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Loop quantum cosmology has achieved great successes, in which the polymerization plays a crucial
role. In particular, the phase-space-variable dependent polymerization turns out to be the unique
one that leads to consistent quantization of the homogeneous and isotropic universe. However,
when applying the same scheme to the quantization of black holes, it meets resistances, when the
Kantowski-Sachs (KS) gauge is adopted. In this paper, we continue to study the quantum effects of
the polymerization near the location that a classical black hole horizon used to be, from the point
of view of effective loop quantum gravity in the KS gauge. In particular, we find a phase-space-
variable dependent polymerization scheme that leads to negligible quantum effects near the location
of the classical black hole horizon, but significantly alters the spacetime structure near the origin, so
that the classical singularity is finally replaced by a finite and regular transition surface. The final
geodesically-complete spacetime consists of the regular transition surface that connects a black hole
in one side and an anti-trapped region in the other side. In the anti-trapped region, no white hole
horizons are found and the spacetime is extended to infinity, at which the geometric radius of the
two-spheres becomes infinitely large.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR) breaks down at the singularity
due to the divergence of curvature, and corrections from
quantum effects should dominate when curvature reaches
the Plank scale [1]. There are mainly two kinds of singu-
larities in GR, i.e. the cosmological singularity and black
(white) hole singularity. Loop quantum gravity (LQG)
[2] solves the singularity problem in cosmology [3–6]. In
loop quantum cosmology (LQC), the resolution of the big
bang singularity is crucially related to the fact that in
LQG the area operator has a minimal and non-zero area
gap, after the quantization of the spacial geometry. The
quantum corrections of Einstein’s equations due to this
minimal area gap will produce an effective energy mo-
mentum tensor which violates the energy conditions and
thus prevents the singularity to be formed, once the quan-
tum gravity effects are taken into account. Especially,
the singularity is replaced by a quantum bounce, which
connects the trapped region in the past of the bounce to
an anti-trapped region in the future of it.

In loop quantum black holes (LQBHs), the problem
has been treated similarly [7–11]. In particular, the in-
ternal of the Schwarzschild black hole can be written in
the form of the Kantowski-Sachs (KS) universe, and thus
the technics of LQC can be applied to LQBHs. Quan-
tum effective black hole models are constructed by the
same procedure as in LQC: Hamiltonian constraint is
re-written in terms of gravitational connections and tri-
ads. Quantum parameters are introduced in Hamiltonian
constraint via replacing the gravitational connection by
holonomies of Ashtekar’s connection around some loops
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enclosed the minimal area. For models with symmetry
such as the KS model, the Hamiltonian can be greatly
simplified and the symmetry reduced dynamic variables
consist only four, that is, the connection components
(b, c) and the triad variables (pb, pc), which satisfy the
canonical relations

{c, pc} = 2Gγ, {b, pb} = Gγ, (1.1)

where G is the Newton gravitational constant, and γ the
Barbero-Immirzi parameter. Holonomies are simplified
and consist of terms like exp(iδbb) and exp(iδcc), where
the two parameters δb and δc are related to the edge
lengths of holonomies in different directions. The leading
order quantum effects can be well captured by the effec-
tive Hamiltonian, Heff(b, pb, c, pc; δb, δc), obtained from
the replacement of b and c by

b → sin(δbb)

δb
, c → sin(δcc)

δc
, (1.2)

in the classical Hamiltonian, HGR(b, pb, c, pc). This is
called the polymerization of the phase space variables
with the two quantum polymerization parameters (δb, δc)
in the effective theory of LQG [7–11]. Polymerized
Hamiltonian leads to effective dynamic equations, and
solutions to these equations show that the singularity is
indeed avoided. The classical trajectories are obtained
when δb, δc → 0. Different choices of δb and δc originate
from different ways of enclosing the area gap and lead
to different quantization schemes with different effective
dynamics of phase space variables [7–11].

In the literature, several schemes have been proposed.
In particular, in the µo-scheme [12–14], holonomies are
eigenstates of the area operator with its eigenvalue being
equal to the minimal area gap. As a consequence, (δb, δc)
are constants in the µo-scheme. However, in some models
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of this scheme, the physical results depend on the fidu-
cial cell [8]. Lately, a comprehensive survey of the whole
parameter phase space reveals that a large class of such
LQBH solutions exists [15], which is free of this problem
and meanwhile possesses all the desirable properties as
LQBHs found so far. The latter includes the Ashtekar-
Olmedo-Singh (AOS) model [8] as a particular case.

