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We systematically study the top-down model of loop quantum black holes (LQBHs), recently
derived by Alesci, Bahrami and Pranzetti (ABP). Starting from the full theory of loop quantum
gravity, ABP constructed a model with respect to coherent states peaked around spherically sym-
metric geometry, in which both holonomy and inverse volume corrections are taken into account, and
shown that the classical singularity used to appear inside the Schwarzschild black hole is replaced
by a regular transition surface. To understand the structure of the model, we first derive several
well-known LQBH solutions by taking proper limits. These include the Bohmer-Vandersloot and
Ashtekar-Olmedo-Singh models, which were all obtained by the so-called bottom-up polymerizations
within the framework of the minisuperspace quantizations. Then, we study the ABP model, and
find that the inverse volume corrections become important only when the radius of the two-sphere
is of the Planck size. For macroscopic black holes, the minimal radius obtained at the transition
surface is always much larger than the Planck scale, and hence these corrections are always sub-
leading. The transition surface divides the whole spacetime into two regions, and in one of them the
spacetime is asymptotically Schwarzschild-like, while in the other region, the asymptotical behavior
sensitively depends on the ratio of two spin numbers involved in the model, and can be divided into
three different classes. In one class, the spacetime in the 2-planes orthogonal to the two spheres is
asymptotically flat, and in the second one it is not even conformally flat, while in the third one it
can be asymptotically conformally flat by properly choosing the free parameters of the model. In the
latter, it is asymptotically de Sitter. However, in any of these three classes, sharply in contrast to the
models obtained by the bottom-up approach, the spacetime is already geodesically complete, and
no additional extensions are needed in both sides of the transition surface. In particular, identical

multiple black hole and white hole structures do not exist.

I. INTRODUCTION

The resolution of General Relativity (GR) singulari-
ties is a well established result in Loop Quantum Grav-
ity (LQG) [1], and is ultimately due to the presence of
a minimum area implied by the quantum nature of the
gravitational field. The studies of the cosmological sin-
gularity carried out in the last decades represent the first
applications of LQG to cosmology [2, 3] in a well estab-
lished research area now called Loop Quantum Cosmol-
ogy (LQC) [4], which is already at the stage of predict-
ing observable consequences [5-7]. LQC is built on first
performing a classical symmetry reduction and then im-
porting from the full theory a quantum structure adapted
to the reduced system, namely the polymer quantization
[8].
The LQC success in identifying the resolution of the
Big Bang singularity naturally shifted the effort to study
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black hole interiors [9, 10] with LQC techniques: classi-
cal symmetry reduction and polymer quantization of the
resulting minisuperspace. However, in both contexts the
quantization procedure leaves several ambiguities: LQC
needs to import from the full theory the area gap, and
part of the quantum degrees of freedom are lost once
the classical symmetry reduction is performed. In fact,
in LQG the quantum states of the gravitational field
are spinnetwork states labeled by spins (SU(2) quan-
tum numbers, the eigenvalues of the geometrical oper-
ators, such as the area and volume operators, etc.) and
graphs on 3-dimensional manifolds with vertices locating
the quanta space and realizing arbitrary quantum spaces.
On the other hand, in LQC dealing with classically ho-
mogenous models the Hilbert space can’t accommodate
graphs and the polymer quantization employed is not
sensible to the SU(2) representations. These ambigui-
ties have been fixed [11] in the cosmological setting with
the evolution from the g to the fi scheme [12], while for
black holes, although there are many proposals [13-55],
their LQC treatment is still evolving. In both schemes
the origin of the ambiguities is rooted in the fact that
there is no fixed prescription to obtain the LQC Hilbert
space from the LQG one and the fundamental property
of LQG, namely the existence of space quanta, can only
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be imported. Now if the introduction of a minimum vol-
ume as external input is enough to solve the singularity,
details of the evolution deeply depend on the amount of
structure imported ad hoc from the full theory.

Recently, a new technique (Quantum Reduced Loop
Gravity - QRLG) aimed to disentangle those ambiguities
was proposed by Alesci, Bahrami and Pranzetti (ABP),
the so-called top-down approach [56]. QRLG is based
on the tentative of reverting the reduction-quantization
process to implement a quantum symmetry reduction.
Performing gauge fixing to adapt the full quantization
to the symmetry compatible coordinates, QRLG allows
to study the homogeneous spacetimes as coherent states
of the full theory retaining all the quantum degrees of
freedom of LQG. In this sense, QRLG doesn’t need an
external area gap or an ad-hoc Hilbert space, because it
just uses the full LQG Hilbert space. QRLG program
has been successfully applied to cosmology [57] and a
direct link to LQC has been unveiled [58]. However,
the inclusion of new degrees of freedom also opens the
possibility for new scenarios as the replacement of the
big bounce scenario [59] with the emergent bouncing one
[60]. The application of QRLG to the interior of a black
hole [61, 62] has been recently performed and showed a
completely new possibility. The black hole singularity is
replaced by a bounce followed by an expanding Universe
that could be asymptotically de Sitter [63].

In this paper, we shall study the ABP model in de-
tail and confirm several major conclusions obtained in
[62, 63], and meanwhile clarify some silent points. In
particular, the article is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we provide a brief review of the ABP model [61-63],
by paying particular attention to its semi-classical limit
conditions, which are essential in order to understand the
physical implications of the model. In Sec. III, we first
consider its classical limit, whereby the physical inter-
pretation of quantities of the ABP model become clear,
and then obtain the Béhmer-Vandersloot (BV) [13] and
Ashtekar-Olmedo-Singh (AOS) models [30, 31] by taking
proper limits and replacements. In doing so, we look for
the possible relation among these models. Although for-
mally we can obtain all these models, they all fall to the
case where the semi-classical limit conditions of the ABP
model are not satisfied. As a result, these models cannot
be embedded properly into the ABP model. However, we
do find that such derivation is helpful in understanding
the structure of the ABP model. In Sec. IV, we study
the ABP model without the inverse volume corrections
in detail, by first showing that such corrections become
important only when the curvature becomes the order of
the Planck scale. The subsequent detailed analysis shows
that the minimal radius of the two-sphere obtained at the
transition surface is always much larger than the Planck
scale for macroscopic black holes. As a result, the inverse
volume corrections should be always sub-leading for such
black holes. In Sec. V, we confirm this by focusing only
on the cases with v = 0.274 obtained by the considera-
tions of black hole entropy [64], and j, and j given by

Eq.(2.21) below, obtained by demanding that the spatial
manifold triangulation remain consistent on both sides of
the black hole horizons [63]. Our main results are sum-
marized in Sec. VI, while in Appendix A, we provide
some properties of the Struve functions.

In this paper, we shall use ¢,, my, 7, to denote, re-
spectively, the Planck length, mass and time. In all the
numerical plots, we shall use them as the units. For ex-
ample, when plotting a figure with m = 1 we always
mean m/m, = 1, and so on.

II. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN OF INTERNAL
SPHERICAL BLACK HOLE SPACETIMES

Spherically symmetric spacetimes inside black holes
can be written in the form
ds* = —=N(7)%dr? + A(7)?dz® + R(7)%dQ?, (2.1)
where N(7) is the lapse function and dQ? = df#? +
sin? fd¢?. Clearly, the above metric is invariant under
the following transformations

x = apz’ + by,

T=£&(7'), (2.2)
where £(7) is an arbitrary function of 7/ and a¢ and by
are arbitrary constants.

A. Classical Spherical Spacetimes and Canonical
Variables

It should be noted that, instead of using the
canonic variables (A, R) and their momentum conju-
gates (Pa, Pr), one often uses (pp, b, pc, ¢) [30], which can
be obtained by comparing the gravitational connection
Al 1;dz® and the spatial triads E¢7d,, given in [30, 63],
and yield

b—-2%p,.

DPc = R2, by = LORAv R
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(2.3)

where Lg is a constant, and related to Ly introduced in
[63] by Lo = 2Ly. Note that in writing down the above
expressions we assumed p. > 0. With the choice of the
lapse function [30, 31]
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we find that the metric (2.1) takes the form
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Then, the corresponding classical Hamiltonian is given
by

Hcl [Ncl] = Ncch
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B. Quantum Black Holes in QRLG

Within the framework of QRLG, starting from a par-
tial gauge fixing of the full LQG Hilbert space, ABP [61—-
63] studied the interior of a Schwarzschild black hole, and
derived an effective Hamiltonian by including the inverse
volume and coherent state sub-leading corrections, which
differs crucially from the ones introduced previously in
the minisuperspace models. In particular, by fixing the
quantum parameters associated with the structure of co-
herent states through geometrical considerations, the au-
thors found that the post-bounce interior geometry sen-
sitively depends on the value of the Barbero-Immirzi pa-
rameter v, and that the value v ~ 0.274, deduced from
the SU(2) black hole entropy calculations in LQG [64, 65],
gives rise to an asymptotically de Sitter geometry in the
interior region 2.

