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The effective dynamics of loop quantum gravity for marginally bound Lemâıtre-Tolman-Bondi
spacetimes predict that the big-bang singularity is resolved and replaced by a cosmic bounce. Nu-
merics show that these effective dynamics also homogenize small regions soon after the bounce when
inhomogeneities before the bounce are sufficiently large. These homogeneous regions typically have
a width of a few Planck lengths where relative perturbations in the energy density remain less than
15%. If the bounce is followed by an inflationary period, the homogeneous region can reach cosmic
scales and the amplitude of relative perturbations can be suppressed to a value compatible with
observations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The small amplitude of the temperature fluctuations
δT/T ∼ 10−5 observed in the cosmic microwave back-
ground (CMB) [1], combined with the assumption of the
Copernican principle that our location in the universe is a
typical one, lead to the conclusion that the early universe
was extremely homogeneous. This homogeneity provides
initial conditions for the later evolution of the universe,
that matches observations but begs the question as to
why the early universe is homogeneous to such a high
degree in the first place. Further, given the expectation
that gravity will dominate the dynamics at the largest
scales and, being attractive, can be expected to cause in-
homogeneities to grow, it would then seem that an even
higher degree of homogeneity is required at times well
before the formation of the CMB.

This is a serious fine-tuning problem if there is no dy-
namical mechanism for homogenizing, or smoothing, the
early pre-CMB universe. Interestingly, there do exist a
few proposals for such a process, notably through infla-
tion [2–9] (although see [10]) or ekpyrosis [11, 12]; this
letter points out the existence of a another possibility
where homogenization occurs during a cosmic bounce,
studied here in the context of loop quantum cosmology
but possibly holding more generally.

Inflation can alleviate the homogeneity problem in two
ways. First, if there is a small region that is moderately
homogeneous, then inflationary expansion can blow this
small region up to cosmological scales and further ho-
mogenize it [3]; and second, under some assumptions,
it has been shown that large homogeneous regions will
necessarily have formed at sufficiently late times in an
inflationary spacetime [2, 4, 7–9]. Note however that in
the first case, it is necessary to already have small regions
that are moderately homogeneous before inflation starts,
while for the second family of results extremely long peri-
ods of inflation may be required for sufficient smoothing
to occur. As shall be shown below, the cosmic bounce
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arising in loop quantum cosmology can generate the small
and moderately homogeneous regions needed for the first
scenario.
A phase of ekpyrotic contraction is an alternative

mechanism that can efficiently smooth out inhomo-
geneities. This smoothing is successful even if the initial
departures from homogeneity are of order one, and it can
homogenize large regions of space [11, 12]. The drawback
of ekpyrosis is that multiple fields are needed to gener-
ate (nearly) scale invariant scalar perturbations [13–15]
and the perturbations are sensitive to anisotropies [16],
which introduces a separate fine-tuning problem (this is
in contrast to the background ekpyrotic dynamics which
are robust to the presence of anisotropies).
As mentioned above, another possibility is that quan-

tum gravity could help to alleviate the inhomogeneity
problem. This was first suggested based on the observa-
tion that in loop quantum cosmology, the big-bang singu-
larity is resolved and replaced by a non-singular bounce;
heuristically, this can be understood as occurring due
to quantum gravity becoming repulsive when the space-
time curvature is Planckian. Could this effective repul-
sion during a cosmic bounce perhaps also smooth out
inhomogeneities in the early universe [17]?
Although this is an intriguing idea, perturbative calcu-

lations give no sign of such an effect. Indeed, in classical
general relativity, linearized cosmological perturbations
will grow in a contracting spacetime if the equation of
state w = p/ρ relating the energy density ρ and pressure
p of the matter field satisfies −1 < w ≤ 1. Assuming
the strong energy condition w > −1, the only remaining
possibility consists of ekpyrotic fields satisfying w > 1 for
which the amplitude of the cosmological perturbations
remains constant. In this perturbative analysis, there-
fore, a contracting pre-bounce phase will not homogenize
the spacetime, rather inhomogeneities will either grow or
at best remain at a constant amplitude.
What about the bounce itself? A simple model-