The above mentioned drawbacks can be also overcome
in the “improved dynamics” scheme, i.e., the µ̄-scheme,
in which the two quantum parameters are determined by
the fact that the closed loops of holonomies have physical
area equal to the minimal area gap. The physical area
depends on phase space variables and then the quantum
parameters are general functions of the phase space vari-
ables (b, pb; c, pc), too. This is the unique scheme in LQC
that overcomes the dependence of fiducial cell and have
consistent semiclassical behavior [16–18]. However, when
the µ̄-scheme is applied to LQBHs [19], it was found that
the quantum effects can be very large near the location
that the classical black hole horizon used to be present
even for very massive black holes. At the horizons of such
classical black holes the spacetime curvature are very low,
and physically it is expected that the quantum effects
should be very small, which rises doubts on the viability
of the scheme when applied to LQBHs [8, 15].

In addition, detailed analyses revealed that the resul-
tant KS spacetime is geodesically complete [20], and the
quantum effects actually are so strong that black/white
hole horizons do not exist any longer, instead, they are re-
placed by an infinite number of transition surfaces, which
always separate trapped regions from anti-trapped ones
[21, 22].

It must be noted that the above results are partially
due to the “improved dynamics” µ̄-scheme, and partially
to the KS gauge, in which the metric takes the form
of Eq.(2.1). In this gauge, the physical distance along
the x-direction becomes zero at the singularity as well
as at the black hole horizon. Then, the replacements
(1.2) lead to significant quantum gravity effects not only
at the classical singularity (so that it is finally replaced
by a regular transition surface) but also at the classical
black horizon (so that finally such a horizon does not exist
any more). In fact, with other gauge choices, black/white
hole horizons indeed exist and quantum effects near these
horizons are negligible [10, 23].

In review of the above, to avoid large quantum effects
near black hole horizons, there are at least two possibil-
ities: (a) choose different gauges, or (b) choose different
schemes. Such possibilities exist, because the operations
of symmetry reduction and loop quantization do not com-
mute. In particular, the properties of a classical system
does not depend on the choice of the physical variables
(b, pb; c, pc), but the polymerization of Eq.(1.2) does.

In this paper, we shall work with the second possi-
bility, that is, we still choose the KS gauge but a dif-
ferent polymerization. In particular, since the physical
distance along the x-direction depends on the gauge, we
shall use its geometric distance, when calculating areas

connected to this direction. For such a choice, we find
that the quantum effects indeed become small near the
locations that the classical horizons used to appear, and
physical results are independent of the choice of the fu-
dicial cell. On the other hand, curvatures remain finite
and the classical Schwarzschild black hole singularity is
replaced by a regular transition surface. So, the final
geodesically-complete spacetime consists of the regular
transition surface that connects a black hole in one side
and an anti-trapped region in the other side. In the anti-
trapped region, no white hole horizons are found and the
spacetime is extended to infinity, at which the geometric
radius of the two-spheres becomes infinitely large.

It must be noted that in this paper we have no in-
tention to claim that this is the only polymerization
within the KS gauge that leads to the desirable proper-
ties, rather than to show the effects of different choices of
the two quantum parameters δb and δc within the same
gauge, so that they can shed lights on the nature and
origin of the questions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we briefly review the KS spacetime, while in Sec. III,
we propose a new quantization scheme in the framework
of LQBHs and investigate its properties. Our main con-
clusions are included in Sec. IV.

II. INTERNAL SPACETIMES OF LOOP
QUANTUM BLACK HOLES

The internal spacetimes of a spherically symmetric
black hole can always be written in the KS form

ds2 = −N2dT 2 +
p2b

L2
o |pc|

dx2 + |pc| dΩ2, (2.1)

where N, pb, pc are all functions of T only, and dΩ2 ≡
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2, with −∞ < x < ∞, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π and
0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π. Since the metric is independent of x, to
keep the corresponding Hamiltonian finite, one usually
first introduces a fiducial cell along x-direction with its
length Lo, that is, x ∈ [0, Lo], and finally takes the limit
Lo → ∞ at the end of calculations. Thus, the physics in-
volved should not depend on the choice of Lo, which will
be one of the main criteria for a model to be physically
acceptable. The function N is often called the lapse func-
tion, and pb and pc are the dynamical variables, which
satisfy the Poisson brackets (1.1).

It should be noted that the KS metric (2.1) is invariant
under the gauge transformations

T = f(T̂ ), x = αx̂+ xo, (2.2)

via the redefinition of the lapse function and the length
of the fiducial cell,

N̂ = Nf,T̂ , L̂o =
Lo

α
, (2.3)
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where f(T̂ ) is an arbitrary function of T̂ , and α and xo

are constants. Using the above gauge freedom, we can
always choose the lapse function as

NGR =
γ sgn(pc) |pc|1/2

b
, (2.4)

without loss of the generality. Then, the corresponding
classical Hamiltonian is given by

HGR[NGR] ≡ NGRHGR

= − 1

2Gγ

(
2c pc +

(
b+

γ2

b

)
pb

)
. (2.5)

Then, the dynamical equations

AGR

dT
=
[
AGR, HGR[NGR]

]
, (2.6)

for any given physical variable AGR, have the classical
Schwarzschild black hole internal solution, given by

bGR(T ) = γ
√
2me−T − 1,

pGR
b (T ) = eT

√
2me−T − 1,

cGR(T ) = −γme−2T ,

pGR
c (T ) = e2T , (2.7)

where the parameter m is related to the black hole mass
M via the relation M = m/G 1. Note that the origin
(r = 0) corresponds to T = −∞ in the classical theory.