Introducing the following parameters

0,2 el v)y
_ 2
A= QZP < P52 - 5:v )
f 2,y2 8’72 l/ _ 1 72
_ 2
B = gp ( p/82 - (51 )
0,7% 1292 4(1 + V)2
=207 2 2
o ()

and the functions

Py B Pr Py
X_oryG(R2> Y:ﬁyG(RA—Rz),

Z = 8y% cos (%) sin? (%) ,
we find that the effective Hamiltonian of the ABP model
can be cast in the form

(2.9)
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L Tt should be noted that the parameter m used in [13, 30, 31]
corresponds to Gm introduced in this paper.

2 Note that, instead of using the SU(2) black hole entropy as done
in [64, 65], if one uses the U(1) black hole entropy arguments,
the parameter v was found to be v ~ 0.2375 [66].

where

e(r) = sinm{ (1 + ;) ho[ X]

+2 (1 + }i) sin[X]}

+7Z+ <1 + C) msin[X]ho[X], (2.11)
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and Ly denotes the length of the fiducial cell with x €
[—Lo, Lo], and ¢, is the Planck length with ¢, = /hG/c?,
while G and ¢ are the Newton’s constant and the speed
of light, respectively. The super indices “IV” and “CS”
stand for, respectively, the inverse volume and coherent
state, while the dimensionless parameters §, Jd, and v
are the spread parameters, characterizing the coherent
state corrections. The terms proportional to the con-
stants A, B and C characterize the inverse volume cor-
rections and are subdominant [63]. The function ho[X]
denotes the zeroth-order Struve function and its series
expansion reads [67]

2 23 2°
h(l[z]:; 2_12_32+12,32,52

In Fig. 1, we plot out the Struve function hgy together
with h_1, as the latter will appear in the dynamical equa-
tions. In general, the v-th order Struve functions are
defined by Eq.(A.1) in Appendix A, in which some of
their properties are also given. For more details, we refer
readers to [67].

In terms of the spin numbers j and j,, the parameters
« and B are given by

- 8
o =2/ Yz by, B =44 j’ngp,

where j, denotes the averaged spin number of all pla-
quettes that tessellate the 2-sphere S? spanned by (6, ¢),
while j is the averaged spin number associated with the
links dual to the plaquettes in both (6,z) and (¢, )
planes. It must be noted that this effective Hamiltonian
is valid only in the semi-classical limits [63]

- ) . (212)

(2.13)

Jy Ju > 1. (2.14)

To understand further the geometrical meaning of j and
jz, we introduce the coordinate lengths along z, 0, ¢ di-
rections by €, €9, €4, respectively. Due to the spherical
symmetry, we have €9 = €4, = €. Then, we introduce two
new quantities A" and N, in terms of which € and ¢, can
be written as

e_N, €x N

(2.15)

where N2 /2 is the total number of the plaquettes on S2,
and N, denotes the total number of plaquettes in the
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FIG. 1. The Struve functions ho[X] and h_;[X].

x direction for a given fiducial length L£y. The effective
Hamiltonian (2.10) was obtained under the assumption

N, Ny>1 or € ¢, <1. (2.16)
To find the relations between (N, N;) and (j,j,), we
can calculate the area of a given $? and the volume of a

given spatial three-surface spanned by z, 8, ¢, which are
given, respectively, by

~ N?
_ 2 _ 2 D 2 ‘
A(R) = 4nR* = 8mv(,, EESQ Iy~ 8wyl ( 5 ]x) ,(2.17)
p

V() = 87LoAR® ~ 4 (8772)*% j\ /TN N2, (2.18)
where j? is the spin number associated with the link dual
to the given plaquettes p on S 2. In the limit N >> 1, the
sum of j? in Eq.(2.17) was approximated by the average
spin j, of a single cell times the total number of the
plaquettes in S2. In the last step of Eq.(2.18), the average
spin number j is associated with the links dual to the
plaquettes in both (z,0)- and (z, ¢)-planes. Therefore,
we find

b (). e (2
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Inserting Eq.(2.19) into Eq.(2.15), we obtain
o B

€= =, Ezzxv

R

where o and 8 are defined by Eq.(2.13).

It should be noted that the understanding of the geo-
metrical meaning of N', NV, j and j, is important for our
following discussions, especially when we consider some
specific models within the framework of QRLG. As to
be seen below, both of the semi-classical limit conditions
(2.14) and (2.16) must be fulfilled, in order to have the
effective Hamiltonian (2.10) valid. These also provide the
keys for us to understand the semi-classical structures of
black holes in the framework of LQG.

We further note that, by demanding that the spatial
manifold triangulation remain consistent on both sides of
the black hole horizons, ABP found [63]

(2.20)

J =Y, (2.21)

for which we have

, (2.22)
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as can be seen from Eq.(2.13). Then, in the effective
Hamiltonian (2.10) five new parameters

(7,75v,0,05) or (v,051,0,0.),

are present in addition to G, ¢, h, where (v, 4,6,,) are re-
lated to the inverse volume corrections. One of the pur-
poses of this paper is to understand their effects on the
local and global properties of the spacetimes.

It should be noted that the two spin numbers j and j,
used in this paper, which are consistent with those used
in [63], are different from the ones (j,7jo) introduced in
[62] 3. In particular, we have

J=VETi Jo= i (2.23)

To write down the corresponding dynamic equations
for the effective Hamiltonian (2.10), using the gauge free-
dom (2.2), ABP chose the lapse function N(7) as

2ay
N(t)=———= 2.24
(r) = ——, (2.24)
where m is a mass parameter, and W is defined as
W = who[X] + 2sin[X]. (2.25)
Taking 7 — 0, it reduces to
. R?
Ne= lm N = - Gy (2:26)

3 Note that, instead of using (j, jo) as those adopted in [62], here
we use the symbols with hats, in order to distinguish them from
the ones used in this paper.



which corresponds to the classical limit, and m represents
the mass of the Schwarzschild black hole. Taking Eq.(2.6)
into account, we find that

with the choice of the lapse function (2.24) is given by

HIVHCSIN] = N(r)HIV S — LoR2A

wnt wnt O[’YmG2WC(T) (228)

Hence, the corresponding dynamical equations can be

NZdr?* = N3dT?, Ny =2GmN., (2.27)  cast in the form
Cogmip = By, (2.29)
where N, and N, are given, respectively, by Eqs.(2.4) t RPW v
and (2.26). —ﬂ%n%PAZ i;f[]p’ (2.30)
Then, the smeared effective Hamiltonian of Eq.(2.10)
|
2N cos[Y] 1 Y ., C\ 5,9
_2szx—— W D+ W{Whl[X] 2<1—|—R2> sin[X] — Z| + cos[X] 1+ﬁ Th§[X]) —2Z
% sin[Y] ( sin[X]h_1[X] — cos[X]ho [X]) } (2.31)
z RP, —2APA 27TAPA . C
—2GmZPI’{ = RR7W cos[Y]D + W sin[X]h_1[X] (1 + RQ)
2rA C . C
2Asin[Y] | ar A A 2B . 2a B
———— —P\h X1+ = —nho|X]+ — X+ —P, X1+ =
+ W {ﬂ Ah_1] ]( +R2>+ﬂ'yG7r of ]—&-B,szm[ ]+ 5 A COS| ]( +R2)}
4vA 2
—C?W{ sin (%) — sin (;) } (2.32)
where A. Classical Limit

D(X) = (1 + ;2) who[X] + 2 (1 + f;) sin[X], (2.33)
and a prime denotes the ordinary derivative with re-
spect to z, with z = exp(—7/¢), where ¢ is a con-
stant and has the length dimension. The function
h_1[X] (= dho[X]/dX) denotes the Struve function of or-
der —1. In Appendix A, we present some basic properties
of these functions, and for other properties of them, we
refer readers to [67].

III. SOME KNOWN LOOP QUANTUM BLACK
HOLES AS PARTICULAR LIMITS OF THE ABP
MODEL

To understand the quantum reduced loop black hole
(QRLBH) spacetimes with both of the holonomy and in-
verse volume corrections, in this section let us first con-
sider some limits of the parameters involved, and derive
several well-known spacetimes. In doing so, we can gain
a better understanding of the QRLBH spacetimes and
their relation with other models.

The classical limit is obtained by taking A — 0, that
is, by setting £, = 0, which leads to

A=B=C=0,
Do W ~d4X, 7~ 27;;)‘2 (3.1)
Then, Eqgs.(2.29) - (2.32) reduce respectively to
—2Gm%R’ =R, (3.2)
—2Gm%f1::5§5, (3.3)
—aam A —G22§2;§R27 (3.4)
—zc:m%P;2 — 3Py — 2/\% + G/;—];A, (3.5)

while the effective Hamiltonian (2.10) reduces to (2.7)
with Ly = 2£y. Then, from the Hamiltonian constraint



H. = 0, we find the following two useful expressions

RPR  G*P}—R?

