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We provide an Emergent Universe picture in which the fine-tuning on the initial conditions is
replaced by cut-off physics, implemented on a semiclassical level when referred to the Universe
dynamics and on a purely quantum level for the quantum fluctuations of the inflaton field. The
adopted cut-off physics is inspired by Polymer Quantum Mechanics but expanded in the limit of
a small lattice step. On a quasi-classical level, this results in modified Poisson Brackets for the
Hamiltonian Universe dynamics similar to a Generalized Uncertainty Principle algebra. The result-
ing Universe is indeed asymptotically Einstein-static, emerging from a finite volume configuration
in the distant past and then properly reconnecting with the most relevant Universe phases. The
calculation of the modifications of the primordial inflaton spectrum is then performed by treating
new physics as a small correction on the standard Hamiltonian of each Fourier mode of the field.

The merit of this study is to provide a new paradigm for a non-singular Emergent Universe, which
is associated with a precise fingerprint on the temperature distribution of the microwave background,
in principle observable by future experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most relevant open questions in Relativistic
Cosmology concerns the existence of the initial singular-
ity [1–6]. Indeed, as shown in well-known papers [7, 8],
the existence of a singular instant in the past of our Uni-
verse where the curvature invariant diverges and the Ein-
stein equations are no longer predictive is a general fea-
ture of the cosmological problem, which has nothing to
do with the highly symmetric nature of the Robertson-
Walker (RW) geometry describing the isotropic Universe
[2]. For this reason, any physics possibly able to over-
come the singularity of the primordial Universe acquires
a particular relevance. If the canonical quantization in
the Wheeler-DeWitt formulation has been unable to pro-
vide a non-singular quantum cosmology [9, 10] (see also
[11] for a different perspective on this scenario), the refor-
mulation in terms of Ashtekar variables in the so-called
Loop Quantum Cosmology (LQC) [12] has determined
the existence of a Big Bounce, i.e. a Universe with a
non-zero minimal volume where the collapsing and the
expanding branches of the dynamics are connected and
the singularity is avoided (for a review of LQC and Poly-
mer Quantum Mechanics (PQM) [13] approaches to the
emergence of a bouncing cosmology, see [14]). However, a
Big Bounce can appear also in classical modified gravity,
as discussed for instance in [15–17].

Here, we will consider not a bouncing cosmology, but
simply a non-singular cosmology that comes from assign-
ing specific initial conditions on the closed RW model dy-
namics, known as the “Emergent Universe” (EU) [18, 19].
The interest for such an EU model was recently renewed
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by the analyses of the Planck data sets [20, 21], which
seem to allow for a present-day positive curvature of the
Universe [22, 23].

The possibility to classically solve the singularity is an
interesting subject, but for the Emergent Universe this
result is valid only for a specific fine-tuning of the initial
conditions on the cosmological dynamics. Here we over-
come this shortcoming of the original idea by consider-
ing suitable modified Poisson brackets inspired by cut-off
physics such as PQM [13, 24] and the Generalised Un-
certainty Principle representation (GUP) [25–30], which
induce an Emergent Universe scenario still on the classi-
cal level, valid for any assignment of the Cauchy problem.
After reviewing the original literature on the subject of
the classical EU model, we show how it can be obtained
thanks to a modified Uncertainty Principle coming from
an expanded Polymer formulation for a small enough lat-
tice parameter [27], when we consider the classical cos-
mological dynamics via correspondingly modified Poisson
algebra. The relevance of this formulation of the EU pic-
ture relies on the generality of its non-singular behavior,
without the need for a constraint on the initial condi-
tions to be required ab initio. In other words, including
a quasi-classical modification of the symplectic algebra
similar in its phenomenology to a modified gravity ap-
proach, we are able to get an EU with an asymptotic non-
singular beginning for the synchronous time approach-
ing negative infinity. We also properly characterize the
different phases of the Universe evolution, starting with
a radiation-dominated era close to the classical singu-
larity, passing through an inflationary de Sitter period
obtained including a constant energy density term, and
ending again with a radiation-dominated Universe (the
study of a late-time dark energy-dominated era, possible
for an EU as mentioned in [18], is beyond the scope of
this work).

An important part of the present analysis is dedicated
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to the calculation of the primordial Spectrum corrections
when the inflaton field obeys the same symplectic algebra
at the ground of the obtained quasi-classical dynamics,
but implemented on the pure quantum sector. We treat
the additional term emerging in the Fourier-decomposed
Hamiltonian for the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable, which
parameterizes the scalar perturbations [31], as a small
perturbation and we determine the corrections it induces
on the standard states (associated to a time-dependent
harmonic oscillator). As a result, we are able to deter-
mine the Spectrum corrections due to the new physics
at the ground of our study, and we show under which
constraints on the model parameters and initial condi-
tions the modification is a reliably small and potentially
observable feature.