independent way to check this possibility is by approxi-
mating the bounce as a discontinuous change in the Hub-
ble rate H from H = −H⋆ to H = H⋆ and require
that the cosmological perturbations satisfy appropriate
matching conditions [18]; the result of this calculation is
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that the amplitude of the perturbations remains of the
same order of magnitude as before the bounce [19–21].
Alternatively, it is possible to consider specific theories
that predict a cosmic bounce (including loop quantum
cosmology) and explicitly calculate the evolution of the
perturbations through the resulting bounce: the result is
the same and there is no suppression of the amplitude
of cosmological perturbations across the bounce; for re-
views of these calculations in general bouncing cosmo-
logical scenarios as well as specifically in loop quantum
cosmology, see, respectively, [22, 23].

Nonetheless, it is important to keep in mind that these
previous analyses are entirely based on the truncation of
inhomogeneities to the approximation of linear pertur-
bation theory. As shall be shown in the following, a
non-perturbative analysis of this problem in Lemâıtre-
Tolman-Bondi (LTB) spacetimes gives the opposite re-
sult: in effective loop quantum gravity, an inhomoge-
neous cosmic bounce can indeed homogenize small re-
gions. Although these regions are small, they can later
be expanded to cosmological scales, and also further ho-
mogenized, by inflation, as argued in [3].

II. NON-PERTURBATIVE ANALYSIS
IN LTB SPACETIMES

The Lemâıtre-Tolman-Bondi (LTB) spacetime, corre-
sponding to spherically symmetric dust, is an exact so-
lution to the Einstein equations that allows arbitrarily
large inhomogeneities in the radial direction. It will be
convenient to write the metric in generalized Painlevé-
Gullstrand coordinates,

ds2 = −dt2 +
1

1 + E
(dr +Nrdt)2 + r2dΩ2, (1)

where the shift vector Nr depends on the radius r and
time t coordinates, and dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θ dϕ2 is the met-
ric on the unit 2-sphere. For simplicity, in the following I
will focus on the E = 0 marginally bound configurations.
As a first step in exploring loop quantum gravity

(LQG) effects, it is possible to derive effective equations
that include corrections due to the discrete nature of
quantum geometry as predicted in loop quantum grav-
ity, but that neglect quantum fluctuations; specifically,
the discrete nature of quantum geometry is captured by
evaluating holonomies along paths of a minimal Planck-
ian length. Such effective equations were first derived in
the context of homogeneous cosmology [24, 25], and for
sharply-peaked quantum states they provide an excellent
approximation to the dynamics of expectation values, so
long as the volume of the spatial region considered is
much larger than the Planck volume [26, 27].

Following the same process, effective equations can also
be derived from the loop quantization of the LTB space-
time [28–31]. These equations are expected to give a good
approximation to the quantum dynamics at large length

scales, but quantum fluctuations could become impor-
tant at shorter scales. As a starting point, here I will
focus on the effective dynamics, and leave the inclusion
of quantum fluctuations for future work.
For marginally bound LTB spacetimes expressed in

generalized Painlevé-Gullstrand coordinates, there is a
single (local) degree of freedom corresponding to the an-
gular component b of the Ashtekar-Barbero connection.
In the effective LQG theory [28–31],

∂tb = − 1

2∆r
∂r

(
r3 sin2

√
∆b

r

)
, (2)

where ∆ ∼ ℓ2Pl is the area gap, namely the smallest non-
zero eigenvalue of the area operator in loop quantum
gravity, and the Barbero-Immirzi parameter is set to 1.
Note that the velocity vb of the field (i.e., the prefactor
to ∂rb after expanding the equation of motion) is

vb = − r√
∆

sin

√
∆b

r
cos

√
∆b

r
, (3)

and depends on both r and b itself.
Then, b determines the shift vector Nr through [30–33]

Nr = − r√
∆

sin

√
∆b

r
cos

√
∆b

r
, (4)

which is identically equal to vb, and the dust energy den-
sity ρ by [28–30]