A 2G2P, (3.6)
APy RA
A _oppy .
R "t Gop, (3:7)

Inserting them into Eqs.(3.3) and (3.5), respectively, we
obtain two new equations for P, and Py, and together
with the other two, they can be cast in the forms

72Gm%R’ =R, (3.8)
z G?P} — R?
z N G?P? + R?
—oGmIs = T AT (3.10)
(A 2G2 P}
2P\P A
—2Gm> Py = _GAGQ—W (3.11)

Now, the above equations can be solved in sequence, that
is, we first solve Eq.(3.8) to find R(z), and then substi-
tuting it into Eq.(3.9), we can find Pp(z). Once R(z) and
Pa(z) are given, we can substitute them into Eq.(3.10)
to find A(z). Then, we can find Pr(z) either by inte-
grating Eq.(3.11) explicitly or by using the Hamiltonian
constraint H, = 0. In the first approach, we shall have
four integration constants, but only three of them are in-
dependent, as the Hamiltonian constraint . = 0 must
be satisfied, which will relate one of the four constants
to the other three. Therefore, a simpler way is to solve
H. = 0 directly to find Pg, once R, Py and A are found
from Egs.(3.8)-(3.10). However, to illustrate what we
mentioned above, let us first integrate the above four
equations directly to get

R = ¢cpeom (3.12)
c1G2emm — cylecm
Py=7F v G > )
A = cpe” Tm [ ;G2 — cRerdm (3.13)
Pp = cze” %m + % (3.14)
where ¢,’s are the four integration constants. As no-

ticed above, only three of them are independent. In fact,
substituting the above expressions into the Hamiltonian
constraint H. = 0 we find that

c1e0G = F2cpcs. (315)
On the other hand, from Eq.(2.24), we find
2
N = __ B
2mG2PA
o _T_
- %et (3.16)

- :I: T T .
2Gmy/c1G2exdm — cledm

Thus, we finally obtain
ds? = —N?dr? + A’d2® + R*dQ?

dR? 2 2 G*cr 2 2 102
:_Gzlc{ll—i—cocQ(COR—l dx® + R*dQ”.
co

(3.17)

Clearly, using the gauge residual (2.2), we can always
absorb the factor c¢Zc3 into = by setting ag = (coca) L.
Then, the metric essentially depends only on one inde-
pendent combination, G?¢; /co, of the parameters, which
is related to the mass of the black hole via the relation

_ad

= . ql
5 (3.18)

It should be noted that the integration constants c¢,’s
can be also determined by the boundary conditions

R=2Gm, A=0, Py,=0, (r=0), (3.19)

and the Hamiltonian constraint at the horizon 7 = 0,
which will be elaborated in more detail below, when we
try to solve the field equations (2.29) - (2.32) numerically
for the general case. In the current case, it can be shown
that the above conditions together with the Hamiltonian
constraint lead to
c? 1

C = —, Cc3 =+

- - 5g (320

co =2Gm, ¢

so the classical metric finally takes its standard form

-1
ds? = (1 - 26;?) dR? — (1 - 26;”) da?

+R2d0?. (3.21)

B. Bo6hmer-Vandersloot Limit

Following the so-called i scheme in LQC [12], B6hmer-
Vandersloot (BV) [13] considered the case in which the
physical area of the closed loop is equal to the minimum
area gap predicted by LQG

A = 2/3myl2. (3.22)

For example, the holonomy loop in the (z, #)-plane leads
to

AxG = 6b5cpba (323)
while the one in the (0, ¢)-plane leads to
Agy = 67pe, (3.24)

where the new variable b, ¢ and their moment conjugates
Db, Pe are related to the ABP variables through Eq.(2.3),
which can be written in the form

pp = LoAR, b= —a 'RX,

pe = R%,  c=—B"1LyAY, (3.25)



where X and Y are defined in Eq.(2.9). Then, setting

Azg = A = Ayg, (3.26)
will lead to
A VAp,
==, §o=YLe (3.27)
Pec Po
Making the replacements
b sm(ébb)’ N sm(écc)’ (3.28)
0p Oc

in the classical lapse function Ng (2.4) and Hamiltonian
H (2.7), we obtain

Y6b+/Pe
sin(dpb)’

o 1
HEY[N] = TG [2

Npy =

(3.29)

sin(d.c)
Tpc

N <Sin((;:bb) n Siz(((;:b)> pb]- (3.30)

It is remarkable to note that the above effective Hamil-
tonian can be obtained from the ABP Hamiltonian with-
out the inverse volume corrections presented in the last
subsection. In fact, making the following approximation

ho[X] — 2 sin[X], cos|e]sin® [g] N e

3.31
T 4’ ( )

where ¢ is defined in Eq.(2.20), we find that 4

A=B=C=0,
W ~4sin[X], D ~4sin[X],

2
h_1 ~ = cos[X]. (3.32)
0
Then, substituting the above into the effective Hamilto-
nian (2.10), we shall obtain precisely the BV Hamiltonian
(3.30) with

a_ «a _ B _BVpe
R U 5C*AL0* — (3.33)

4 Tt should be noted that Eq.(2.8) tells that physically the condi-
tions A = B = C = 0 imply that: (a) the parameters o and
B defined in terms of the spin numbers j and j, [cf. Eq.(2.13)]
must satisfy the condition «, 8> £p; and (b) the spread dimen-
sionless parameters §; and § appearing in the quantum reduced
coherent states [63] must satisfy the condition 6, d; > 2. Both
conditions are consistent with the semi-classical approximation
of the effective Hamiltonian [63]. Further considerations of these
conditions are presented in Section IV given below.

Comparing them with those given by Eq.(3.27), we find
that

a(BY) — gBV) _ /A

which immediately leads to

FBY) = ,/i ~ 0.0864 ~ 0.313;(BY) > ~;(BV),
1287
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(3.34)

(3.35)

Therefore, the BV Hamiltonian is precisely the limit of
the effective ABP Hamiltonian,? provided that:

e the inverse volume corrections vanish, A = B =
C=0;

e the Struve functions ho[X] and h_1[X] are replaced
respectively by (2/7)sin[X] and (2/7) cos[X]; and

e the spin parameters j, and j are chosen as those
given by Eq.(3.35).

It is clear that the last condition is in sharp conflict with
the semi-classical limit requirement of Eq.(2.14).

In addition, as T — —oo, BV found the following
asymptotic behaviors
P = ﬁbe_aTa

b~ b,
—T " e~ Pe, (3.36)

c~ce s
where b, py,, ¢, p. and @ > 0 are constants, given by [cf.
Eqgs.(64) - (69) in [13]]

o o A2
2sin(5yb) — sin(3yh)? = p” : (3.37)
a = — cos(pb) + cot(&pb), (3.38)
sin(dpb) — (_bl_) + g) [cos(gbb) —cot(dpb)| —2 =0,
(3.39)
with
_ A Ap. -
&y = \F, 5.=Y=Le 5e=-IZ (340
Pc Py 2

Then, from Eqgs.(3.27) and (3.29) we find that asymptot-
ically

NB\/ZN

(3.41)

Hence, the spacetime is asymptotically described by the
metric

pi
Lipe

ds®> = —NZdT? + dx? + pedQ?

I 2
~ (tf) (—df? + d7®) + pod?,  (3.42)

5 In the BV limit, N(7) — NB:;L because dr = 2GmdT. Thus, we

2G
have H{¥+CS [N] —

HEY[N]
2Gm




where

_ _ _ Do _ N
dt = e®TdT, 7= —"—u, —.
NLy\/pc a
Loop quantum black holes do not satisfy the classical
Einstein’s equations. However, in order to study the loop
quantum gravitational effects (with respect to GR), we

introduce the effective energy-momentum tensor leff by

T;’DH = G, 5, which takes the form

(3.43)

T8~ puyuy + paZp@y + pL (0.0, + dudy), (3.44)

in the current case, where u, = (fo/ﬂéf;, T, = (to/)07,
0, = \/Peby, b = \/Pesin 067, and
1 1

y Pz = ——, PL =

- - -3 (3.45)
c c 0

/0 ~
From the above it is clear that the spacetime corresponds
to a spacetime with a homogeneous and isotropic perfect
fluid only when ¢y = \/p.. When &y # \/P., the radial
pressure is different from the tangential one, despite the
fact that they are all constants. The latter (with g #
V/De) can be interpreted as the charged Nariai solution
[68]. In addition, we also have

1 1
vaf il —
Bwap B0 =4 2 t‘é) ’
4 (pe+13)2
ChrvasCHv P ~ _ 3.46

It is remarkable to note that, even when tg = \/pe, the
spacetime is still not conformally flat. So, it must not be
the de Sitter space. In fact, as noticed by BV [13], it is
the Nariai space [69, 70].

On the other hand, from Egs.(3.37)-(3.39), BV found
the following solutions

b~0.156, p.~0.182(7, @&~ 0.670,
c

— ~ —=2.290m., N ~0.689, (3.47)
Py
from which we find that
N
to = = ~ 1.029¢), # Ve (= 0.427¢,).  (3.48)

Therefore, the solution is asymptotically approaching to
the charged Nariai solution [68], instead of the Nariai
solution [69].