We conclude by stressing that the present analysis of-
fers an interesting new perspective on the origin of a
non-singular isotropic Universe, whose underlying cut-
off physics can leave a precise fingerprint on the profile
of the microwave background temperature distribution.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II
we present the standard EU in its Hamiltonian formu-
lation. In Section III we introduce the modified algebra
and use it to derive a non-fine-tuned EU model; then,
in Section IV we derive the modified Power Spectrum
of perturbations using the same modified algebra imple-
mented on the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable. In Section V
we conclude the paper with a brief summary and outlook.

II. HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION OF THE
EMERGENT UNIVERSE MODEL

Here we compactly present the standard Emergent
Universe model [18, 19] starting from the Hamiltonian
formulation of the FLRW homogeneous and isotropic
model. We derive a non-singular, ever-expanding solu-
tion and then show the potential used to end the infla-
tionary expansion.

A. The Standard Emergent Universe Scenario

The configurational variables that we will use for
the gravitational sector are the volume v = a3, where
a = a(t) is the dimensionless cosmic scale factor, and its
conjugate momentum pv ∝ v̇/v (where a dot indicates
a derivative with respect to synchronous time t); they
have been shown to be the suitable variables to yield an
universal critical energy density in Polymer Cosmology
[32, 33].

The Hamiltonian for a FLRW model with curvature
filled with matter in the form of perfect fluids is

Hg(v, pv) = − 3χ

4V
v p2v −

3

χ
K c2 v

1
3 V + ρ(v) v V = 0, (1)

where V is an arbitrary volume constant appearing when
preforming the spatial integral in the action (which how-

ever does not affect the dynamics), χ is the Einstein con-
stant, c is the speed of light, K > 0 parameterizes the
spatial curvature, and ρ(v) =

∑
i ρi(v) contains all the

necessary components, each obeying the following conti-
nuity equation that yields the following expression:

ρ̇i +
v̇

v
ρi (1 + wi) = 0, ρi(v) = ρi v

−(1+wi), (2)

with wi being the equation of state parameter; a simple
EU model contains a radiation fluid ργ with wγ = 1/3
and a Cosmological Constant ρΛ = ρΛ corresponding to
wΛ = −1.

From the equations of motion and the Hamiltonian
constraint we obtain the Friedmann equation

H2 =

(
v̇

3v

)2

=
χ

3
(ργ + ρΛ)−

K c2

v2/3
. (3)

By requiring the existence of a unique positive minimum
vi for the volume, we obtain the following constraint on
the free parameters of the densities:

vi =

(
3

2

K c2

χρΛ

) 3
2

, ργ ρΛ =

(
3

2

K c2

χ

)2

, (4)

so that the Friedmann equation can be rewritten in terms
of the minimum volume and easily solved:

v̇ = ±3c

√
K

2

(
v

vi

) 1
3 (

v
2
3 − v

2
3
i

)
, (5)

v(t) = vi

[
1 + exp

(
±
√
2K c

v
1/3
i

t

)] 3
2

. (6)

We have two solutions, one expending to infinity and
one contracting from infinity, depending on the sign of
the exponential; of course we are interested in the ex-
panding one with the + sign. The solution is shown
in Figure 1: as expected it is asymptotically Einstein
static, since v(t→ −∞) → vi > 0, and exponentially ex-
panding. Note that in the picture we rescaled the time
variable as τ = t/ts, where ts ≈ 10−36s is the start of
inflation in the standard cosmological model; this will be
useful in later sections.

Even though inflation occurs for an infinite time in the

past, at any given time tf ≫ v
1/3
i /

√
Kc2 there is a finite

amount of e−folds given by

Ne =
1

3
ln

(
v(tf )

vi

)
≈

√
K c tf

v
1/3
i

. (7)

In the next subsection we report the mechanism to realize
the EU scenario.
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Figure 1. Evolution of the volume v(τ) in the standard EU
model. The time variables are rescaled by the time ts of the
beginning of standard inflation: τ = t

ts
. The minimum value

is highlighted with a red dashed line.

B. The Emergent Potential

A simple way to create a past-infinite exponential ex-
pansion and end it at a finite time tf is to use a scalar
field. Therefore we can add the scalar field term to the
Hamiltonian (1):

H(v, pv, ϕ, pϕ) = Hg(v, pv) + ρϕ(v, ϕ, pϕ) v V = 0, (8)

ρϕ(v, ϕ, pϕ) =
p2ϕ
2v2

+ U(ϕ), (9)

where U(ϕ) is a potential and pϕ = ϕ̇ v/c is the momen-
tum conjugate to the scalar field. From the equations
of motion we find that the scalar field obeys a Klein-
Gordon-like equation:

ϕ̈+
v̇

v
ϕ̇+ c2

∂U

∂ϕ
= 0. (10)

The ideal potential for an EU model has a plateau (i.e.
an asymptote) at ϕ → −∞ and a well with an absolute
minimum at ϕ = ϕf ; it takes the form

U(ϕ) = Uf + (Ui − Uf )

[
exp

(
ϕ− ϕf

E

)
− 1

]2
, (11)

where Ui is the asymptotic value in the infinite past, Uf is
the minimum value and E is a constant scale parametriz-
ing the width of the well. The form of the potential is
shown in Figure 2 for generic values of the parameters.