ρ =
ρc
3r2

∂r

(
r3 sin2

√
∆b

r

)
, (5)

where ρc = 3/8πG∆ is the critical energy density of loop
quantum cosmology. This can be used to rewrite (2) as
∂tb = −4πGrρ, showing that b is monotonically decreas-
ing since ρ ≥ 0.
In homogeneous cosmology, the effective dynamics re-

solve the big-bang singularity, and replace it with a non-
singular bounce that occurs at vb(t) = 0 [24]. As shall be
shown below, the dynamics are to some extent qualita-
tively similar for marginally bound LTB spacetimes with
the difference that the bounce is inhomogeneous since vb
is now a function also of r, and the bounce at each radius
occurs at different times, when vb(r, t) = 0.
The fact that the bounce can occur at different times at

different radii has important consequences. In particular,
if there is a region r ∈ [r1, r2] with a large over-density,
it may bounce before the region r < r1 lying immedi-
ately inside. In such a situation, the outer region that

bounces first starts to expand with v
(out)
b > 0 while the

inner region continues to contract with v
(in)
b < 0. This

causes a rarefaction wave (located around vb = 0) to form
between the two regions, with the rarefaction wave mov-
ing inwards, following the inner region that continues to
contract. In the meantime, the outer region is expand-
ing, and the new intermediate region located between the
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ingoing rarefaction wave and the outermost part of the
now-expanding outer region will be quite homogeneous,
because all of these points will have had vb = 0 nearly si-
multaneously, which from (3) and (5) implies that ρ will
be nearly constant in this region.

Note that these regions are nearly, but not exactly, ho-
mogeneous. The reason for this is that the rarefaction
wave (where vb = 0, and therefore the location where the
bounce occurs) moves inwards, and as a result at larger
r the bounce happens at slightly earlier times, giving
ρ more time to dilute during the post-bounce expand-
ing phase: ρ will then be monotonically decreasing as a
function of r in these nearly homogeneous regions. This
effect is confirmed by the numerics (discussed below) that
clearly show this (small) slope.

The size of the homogeneous region can be maximized
by increasing the longevity of the rarefaction wave (that
vanishes when the less dense inner region bounces). This
can be done by increasing the difference in ρ in the inner
and outer regions: ironically, larger inhomogeneities in ρ
before the bounce will lead to larger homogeneous regions
after the bounce.

To see the dynamical formation of such homogeneous
regions, it is necessary to solve the dynamics numerically.
It is convenient to introduce B = rb, as the dynamics for
B are given by a conservation law ∂tB + ∂rf(B; r) = 0

with f = (r3/2∆) · sin2(
√
∆B/r2). Then, the Godunov

algorithm for non-linear wave equations can be directly
applied to numerically solve the dynamics [34]; this has
been done for the LQG effective dynamics of LTB space-
times for configurations of ρ that have compact support
[29, 30, 35]. For the cosmological configurations of in-
terest here, the difference is that one of the boundary
conditions changes: while the inner boundary condition
B(r = 0) = 0 remains the same (this is due to B = rb
vanishing at r = 0), now the outer boundary condition
at r = rmax is fixed by assuming a cosmological ex-
terior with homogeneous energy density which implies
B(r = rmax) ∝ r2. Choosing a discretization in the
radial direction of constant width δr, this boundary con-
dition is imposed at each time step through the condition
B(rmax) = r2maxB(rmax − δr)/(rmax − δr)2 used to de-
termine B(rmax).

Initial conditions are given for the interval r ∈ [0, rmax]
that correspond to a contracting spacetime with inhomo-
geneities in ρ of order 1, and the Godunov algorithm is
then used to solve the dynamics numerically. The initial
conditions are given in terms of ρ as

ρ(ti) = ρavg +

m∑
n=1

αn cos

(
nπr

rmax

)
, (6)

where ρavg > 0, the αn are randomly selected from a
uniform distribution in the same interval [−A,A], with
A chosen so that perturbations in ρ(ti) are large while

keeping ρ > 0. The sum over n ends at m = rmax/
√
∆,

corresponding to a Planck-scale cutoff on the Fourier ex-
pansion for ρ(ti); note however that despite this cutoff
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(a) Initial conditions.
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(b) During contraction, t = 3.00.
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(c) During the bounce, t = 7.05.
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(d) Post-bounce expansion, t = 8.40.