6 It should be noted that the Einstein field equations usually read
as Gy = (87G/c*)Tyy, while in this paper we drop the factor
87rG/c47 as this will not affect our analysis and conclusions.

It should be noted that in the above calculations, BV
took 7 ~ 0.2375 in the expression A = 2v/37y(2. In-
stead, if we take v = 0.274 [63] we find

N ~0.8540,, pe~0.27902, (v~ 0.274),
N

«

~

0 ~ 1.2750, # \/Pe (= 0.5290,) ,

that is, even in this case the spacetime is still not asymp-
totically Nariai, but the charged Nariai [68].

(3.49)

C. Ashtekar-Olmedo-Singh Limit

From the analysis of the BV limit, it becomes clear
that from the general ABP model, the AOS limit [30, 31]
can be obtained by the replacements

ho[X] — %sin[X], hoafz] - %COS[X],

cos|e] sin? E} — %7 (3.50)
so that
W ~4sin[X], D ~4sin[X],
% ~1, 729 (%)2. (3.51)
In addition, we must also set
A=B=C=0,
dp, 0. = Constant. (3.52)

Then, the resultant lapse function and effective Hamil-
tonian will be precisely given by the same form as
Eqgs.(3.29) and (3.30) but with different &, J.. With
the above in mind, AOS found the following solutions
[31]

2ae3T
i 5c = "5 a7
sin (0.c¢) ey
b+€b0T —b_
cos (0b) = boy Zpr g,
GmLge 0T

Py = (be™™ +b-) A,

262
pe = 4(Gm)? (af + ") e 7?7, (3.53)

where m is an integration constant, related to the mass
parameter as noticed previously, and

1/2
A= [2 (B2 +1) et — 52 — bie%oT} ’

vocLo 9o\ 1/2
= bo = (1 é
ap Gm.” 0 ( + 7y b) ,
b:t = b() + 1, (354)
with
b€ (0,m), dec€ (0,m),
pp <0, p.>0, —oo<T<O. (3.55)



In terms of p, and p., the metric takes the form

2
ds® = —~N2ogdT? + —Lb_da? + |p.|dQ2,  (3.56)
|pc|L0
where 7
N oo = Y0 580(pc) Ipe|'
A0S sin (8,b)
2G
_ Ame_T (b+eb°T +b_) (a2 + e4T)1/2.
(3.57)

From Eq.(3.53), it can be seen that the transition sur-
face is located at Op. (T) /OT = 0, which yields

1 ’yécLQ
=—In|{—— . .
T 2n<8Gm <0 (3.58)
There exist two horizons, located respectively at
2 by +1
TBH = O, TWH =——1In 0 + 5 (359)
bo by —1

at which we have A(T) = 0, where T = Tpy is the
location of the black hole horizon, while T = Twg is
the location of the white hole horizon. In the region
T < T < 0, the 2-spheres are all trapped, while in the
one Twy < T < T, they are all anti-trapped. There-
fore, the region 7 < T < 0 behaves like the internal of a
black hole, while the one Tywy < T < 7T behaves like the
internal of a white hole.

The extension across the black hole horizon can be
obtained by the following replacements [30, 31]

b — b,
c—c,

Db — 1P,

Pe — Pe- (3.60)

Then, AOS found that the corresponding Penrose dia-
gram consists of infinite diamonds along the vertical di-
rection, alternating between black holes and white holes,
but the spacetime singularity used appearing at p. = 0
now is replaced by a non-zero minimal surface with

Pt = pe(T) >0,

where T is given by Eq.(3.58).

To completely fix the values of §, and J., AOS required
that on the transition surface 7, the physical areas of A,
and Agy be equal to the area gap A [30, 31]

(3.61)

2m60s |y (T)| = A,
Andipe(T) = A.

7 In the AOS limit, N(v) — A0S because dr = 2GmdT. Thus,

2Gm
we have HIVTCS[N] —

ff
Hios(N]
int 2Gm

It is interesting to note that, substituting Eq.(3.33)
into the above equations, we find that

2raf = A, 4ma’ = A, (3.64)

which are all independent of p, and p. and given by

1 [ A /
a:§B: E: 2\/§’yfp.

Comparing it with Eq.(2.13) we find that

(3.65)

1 1

1 (aos) _ 1

< =, 2 = —) < -,

4m3/2 T 2 Vor2 2

j(A0S) \/g GUAOS) ~ 00,6265 (A05) > ~j(A0S) (3 66)

j(A08) 1 1

from which we find that such given j and j, do not satisfy
the semi-classical limit conditions (2.14) either. There-
fore, the AOS model cannot be realized in the framework
of QRLG either, although it can be obtained formally
by the approximations (3.51) and (3.52) from the ABP
model.

IV. QUANTUM REDUCED LOOP BLACK
HOLES WITHOUT INVERSE VOLUME
CORRECTIONS

Setting the three constants A, B and C to zero, the
effective Hamiltonian (2.10) reduces to the one given in
[62], but with the replacement of the constants o and g
by

- V8TY by j
a = /8y £y \/ jo, ﬁ:M, (4.1)

Vio

where now jo and j denote the quantum numbers associ-
ated respectively with the longitudinal and angular links
of the coherent states, as mentioned in Section II. The
relations between (4, j.) and (j,jo) are given explicitly
by Eq.(2.23). Without causing any confusion, in the rest
of this section we shall drop the hats from (7, jo):
(jajO) — (jajO)v

unless some specific statements are given.

It is interesting to note that dropping the terms that
are proportional to the constants A, B and C defined in
Eq.(2.8) is physically equivalent to assuming that

A B C

2R rsh

(4.2)
as can be seen from the effective Hamiltonian given by
Eq.(2.10). Before proceeding further, let us first pause
here for a while and consider the above limits. In partic-
ular, from Egs.(2.13) and (2.21), we find o ~ 3 ~ \/j{,,
where “~” means “being the same order”. On the other



hand, introducing the spread parameters §; via the rela-
tions [63]

292 p2 242 p2
5T:M.7PR5I’ 50:%57

a?(sin 0)? a?B2(sin 0)?

722 R? §
dp = Tm;7 (4.3)

we find that the terms appearing in the expressions of
A, B and C behave, respectively, as

€2 g;l2)72 N 612),}/2 £2 (’)/2> N ’}/27T2R2
P\ B2 i P\6/)  §2sin®(0)s,

P ((3_ y),yQ) N 7242 R? - 7242 R2 04)
p 2 i 2 i2 :
) j2sin”(0)dg 720,
Thus, the conditions (4.2) imply
L
() L, () j0>1, (=r0¢).  (45)

Condition (ii) is required by the effective Hamiltonian ap-
proach [63], while condition (i) tells us that the effects of
the inverse volume corrections are negligible when the ge-
ometric radius of the two-spheres (with 7,2 = Constant)
is much large than the Planck length.

With the above in mind, let us now turn to consider
the effective Hamiltonian given by Eq.(2.10) with

A=B=C=0. (4.6)

It was shown [62] that the classical singularity of the
Schwarzschild black hole now is replaced by a quantum
bounce at R = Rpy, > 0, at which all the physical
quantities, such as the Ricci scalar R, Ricci squared
R, R", Kretschmann scalar RWQBR”W/B, and Weyl
squared C’WO[BC’“’O‘ﬁ7 remain finite. In addition, at the
black hole horizons, the quantum effects become negligi-
ble for macroscopic black holes.

A remarkable feature of this class of spacetimes is that
the spacetime on the other side of the bounce is not
asymptotically a white hole, as normally expected from
the minisuperspace considerations [41]. Instead, depend-
ing on the values of 1, defined by
a _Jo
5= (4.7)
the spacetime has three different asymptotical limits, as
T — —00.

In this section, we shall provide a more detailed study
over the whole parameter space. To this goal, let us con-
sider the three cases n =1, 7 < 1 and n > 1, separately.

n

A. n=1

In this case from Eq.(4.7) we find that j = jo. Then,
as T — —oo, we have
Xe~—m Y~—7m, Wx~—rnhyn],
Py N s Pr N 2w

B> oG RAC (4.8)

aG’

10

FIG. 2. The Penrose diagram for the loop quantum space-
times without the inverse volume corrections in the case n = 1.
The curved lines denoted by 7, are the transition surfaces
(throats), and the straight lines AD and CB are the locations
of the black hole horizons. The dashed lines AB and CD are
the locations of the classical singularities of the Schwarzschild
black and white holes, which now are all free of singularities.

Hence, the metric coefficients have the following asymp-
totical behavior [62] 8

% 4 VR
mG (—mho[r])
mG \?