In LQC, the leading order quantum corrections are in-
corporated by the replacements of Eq.(1.2) in the above
classical Hamiltonian as well as the lapse function [13],
so we find

N eff =
γδb

√
pc

sin(δbb)
, (2.8)

Heff[N eff] = − 1

2γG

[
2
sin(δcc)

δc
pc

+

(
sin(δbb)

δb
+

γ2δb
sin(δbb)

)
pb

]
. (2.9)

Note that in writing the above expressions, we had as-
sumed pc > 0 without loss of the generality, as far as
the effective theory is concerned. Clearly, Eqs.(2.8) and
(2.9) will reduce, respectively, to the classical expressions
of Eqs.(2.4) and (2.5) in the limit δb → 0 and δc → 0.

Assuming that δb and δc depend only on pb and pc, the
equations of motion (EoMs) are given by [22]

ḃ = Gγ
∂Heff

∂pb
= −1

2

{
2

(
c cos(δcc)

δc
− sin(δcc)

δ2c

)
∂δc
∂pb

pc +

[
γ2δb

sin(δbb)
+

sin(δbb)

δb

]
+ pb

∂

∂pb

[
γ2δb

sin(δbb)
+

sin(δbb)

δb

]}
,

(2.10)

ċ = 2Gγ
∂Heff

∂pc
= −

{
2

(
c cos(δcc)

δc
− sin(δcc)

δ2c

)
∂δc
∂pc

pc + 2
sin(δcc)

δc
+ pb

∂

∂pc

[
γ2δb

sin(δbb)
+

sin(δbb)

δb

]}
, (2.11)

ṗc = −2Gγ
∂Heff

∂c
= 2pc cos(δcc), (2.12)

ṗb = −Gγ
∂Heff

∂b
=

pb
2
cos(δbb)

[
1− γ2δ2b

sin2(δbb)

]
. (2.13)

III. A HYBRID SCHEME

To solve the above dynamical system of the first-order
ordinary differential equations, we need first to fix the
two parameters δb and δc. To this goal, let us introduce
the fiducial metric oqab on the slice T = Constant [8]

oqabdx
adxb = dx2 + r2o

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
, (3.1)

1 Note that m has the dimension of length in the units adopted in
this paper, [m] = [M ] [G] = M−1 = L.

where ro is a constant with a length dimension, [ro] = L.
Then, consider an infinitesimal rectangular plaquette in
the (x, ϕ)-plane of the fiducial cell, x ∈ [0, Lo], on the
equator plane θ = π/2. The plaquette has two parallel
links along the z-direction and two parallel links along
θ = π/2. Let δc (δb) denotes the fractional length of
the link along the x-direction (along the equator). In
LQC, a consistent prescription for the polymerization
parameters were obtained by requiring that the physi-
cal area A(x,ϕ) (= 2πδbδcpb) [6] of the closed holonomy
loop in the (x, ϕ)-plane be equal to the minimum area

gap, ∆ ≡ 4
√
3πγℓ2pl, predicted by LQG. However, in

the black hole physics, the physical length along the x-
direction becomes zero at the black hole horizon, so it
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seems improper to use the physical length here. In ad-
dition, as shown in Eq.(2.2), the x coordinate has the
rescaling symmetry, x → x′ = αx, under which the phys-
ical length along the x-direction changes and can be as-
signed any value by properly choosing the parameter α.
However, the fraction length Loδc with respect to oqab is
metric independent. So, in this paper we shall adopt this
length. Then, the area in the (x, ϕ)-plane is given by

A(x,ϕ) = (Loδc) · (2πrδb) , (3.2)

where r ≡ √
pc = ro

√
p̄c denotes the geometric radius

of the two-spheres, and (2πrδb) is the fractional length
along the equator. On the other hand, the fractional area
of the two-spheres is given by

A(θ,ϕ) =
(
4πr2

)
δ2b . (3.3)

Requiring both of them be equal to the minimum area
gap ∆, we find

δb =

√
∆

4πpc
, Loδc =

√
∆

π
. (3.4)

To be distinguishable from the previous ones, we refer the
above choice to as the hybrid scheme, in the sense that δb
now depends on the phase space variable pc, while Loδc
still remains a constant. Therefore, it is a hybrid of the
µo- and µ̄- schemes. Hence, we have

∂δb
∂pb

= 0,
∂δb
∂pc

= − δb
2pc

, (3.5)

∂δc
∂pb

= 0,
∂δc
∂pc

= 0. (3.6)

Hence, we find that

Heff[N eff] = −
(

pc
2γGδc sin(δbb)