For t → −∞ we have ϕ → −∞ and the field is in
the plateau of the potential; this implies ϕ̇2 ≪ U and
therefore the energy density ρϕ ≈ Ui is nearly constant,
playing the role of the Cosmological Constant ρΛ of the
previous subsection. When we approach t = tf the field
falls into the well until it reaches the minimum Uf ≪ Ui,
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Figure 2. The potential U(ϕ) − Uf as function of ϕ − ϕf for
Ui − Uf = 1, E = 1. The asymptote is highlighted with a red
dashed line.

and the exponential expansion ends. (Note that it is pos-
sible to set Uf ̸= 0 to represent the late-time cosmological
constant [18], but this is beyond the scope of this study.)

As mentioned before, the infinite time of inflation pro-
duces a finite amount of expansion; provided that vi and
tf are respectively chosen small and large enough, a very
large amount of e−folds can be produced as follows from
equation (7), thus solving all the paradoxes of Friedmann
evolution in a similar manner to the standard inflation-
ary theory [1]. However, analogously to the latter, this
model is also subject to some form of fine-tuning and
criticisms.

C. Fine-Tuning

As mentioned above, some fine-tuning is needed in the
EU to reproduce observational parameters, such as den-
sity perturbations of the order O

(
10−5

)
and a late-time

Cosmological Constant ΩΛ ≈ 0.7; however, all inflation-
ary universe models need some amount of fine-tuning.
The specific geometrical fine-tuning problem in the EU
models is the requirement of a particular choice of the
initial volume vi and of the primordial cosmological con-
stant ρΛ or Ui. This choice must then be supplemented
by a further fine-tuning: a choice of initial kinetic energy
such that the inequality ϕ̇2 ≪ Ui holds. Both conditions
are required to attain an asymptotically Einstein-static
state.

The authors of [18, 19] acknowledge the necessity of
fine-tuning in this model, but claim that the situation
is not too different from any other inflationary model.
Besides, they argue that the advantages of having a
non-singular, highly symmetric initial state overcome the
troubles of fine-tuning. However, the scope of this work
is to provide a mechanism to generate an EU model with
the minimum fine-tuning necessary.
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III. EMERGENT UNIVERSE FROM A
MODIFIED ALGEBRA

In this section we present a modified Heisenberg al-
gebra, that in the classical limit translates to modified
Poisson brackets, which is able to yield an EU-like solu-
tion without the need of much fine-tuning.

The modified algebra, inspired by quantum gravity and
quantum cosmological theories such as PQM [13, 24] and
the GUP representation [25–30], takes the form

[q̂, p̂] = iℏ
(
1− µ2ℓ2P p̂

2

ℏ2

)
, (12)

where q̂ and p̂ are operators corresponding to two generic
conjugate variables and µ > 0 is a free real parameter
that is reminiscent of the lattice spacing in PQM but
here takes the role of just a deformation parameter sim-
ilarly to the GUP representation. When implementing
these modified commutation relations (that in the semi-
classical setting will become modified Poisson brackets),
we will insert appropriate fundamental constant in or-
der to always have µ as a dimensionless parameter, as
is sometimes done in GUP literature [30, 34]; for exam-
ple, in the commutator (12) we assumed q and p to be
the standard position and momentum respectively, so we
inserted the Planck length ℓP and the reduced Planck
constant ℏ to keep both the term in parentheses and the
deformation parameter µ dimensionless.

We will see how this algebra, when implemented on the
cosmological minisuperspace at a (semi)classical level,
will lead to an avoidance of the Big Bang singularity
(similarly to Polymer Cosmology [14, 32]) with the in-
troduction of an asymptotic minimum, as already men-
tioned in [27].

A. A Simple Example

In the classical limit, the commutator (12) becomes
a rule for Poisson brackets. In this first example, we
will not consider curvature and will not assume any spe-
cific kind of matter but leave a generic energy density
ρ(v) = ρ v−(1+w).
The Hamiltonian constraint is the same as (1), but

with no curvature and modified Poisson brackets:

Hg(v, pv) = − 3χ

4V
v p2v + ρ(v) v V = 0, (13)

{v, pv} = 1− µ2p2v
ℏ2

; (14)

note that, since the volume v is dimensionless, pv has
the dimensions of an action and therefore we divided the
correction term by ℏ2 to keep µ dimensionless. Then from
the equations of motion and the constraint we derive a
modified Friedmann equation:

H2 =
χ

3
ρ

(
1− ρ

ρµ

)2

, ρµ =
3χℏ2

4µ2V2
, (15)