A(7) ~ 31.49 (W) :

Vi by

N(r) = e

~ (0.886

j2f4 1/3 T
~ i -
]%ﬂ_00m4<mG> ﬂp<2mG).(4%

Thus, the metric takes the following asymptotical form

ds? ~ —d7? + dz® + R*d0?, (4.10)
which has a topology R? x S?, and the (7,Z)-plane is
flat, where 7 = —N(7 — —o0)7 and Z = A(T — —o0)z.
Then, the low half plane —co < 7 < 0 and —oco < x < 00
is mapped to the upper half plane 0 < 7 < oo and —oo <
T < o0, and the corresponding Penrose diagram is given
by Fig. 2.

It should be noted that the spacetime is not vacuum
as T — —oo, despite the fact that the (7,Z)-plane is

8 We found that the numerical factor, 31.49, of A weakly de-
pends on the mass parameter m. For example, it is respectively
31.55,31.77, 32.63 for m/my, = 10%,10%,10%. On the other hand,
the numerical factors of N(7) and R(7) are very insensitive to
m. In particular, they are the same up to the third digital for
m/mp = 1012,106,10°%, 10%.



asymptotically flat. This can be seen clearly by writing
the metric (4.10) in terms of the timelike coordinate R

2
ds® ~ — <R°> dR* + dz* + R?d0?, (4.11)

R
where Ry = 2v/j {,. For the metric (4.11), we find that
the corresponding effective energy-momentum tensor can
still be cast in the form of Eq.(3.44), but with u, =
(Ro/R)&fF, 2, = 0%, 0, = Réz, ¢, = Rsin 667, and

NS
Pt
oo b3
R i
1
~——, 4.12

The commonly used three energy conditions are the
weak, dominant and strong energy conditions [71]. For
Tuelff given by Eq.(3.44), they can be expressed respec-
tively as

e the weak energy condition (WEC):

p>0, p+pz>0, p+pL >0, (4.13)
e the dominant energy condition (DEC):
p>0, —p<pz<p, —p<pL<p, (4.14)
e the strong energy condition (SEC):
p+pz >0, p+p1 >0, p+pz+2pL >0. (4.15)

Clearly, Eq.(4.12) does not satisfy any of these condi-
tions, but the energy density and the two principal pres-
sures do approach constant values that are inversely pro-
portional to R% Kf,, that is, the spacetime curvature
approaches to the Planck scale. On the other hand, we
also find

2 6

R~ — + =5,

1 4 6
Ry R ~2 — 4+ —— 4+ — ),
2 (34 TRz T Rg)

1 2 3
RﬂvaﬁRuuaﬁ ~4 (]%4 + RTR% + Ré) ’
4

3RY

It is interesting to note that the last expression of the
above equation shows that asymptotically the spacetime
is conformally flat, while the Ricci, Ricci squared and
Kretschmann scalars are approaching to their Planck val-
ues.

To study this class of solutions in more details, we need
first to specify the initial conditions, which are often im-
posed near the black hole horizons [13, 30, 31, 62], as nor-
mally it is expected that the quantum effects for macro-
scopic black holes should be negligible [41], and the space-
time can be well-described by the Schwarzschild black

el ~

Chvas ~ (4.16)

11

TABLE I. The initial values Pr(7;) obtained from the effec-
tive Hamiltonian constraint (4.18) and the choice of the initial
values of the other three variables given by Eq.(4.17), and its
corresponding relativistic values Pr, (7;), for different choices
of ;. Results are calculated with m = 10'2m,, j = jo = 10.

7i/75|-0.01-0.02|-0.05| -0.1 | -1 | -10 |-100 |—10%|—10*

Pr. |0.500{0.500{0.500|0.500{0.500|0.500{0.500{0.500|0.500

Pr |0.506{0.500{0.501{0.5000.500|0.500|0.500|0.500|0.500

TABLE II. The initial values Pr(7;) obtained from the ef-
fective Hamiltonian constraint (4.18) and the choice of the
initial values of the other three variables given by Eq.(4.17),
and its corresponding relativistic values Pr, (7;), for different
choices of 7 with jo = 7 (or n = 1). Results are calculated
with m = 10"2my, 7, = —10 7.

j (10 {10* |10° |107 |10® |10° |10%° |10'! |10'?

Pr_[0.500|0.500{0.500{0.5000.500{0.500{0.500|0.500{0.500

Pr 10.500/0.500(0.500(0.500(0.500{0.500{0.500{0.500{0.501

hole spacetime. So, near the horizon, say, 7 = 7, ~ 7q,
we can take the initial values of (A, Py) and (R, Pr)
as their corresponding relativistic values, (A., Pa,) and
(Re, Pr,). However, there is a caveat with the above
prescription of the initial conditions, that is, before car-
rying out the integrations of the effective Hamiltonian
equations, we do not know if the corresponding model
indeed has negligible quantum gravitational effects near
the black hole horizons even for macroscopic black holes.
Therefore, a consistent way to choose the initial condi-
tions should be: First choose the initial conditions for
any three of the four variables, (R, A, Pr, Py), and then
obtain the initial condition for the fourth variable through
the Hamiltonian constraint H.Y7"“ = 0. The choice of
the initial conditions for the first three variables clearly
are arbitrary, which form the complete phase space D of
the initial conditions of the theory. However, in order
to study quantum effects, one can choose them as their
corresponding relativistic values.

TABLE III. The initial values Pr(7;) obtained from the effec-
tive Hamiltonian constraint (4.18) and the choice of the initial
values of the other three variables given by Eq.(4.17), and its
corresponding relativistic values Pg,(7;), for different choices
of m. Results are calculated with j = 10, 7, = —10 7.

m/mp|10  {10% |10* |10° |10 |10'% [10'*

Pr, 10.176]0.474(0.497|0.500|0.500{0.500|0.500

Pg 0.051]0.474(0.497|0.500(0.500{0.5000.500
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FIG. 3. Plots of the physical variables (R, A, Pr, Px) and their classical correspondences (Re, Ac, Pr,, Pa.). Particular attention
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are paid to the region near the throat 7 = —3.91 x 10'3. Graphs are plotted with m = 1()12m1[,7 7 =70 =10.
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FIC. 4. Plots of C(7) and the lapse function N(r) for m = 10"%m,,, j = jo = 10.

For the ABP model, we shall choose these three vari-
ables as (R, A, Pyp), so that

A(mi) = Ac(mi),
R(Tl) = RC(Ti), (417)

while Pr(7;) is obtained from the effective Hamiltonian
constraint

Pa(7i) = Pa(7i),

Hine" () = 0, C(r;) =0,  (4.18)

where C(7) is defined by Eq.(2.11). This reduced param-
eter space will be referred to as D. It is clear that this re-
duced space is much smaller than the whole phase space
D. However, for our current purpose, this is enough.
With such chosen initial conditions, the Hamiltonian
equations will uniquely determine the evolutions of the
four variables (A, Py) and (R, Pr) at any other time 7.
Once these four variables are known, from Eq.(2.24) we
can find the lapse function N (7).

With the above prescription, we can see that the initial
values of the four variables will depend not only on the
choice of the initial moment 7; but also on the values of
jo, j and m. In particular, if the quantum effects are
not negligible at the moment 7;, it is expected that such
obtained Pg(7;) should be significantly different from its
corresponding relativistic value Pg, (7;).

To see this clearly, in Tables I - IIT we show such dif-
ferences. In particular, in Table I we show the depen-
dence of Pg(7;) on the choice of the initial time 7; for

or

m = 102m,, j = jo = 10. From this table we can see
that APgr(7;) = Pr(7;) — Pgr, (7)) ~ 0 for 7;/7, S —0.1.
As 7, — 0, the difference becomes larger.

In Table II, we show the dependence of Pr(7;) on the
choices of j with m = 10'?m,, and 7; = —10.0 7,,. Phys-
ically, the lager the parameter j is, the closer to the rel-
ativistic value of Pr should be. However, due to the
accuracy of the numerical computations, it is difficult
to obtain precisely the values of Pr from the effective
Hamiltonian constraint (4.18). So, in Table II we only
consider the initial values of Pgr(7;) for j < 10'2.

In Table III, we show the dependence of Pr(7;) on
the choices of m with j = 10 and 7; = —10.0 7, from
which it can be seen that the deviations becomes larger
for m < 10% m,. It should be also noted that for very
large masses, the initial time 7; must be chosen very neg-
ative. Otherwise, the term e™/ (™) appearing in the
effective Hamiltonian constraint [cf. Eqgs.(3.12) - 3.14)],
becomes extremely small, and numerical errors can be
introduced. So, in Table III for the choice of 7; = —107,,
we only consider the cases where m is up to 10 mp,
although physically the larger m is, the closer Pr(7;) is
to its relativistic values.