)
Ĥeff[N eff], (3.7)

Ĥeff[N eff] ≡ 2 sin(δbb) sin(δcc)

+
(
sin2(δbb) + γ2δ2b

) δcpb
δbpc

. (3.8)

Thus, the Hamiltonian constraint Heff[N eff] ≈ 0 leads to

Ĥeff[N eff] ≈ 0. (3.9)

On the other hand, inserting them into Eqs.(2.10) -

(2.13), we obtain

ḃ = −1

2

(
sin(δbb)

δb
+

γ2δb
sin(δbb)

)
, (3.10)

ċ = −2
sin(δcc)

δc
+

pb
2pc

{
b cos(δbb)

(
1− γ2δ2b

sin2(δbb)

)

−
(
sin(δbb)

δb
− γ2δb

sin(δbb)

)}
, (3.11)

ṗc = 2pc cos(δcc), (3.12)

ṗb =
pb
2
cos(δbb)

(
1− γ2δ2b

sin2(δbb)

)
. (3.13)

To solve the dynamical equations (3.10)-(3.13), we
need to choose the initial time Ti and initial conditions
of the four variables (b, c; pb, pc). Following [22], we shall
choose Ti so that the condition

TT ≪ Ti ≪ TH , (3.14)

holds, where TT and TH denote the locations of the tran-
sition surface and the classical black hole horizon, respec-
tively. This will minimize the deviations of the initial
conditions with respect to the corresponding ones of the
classical Einstein theory. Once Ti is chosen, the initial
conditions will be chosen as [22]

pb(Ti) = pGR
b (Ti), pc(Ti) = pGR

c (Ti),

b(Ti) = bGR(Ti), c(Ti) = ceff(Ti), (3.15)

where pGR
b (Ti), p

GR
c (Ti) and bGR(Ti) are the correspond-

ing values of the classical theory given by Eq.(2.7), and
ceff(Ti) is obtained from the Hamiltonian constraint at
T = Ti

Heff(Ti) = 0. (3.16)

For more details on the choices of the initial time and
conditions, we refer readers to [22].

With the above chosen initial time and conditions,
Eqs.(3.10)-(3.13) will uniquely determine the trajecto-
ries of the four physical variables (pb, b; pc, c) in the pahse
space at any given time T for both T > Ti and T < Ti.

In Figs. 1 and 2, we plot several physical quantities for
m = ℓpl with Ti = 0.3, including the Kretchmann scalar,
K(T ) ≡ RαβµνR

αβµν . Note that for m = ℓpl, we find
TT ≃ −0.946567 and TH ≈ TGR

H − 0.0000763718, where
TGR
H ≡ log (2m/ℓpl) ≃ 0.693. In these figures we also plot

out the corresponding quantities of the classical theory,
given by Eq.(2.7). In these plots, we focus ourselves to
the regions near the transition surface T ≃ TT and the
black hole horizon T ≃ TH .

From Fig. 1 we can see clearly that both b and pb be-
have like their classical counterparts as T → −∞, while
c and pc behave quite different from their classical coun-
terparts. In particular, from Fig. 1 (g) it can be seen
that pc first deceases until it attends a minimal value
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FIG. 1. Plots of the four physical variables (b, c, pb, pc) in the region T ∈ (−10, 1), in which the transition surface and the black
hole horizon are located. The mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 1, for which we have TT ≃ −0.946567 and TH ≈ 0.693.
The initial time is chosen at Ti = 0.3.
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FIG. 2. Plots of the lapse function N2, the metric component gxx, the Kretschmann scalar K, the norm
(
−NλNλ

)
, the

quantities δbb and Ĥeff defined by Eq.(3.8), together the classical counterpart KGR(T ) ≡ 48m2/p3c of the Kretschmann scalar.
The mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 1, for which we have TT ≃ −0.946567 and TH ≈ 0.693. The initial time is chosen
at Ti = 0.3.
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at TT ≃ −0.947, and then starts to increase, whereby
a transition surface is formed. On the other hand, at
T = TH , a marginally trapped surface (a black hole like
horizon) is developed, at which we numerically find 2

b (TH) ≃ 1.51575× 10−125,

pb (TH) ≃ 1.27668× 10−124,

NµNµ (TH) ≃ −4.0492× 10−249,

δTH ≃ 0.0000763718, (3.17)

where δTH ≡ TGR
H − TH , and Nµ is the normal vector to

the two-spheres, defined as

Nµ ≡ ∂(r − r0)

∂xµ
=

pc,T
2
√
pc

δTµ , (3.18)

with r0 being a constant. A marginally trapped surface
will be developed when [1, 24–26]

NµNµ = −
p2c,T

4N2pc
= −π sin2 (δbb)

γ2∆pc
p2c,T = 0. (3.19)

From Fig. 2 (d) we can see that Nµ becomes null at
TH ≃ 0.693 within the numerical errors of our simula-
tions, while Fig. 2 (e) tells us that at this point we have
δbb = 0, which can be also seen from Eq.(3.19). It is inter-
esting to note that TH is different from TGR

