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Abstract: Loop quantum cosmology (LQC) is a framework of quantum cosmology based on the
quantization of symmetry reduced models following the quantization techniques of loop quantum
gravity (LQG). This paper is devoted to reviewing LQC as well as its various extensions including
modified gravity and higher dimensions. For simplicity considerations, we mainly focus on the
effective theory, which captures main quantum corrections at the cosmological level. We set up the
basic structure of Brans-Dicke (BD) and higher dimensional LQC. The effective dynamical equations
of these theories are also obtained, which lay a foundation for the future phenomenological
investigations to probe possible quantum gravity effects in cosmology. Some outlooks and future
extensions are also discussed.
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1. Introduction

Loop quantum gravity (LQG) is a quantum gravity scheme that tries to quantize general
relativity (GR) with the nonperturbative techniques consistently [1-4]. Many issues of LQG have
been carried out in the past thirty years. In particular, among these issues, loop quantum cosmology
(LQC), which is the cosmological sector of LQG has received increasing interest and has become one
of the most thriving and fruitful directions of LQG [5-9]. It is well known that GR suffers singularity
problems and this, in turn, implies that our universe also has an infinitely dense singularity point
that is highly unphysical. However, in contrast with GR, LQC is a singularity free theory that stands
for one of the most attractive features of this theory. In LQC, the classical cosmological singularity
is naturally replaced by a quantum bounce [10,11] and thus avoids the inevitable cosmological
singularity in classical GR.

Recently, this non-perturbatively loop quantization procedure has been successfully generalized
to the modified gravity theories such as metric f(R) theories [12,13], Brans-Dicke (BD) theory [14]
and scalar-tensor theories [15,16]. However, at the level of the full theory of quantum gravity, it is
extremely complex. In order get around this complexity, to test the ideas and constructions of the full
theory and also to draw some physical predictions, it is desirable to study their symmetry-reduced
models, such as cosmological models. Among all scalar-tensor theories of gravity, the simplest one
is the so-called Brans-Dicke theory that was introduced by Brans and Dicke in 1961 to modify GR in
accordance with Mach’s principle [17]. Therefore, in this review, we will focus on the loop quantum
cosmology of Brans—Dicke theory.

The cosmological models of classical Brans—Dicke theory were first studied in [18,19]. Since then,
many aspects of Brans-Dicke cosmology have been widely investigated in the past decades [20].
The scalar field non-minimally coupled with curvature in Brans-Dicke theory is even expected to
account for the dark energy problem [21-26], which has become a topical issue in cosmology [27].
It should be noted that the solar system experiments constrain the coupling constant w of the
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original four-dimensional Brans-Dicke theory to being a very large number [28,29]. For simplicity
consideration and consistency with the solar system experiments, in this review, we will only focus
on the Brans-Dicke LQC theory [30] with coupling constant w # — %

On the other hand, higher dimensional spacetime and gravity theories are subjects of great
interest in the grand unify theories. Historically, the very first higher dimensional gravity theory is
the famous five-dimensional Kaluza—Klein theory, which tries to unify the four-dimensional GR and
Maxwell theory [31]. Recent theoretical developments such as the string/M theories [32], AdS/CFT
correspondence [33], Brane world scenario [34,35], and so on reveal that higher dimensions are
preferred by these theories. In the past half century, many aspects of these higher dimensional gravity
theories have been extensively studied, particularly on the physical issues related with Black holes
and cosmology. In fact, higher dimensional cosmology now is a rather huge and active field with
fruitful outputs. For instance, the accelerated expansions of our universe can be naturally explained
by some of the higher dimensional cosmological models [23,36]. Hence, one is naturally to ask: is it
possible to generalize the structure of LQC to the spacetime dimensions other than four, (particularly
in the higher dimensions)?