3 4
t

0.5

1

5

10

50
v(t)

Figure 3. The asymptotic solution v(t) for the simple model
with a generic energy density (black continuous line), com-
pared with the standard evolution (red dashed line) which
falls into the singularity. The asymptotic volume vi is high-
lighted with the grey faded line.

where ρµ is a critical energy density that is constant [32]
and introduces a critical point on the dynamics; the crit-
ical point is calculated as the value vi such that v̇ = 0,
which, as long as w ̸= −1, implies

1− ρ(vi)

ρµ
= 0, vi =

(
ρ

ρµ

) 1
1+w

. (16)

The solution v(t) then has the following implicit form:

(
v(t)

vi

) 1+w
2

− atanh

((v(t)
vi

)− 1+w
2

)
= ±1 + w

2
t
√

3 ρµ χ ;

(17)
again we have two solutions, one contracting and one ex-
panding, depending on the sign. The solution of interest
(the expanding one with the + sign) is shown in Figure
3 for generic values of the parameters. Of course this
does not present an exponential behaviour, since at this
stage we did not include a Cosmological Constant; how-
ever this is just a simplified model to show the ability
of the modified algebra (12) to naturally implement an
asymptotic minimum value.
The main result of this simple construction is that we

did not have to impose any fine-tuning such as the con-
straint (4) in order to obtain a positive minimum for the
volume; it naturally follows from the form of the correc-
tion factor (1− ρ

ρµ
)2 in the modified Friedmann equation

(15). We obtain a non-singular, asymptotically Einstein-
static model that in the future yields the standard Fried-
mann evolution; indeed, note that for v ≫ vi we have
ρ(v) ≪ ρµ, and the modified Friedmann equation reduces
to the standard one H2 = χρ/3; this can be also seen
from equation (17): in the limit v ≫ vi corresponding
to t → +∞, the argument of the hyperbolic arctangent
goes to zero and, given the relation (16) between ρµ, ρ
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and vi, we obtain the standard Friedmann evolution

v(t) =

(√
3 ρχ

1 + w

2
t

) 2
1+w

. (18)

In the following subsection we will implement this
scheme on the full model with curvature and a Cosmo-
logical Constant coming from a slow-rolling phase of a
scalar field as in the previous Section II.

B. The Full Model

We will now consider the full model. We will con-
sider different phases: the first, near the classical singu-
larity, where the matter-energy is dominated by a rela-
tivistic component; the second where a scalar field po-
tential grows, yielding an inflationary phase dominated
by a Cosmological Constant; a final one where the scalar
field has again decayed into photons and the late-time
evolution becomes Friedmann-like. In all phases we will
consider positive curvature, even though in the modi-
fied algebra scheme it is not needed to obtain an asymp-
totic behaviour, in order to make the comparison with
the standard EU model more immediate.

The full Hamiltonian of the model is

H(v, pv, ϕ, pϕ) = − 3χ

4V
χ v p2v −

3

χ
K c2 v

1
3 V + ρ v V = 0,

(19)

phase 1) ρ = ργ = ρpreγ v−
4
3 , (20)

phase 2) ρ = ρϕ(U ≫ ϕ̇2) = Ui = ρΛ, (21)

phase 3) ρ = ργ = ρpostγ v−
4
3 , (22)

where the constants ρ
pre/post
γ and ρΛ have been chosen

to maintain continuity for v and v̇.
Given the complexity of the corresponding Friedmann

equations, the resolution has been performed numeri-
cally. Again, we rescaled all quantities by their corre-
sponding value at the beginning of inflation, that is, we
used as time variable τ = t/ts and all densities have
been rescaled accordingly. The result is shown in Figure
4 for the whole evolution and compared with the classical
case (i.e. the one obtained with standard Poisson brack-
ets {v, pv} = 1); Figure 5 is the same picture zoomed
near the singularity, to better highlight the asymptotic
behaviour.

We see that we did not have to impose any condition
such as (4) in order to obtain an asymptotic behaviour,
it is implemented naturally by the modified algebra (12).
Besides, the standard dynamics is recovered pretty soon
and already shortly before the inflationary epoch the evo-
lution is practically indistinguishable; this will allow us to
use the classical Friedmann equation for Inflation when
in the next section we will calculate the primordial Power
Spectrum.

10-5 1 105 1010
τ

1010

1030

1050

1070

v(τ)

Figure 4. The evolution of v(τ) for the full model (black con-
tinuous line) compared with the standard dynamics (dashed
red line). The minimum volume vi is highlighted with a grey
faded horizontal line, while the grey faded vertical lines sepa-
rate the different phases (from left to right they indicate the
classical Big Bang, the start of inflation and its end).
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Figure 5. Zoomed-in version of Figure 4 to give a better view
of the behaviour near the classical singularity.