H very slightly,
even with the Planck mass of a black hole, M = Mpl. In
addition, Nµ also becomes null at the transition surface
TT ≃ −0.947, as can be seen clearly from Fig. 2 (d), at
which we have pc,T = 0 and δbb ̸= 0, as can be seen from
Figs. 1 (g) and 2 (e). On the other hand, Fig. 2 (f)
shows clearly that in our simulations the numerical er-
rors are well under control. The maximal errors happen
around T ≃ TT , where the curvature reaches the maxi-
mum [cf. Fig. 2 (c)] and the metric coefficients change
dramatically. So, larger numerical errors are expected in
this region. However, even in this region, the errors are
no larger than 1.5× 10−11, while apart from it, we have∣∣∣Ĥeff

∣∣∣≪ 10−11.

Similar behaviors are also observed for m/ℓpl =
103, 106, as shown in Figs. 3 - 6. In particular, for
m = 103ℓpl, we find that the locations of the transi-
tion surface and black hole horizon are respectively at
TT ≃ 2.51204 and TH ≈ 7.6009, and at the latter we

2 To make sure that our numerical calculations are reliable, and
our physical conclusions will not depend on numerical errors, we
run our Mathematica code in supercomputers with high preci-
sion. In particular, in all calculations we require that the Work-
ing Precision and Precision Goal be respectively 250 and 245,
where Working Precision specifies how many digits of precision
should be maintained in internal computations of Mathematica,
and Precision Goal specifies how many effective digits of preci-
sion should be sought in the final result.

have

b (TH) ≃ 1.95882× 10−124,

pb (TH) ≃ 1.64953× 10−120,

NµNµ (TH) ≃ −6.8024× 10−247,

δTH ≃ 1.47885× 10−10. (3.20)

With the high precision that we use in our numerical sim-
ulations [cf. Footnote 2], all the numerical values given
in Eq.(3.20) are physically reliable and meaningful. In
particular, it clearly shows the existence of a marginally
trapped surface at TH ≈ 7.6009.
On the other hand, for m = 106ℓpl we find that the

locations of the transition surface and black hole horizon
are respectively at TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087. At
the horizon, from our numerical simulations now we find

b (TH) ≃ 1.88451× 10−124,

pb (TH) ≃ 1.58696× 10−117,

NµNµ (TH) ≃ −6.29609× 10−247,

δTH ≃ −1.18581× 10−16. (3.21)

From Eqs.(3.17), (3.20) and (3.21), we can see that the
differences of the locations of the quantum black hole
horizons and the corresponding classical ones become
smaller and smaller as the black hole mass increases,
which indicates the quantum geometric effects become
negligible for massive black holes.
In addition, sharply in contrast to the BV model [19],

across the transition surface TT the geometric radius
r ≡ √

pc increases monotonically and no multiple transi-
tion surfaces exist. More interesting, no white-hole-like
horizons exist in the future of the transition surface and
the spacetime becomes geodesically complete.
To show our above claims, let us study the asymptotic

behavior of the LQBHs of the above model and their
properties near the transition surface and black hole hori-
zon in detail.

A. Asymptotic Structure of Spacetimes as T → −∞

For T ≪ TT , we find that the variables b and pb are
approaching to their classical values asmptotically, while
the variables c and pc are deviating significantly from
their classical values, as can be seen from Figs. 7 - 12
in the region T ∈ (−600,−10) for m/ℓPl = 1, 103, 106,
respectively. In particular, now c(T ) remains almost con-
stant, while pc is exponentially increasing, in contrast to
their behaviors in the classical theory, in which cGR(T )
is exponentially increasing, while pGR

c (T ) is exponentially
decreasing, as can be seen from Eq.(2.7). These differ-
ences lead to significantly differences in the spacetime
properties, as can be seen from Figs. 8, 10 and 12, from
which we can see that the Kretchmann curvature now is
exponentially decreasing as T → −∞, instead of expo-
nentially increasing as T → −∞ as in the classical case.
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FIG. 3. Plots of the four physical variables (b, c, pb, pc) in the region T ∈ (−10, 8), in which the transition surface and the black
hole horizon are located. The mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 103, for which we have TT ≃ 2.51204 and TH ≈ 7.6009.
The initial time is chosen at Ti = 7.
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FIG. 4. Plots of the lapse function N2, the metric component gxx, the Kretschmann scalar K, the norm
(
−NλNλ