However, this is not an easy task, essentially because LQG is a quantization scheme based on
the connection dynamics, while the SU(2) connection dynamics are only well defined in three and
four dimensions (the LQC in 2 + 1 dimensions has already been constructed in [37]), and, thus, do not
have a simple generalization to the higher dimensions. Fortunately, this difficulty has been overcome
by Thiemann et al. in a series of papers [38-41]. The main idea of [38] is that in # 4- 1 dimensional GR,
in order to obtain a well defined connection dynamics, one should adopt SO(n + 1) connections AY
rather than the speculated SO(n) connections. With these higher dimensional connection dynamics
in hand, Thiemann et al. successfully generalize the LQG to arbitrary spacetime dimensions. Based
on this higher dimensional LQG, the authors construct the 7 4 1 dimensional LQC, with n > 3 [42].

This paper is organized as follows: after a brief introduction, we review four-dimensional spatial
flat k = 0 LQC in Section 2. Then, we generalize LQC to modified gravity and higher dimensional
case in Section 3 and 4, respectively. The effective Hamiltonian and modified Friedman equations of
these theories are obtained. Conclusions and outlooks are given in the last section.

2. k = 0 Loop Quantum Cosmology

2.1. Classical Connection Dynamics

To make this paper self-contained, we first review some basic elements of four-dimensional k = 0
loop quantum cosmology [7]. Loop quantum cosmology is a model that quantizes the symmetry
reduced cosmological model by following the techniques of LQG as closely as possible. While loop
quantum gravity is a quantization scheme of gravity built on the connection dynamics formalism of
general relativity, with 3-metric h,;, loop quantum gravity instead uses the densitized triad Ef and
SU(2) connections A’ as the basic building blocks, where these canonical geometric variables are
defined as follows:

E? = Vhe!, AL =T ++Ki, 1)

where ef is the triad such that habe?e;’ =4, K = Kb e;;, Tl is the spin connection determined by EY,
and <y is a nonzero real number called Barbero-Immizi parameter.
These canonical conjugate pairs satisfy the following commutation relation:

{A%(x), EL(y)} = 87G0l888(x,y). @)
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Moreover, to make sure these connection dynamics are equivalent to the general relativity, we
have to impose three constraints as follows [2,4]

G = D,E, (3)
1T
¢k Eagb E4EL

Hy = —ZlFaf =20 +1) LK, ©)

2K\/E 2K\/E

where x = 87G.

Now, we consider an isotropic and homogenous k = 0 Universe. We choose a fiducial Euclidean
metric °q,; on the spatial slice of the isotropic observers and introduce a pair of fiducial orthonormal
triad and co-triad as (°e?, °w},), respectively, such that °q,, = °w/°w!. Then, the physical spatial metric
is related to the fiducial one by gq,, = a%°q,p. In the cosmological model, our universe can be described
by the Friedman—Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric:

ds? = —dt* + a(t) [drz + 12(d6? + sin? 9d¢2)} ) ©)

where a is the scale factor. By using these fiducial orthonormal triad and co-triad ("e?,"w;),
the densitized triad and spin connection can be simplified as

_2
3

Ef = pV, det(9)%¢ Aé =cV, Eow{). ()

17

By using the classical expression and comological line elements, one can easily link (¢, p) with
scale factor a as p = a? and ¢ = 74, respectively. Commutation relation between ¢ and p can be
reduced from (2) as follows

{ep} =5 ®)

For our spatial flat and isotropic cosmological case, Gaussian and diffeomorphism constraints

are satisfied automatically. The only remaining part is the Hamiltonian constraint (5). By using the

strategy in [5], assume that the matter field is a massless scalar field ¢. We denote py as the conjugate

momentum of scalar field ¢. The commutation relation between ¢ and py reads {¢, py} = 1. In the
cosmological model, this Hamiltonian, therefore, reduces to

3 P
_ 3 >
HT = K’)/2C \/?‘F ng/z. (9)

In order to yield the dynamic evolution equation, we need to calculate the equation of motion
for p, which reads

p=1{p Hr} = %c\/ﬁ (10)