In Fig. 3, we plot the four functions (R, A, Pg, Py),
and their classical correspondences for m = 10'?m,,, j =
jo = 10, 7, = —10 7,. With such initial conditions,
we find that the location of throat (transition surface) is
around Tyin ~ —3.9108 x 1037, at which R(7) reaches
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FIG. 5. Plots of the relative differences of the functions (R, A, Pr, Pa, N) and C(7) near the black hole horizon with the same
choice of the parameters m and j, as those specified in Figs. 3 and 4, that is, m = 10*?*m,, j = jo = 10.

its minimum value, Ruyin =~ 7779.35 £,. It is interesting
to note that near the throat the four functions all change
dramatically, especially A(7), which behaves like a step
function. In addition, even at the transition surface, we
find that the conditions of Eq.(2.16) are well satisfied.

To closely monitor the numerical errors, we also plot
out the effective Hamiltonian (C(7) ~ 0) in Fig. 4 to-
gether with the lapse function N(7), from which we can
see that in the region near the throat the numerical er-
rors indeed become large. But out of this region, the
numerical errors soon become negligible. From Fig. 3
and 4 we also find that our numerical solutions match
well with their asymptotic behaviors given by Eq.(4.9),
as T — —o0.

To consider the quantum effects near the horizons, in

Fig. 5 we plot out the relative differences between func-
tions (R, A, Pr, Py, N) and their classical value. To mon-
itor the numerical errors, we also plot out the effective
Hamiltonian constraint C(7) ~ 0. From these plots, we

can see clearly that the quantum effects indeed become

negligible near the horizons °.

9 Note that at the horizon N(7) diverges. So, in the region very
near the horizon N(7) becomes extremely large, and the accurate
numerical calculations become difficult, so it is unclear whether
the sudden growth of AN/N., as shown in Fig. 5 is due to
numerical errors or not. In fact, similar growths can be also
noticed from the plots of AA/A. and APA/Py,. Such sudden
growths happen also in the cases 7 > 1 and 1 < 1, as to be seen
below.
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On the other hand, when the mass of the black hole
is near the Planck scale, such effects are not negligible

even near the horizon. To show this, in Figs. 6 - 8 we

plot various physical variables for m =

103 m,, j =
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FIG. 7. Plots of the lapse function N(7) and C(7) for m = 10%m,, and j = jo = 10.

jo = 10, for which we find that the location of throat
is around Ty, ~ —1.148 x 104Tp, at which R(7) reaches
its minimum value, Ry, ~ 7.76 £,. From these figures
it is clear that now the quantum effects become large
near the horizons, and cannot be negligible. It should be
noted that for such small black hole, the semi-classical
limit conditions (4.9) are not well satisfied at the throat,
and as a result, the corresponding effective Hamiltonian
may no longer describe the real quantum dynamics well.
For more details, we refer readers to [62, 63].

In this case, we find

X:nOa Y:@7

n
W 2= who o] + 2 sinfno],
Po_m P 2
R? " ayG" RA ~ oG’

(4.19)

as 7 — —oo. Then, the metric coefficients have the fol-
lowing asymptotical behavior,

_ 29v/87Y £y Vjo,
mG (mho[no] + 2sin[ng])’
A(T) ~ Ag exp {MT} ,
cos (11772)

2mG
R(7) ~ Ryexp e T (7

N(t) ~ Ny =

(4.20)

where Ag and Ry are constants, and

= D)’ [27Th—1(770) sin®(no) + 7° COS(no)hg(m)]

(4.21)

where D(n) is defined by Eq.(2.33) but now with A =
B =0, and the constant 7 is implicitly determined by

7 sin <77_0>
Ui

In [62], it was shown that F(n) < 0 and 1y < —7
when n > 1, so that both R and A grow exponentially as
T — —o00. Setting

+ T sin(no)ho(10) = 0. (4.22)

D(1o)

(4.23)
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we find that

A=Ape™ ™, R=Rpe ¥. (4.24)

Then, the metric takes the following asymptotical form

~ 2
ds? ~ — (%’) dR? + R dz? + R2d0?,  (4.25)

where Ny = Ny/d, but now with z = (AO/Rg/d) 2. Sim-

ilar to the last case, the corresponding spacetime is not
vacuum, and the effective energy-momentum tensor takes
the same form as that given by Eq.(3.44), but now with

uy, = (NO/R)éf', T, = R*/457, and
2a+d 1
TN T ®
_3 1
N2 R
_a2—|—ad—|—d2

SEL 4.26
2R (4.26)

pPL =
from which we find that
2(a—d) 1
s =240 ( o),
popem 202D (R)

p+p¢:—a(a_d)+(9<l).

- 4.27
d2Ng R? (4.27)



Therefore, in this case none of the three energy conditions
is satisfied either, provided that a # d. When a = d, the
spacetime is asymptotically de Sitter, as shown below. In
particular, we find that

2 + 2ad + 3d? 1
R:2<a+a+ +>,

d2N2 R?
R R A 2a4 +2a®d + 5a?d? + 4ad?® + 6d*
e dANE
dla+2d) 2
dNZR?  RY
1 272 4
R gR””O‘ﬁzlla +2acAZ +3d A8 +i
e d4Ng NZRz  RY
5 4 (aRQ(a —d)+ dQNg) 2
ClpapCHror ~ = . 4.28
wvap 3d4 N RS ( )

Therefore, different from the last case, asymptotically
the spacetime is conformally flat only when a = d. Oth-
erwise, we have C,a5C**F ~ 4a%(a — d)?/(3d*N§) +
O (1/R?).

On the other hand, introducing the quantity ¢ via the
relation

2?7_d1\70 Ro\“* _i (B " (4.29)
TR\ R \&) - :

we find that the metric (4.25) takes the form

T 2
t
ds® ~ R2*/? (f) (—dt* + dz?) + R2dQ*. (4.30)

When a = d, Eq.(4.30) reduces to
7N\ 2
ds® ~ R? <f> (—df® + dz* + dQ?), (a=d), (4.31)

which is the same as the de Sitter spacetime for R > Ry,
where Ry is the de Sitter radius. In fact, when R > Rj
we have that the de Sitter spacetime is given by

= (1= () ) s 1- (;;)2)}}%2

R\ 2
~ (A) ( A+ dz? + dQQ), (4.32)
but now with the rescaling & — z/Ra and
- R
f=-_-4 (4.33)

R
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Note that the angular sectors of the two metrics (4.30)
and (4.32) are different in terms of . In particular, in
the metric (4.30) we have R? o (—t)~2%/¢ while in the
de Sitter spacetime we have R? oc (—)~2. Therefore,
they are equal only when a = d. However, the sectors
of the (%, Z)-planes are quite similar even when a # d.
As a result, in both cases the surfaces ¢ = 0 represent
spacelike hypersurfaces and form the boundaries of the
spacetimes. Then, the corresponding Penrose diagram in
the current case is given by Fig. 9.

A B

C D

FIG. 9. The Penrose diagram for the loop quantum space-
times without the inverse volume corrections in the case n > 1
(As to be shown below, the corresponding Penrose diagram
for the case n < 1 is also given by this figure). The curved
lines denoted by 7, are the transition surfaces (throats), and
the straight lines AD and BC are the locations of the black
hole horizons, while the straight lines AB and CD are the
spacelike infinities, which correspond to ¢ = 0 and form the
future/past boundaries. The whole spacetime is free of sin-
gularities.

When a = d, since F(n) < 0 and cos (71’7—0) < 0, from
Eq.(4.23) we find

F(n) = cos <770> : (4.34)
n

On the other hand, n and 1y must satisfy Eq.(4.22), too.

So, these two equations uniquely determine n and 7).

For ng < —m, we find that Eqgs.(4.22) and (4.34) have the

solution,

(n,70) ~ (1.142, —3.329) , (4.35)
for which, from Eqgs.(2.13) and (2.22) we find that
V2
T (4.36)

= —— ~0.274.
v 87

It is remarkable to note that this value is precisely the
one found from the analysis of black hole entropy [64].
It should be also noted that Eqs.(4.22) and (4.34) have
multi-valued solutions, as these two equations are in-
volved with periodic functions. In this paper, we consider
only the case ng < —7 [62].
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FIG. 10. Plots of the physical variables (R, A, Pr, Px) and their classical correspondences (R, Ac, Pr,,Pa.). Particular
attention is paid to the region near the throat Tmin = —3.896 x 103, at which R(7) = 8059.95. Graphs are plotted with

m = 10"%my,, jo = 11.42, j = 10, n = 1.142.

In Figs.