)
, the

quantities δbb and Ĥeff, together with the classical counterpart KGR(T ) ≡ 48m2/p3c of the Kretschmann scalar. The mass
parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 103, for which we have TT ≃ 2.51204 and TH ≈ 7.6009. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 7.
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FIG. 5. Plots of the four physical variables (b, c, pb, pc), in the region T ∈ (−10, 15), in which the transition surface and the black
hole horizon are located. The mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 106, for which we have TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087.
The initial time is chosen at Ti = 14.
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FIG. 6. Plots of the lapse function N2, the metric component gxx, the Kretschmann scalar K, the norm
(
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)
, the

quantities δbb and Ĥeff, together with the classical counterpart KGR(T ) ≡ 48m2/p3c of the Kretschmann scalar. The mass
parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 106, for which we have TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087. The initial time is chosen at
Ti = 14.
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The normal vector Nµ remains timelike in the whole re-
gion T < TT , while the metric coefficients N2, gxx and
pc have exactly the opposite behaviors, that is, now N2

and pc are all exponentially increasing, while gxx is ex-
ponentially decreasing. Setting

F(T ) = F0

(
m

ℓpl

)F1

exp

{
F2

(
m

ℓpl

)F3

T

}
, (3.22)

where F ≡
(
N2, gxx, pc

)
, we find that N2, gxx, pc can

be well approximated by

N2(T ) ≃ 0.012

(
m

ℓpl

)
e−T ,

gxx(T ) ≃ 87.77

(
m

ℓpl

)−1

e3T ,

pc(T ) ≃ 0.023

(
m

ℓpl

)2

e−2T , (3.23)

as T → −∞. Then, corresponding to the solution of
Eq.(3.23), we find that the effective energy-momentum
tensor defined as Tµν ≡ κ−2Gµν can be written as

κ2Tµν = ρuµuν + pxxµxν + p⊥ (θµθν + ϕµϕν) , (3.24)

where κ2 ≡ 8πG, (uµ, xµ, θµ, ϕµ) are the unit vectors
along the coordinates T, x, θ, ϕ directions, respectively,
and

ρ =
gxx

(
4N2pc + ṗc

2
)
+ 2pcṗcġxx

4N2pc2gxx
, px =

4pcṄ ṗc +N
(
ṗc

2 − 4pcp̈c
)
− 4N3pc

4N3pc2
,

p⊥ =
1

4N3pc2gxx2

(
2pcgxxṄ (pcġxx + gxxṗc) +N

(
pc

2
(
ġxx

2 − 2gxxg̈xx
)

−pcgxx (ṗcġxx + 2gxxp̈c) + gxx
2ṗc

2
))

. (3.25)

Then, as T ≪ TT , we find that

ρ ≃ −1.4× 104
(
m

ℓpl

)−2

e2T ,

px ≃ −7.0× 103
(
m

ℓpl

)−2

e2T ,

p⊥ ≃ −1.5× 104
(
m

ℓpl

)−2

e2T , (3.26)

which shows clearly that the effective fluid does not sat-
isfy any of the energy conditions [1], although ρ, px and
p⊥ all approach to zero exponentially. On the other hand,
we also find

K(T ) ≃ 4.1× 105
(
m

ℓpl

)−2

e2T . (3.27)

Thus, the Krestchmann scalar decreases exponentially to
zero as T → −∞. Combining it with Eq.(3.23), we find
that asymptotically (T → −∞) the Kretschmann scalar
takes the form

K ≃ K0

pc(T )
, (T → −∞), (3.28)

with K0 being a constant.

B. Spacetime near the Transition Surface

Near the transition surface T ≃ TT , the quantities,
ρ, px, p⊥, R

µ
µ,K,CαβµνC

αβµν are plotted out in Figs. 13-
15. From these figures, we can see that all the physical
quantities remain finite, and the classical singularity is
replaced by a quantum bounce. Moreover, as mass in-
creases, ρ, px, p⊥, R

µ
µ,K,CαβµνC

αβµν all decrease.

C. Quantum Effects Near the Black Hole Horizon

The classical black hole horizon is located at

TGR
H = ln(2m), (3.29)

as can be seen clearly from Eq.(2.7), at which we have
pGR
b = 0. Let us first estimate the quantum effects near

T = TH . Substituting the classical Schwarzschild black
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hole solution given by Eq.(2.7) into Eq.(3.4), we find

|δb| =
√

∆

4πe2T
≃ 1

4m

√
∆

π
,

Lo|δc| =
√

∆

π
, (3.30)

as T → TH . Thus, quantum effects near horizon will

decrease as m increases, and when m ≫ 1
4

√
∆
π ≈ 0.32ℓpl,

the quantum effects near TH is negligibly small.
Requiring that the physical variables be analytic

across the black hole horizon, similar to the classical
Schwarzschild black hole, one shall obtain a unique ex-
tension to the outside of the black hole horizon. It is
not difficult to see that such an extended spacetime is
geodesically complete and cover the whole external re-
gion, pc ∈ (pHc ,∞), where pHc ≡ pc(TH).