IV. MODIFIED POWER SPECTRUM OF
PERTURBATIONS

In this section, as a phenomenological consequence of
this model and in particular of the modified algebra (12),
we aim to derive the modified Power Spectrum of primor-
dial scalar perturbations during the inflationary epoch.
We will partially follow [35] but compute the spectrum
through a different method. For other approaches for
the computation of quantum gravity corrections to the
inflationary spectrum, see [36, 37].

The general action for a scalar field takes the form

Sϕ =

∫
dt d3x

2

√
−g

(
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− 2U(ϕ)

)
; (23)

introducing conformal time η, we can rewrite the zero-
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order homogeneous action for the scalar field:

dη =
dt

a
, (24)

Sϕ =

∫
dt

2
a3L3

(
ϕ̇2

c2
− 2U(ϕ)

)
=

∫
dη

2
L3
(
a2

(ϕ′)2

c2
−2a4U(ϕ)

)
,

(25)
where a prime denotes a derivative with respect to η and
L is an arbitrary length scale that appears when perform-
ing the volume integral.

At this point it is useful to introduce the so-called
Mukhanov-Sasaki variable ξ, a master gauge-invariant
variable which is sufficient to fully describe the scalar
sector of perturbations [31]:

ξ(x, η) = a

(
δϕGI +

ϕ′ ΦB

aH

)
, (26)

where δϕGI is the gauge-invariant form of the scalar field
perturbations and ΦB is a Bardeen potential depend-
ing on the perturbative scalar functions in the perturbed
metric [35]. The action for the variable ξ is obtained as
the scalar part of the second variation of the total action
(that is, of both the gravitational sector and the matter
action (23)) [31]:

δ2S =

∫
dη d3x

c2

[
(ξ′)2 − δij c2 ∂iξ ∂jξ + ξ2

z′′

z

]
, (27)

z = a
√
ϵ , ϵ = − Ḣ

H2
, (28)

where ϵ is the first slow-roll parameter.
Now, since we are working with linear perturbations

where each mode evolves independently, we can perform
a Fourier decomposition so that the action greatly sim-
plifies:

ξ(x, η) =
1

L 3
2

∑
k

ξk(η)e
ikx, (29)

δ2S =

∫
dη

c2

∑
k

(
ξ∗k

′ ξ′k − ω2
k(η)ξ

∗
k ξk

)
, (30)

where we have defined a frequency

ω2
k(η) = k2c2 − z′′

z
. (31)

Note that if we assume ξ to be real, then we will have
ξ∗k = ξ−k. The momentum conjugate to ξk is defined as
πk = ξ′k/c

2 and we finally obtain the Hamiltonian for the
scalar perturbations:

H =
∑
k

Hk =
∑
k

c2

2
π∗
kπk +

ω2
k(η)

2c2
ξ∗kξk. (32)

In order to calculate the Power Spectrum, we will make
the assumption that during the inflationary era the evo-
lution is dominated by the Cosmological Constant and
therefore all other components are negligible; besides, if
inflation starts late enough, we will have ρ≪ ρµ and, as
mentioned in the last section, we can neglect the correc-
tion factor in (15):

H2 =
χ

3
ρΛ = H2

s , (33)

where Hs is the constant Hubble parameter of infla-
tion. Note that, to be precise, in a pure de Sitter uni-
verse the background matter field is set to a constant
value and thus, in principle, it does not make sense to
speak about its perturbations. This is shown explicitly
in the appearance of the slow-roll parameter ϵ, which
in this limit should be vanishing; indeed in this case a
Power Spectrum cannot be obtained since inflation never
stops. Nonetheless, the computations can be performed
by keeping the slow-roll parameter as a non-vanishing
constant, and this particular case represents a very good
and easy-to-compute example to derive a Power Spec-
trum. In this regime the conformal time acquires a pre-
cise dependence on the scale factor and the frequency ωk

greatly simplifies:

η = − 1

aHs
, (34)

ω2
k(η) = k2c2 − 2

η2
. (35)

Before implementing quantization, we should in prin-
ciple define real analogues of ξk and πk, otherwise the
procedure is not entirely consistent [38]. However this
will make no difference in later calculations, and there-
fore we will not define such new variables to avoid clutter-
ing the notation, as done in [35]. The only modification
that we will implement is a rescaling of both variables by
the speed of light c to simplify the constraint; in partic-
ular we will substitute πnew

k = πold
k c and ξnewk = ξoldk /c.

Therefore the Hamiltonian operator that we will use is

Ĥ =
∑
k

Ĥk =
∑
k

π̂2
k

2
+
ω2
k(η)

2
ξ̂2k; (36)

we will recover the right units later in the definition of
the Power Spectrum.
Now we can perform the quantization of the sys-

tem and proceed to compute the Power Spectrum. We
will first briefly present the standard Spectrum derived
through the canonical quantization, and then find the
modified spectrum coming from the algebra (12).