FIG. 1. These frames from a representative example show ρ(r)
at four instants, using units where ℏ = ∆ = 1. The top frame
shows the initial conditions, the second shows a later time during
contraction, while the third frame shows part of the bounce, with
the region located approximately between r ≈ 7 and r ≈ 11 having
already bounced and the region located approximately between r ≈
11 and r ≈ 13 in the process of bouncing, and the fourth frame
shows the time by which R expanded by a factor of 1.5 after the
bounce. The critical energy density ρc is shown as a dotted line
in the bottom two frames. The formation of small homogeneous
regions can be seen in the last frame: there are four regions with a
radial extent of at least

√
∆ where |∂rρ|/ρ < 0.15, located around

r = 9, r = 12, r = 15, and r = 29. Note that the range of r
differs for each frame, in order to follow the geometry as it initially
contracts and later expands.

there are no homogeneous regions in the initial profile
for ρ(ti), see Fig. 1a for an explicit example. Note that
sin(nπr/rmax) terms are excluded from the series to en-
sure that ρ is smooth at the origin. (Also, the Fourier
expansion is used only for setting initial conditions—as
the dynamics are non-linear, this expansion does not help
in solving the dynamics.) ρ(ti) is then used to deter-
mine B(ti) by inverting (5), and then the Godunov algo-
rithm is used to evolve B. The lattice spacing δr in the
radial direction is fixed, while the time steps δt are de-



4

termined dynamically using the Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy
condition [34]. Once b = B/r is known, the energy den-
sity ρ at later times can then be calculated from (5). The
code is available online [36].

The numerical solutions depend of course on the initial
conditions, but importantly there are certain key features
that appear quite generically: (i) there is a bounce in the
cosmological dynamics also in the presence of large in-
homogeneities, in agreement with what has been found
for homogeneous cosmology [24]; (ii) shock waves form
during contraction, as is guaranteed to happen if inho-
mogeneities are sufficiently large [37, 38]; and (iii) small
homogeneous regions emerge during the bounce, gener-
ated by sufficiently over-dense regions during the bounce.
Due to the formation of shocks, it is necessary to allow
for weak solutions, as is done by the Godunov algorithm
used here; for more on weak solutions in effective LQG
see [29, 30, 38]. As explained above, the homogeneous
regions form due to an outer over-dense region bouncing
before a neighbouring inner under-dense region, causing
the formation of a rarefaction wave moving inwards so
that a continuous interval of r bounces nearly simultane-
ously.

To quantitatively characterize the homogeneous re-
gions formed during the bounce, a reasonable definition
that I will use here is that they are intervals in r of
width greater than

√
∆ where for each r in that inter-

val, |∂rρ|/ρ < 0.15 (results are similar for other possible
definitions of homogeneous regions).

A typical example, with rmax = 100, δr = 10−4, ρavg =
10−3, A = 0.08 (using units where c = ℏ = ∆ = 1),
is shown in Fig. 1. Note that in terms of the coordi-
nate r, during contraction the dust will initially move
inwards, and then outwards after the bounce; the re-
sults are depicted using the range for r from the ori-
gin to R(t), the outer edge of the inhomogeneous region
(that is initially R(ti) = rmax). For the example shown
in Fig. 1, R decreased by a factor of ∼ 4.9 during con-
traction, and increased by a factor of ∼ 1.5 after the
bounce, at which time the numerics were stopped. For
this run, at the final time there are four homogeneous
regions where |∂rρ/ρ| < 0.15 with widths of 1.93, 3.04,
1.54, and 2.12, and located around r = 9, 12, 15 and 29
respectively; note that these cover over a quarter of the
range of the numeric results. It is worth pointing out that
the gradient in ρ is for the most part due to a linear and
quadratic dependence on r in the homogeneous regions,
with the linear best fit accounting for approximately one
third of (∂rρ)/ρ, and the quadratic best fit accounting for
another third in each of the four homogeneous regions.

As can be seen in Fig. 1d, there are typically no bumps
or other types of features in the homogenized regions,
except for a small decrease in ρ, due to the outer re-
gion bouncing first, and therefore expanding and diluting
more, as explained above.