D. The Hybrid Scheme with N = 1

To study the dynamics of the hybrid scheme further,
we consider the gauge

N = 1, (3.31)

that is, the gauge in which the timelike coordinate T
becomes the proper time of a comoving observer with
the coordinate system. To be distinguishable from the
time used in the above, we shall denote it as τ , so that
dτ = NdT . In this gauge, the effective Hamiltonian is
given by

Heff[N = 1] = − 1

2Gγ2

(
2
sin(δcc)

δc

sin(δbb)

δb

√
pc

+

(
sin2(δbb)

δ2b
+ γ2

)
pb√
pc

)
. (3.32)

And the corresponding EoMs are given by

ḃ = − 1

2γ
√
pc(τ)

(4πpc(τ) sin
2

(
b(τ)

√
∆

pc(τ)

2
√
π

)
∆

+ γ2

)
, (3.33)

ċ =
1

2γ (∆pc(τ)) 3/2

(
2
√
πpc(τ) sin

(√
∆c(τ)√
π

)∆b(τ) cos

b(τ)
√

∆
pc(τ)

2
√
π

− 4
√
π
√

∆pc(τ) sin

b(τ)
√

∆
pc(τ)

2
√
π


+
√
∆pb(τ)

−4πpc(τ) sin
2

b(τ)
√

∆
pc(τ)

2
√
π

+ 2
√
πb(τ)

√
∆pc(τ) sin

b(τ)
√

∆
pc(τ)√
π

+ γ2∆

), (3.34)

ṗc =

4
√
πpc(τ) cos

(√
∆c(τ)√

π

)
sin

(
b(τ)

√
∆

pc(τ)

2
√
π

)
γ
√
∆

, (3.35)

ṗb =

√
π

(
2pb(τ) sin

(
b(τ)

√
∆

pc(τ)

2
√
π

)
+
√
pc(τ) sin

(√
∆c(τ)√

π

))
cos

(
b(τ)

√
∆

pc(τ)

2
√
π

)
γ
√
∆

, (3.36)

where now a dot denotes the derivative with respect to
τ . With the same initial conditions and the correspond-
ing initial times τi ≡ τ(Ti), we integrate the dynamical
equations (2.10) - (2.13), and plot the relevant physi-
cal quantities in Figs. 16 and 17 for two representative
cases m = ℓpl and m = 103ℓpl, respectively. To com-
pare the effective solutions with the classical ones in the

gauge N = 1, in Appendix A, we also present the corre-
sponding classical Hamiltonian and dynamical equations,
which are represented by orange dashed lines.

From these figures, we can see that transition surfaces,
at which we have NλN

λ(τ) = 0, replace the classical
singularities used to locate at pGR

c = 0. The transition
surfaces are located at τT ≈ −3.064 for m = ℓpl and
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τT ≈ −3141.13 for m = 103ℓpl, respectively. After the
transition, all the physical variables remain finitie and no
singularity is indicated. In particular, pc(τ) is monoton-
ically increasing, as it can be seen from Fig. 16 (d) and
Fig. 17 (d). These are consistent with what we obtained
in the previous subsections for the lapse function chosen
as that given by Eq.(2.8).

IV. CONCLUSION

In the studies of quantum black holes in the frame-
work of LQG, various gauges have been used, including
the KS gauge [11], Gullstrand-Painlevé gauge [10], and
Lemâıtre-Tolman-Bondi gauge [23, 27]. Since the gauge
choices usually do not commute with the polymeriza-
tion (1.2) 3, it is important to study the robustness of
these gauges. In addition, the choices of the two quan-
tum parameters, δb and δc, appearing in the polymeriza-
tion (1.2), also depend on how to calculate the area in
each of the two-dimensional plane of the quantized three-
dimensional spatial spaces, once a foliation of the four-
dimensional spacetime is chosen. In particular, in the
KS gauge, if one parameterizes δb and δc as those given
in [19], it has been shown recently that the quantum ef-
fects are so strong near the location of the classical black
hole horizon so that in the effective theory black/white
hole horizons do not exist any longer, instead, they are re-
placed by an infinite number of transition surfaces, which
always separate trapped regions from anti-trapped ones
[21, 22].

To understand the effects mentioned above, in this pa-
per, we propose a new quantization scheme, in which the
geometric distances are used along the direction perpen-
dicular to the two-spheres, instead of using its physical
distance [cf. Eq.(3.2)]. This is because in the KS gauge
the physical distance along this direction vanishes not
only at the classical singularity (T = −∞) but also at the
black hole horizon (T = ln(2m)) [cf. Eqs.(2.1) and (2.7)].
As a result, the quantum geometric effects become large
not only at the classical singularity but also at the clas-
sical black hole horizons. In addition, the physically dis-
tance along the x−direction is also not gauge-invariant,
as shown explicitly by the gauge freedom of Eq.(2.2). But
the fraction length Loδc with respect to the metric oqab
is metric independent. Also, the area 4πr2 of the two-
spheres T, x = constant is gauge-invariant. Therefore, in
this paper we have accounted the two areas A(x,ϕ) and
A(θ,ϕ) as given by Eqs.(3.2) and (3.3). As a result, δb and
δc are uniquely specified and are given by Eq.(3.4), i.e.,