A. Standard Power Spectrum

Here we will compute the standard Power Spectrum.
In the standard representation of Quantum Mechanics,
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the two operators corresponding to the Fourier modes
will obey the standard commutation relations and will
have the standard action:[

ξ̂k, π̂k

]
= iℏ, (37)

ξ̂k ψ(ξk) = ξk ψ(ξk), π̂k ψ(ξk) = −iℏ ∂

∂ξk
ψ(ξk). (38)

A single Fourier mode has Hamiltonian Hk with a
time-dependent frequency ωk(η); therefore the wavefunc-
tions ψ(η, ξk) will obey a time-dependent Schrödinger
equation of the form

iℏ
∂

∂η
ψ(η, ξk) =

1

2

(
−ℏ2

∂2

∂ξ2k
+ ω2

k(η)ξ
2
k

)
ψ(η, ξk). (39)

This is the Schrödinger equation of a harmonic oscillator
with time-dependent frequency. The solution to such a
system can be found through the method of invariants
[39–41] and is a superposition of the following normalized
wavefunctions:

ψn(η, ξk) =
hn(

ξk√
ℏ f

)
√
2n n!

e
− ξ2k

2ℏf2

(πℏf2) 1
4

ei
f′

2ℏf ξ2k eiαn , (40)

where αn = αn(η) = −(n + 1
2 )
∫
f−2dη is a time-

dependent phase, hn are Hermite polynomials and
f = f(η) is an auxiliary function with the dimension of
the square root of time that is the solution of the follow-
ing differential equation:

f ′′ + ω2
kf − f−3 = 0; (41)

the solution to the time-independent harmonic oscilla-
tor can be easily recovered by making the substitution
f → 1/

√
ωk and making it constant.

The Spectrum for ξk can then be calculated by link-
ing its perturbations to the curvature perturbations [35],
yielding

Pstd(k) =
c2k3

4π2

⟨0|ξ̂2k|0⟩
a2ϵ

∣∣∣∣∣
−ckη≪1

(42)

where η → 0− corresponds to t→ +∞ so that −ckη → 0
is the large scale limit (the factor c2 appears due to the
rescaling of ξk performed earlier). The expectation value

of ξ̂2k is computed on the vacuum state i.e. the ground
state of the time-dependent oscillator; we therefore need

to know how to express the result of ξ̂kψn. This can
be done by constructing ladder operators for the time-
dependent system: they take the form [42]

â† =

ξ̂k
f − i(fπ̂k − f ′ξ̂k)

√
2 ℏ

, â†ψn =
√
n+ 1 eiφψn+1;

(43)

â =

ξ̂k
f + i(fπ̂k − f ′ξ̂k)

√
2 ℏ

, âψn =
√
n e−iφψn−1; (44)

from these we can derive the expressions of ξ̂k and π̂k as
functions of the ladder operators, and their actions on an
eigenstate ψn:

ξ̂k =
√
ℏ f

â† + â√
2
, (45)

π̂k = i

√
ℏ
f

â† − â√
2

+
√
ℏ f ′

â† + â√
2
, (46)

ξ̂kψn =
√
ℏ f

(√
n+ 1

2
eiφψn+1 +

√
n

2
e−iφψn−1

)
,

(47)

π̂kψn = i

√
ℏ
f

(
R

√
n+ 1

2
eiφψn+1 −R∗

√
n

2
e−iφψn−1

)
,

(48)
where we defined

R = 1− iff ′, φ =

∫
dη

f2(η)
. (49)

Finally, we can write the single-mode Hamiltonian op-
erator as function of the ladder operators, and find its
action on a state ψn:

Ĥk =
ℏ

4f2

(
ω2
kf

4(â† + â)2 − (â† − â)2
)
+

+
ℏ
4

f ′

f
(â† + â)

(
f f ′(â† + â) + 2i(â† − â)

)
,

(50)

Ĥkψn =
ℏ

4f2
(2n+ 1)

(
f4ω2

k + f2f ′2 + 1
)
ψn+

+
ℏ

4f2

√
(n+ 1)(n+ 2) e2iφ

(
f4ω2

k −R2
)
ψn+2+

+
ℏ

4f2

√
n(n− 1) e−2iφ

(
f4ω2

k − (R∗)2
)
ψn−2.

(51)
Obviously this expression implies that the states ψn are
not eigenstates of the Hamiltonian operator, which was
to be expected since it is explicitly time-dependent; how-
ever, if we again make the substitution f → 1/

√
ωk

and make it a constant, so that f ′ = 0, R = R∗ = 1,
and f4ω2

k = 1, all these relations reduce to the stan-
dard formulas of the time-independent harmonic oscil-
lator, including Ĥk = ℏωkâ

†â. Nevertheless, in the time-
dependent system it is still possible to construct the op-
erator

Î = ℏ â† â =

ξ̂k
2

f2 + (fπ̂k − f ′ξ̂k)
2

2
, Îψn = ℏ

(
n+

1

2

)
ψn,

(52)
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which is actually the quantum version of the original in-
variant defined by Lewis and Riesenfeld [39, 40], and
it can be used to find coherent states for the time-
dependent harmonic oscillator; they reduce to the stan-
dard coherent states of the time-independent harmonic
oscillator under the substitution f = 1/

√
ωk =const.

