                           
4 Instanton solutions are sought in imaginary time by transition iη η→ − . Requirement of finiteness 
eliminates the ( )f kη+ solution (see [7 ]section VII and [ 11]), so only ( )f kη  is the a unique mode 
function in this case 
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In the case of a flat spectrum, k gN N N constα= = = , and (14) leads to (9) (after calculation of the 

integral in the denominator).  Assuming that 0 0( / )kN N k k β= where 0k is a pivot scale, we get from (14) 

                                  
2 2

02

2 2 2 1
0

0

6 ( )

[ (1 ) ]

plM k
H

N e d

β

ξ β

π η

ξ ξ ξ ξ
∞

− +

=
− + +∫

                              (15) 

The straightforward calculation δ from (15) leads to / 2δ β= . From Friedmannien equations it follows 
that 3(1 ) / 2wδ = + (where /w p ε= is the equation of state parameter), so we get  

                                                        3(1 )wβ = +                                                (16) 

In the present approach, the deviations from de Sitter solution are due to any kind of matter that makes 
the space is non-empty. So, the parameter β is the one that characterizes the degree of by how much 
the space is filled by matter. In case of DE, the Planck data [21] obtained by combination of 

Planck+WP+BAO give, e.g. 0.24
0.251.13w +

−= − , i.e. 2 0.39 0DE DEβ δ= ≈ − < , and the energy density of 

non-relativistic mater which is close to 0.3mΩ ≈ . One can say that 0.39DEβ ≈ − corresponds to the 

Universe,   70 percent of which is already empty. Note the negative sign of DEβ as was expected for 

the dark energy case.  Assuming homogeneous and isotropic Gaussian processes, we get the 
dimensionless variance for the two-point correlation function of fluctuations of the number of gravitons  

 
3 3

2 2 2
0 0

1 1 ( )
2 2

k k

k k

N N k k k
N N N k

βδ δ
π π

−′< >
= =      (17) 

From (17) it follows that 1sn β− = − , and for 0.96sn ≈ , we get for the inflation case

inf inf2 0.04 0β δ= ≈ > . Note the positive sign of infβ  as was expected for the inflation case. Thus, the 

signs of parameter 2β δ= are consistent with the instanton origin of DE and inflation.  

6. Conclusion 

Based on the above consideration, the following scenario of cosmological evolution of the early and late 
Universe can be proposed. The de Sitter expansion is a natural state of empty FLRW space, so there is no 
need in scalar fields, cosmological constant and other hypotheses to generate such an expansion of the 
empty space. After the (quantum) birth of the Universe, it was presumably empty and the natural de Sitter 
expansion generates the inflation. In the process of filling the Universe with a new-born matter, de Sitter 
expansion becomes first quasi-de Sitter and then it stops when the energy density of the new-born matter 
reaches the threshold (energy density of instantons). After that the standard Big Bang cosmology begins. 
Nearing the end of the evolution, the Universe empties, and its expansion is approaching again the de 
Sitter law what is observed as the dark energy effect. The graviton vacuum is the external source of 
energy needed to maintain a constant energy density during the accelerated de Sitter expansion. This 
scenario is consistent with observational data. Fluctuations of the number of gravitons generate the CMB 
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anisotropy of the order of 5/ 10T T −∆  and inevitably they must generate the CMB polarization; the 
difference in signs of “slow-roll” parameter δ in cases of inflation and dark energy is consistent with the 
prediction of instanton theory; the threshold after which the dark energy appears is also consistent with 
observations (coincidence problem) [10].    
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