On its own, a smoothing to |∂rρ/ρ| < 0.15 over a length

scale of a few
√
∆ is not sufficient to explain perturba-

tions of amplitude ∼ 10−5 at cosmological scales, but if

this is combined with a later sufficiently long-lasting era
of inflation then the size of the smoothed region will be
exponentially enlarged, and also further homogenized, by
an amount depending on the number of e-folds of infla-
tion. In particular, the amplitude of the relative pertur-
bations over the observable universe can be made arbi-
trarily small by choosing a sufficiently large number of
e-folds.
Note however that if there is a limited amount of infla-

tion, the remaining small near-linear change in ρ could
potentially have an observational impact, for example by
introducing a preferred direction in the CMB correspond-
ing to the direction where ρ increases. More work is
needed to determine whether this could cause the hemi-
spherical power asymmetry observed in the CMB [39] (in
particular, such a study will require going beyond spher-
ical symmetry as well as including more realistic matter
fields); a detailed investigation of this possibility is left
for future work.

III. DISCUSSION

In marginally bound LTB spacetimes, the cosmic
bounce of loop quantum cosmology can provide a mecha-
nism to smooth out inhomogeneities in the very early uni-
verse, forming small moderately homogeneous regions.
These regions can then be blown up to cosmological size
and further homogenized by inflation, as argued in [3],
thereby potentially solving the homogeneity problem of
the early universe. Although this analysis focused on the
loop quantum cosmology bounce, it is plausible that a
similar homogenization mechanism could occur in other
bouncing cosmological scenarios as well. Note that in
this scenario, the Copernican principle fails at the largest
(super-horizon) scales, where there exist significant inho-
mogeneities.
The physics underlying the homogenization process

is not as simple as quantum gravity becoming repul-
sive when the spacetime curvature is sufficiently large
(indeed, some regions are not homogenized during the
bounce, contrary to what would be expected if quantum
gravity were to become ‘universally repulsive’ at Planck
scales). Rather, if inhomogeneities are sufficiently large,
then a rarefaction wave will form between an outer suffi-
ciently over-dense region adjacent to an inner sufficiently
under-dense region. It is the new intermediate region
between the outer region (that bounces first) and the
rarefaction wave (that moves inwards following the inner
region that contracts for a longer time), that is approxi-
mately homogeneous after the bounce.
The specific model considered here, namely the

marginally bound Lemâıtre-Tolman-Bondi spacetime
with LQG effective dynamics, provides a comparatively
simple framework to study this problem. This has the im-
portant advantage of making calculations tractable, but
it is important in future work to consider richer models
to check the robustness of these results.
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A first step in this direction is to include non-vanishing
pressure—pressure may help strengthen the homogeniza-
tion process, but this needs to be verified; alternatively,
it may decrease inhomogeneities during contraction and
suppress the formation of homogeneous regions during
the bounce. A more challenging next step is to move
beyond spherical symmetry and allow general inhomo-
geneities; this however has two major difficulties: first,
the general dynamics for effective LQG are not presently
known beyond spherical symmetry, so considerable work
will be required simply to derive the equations of motion;
and second, more powerful analytic and numeric methods
will be required, although recent progress on this prob-
lem in classical general relativity (see, e.g., [8, 9, 12]) is
encouraging.

It is already known that loop quantum cosmology can
provide suitable initial conditions for the onset of infla-
tion in a homogeneous and isotropic cosmology [40–43].
Building on this work, it would be interesting to couple
an inflaton field to this model to compute the size the
homogeneous regions expand to by the end of inflation,
for a given inflationary potential, and to what degree the
remaining inhomogeneities in these regions are further
smoothed out.

Finally, the homogenization that is found to occur in
these models comes from an effective description that in-

cludes leading order quantum gravity effects for sharply-
peaked states, but neglects the effect of quantum fluctua-
tions. Since quantum gravity effects can homogenize the
expectation values of such states in this approximation, it
is natural to ask what may happen when quantum fluctu-
ations are included. Do quantum fluctuations affect (ei-
ther enhancing or destroying) the smoothing mechanism
observed here? And this also raises the complementary
question of whether quantum gravity could also ‘smooth
out’ and dynamically minimize quantum fluctuations (at
least in some regions of space). In other words, can quan-
tum gravity dynamically drive the wave function of the
universe to a state that is well approximated (at least in
some region of space) by the tensor product of a homoge-
neous background and something close to an appropriate
vacuum state for linear perturbations? These questions
are left for future work.
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