[42]. As a final comment, we note that all these relations
in term of the ladder operators are the same regardless
if the states ψn are expressed in the ξk or the πk polar-
ization.

Now we can proceed to compute the expectation value

of ξ2k on the ground state. Since ξ̂kψ0 = eiφ
√
ℏ f ψ1/

√
2 ,

we have

⟨0|ξ̂2k|0⟩ =
∫ +∞

−∞
dξk ψ

∗
0 ξ̂

2
kψ0 =

∫ +∞

−∞
dξk

∣∣∣ξ̂kψ0

∣∣∣2 =

=

∫ +∞

−∞
dξk

∣∣∣∣∣
√
ℏ f ψ1 e

iφ

√
2

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
ℏ
2
f2(η).

(53)

To calculate the spectrum we just need to find the ex-
pression of f(η).

The solution to the auxiliary equation (41) can be con-
structed from the solutions f1 and f2 of the correspond-
ing homogeneous equation:

f ′′ + ω2
kf = 0, (54)

f1(η) =
1√
ck

(
cos(ckη)− sin(ckη)

ckη

)
, (55)

f2(η) =
1√
ck

(
cos(ckη)

ckη
+ sin(ckη)

)
. (56)

Then the function f takes the form

f(η) =
1

W

(
A2

1f
2
1 +A2

2f
2
2 + 2f1f2

√
A2

1A
2
2 −W2

) 1
2

,

(57)
where A1, A2 are η-independent constants and W is the
Wronskian:

W = f1f
′
2 − f ′1f2 = 1. (58)

The two constants must be set through initial conditions:
we require that at the beginning of inflation, when all
the modes of astrophysical interest today have a physical
wavelength smaller than the Hubble radius ck

aH ≫ 1, the
expansion of the Universe does not affect perturbations
and therefore each mode behaves as a harmonic oscil-
lator with constant frequency. Hence we impose that
modes asymptotically approach Minkowskian quantum
harmonic oscillators with frequency ck:

lim
−ckη→∞

f(η) =
1√
ck

; (59)

this is satisfied by setting A2
1 = A2

2 = 1, so that the
expression for f is

f(η) =

√
1 + c2k2η2

c3k3η2
. (60)

Then, inserting this expression into the Spectrum, tak-
ing the large scale limit −ckη ≪ 1 and remembering the
dependence of η on the scale factor (34), the final expres-
sion for the spectrum is

Pstd(k) =
c2k3

4π2

ℏf2(η)
2a2ϵ

∣∣∣∣
−ckη≪1

=

=
ℏ
c

H2
s

8π2ϵ
(1 + c2k2η2)

∣∣∣∣
−ckη≪1

=
ℏ
c

H2
s

8π2ϵ
.

(61)

We have obtained the usual flat, k-independent Spectrum
[2].

B. Modified Power Spectrum

Here we will derive the Power Spectrum that arises
from the Fourier-transformed Mukhanov-Sasaki variable
ξk obeying the modified algebra (12):[

ξ̂k, π̂k

]
= iℏ (1− µ2tP π̂

2
k

ℏ
), (62)

where π2
k has the dimensions of an energy so we intro-

duced the Planck constant and Planck time tP to keep
the deformation parameter µ still dimensionless. Due
to the modified commutator depending on πk, it will be
easier to work in the momentum polarization, i.e. with
wavefunctions ψ = ψ(η, πk).
By using arguments similar to those in [27, 28], if we

impose that in the momentum polarization the scalar
field operator acts simply differentially, we can find
the action of the multiplicative momentum operator
π̂kψ(πk) = g(πk)ψ(πk) as

dg

dπk
= 1− tP

ℏ
µ2 g2,

√
ℏ
tP

atanh(
√

tP
ℏ µ g)

µ
= πk;

(63)
therefore the action of the fundamental operators is

π̂k ψ =

√
ℏ
tP

tanh
(√

tP
ℏ µπk

)
µ

ψ, (64)

ξ̂k ψ =iℏ
∂

∂πk
ψ. (65)

Given the action (64) for the modified operator π̂k, the
Hamiltonian Hk for a single Fourier mode yields a time-
dependent Schrödinger equation with a modified kinetic
term:

iℏ
∂

∂η
ψ =

1

2

 ℏ
tP

tanh2
(√

tP
ℏ µπk

)
µ2

− ℏ2ω2
k(η)

∂2

∂π2
k

ψ.