By using the Hamiltonian constraint, we can easily yield Friedman equation

N 2
2 p . 1 2_KP¢_K
#=(55) ~e e "

i

where H = 2 and p = 7,5 are the Hubble parameter and the matter density, respectively.
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2.2. Quantum Theory

To quantize the cosmological model rigorously, we first need to construct the quantum
kinematical Hilbert space of quantum cosmology. This quantum kinematical Hilbert space constitutes
hybridly with the so-called polymer-like quantization for the gravity part, and with Schrodinger
representation for the scalar field . The kinematical Hilbert space for the geometry part can be defined
line and the Haar measure on it [5]. On the other hand, for convenience, we choose the Schrodinger
representation for the scalar field [8]. Thus, the kinematical Hilbert space for the scalar field part
is defined as in the usual quantum mechanics: H; = L%(R,du). Hence, the whole Hilbert space
of the 3 + 1 dimensional LQC is a direct product, Hyiy, = Hl%fn
Hamiltonian constraint at the quantum level, there are essentially two quantum effects that we need
to consider. The first one is inverse volume corrections, which comes from the classical Hamiltonian
constraint that involves the inverse of the determinate of the metric and thus can not be promoted as

a well defined operator on the kinematic Hilbert space. Ina 3 + 1 dimensional LQG, this difficulty can

:= L?(Rpopy, dtrr), where Rp,,, and dupy are, respectively, the Bohr compactification of the real

® His, . In order to implement the

be overcome through the well known classical identity (Thiemann trick) %eif ke Sake E‘; f = % {AL,V}[2],
where the g denotes the determinant of the three metric and V is the volume of the fiducial cell. The
second quantum effect is called a holonomy correction because the connection is not a well-defined
quantum operator and needs to be replaced by holonomy:

héﬂ( = cos (Ac) + sin(Ac) Tk (12)

At the effective level, this is equivalent for replacing c — % [10,11].
Under such a replacement, the effective Hamiltonian becomes

2

iSI (e )f+2p3/2 (13)

ky2 2

Hepp = =

Here, we choose A = ji = \/% [6-8,10], with A being the minimal area in loop quantum gravity [2,10].
With this effective Hamiltonian in hand, we can easily derive the modified Friedman equation. To this
aim, similar to the classical case, we again calculate the evolution of a canonical variable p

p=A{p, eff} = 251n(yc);os(yc) VP = \zfsm(ﬁc) cos(fic)p. (14)

On the other hand, we can rewrite the effective Hamiltonian as

2 2
.o, KYA Py 4
sin? () = 55 = £ (15)
where p. = W . Therefore, the modified Friedman equation reads
N 2 N
_ (4 (P ! 1) cos?(jic) = ~p(1— £
H=(5) = (L) = oz sinine) cost(ne) = 3p1— ) (16)

It is easy to see at the point p = p., the Hubble parameter H = 0. Moreover, it can be verified
that there is a bounce occurring at that point [10].
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3. Loop Quantum Cosmology of Modified Gravity

3.1. Classical Theory

Modified gravity now receives more and more attention. In this section, we generalize loop
quantum cosmology to modified gravity [14,15,30]. We mainly focus on one of the simplest modified
gravity theories, which is the so-called Brans—Dicke theory. The treatment of other more complicated
gravity can be found in [15]. The action of Brans-Dicke theory reads [14]

S() = 5 [dvy/=g [rpR — 58" @900, 7)
where w is the coupling constant of the Brans-Dicke theory.

Though a complicated Hamiltonian analysis, we can rewrite Brans-Dicke theory in the
connection dynamics formalism and find that BD theory also admits three constraints just like
GR. The Gauss and Diffeomophism constraints keep the same form as in GR and the Hamiltonian
constraint of the Brans-Dicke theory reads [14]

. 1 . S'klEaEb
Hio = 4 [F - 02+ empiy]
Lox ((KED? O (KEDT | A%
3+2(U Kz(P\/E K\/E \/E
& a 1 a
+ 2K(Pﬁ(Dacp)D ¢+ —VhD,D"9, (18)

where K = Kye?, with K, being

ab
R = gkt 4 2 (g — Neaug), (19)

where K™ is the extrinsic curvature of three manifold. The only non-vanishing Poisson bracket
between these canonical variables reads

{K}(x),E} (y)} = x325,6(x,y). (20)
Moreover, the connection Afl defined as
Al =T, +9K, (21)

where I} is the spin connection, and 7 is a nonzero real number. F!, = 28[HAZ] + eiklA’;Ai7 is the
curvature of Af.