δb =

√
∆

4πpc
, Loδc =

√
∆

π
. (4.1)

With this choice, in Sec. III we have systematically

studied the effective dynamical system in two different
gauges, given, respectively, by Eqs.(2.8) and (3.31). Al-
though the physics does not depend on the choice of the
lapse function N , in the latter, the time-like coordinate
denoted by τ measures the proper time, and the corre-
sponding geometric meaning of each physical quantity
becomes more transparent, as shown explicitly in Sec.
IIID.
In particular, we have shown that with the choice (4.1),

the quantum gravity effects in the region where the classi-
cal black hole horizon used to be present is negligible and
in the effective theory the black hole horizon still exists.
On the other hand, the classical singularity is replaced
by a regular transition surface. However, in contrast to
the models studied in [10, 11, 23], white hole horizons are
not found. Instead, we have found that the spacetime in
the other side of the transition surface is complete and
always anti-trapped. So, no white hole horizons exist in
the current model.
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APPENDIX A: THE CLASSICAL HAMILTONIAN
FOR N = 1

To compare the effective solution with classical result
in the gauge N = 1, we present the classical Hamiltonian
here, which is given by

HGR[N = 1] = − 1

2Gγ2

(
2cb

√
pc + (b2 + γ2)

pb√
pc

)
.

(A.1)

The corresponding EoMs are (here we omitted the super-
script “GR” for simplicity of notation)

ḃ = −b(τ)2 + γ2

2γ
√
pc(τ)

, (A.2)

ċ =
(b(τ)2 + γ2)pb(τ)− 2b(τ)c(τ)pc(τ)

2γpc(τ)3/2
, (A.3)

ṗc =
2b(τ)

√
pc(τ)

γ
, (A.4)

ṗb =
b(τ)pb(τ) + c(τ)pc(τ)

γ
√

pc(τ)
. (A.5)

3 It should be noted that such ambiguities also exist in quantum
field theory and are closely related to the ordering of physical

variables.
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FIG. 7. Plots of the four physical variables (b, c, pb, pc) in the region T ∈ (−600,−10), far from the transition surface. The
mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 1, for which we have TT ≃ −0.946567 and TH ≈ 0.693. The initial time is chosen at
Ti = 0.3.
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FIG. 10. Plots of the lapse function N2, the metric component gxx, the Kretschmann scalar K, the norm
(
−NλNλ

)
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quantities δbb and Ĥeff, together with their classical counterparts in the range T ∈ (−600,−10). The mass parameter m is
chosen as m/ℓpl = 103, for which we have TT ≃ 2.51204 and TH ≈ 7.6009. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 7.
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FIG. 11. Plots of the four physical variables (b, c, pb, pc) for T ≪ TT . The mass parameter m is chosen as m/ℓpl = 106, for
which we have TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 14.
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FIG. 12. Plots of the lapse function N2, the metric component gxx, the Kretschmann scalar K, the norm
(
−NλNλ

)
, the

quantities δbb and Ĥeff, together with their classical counterparts in the range T ∈ (−600,−10). The mass parameter m is
chosen as m/ℓpl = 106, for which we have TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 14.
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FIG. 13. Plots of the quantities ρ, px, p⊥, R
µ
µ, K, CαβµνC

αβµν near the transition surface T = TT . The mass parameter m
is chosen as m/ℓpl = 1, for which we have TT ≃ −0.946567 and TH ≈ 0.693. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 0.3.



22

-2 2 4 6

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

ρ(T)

-2 2 4 6

-2.0

-1.5

-1.0

-0.5

px(T)

(a) (b)

-2 2 4 6

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

p⊥(T)

-2 2 4 6

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Rμ
μ(T)

(c) (d)

-2 2 4 6

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

K(T)

-2 2 4 6

1

2

3

4

5

6

CαβμνCαβμν(T)

(e) (f)

FIG. 14. Plots of the quantities ρ, px, p⊥, R
µ
µ, K, CαβµνC

αβµν near the transition surface T = TT . The mass parameter m
is chosen as m/ℓpl = 103, for which we have TT ≃ 2.51204 and TH ≈ 7.6009. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 7.
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αβµν near the transition surface T = TT . The mass parameter m
is chosen as m/ℓpl = 106, for which we have TT ≃ 5.96686 and TH ≈ 14.5087. The initial time is chosen at Ti = 14.
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FIG. 16. Plots of the physical quantities b, c, pb, pc, gxx, NλNλ and Heff in terms of the proper time τ with m/ℓpl = 1.
Transition surface is located at τT ≈ −3.064.
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FIG. 17. Plots of the physical quantities b, c, pb, pc, gxx, NλNλ and Heff in terms of the proper time τ with m/ℓpl = 103 in
the vicinity of transition surface τT ≈ −3141.13.
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