10 - 12, we plot various physical quanti-

ties for m = 102m,, jo = 11.42, j = 10, so that
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TABLE IV. The dependence of the constants No, Ro, Ao of
Eq.(4.17) on m with n = 1.142, v ~ 0.274, j, = 10°. The
corresponding transition times 7Tmin and radii Rmin are also
given.

il I No |Ro |

P P i
1012 —3.260 x 10*3{193114 [5.706 x 107°/0.0226|0.00725
101%1—2.646 x 10**{41605.1(5.706 x 10~% |0.0968/0.0311
10% |—1.418 x 107 {1929.73|5.706 x 10~* |1.787 [0.631

1N = jo/j = 1.142. This corresponds to the case studied
in [63], which will be analyzed in more detail in the next
section with ABC # 0. Then, we find that the transition
surface is located at Tiin/7p ~ —3.896 x 103 at which
we have R(Tmin) =~ 8059.95. Note that with these choices

C. n<1

When n < 1, the metric coefficients take the same
asymptotical forms as those given by Eqs.(4.17) - (4.22),
but now with F(n) > 0 and ny > —n [62]. Therefore,

of m, j and j,, the semiclassical limit conditions (2.14)
and (2.16) are well satisfied. Then, from Figs. 10 and 11
we find that the asymptotical behavior of the metric coef-
ficients given by Eq.(4.17) is well justified, while Fig. 12
shows that the quantum effects near the black hole hori-
zon (1 ~ 0) are negligible even for m/m, = 10'2. For
the cases with solar mass m/m, > 1038, it is expected
that such effects are even smaller.

It should be noted that the specific values of the fac-
tors Ny, Rg and Ag appearing in Eq.(4.17) depend on the
choice of m, although the asymptotic behavior of N, R
and A all take the form of Eq.(4.17). As a result, the
corresponding Penrose diagram is the same and given by
Fig. 9 for any given n > 1. In Table IV we present their
values for several choices of m.

We also study the effects of 7, and find that the qual-
ity behaviors of the spacetimes are quite similar to the
above even when n = 2, as long as the semiclassical limit
conditions (2.14) and (2.16) are satisfied and m is not
too small (m/m, > 10°).

now A decreases exponentially as 7 — —oo, while R still
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keeps increasing exponentially, i.e.

Nﬁ— 27V87T7£P\/¢j_07
mG (who[no] + 2sin[ng])’

A=Age®, R=Rpe . (4.37)
Then, the metric takes the following asymptotical form
N 2
N, dz?
2 o _ |20 2 @ 2 102
ds® ~ (R) dR +R2a/d+RdQ. (4.38)

The corresponding effective energy-momentum tensor
also takes the same form as that given by Eq.(3.44), but
now with u, = (No/R)6%, 2, = R=*/%" and

Nd—Za_ 1
PR R
o 3 B 1
pl‘— NOQ RQ’
a?® — ad + d?
p o -aTe (4.39)

d2N?

from which we can see that none of the three energy con-
ditions are satisfied for any given a and d. In particular,
when a = d we have p ~ pz/3 ~p, <0. In addition, we
also have
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Rp.l/oz,BRHVaB ~4 ~ ~ 1 |
d4N61 Nng R
4 (aR2 (a+d)+ dQNg) 2
ChuvapCH P ~ , (4.40)

3d4NERA

which can be obtained from Eq.(4.16) by the replacement a — —a, as expected.

To consider the corresponding Penrose diagram, we
first write the metric (4.38) in the form

- 2
ds? ~ —R72V/(20) (_g8? 1 d7%) + R2dQ2, (4.41
0 t

(B =)

T\ d/a b pa/d
t _ __dNoR

R =R, <_> , fo= 070
to

Comparing Eq.(4.41) with Eq.(4.30), we find that the

(t, z)-planes in both spacetimes have the same structure,

- (4.42)

and the only difference is to replace a by —a. Thus, the
corresponding Penrose diagram is also given by Fig. 9.
It is interesting to note that now the spacetime is not
asymptotically de Sitter, even when a = d. In fact, now
it is even not asymptotically conformally flat as can be
seen from Eq.(4.40). In addition, in the current case none
of the three energy conditions are satisfied.

In Figs. 13 - 15, we plot various physical quantities
for m/m, = 1012, jo = 9.5, j = 10 so that n = jo/j =
0.95 < 1. In this case, the transition surface is located at
Tiin = —3.918 x 10'3, at which we find R(7yin) = 7676.1.
Then, it can be shown that both of the conditions (2.14)
and (2.16) are satisfied. Therefore, the corresponding
semiclassical description of the quantum black holes is
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well justified. In particular, from Figs. 13 and 14 we find
that the asymptotic behavior of the metric coeflicients
are well approximated by Eq.(4.37), while Fig. 15 shows
that near the horizon (7 ~ 0) the quantum geometric
effects become negligible, possibly except the region very
near to the horizon [cf. Fig. 15].

V. MAIN PROPERTIES OF THE QUANTUM
REDUCED LOOP BLACK HOLES WITH THE
INVERSE VOLUME CORRECTIONS

As shown in [63], the inverse volume corrections, rep-
resented by terms proportional to the constants A, B and

It is interesting to note that the asymptotic behavior
in the current case is very sensitive to the choice of 7.
In particular, we find that when n = 0.5 the asymptotic
behavior of the spacetime is already quite different from
the one described by Eq.(4.37), although the semiclassi-
cal conditions (2.14) and (2.16) are still well justified.

(

C' in the effective Hamiltonian given by Egs.(2.10) and
(2.11), are sub-leading. This can be also seen clearly
from the analysis given in the beginning of the last sec-
tion. Therefore, the inverse volume corrections should
not change the main properties of the solutions with
n=1,n>1, n <1, respectively. However, demanding
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Curves are plotted with v ~ 0.274, m = 1012mp, jo = 10°, 0~ 1.142.

that the spatial manifold triangulation remain consistent
on both sides of the black hole horizons, ABP found [63]

J ="z (5.1)
which immediately leads to
a V2T
n= %= Y20 (5.2)
B &

as can be seen from Eq.(2.13). On the other hand, the
considerations of black hole entropy in LQG showed that
[64]

v~ 0.274, (5.3)

which is precisely the solution obtained by requiring
a = d in Section IV.B for the case n > 1, in order to
have the spacetime on the other side of the transition
surface to be de Sitter, where a and b are the constants
defined in Eq.(4.23). This “surprising coincidence” was
first noted in [63] with a different approach, but in this
paper we obtained it simply by requiring that the tran-
sition surface connect two regions, one is asymptotically
the Schwarzschild and the other is de Sitter. Therefore,
following [63] in this section we consider only the case
v~ 0.274 19, for which we have n ~ 1.142.

10 Tt should be noted that a second solution in [63] was also found
with v ~ 0.227. However, we find that this solution does not
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Once v and 7 are fixed, the five-parameter solutions
of ABP are uniquely determined, after the inverse value
correction parameters v, and J, are given. In the fol-
lowing, we adopt the values given by ABP [63],

1.458

v=1802, 6= ?Jro(ﬂ*f”),
0.729 _
590:?“9(& o). (5.4)
In Figs. 16 - 18, we plot out the functions
(X, Y, W, &5, £1) for different m. From these figures

IV4CS

satisfy the Hamiltonian constraint H; ~ 0, so it must be

discarded.

we find
X~ 1~ -332, YVe~-—Y~ 2915
"

W ~ —(who[] + 2sin[]) &~ —1.001,

PA L

— ~— ~ —0.012

R2 ayG ’

PR 2t

o~ ~ —0.023 5.5
RA oG ’ (55)

as T — —oo, where t = —ny =~ 3.329 [63]. With the above
expressions, we find that the asymptotical behavior of
N(7), R(7) and A(7) is precisely given by Eq.(4.20), with
the dependence of the three constants Ny, Ry and Ag
being given by Table IV.
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As shown in Sec. IV.B for the case n > 1, the in-
verse volume corrections become important only when
the geometric radius R is in the order of the Planck
scale, R ~ {,. However, for macroscopic black holes,
the radius of the transition surface Ry, is always much
larger than ¢,. For example, when m/m, = 102,
Rumin/lp ~ 8059.95 > 1 [cf. Fig. 10]. Therefore, for
macroscopic black holes the inverse volume corrections
can be safely neglected. This is true not only for the case
n = 1.142, but also true for all the cases considered in
Sec. IV for macroscopic black holes. Therefore, in this
section we shall not repeat our analyses carried out in
that section.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we systematically study quantum black
holes in the framework of QRLG, proposed recently by
ABP [61-63]. Starting from the full theory of LQG, ABP
derived the effective Hamiltonian with respect to coher-
ent states peaked around spherically symmetric geome-
try, by including both the holonomy and inverse volume
corrections. Then, they showed that the classical singu-
larity used to appear inside the Schwarzschild black hole
is replaced by a regular transition surface with a finite
and non-zero radius.

To understand such obtained effective Hamiltonian
well and shed light on the relations to models obtained by



the bottom-up approach, in Sec. III A we first consider
its classical limit, and obtained the desired Schwarzschild
black hole solution, whereby the physical and geomet-
ric interpretation of the quantities used in the effective
Hamiltonian are made clear. Then, in Sec. III B and Sec.
IIT C by taking proper limits we re-derive respectively the
BV [13] and AOS [30, 31, 40] solutions, all obtained by
the bottom-up approach. In doing so, we can see clearly
the relation between models obtained by the two different
approaches, top-down and bottom-up.

In particular, the BV effective Hamiltonian was origi-
nally obtained from the classical Hamiltonian (2.7) with
the polymerization,

. sin(db) sin(d.c) .