Since the spatial topology is non-compact and the total volume of the spatial manifold is infinite,
we introduce an “elemental cell” }V and restrict all integral to V. The homogeneity of the universe
guarantees that the whole space information is reflected in this elemental cell. Now, we choose
a fiducial Euclidean metric °q,, and introduce a pair of fiducial orthnormal triad and co-triad as
(°e?,°w}), respectively, such that °q, = °wi°wi. For simplicity, we let the elemental cell V be a
cubic measured by our fiducial metric and denote its volume as V,. Because our FRW metric is
spatially flat, we have I'; = 0, and, hence, A}, = yK.. Via fixing the degrees of freedom of local gauge
and diffeomorphism, we finally obtain the connection and densitized triad by symmetrical reduction
as [5]:

. _1 . _2
Al = ¢V, 3owl, E} = pV, */det(%)%!, (22)
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where ¢, p are only functions of . Hence, the phase space of the cosmological model consists of
conjugate pairs (¢, p) and (¢, 7r). The basic Poisson brackets between them can be simply read as:

ey = 3m
{1} = 1 (23)

From the classical line element, we can obtain ¢ = y(¢a + ¢5),p = a®. Note that by the
symmetric reduction, the Gaussian and diffeomorphism constraints are satisfied automatically.
Moreover, since we only consider the homogeneous universe model, the last two terms in the
Hamiltonian constraint (18) only evolve spatial derivatives, and thus should vanish. Hence, we
only need to consider the remaining five terms in the Hamiltonian constraint (18). The reduced
Hamiltonian in the cosmological model reads

32 K 3¢
Hgp = — P + (i + )2 (24)

RO (34 2w)plp|2 KT

Similar to the last section, by using evolution of p and the Hamiltonian constraint, we can get
the Friedman equation as follows [30]:

. : 2 %)
a . ¢ _1lx kPP
(a735) = o= palic o0
_ B
= g + 3 (25)

3.2. Effective Equation

To study the effective theory of loop quantum Brans-Dicke cosmology, we also want to know
the effect of matter fields on the dynamical evolution. Hence, we include an extra massless scalar
matter field ¢ into Brans—-Dicke cosmology. Then, classically, the total Hamiltonian constraint of the
model reads

) ~ 2
L AL R S 1 S N (26)
YR B+ 2w)glp|r Y 2|pl?

where p, is the momentum conjugate to ¢. The effective description of LQC is a delicate and
topical issue since it may relate the quantum gravity effects to low-energy physics. The effective
equations of LQC are being studied from both the canonical perspective [43—46] and the path integral
perspective [47-53]. Since the key element in the polymer-like quantization of the previous subsection
is to take holonomies rather than connections as basic variables, a heuristic and simple way to
get the effective equations is to do the replacement ¢ — Smiff‘é) [30]. In fact, this replacement is
rigorous in Brans-Dicke as well as more general scalar-tensor theories of gravity [14,15,30]. Under this
replacement, the effective version of Hamiltonian constraint (26) takes the form

H= —3Sin2(f5)_; Pl x  3snEDP L oy pid, 27)
Ky“Pp Bplp|z PV
2
where p = zrﬁ by definition is the matter density of massless scalar field. The more detailed study

show that the effective Hamiltonian (27) derived by a path integral formalism [30] actually takes the
same form. Then, the canonical equations of motion read:
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= 274)"5 sin(ji¢) cos(ji¢) — 2|K|% (SSi;_l;(fyé)p + 11¢) cos(ﬁf) , (28)
Bolp
2k 3sin(fc)p
= 5 (—— + 7). (29)
Blp|z  HKY

In the above calculation, the Poisson brackets (23) have been used. The combination of
Equations (28) and (29) gives:

P9\ _ |sin(ae)cos() K 3sin(fc)p R ?
(2p+24’) - [ 19iV/1p] +ﬁ¢|p|%( ey T (”C))]
2
sin(ji¢) cos(fic) =~ ¢ .
[M + ﬂ(l —cos(fig))| . (30)

On the other hand, from the effective Hamiltonian constraint (27), we can get

3sin®(e) | B¢*
TTkh g T ey
which implies
sin(i¢) = ppi (32)

where p. = ﬁ = % and perr = %2 + ¢p. Taking Equation (32) into account and p = a2,

we can rewrite Equation (30) as:

. N 2 f 2
a ¢ 1 x Peffy ¢ Peff
(a+3) - Lp 3Pt pc”m“‘ﬁ )]' (33)

This is the effective Friedmann equation of Brans-Dicke cosmology, which contains important
quantum correction terms. In addition, we can show that, for a contracting universe, p,sf
monotonically increases while v decreases [30]. Thus, it is easy to see from Equation (33) that, when
Peff approaches p¢, one gets cos(jic) = 1 — p;%
This implies a quantum bounce that would happen at that point for a contracting universe.

The modified Friedman equation has two important limits cases. The first one is when ¢ = 1,
and note that in this case we have p,r¢ = p and ¢ = 0, Equation (33) returns to the well-known

effective Friedmann equation of LQC [10,44] as

(a)z = - £, (34)

Second, in the classical regime, i.e., when p, ff < pc, we can omit p;% terms in Equation (33) to

= 0. Then, from Equation (28), we can obtain p = 0.

get the classical limit as:

. . 2 Y

a ¢ 1« kB
(a735) = e aplic o
_ B xp
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which is nothing but the classical Friedmann equation of Brans-Dicke cosmology. This, in turn,
guarantees our effective theory as a correct classical limit.

4. Loop Quantum Cosmology in Higher Dimensions

Now, we turn to generalizing our results to higher dimensions, and this section is mainly based
on [42]. The connection dynamics of n+1 dimensional gravity (n > 3) with a gauge group SO(n + 1)
or SO(1,n) is obtained in [38]. The Ashtekar connection formalism of n + 1 dimensional gravity
constitutes an SO(1,7n) (or SO(n + 1)) connections A,I,] and a group value densitized vector n?]
defined on an oriented n dimensional manifold S, where a,b = 1,2...n are the spatial indices
and I,] = 1,2,3...n denotes SO(1,n) group indices. The commutation relation for the canonical
conjugate pairs satisfies

{Aar (x), KE( )}-1671G’y(5[1 1192 b5(x,y), (36)

where 7 is a nonzero real number. Here, the r?KL

satisfies the “Simplicity constraint” [38].
Solving this “Simplicity constraint” at the classical level gives us 7KL = 2n[KEPIL] = 2/Bpb nlKek ],
where the spatial metric reads h,;, = el ey;, nK is a normal, which satisfies eKng = 0 and n¥ng = —1 for
SO(1,n) (for the case SO(n+1), nKng = 1). Moreover, the densitized vector E{ satisfies hh = E?EM,
where h is the determinant of the n dimensional spatial metric /1., Ay is an SO(1,n) connection
defined as ALI,I = 1",11] + 'yKél , where rﬁf and K;I are n dimensional spin connection and extrinsic
curvature, respectively. Besides the Simplicity constraint, the n+1 dimensional gravity has three

constraints similar to 3+1 dimensional general relativity [38,40]:

G = Dyl = d,m 424l oK1, (37)
1

V,Z = ZFHHI”M]' (38)

ng = o \f( ab[]ﬂ'alKﬂ.’bK] + 4D;~U(P_l)ﬂ1],bKLD%~KL — 2(1 + ’)/Z)Kule]Ea[IEbm), (39)

where F,,bU = 20, Ay + 2Aa[I|KAb 7] is the curvature of connection A,jj, and D”U = WF"” bKLKT
with KbKL being the transverse and traceless part of extrinsic curvature Kpg; . Moreover, we have
I
[F-F 1) = (5“17[K17L],w1th 7] =67 —n'nj.
Now, let us consider the n + 1 dlmensmnal isotropic and homogenous k = 0 Universe. Its line
element is described by the n+1 dimensional Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) metric

ds*> = —N2dt? + a?()dQ)?, (40)

where a is the scale factor, N is the lapse function, and dQ)? is the n dimensional spatial section.
In the following, for simplicity, we fix N = 1. We choose a fiducial Euclidean metric °q,;, on the n
dimensional spatial slice of the isotropic observers and introduce a pair of fiducial orthnormal bases

s (%e%,°wl) such that °q,, = °wl’w]. The physical spatial metric is related to the fiducial one by
Gab = 8%°qap. Then, the densitized vector can be expressed as Ef = pV, = 0g%", thus the 71"/ and
spin connection All, respectively, reduce to

_nl a1
7l = 2pVy " 4/% opllogall] =pVy, "/ o mal] (41)

Al = ey nopllog, I—cvy ol (42)
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In the following, without loss of generality, we will fix the fiducial volume Vp = 1.
A straightforward calculation shows

p=a"", ¢ = ya. (43)

These canonical variables satisfy the commutation relation as follows:

{ep}="1. (44)

n
For our cosmological case, the Gaussian and diffeomorphism constraints are satisfied
automatically. For the Hamiltonian constraint, we first note that, in our cosmological situation,
the extrinsic curvature only has the diagonal part. Hence, the transverse traceless part of extrinsic
curvature IZbTKL is identical to zero. Therefore, the second term of the Hamiltonian constraint
is vanishing. Moreover, the spin connection I' is also zero for our homogenous and isotropic
universe. Thus, a simple straightforward calculation shows KKEE term proportional to Frr7r term.
Combining all of the above ingredients together, the Hamiltonian constraint (39) reduces to

1 Kb ]
ng = - 2K72 FﬂbI] \/E . (45)
Now, as in the 3 + 1 dimensional LQC, we also consider a minimally coupled massless scalar
field ¢ as our matter field. The total Hamiltonian now reads

1 Kb J Pé
H = — F, + ,
Total 21(’)/2 abl] \/E 2\/E
where the py by definition is the conjugate momentum of massless scalar field ¢. The Poisson bracket

between scalar field ¢ and conjugate momentum py reads {¢, pp} = 1. In the cosmological model
that we consider in this paper, this Hamiltonian therefore reduces to

(46)

2
n(n—1 -2 p
Hroptar = (ZK,YZ)CZP“ + ij)%l'

(47)
In order to reproduce an n+1 dimensional Friedmann equation with our Hamiltonian (47) and
commutation relation (44), we calculate the equation of motion for p, which reads

. n—1 n=2
p=1{p, Hrotar} = ; cprL. (48)

By using the Hamiltonian constraint, we successfully reproduce the classical n + 1 dimensional
Friedmann equation

= ((ﬂ —PI)P)2 - 721;72 CZP2<"H:12)
2
B ”1(7”12i 1) 2:;_"1 B n(nZi P (49)
where
H - °
. i
P = (50)
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are the Hubble parameter and the matter density in n+1 dimensions, respectively.