1
R (6.1)

However, instead of taking the parameters d, and J. as
constants, following the fi-scheme first proposed in LQC
[12] 11, BV took them as

A Ap.
R N s

In Sec. III.B, we show explicitly that the BV effective
Hamiltonian can be obtained from the ABP Hamiltonian
by taking the following replacement and limit,

(6.2)

ho1[X] = 2 cos|X], (6.3)

™

(i) holX] = %Sinm,

. A B C
(i7) 2R R
It should be noted that with the choice of Eq.(6.2), the
corresponding values of j, and j are given by Eq.(3.35),
from which we can see that they all violate the semi-
classical limit (2.14), with which the ABP effective
Hamiltonian (2.10) was derived. As a result, the BV
model cannot be physically realized in the framework of
QRLG, although formally they can be obtained from the
ABP effective Hamiltonian by the above replacement and
limit.
On the other hand, in addition to the replacement and
limit given respectively by Eqs.(6.3) and (6.4), if we fur-
ther assume that

<1. (6.4)

5£AOS) 5£AOS) _

Constants, (6.5)

and are determined by Egs.(3.62) and (3.63), the ABP
effective Hamiltonian (2.10) reduces precisely to the
AOS one [30, 31, 40]. However, as shown explicitly by
Eq.(3.66), such choices are also out of the semi-classical

11 This is known to be the only possible choice in LQC, and results
in physics that is independent from underlying fiducial structures
used during quantization, and meanwhile yields a consistent in-
frared behavior for all matter obeying the weak energy condition
[72].
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limit (3.35). Therefore, the AOS model cannot be real-
ized in the framework of QRLG either.

It must be noted that the above conclusions do not
imply that the BV and AOS models are unphysical, but
rather than the fact that they must be realized in a dif-
ferent top-down approach.

With the above in mind, in Sec. IV we study the ABP
effective Hamiltonian without the inverse volume correc-
tions, represented by the A, B, C terms in Eq.(2.10) in de-
tail, by first confirming the main conclusions obtained in
[62] and then clarifying some silent points. In particular,
we find that the spacetime on the other side of the tran-
sition surface (throat) indeed sensitively depends on the
ratio n = /3, where « and 3 are defined by Eq.(2.13) in
terms of (j, j), or Eq.(4.1) in terms of (j'o, j), where the
parameters (j,, j) were introduced in [63], while (jo, J)
were used in [62], and related one to the other through
Eq.(2.23). As noticed previously, in Sec. IV we drop the
hats from (jo, 7) — (jo, 7), for the sake of simplicity.

When n = 1, the spacetime on the other side of
the transition surface is conformally flat, and the non-
vanishing curvatures are all of the order of the Planck
scale, as can be seen from Eq.(4.16). Then, the corre-
sponding Penrose diagram is given by Fig. 2. At this
point, we find that it is very helpful to make a closer
comparison of the ABP model with the BV one, as for
the BV choice of Eq.(3.34), we have n(BY) = 1. In par-
ticular, we find the following:

e In both models, the spacetime singularity used to
appear at the center is replaced by a transition sur-
face with a finite non-zero radius.

e In both models, the spacetime on one side of the
transition surface is quite similar to the internal
region of a Schwarzschild black hole with a black
hole like horizon located at a finite distance from
the transition surface (but with the removal of the
black hole singularity used to occur at the center).

e In both models, the spacetime is asymmetric
with respect to the transition surface, and model-
dependent. In particular, in the BV model, the
spacetime on the other side of the black hole
like internal region approaches asymptotically to
a charged Nariai space [68-70], of which the radius
of the two-sphere S? approaches to a Planck scale
constant, R — Ry ~ O({,). In contrast, in the
ABP model the radius grows exponentially with-
out limits, R — exp (—ﬁ) as 7 — —oo, and a
macroscopic universe is obtained. The correspond-
ing global structure can be seen clearly from its
Penrose diagram given by Fig. 2.

e In the BV model, there exists multiple transition
surfaces at which we have dp./dr = 0. When pass-
ing each transition surface, p. decreases. As a re-
sult, p. will soon decreases to a value at which the
two-spheres S? have areas smaller than A, whereby



the effective Hamiltonian is no longer valid. On
the other hand, in the ABP model, only one such
transition surface exists, and the above mentioned
problem is absent. As a matter of fact, the two-
planes spanned by 7 and = are asymptotically flat,
as shown explicitly by Eq.(4.10), although the four-
dimensional spacetime is not [cf. Eq.(4.16)].

When n 2 1, the spacetime in general does not become
conformally flat, as can seen from Eq.(4.28), unless a = d,
where a and d are two constants defined by Eq.(4.23).
Then, the corresponding Penrose diagram is given by Fig.
9. When

a=d, (6.6)

the spacetime is conformally flat and asymptotically de
Sitter. It is remarkable that the condition (6.6) together
with the one (2.21) leads to

N = vam ~ (.274,
8n

(6.7)
which is precisely the value obtained from the considera-
tion of loop quantum black hole entropy obtained in [64].
As emphasized in [63], this coincidence should not be un-
derestimated, and may provide some profound physics.
In particular, the above picture is also consistent with
the recently emerging picture in modified LQC models
[73], in which the quantum bounce, which corresponds to
the current transition surface, connects two regions, one
is asymptotically de Sitter, and the other is asymptoti-
cally relativistic, after considering the expectation values
of the Hamiltonian operator in LQG [74-76], by using
complexifier coherent states [77], as shown explicitly in
[78-80]. In addition, a similar structure of the spacetime
of a spherical black hole also emerges in the framework
of string [81], but now the transition surface is replaced
by an S-Brane.

When n < 1, the spacetime cannot be conformally flat
for any given values of a and d, as it can be seen from
Eq.(4.40). However, the corresponding Penrose diagram
is the same as that of the case with n 2 1, and given
precisely by Fig. 9.

In review of all the above three cases, it is clear that
the spacetime on the other side of the transition surface
is no longer a white hole structure without spacetime
singularities, as obtained from most of the bottom-up
models [41, 46, 51], so that the corresponding Penrose
diagram is extended repeatedly along the vertical line
to include infinite identical universes of black holes and
white holes (without spacetime singularities). Instead,
the white hole region is replaced by either a conformally
flat spacetime or a non-conformally flat one, given respec-
tively by Figs. 2 and 9. But, in any case the spacetime
is already geodesically complete, and no extensions are
needed beyond their boundaries, so that in this frame-
work multiple identical universes do not exist.

In addition, the undesirable feature in the BV model
that multiple horizons exist on the other side of the tran-
sition surface disappears in the ABP model. In this
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model, the large quantum gravitational effects near the
black hole horizons seemingly do not exist either, despite
the fact that our numerical computations show that de-
viations may exist when very near to the black hole hori-
zons, as shown explicitly in Figs. 5, 12, and 15. However,
more careful analysis is required, as the metric becomes
singular when crossing the horizons, and our numerical
simulations may become unreliable. We wish to come
back to this important question in another occasion.

When inverse volume corrections, represented by terms
proportional to the constants A, B,C in the effective
Hamiltonian (2.10), are taken into account, the effects
are always sub-leading, as these terms become important
only when the radius of the two-sphere 7,2 = Constant
is of the order of the Planck scale. For macroscopic black
holes, we find that the corresponding radii of the tran-
sition surfaces are always much larger than the Planck
scale, so their effects will be always sub-leading even
when across the transition surface. Such analysis was
carried out in Sec. V, in which we mainly focus on the
case in which the conditions (6.6) and (6.7) hold. In [63]
it was shown that these sub-leading terms precisely make
up all the requirement for a spacetime to be asymptot-
ically de Sitter, defined in [82], even to the sub-leading
order.
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Appendix A: Some properties of the Struve
functions

In general, the v-th order Struve function h,[X] is de-
fined as [67],

v+1 o0 k(1,)2k

hwl2] = (;Z> D F (k(jﬁ)) %L gy @b

k=0 2 2

which satisfies the differential equation,

o 1wl
22% + Z% + (- w= \/% (A.2)

The general solution of the above equation is
w = aJ,(z) + bY,(2) + hy(2), (A.3)

where a and b are two integration constants, J,(z) and
Y, (z) are the Bessel functions of the first and second kind,



respectively, and satisfy the associated homogeneous dif-
ferential equation.
Some useful properties of h,(z) are,

d(z"h, y
(dZ ) =z hv—la
d(z7"h,) 1 -
= - l/hl/ P} A.4
dz VT2 T (v+3) ‘ (A

J

2 4 1
ho[X] ~ {‘n’X + \/71.7(

220 4 0(xY),

™ 9

and

In Fig. 1, we plot out the Struve function hy together
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while their asymptotic behaviors are given by

sin X — cos X) +O(X*3/2), X = oo, (A5)
X =0,

(sinX +cos X) + O (X7%/?), X — oo, (A.6)
X —0.

with h_;. For other properties of the Struve functions,
we refer readers to [67].
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