In n + 1 dimensional quantum gravity, the n — 1 dimensional area operator is quantized just like
its counterparts in 3 + 1 dimensions, and the discrete spectrum of this n — 1 dimensional quantum
operator reads [40]

Ap=xhy Y \JI(T+n—1) =8my ()" 1Y _\/I(I+n—1), (51)
1 I

where [ is an integer and /p, = "/Gh is the Planck length with G and % being the Newton’s and
Planck’s constants in 7 + 1 dimensions [40]. Now, similar to the last two sections, at the effective
level, the quantum Hamiltonian can be simply obtained again from a replacement [42]

e s1n(_ﬁc), 52)
H
1
where i = (fﬁ) "', with A, being a minimum nonzero eigenvalue of the n dimensional area

operator [7].
Under such a replacement, the quantum effective Hamiltonian reads

ff T T ;1 +2pﬁ'

2

Now, we are ready to derive the physical evolution equation of the n 4+ 1 dimensional Universe,
and the most important one is, of course, the modified Friedmann equation. To this aim, combining
the effective Hamiltonian constraint H, ¢ (53) with the symplectic structure of n + 1 dimensional loop
quantum cosmology, one can easily obtain equations of motion for the p as

. n — 1sin(jic) cos(fic) n=2
p = {p Her}= (e )_ (e )PH‘

54
Y Iz 4

By using Equation (54), and recalling that p = a” !, it is easy to see that

Note that the right-hand side of the above equation evolves sin?(fic) cos?(fic). It therefore
strongly hints to us that it might have some relation with the effective Hamiltonian constraint (53).
A simple and straightforward calculation shows us that this is true. In fact, the effective Hamiltonian
constraint H,rr = 0 can be rewritten as the following compact form

sin?(jic) = (54)1 — i. (56)
n(n—l)

2ky2 (An)
is the upper bound of the matter density. With this equation in hand, the modified Friedmann

equation can be easily obtained as

=) -(-2)

Here, we define p. = as the n + 1 dimensional critical matter density, which actually
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5. Conclusions

In this paper, we review the four-dimensional LQC as well as its extension to modified gravity
and higher dimensions. We give a detailed construction of the effective Hamiltonian and use that
effective Hamiltonian to obtain the modified Friedman equation that represents the evolution of the
universe. We start from a 3+1 dimensional case, and then generalize it to the higher dimensional case
as well as a modified gravity case. Our result shows that the heuristic replacement ¢ »— % is
actually works quite general. In all cases we consider here, the modified Friedman equation contains

a corrections term %. Therefore, in the classical regime, we have pﬁc — 0. This, in turn, implies the

corrected classical limit, while, in the Planck regime, the ratio pﬁc approaches 1. Hence, in all these
theories, one can naturally expect the existence of a quantum bounce. A more detailed discussion can
be found in [30,54].

There are several directions to further extend our work. The first one is to incorporate
the dimension reduction mechanism with our higher dimensional LQC model. Getting a
four-dimensional cosmology theory and comparing this theory with the observation data will be very
interesting and might find some higher dimensional quantum effects. Second, for modified gravity
LQC, the perturbation theories, especially in the Jordan frame, are yet to be carried out. Moreover, we
can compare the perturbation theory in the Jordan frame and in the Einstein frame to see whether
there is a difference or not. Third, we can combine modified gravity and higher dimensional
LQC to construct higher dimensional modified LQC, since in the classical case, some of the higher
dimensional modified cosmological models can naturally explain the accelerated expansions of our
current Universe [23,36]. It will be very interesting to investigate the quantum effective of these
models. We hope to explore these delicate and important issues in the near future.

Finding observational signals are always one of the most important issues of LQC. In particular:
does current CMB data already contain some quantum gravity effects? In the 3+1 dimensional LQC
of GR, the effects of LQC will slightly modify the form of Mukhanov—-Sasaki equation and therefore
give different values of some physical quantities such as the power spectrum, the tensor to scalar ratio,
and so on [55,56]. In the higher dimensional LQC model as well as the LQC of modified gravity, we
expect the corresponding Mukhanov-Sasaki equation will contain some new terms and give different
predictions that can be verified /falsified by the experimental data.

This paper aims to provide a short introduction to effective theories of LQC and its extensions.
It should be mentioned that, because of length limitation, many aspects of LQC are not covered.
These topics include but are not limited to inflationary scenarios in LQC [57], Starobinski types
model [58,59], the value of Immirzi parameters in higher dimensions [60], linking LQC with
LQG [61,62], more detailed discussion on singularity issues [63,64], and so on.
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