(66)
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This partial differential equation (PDE) is quite difficult
to solve, so we perform an expansion in powers of µ2:

ℏ
tP

tanh2
(√

tP
ℏ µπk

)
µ2

= π2
k − µ2 tP

ℏ
2π4

k

3
+O

(
µ4
)
, (67)

ψ(η, πk) = ψ0(η, πk) + µ2 ψ1(η, πk) +O
(
µ4
)
. (68)

Plugging these expansions back into the Schrödinger
equation (66) and separating the different powers of µ2,
we obtain two new PDEs for the two components ψ0 and
ψ1:

iℏ
∂

∂η
ψ0 =

1

2

(
π2
k − ℏ2ω2

k(η)
∂2

∂π2
k

)
ψ0, (69)

iℏ
∂

∂η
ψ1 =

1

2

(
π2
k − ℏ2ω2

k(η)
∂2

∂π2
k

)
ψ1 + F, (70)

F = F (η, πk) = − tP
ℏ
π4
k

3
ψ0, (71)

where F indicates a source term for the µ2-order equation
that results to be dependent on the zero-order solution.

Now, the zero-order PDE (69) is the Schrödinger
equation of a time-dependent harmonic oscillator with
standard operators, but in the momentum polarization;
therefore the solution ψ0(η, πk) is just the Fourier trans-
form of ψn(η, ξk). In order to derive it, we first rewrite
the ξk solution (40) as

ψn(η, ξk) =
hn(

ξk√
ℏ f

)
√
2n n!

e
− Rξ2k

2ℏf2

(πℏf2) 1
4

eiαn , (72)

where R has been defined in (49) and depends on η.
Even though this depends on time through f , R and αn,
this dependence doesn’t affect the implementation of a
Fourier transform. Indeed, we can define

ψn(η, πk) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dξk√
2πℏ

ψn(η, ξk) e
−i

ξkπk
ℏ , (73)

ψn(η, ξk) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dπk√
2πℏ

ψn(η, πk) e
i

ξkπk
ℏ , (74)

and insert the last expression inside equation (39); we
see that for the left-hand side, the time derivative can go
inside the integral and it affects only ψ(η, πk); regarding
the right-hand side, the second derivative after ξk can
also enter the integral, and this time it affects only the
exponential, yielding −π2

k/ℏ2, while for the ξ2k term (that
can also go inside the integral) we rewrite it as a second
derivative after πk of the exponential and then we need
to integrate by parts twice in order to obtain the term
ℏ2∂2ψ/∂π2

k. Therefore we see that the Fourier transform
of the solution of equation (39) satisfies equation (69).

Now, the expression (72) for ψn(η, ξk) is just a slightly
more complicated version of a Gaussian times a Hermite
polynomial, so we can already suppose that its Fourier
transform will have a similar form; indeed, by computing
the integral (73), we find

ψ0
n = (−i)n

(
R∗

R

)n
2

hn
( πk f√

ℏ |R|
)√ f

2n n!R
√
πℏ

e−
π2
kf2

2Rℏ eiαn ,

(75)
which is again a Hermite polynomial times a Gaussian
with inverted variance; the phase term containing αn

depends only on time and is thus unaffected, the term
(R∗/R)n/2 normalizes the Hermite polynomials, and the
factor (−i)n is needed to make the action of the lad-
der operators consistent. This expression is a solution of
the momentum-space Schrödinger equation (69), is nor-
malized and satisfies all the needed relations; besides, it
again reduces to the standard momentum-space solution
of the time-independent harmonic oscillator under the
substitution f → 1/

√
ωk = const.

Now, looking at the first order PDE (70), it is the same
of the zero order one but with the addition of the source
term F (η, πk). In order to solve it, we consider that
the eigenfunctions ψ0

n(η, πk) form a complete orthonor-
mal basis such that ⟨ψn1

|ψn2
⟩ = δn1,n2

and any function
can be expressed as a linear combination of them. There-
fore we can write ψ1 and ψ0 as

ψ0 =
∑
n

cn(η)ψn(η, πk), ψ1 =
∑
n

dn(η)ψn(η, πk),

(76)
where cn(η), dn(η) are time-dependent coefficients; when
we plug these expansions back into the first order
Schrödinger equation (70) we are left with just a recur-
rence relation for the coefficients, since all the eigenfunc-
tions ψ0

n satisfy the zero-order equation (69) that corre-
sponds to the homogeneous part of the first order one:

iℏ
∑
n

d dn
dη

ψ0
n(η, πk) = − tP

ℏ
π4
k

3

∑
n

cn(η)ψ
0
n(η, πk).

(77)
Considering just the ground state and using the result
(48) for πk, we obtain

π4
k ψ0 =

3ℏ2

4

R2(R∗)2

f4
ψ0−

3ℏ2√
2

R3R∗

f4
e2iφψ2+

√
3

2

ℏ2R4

f4
e4iφψ4;

(78)
it is thus clear that, when cn = δ0,n, the only non-zero
coefficients on the left hand side are d0, d2 and d4. There-
fore the relations for these coefficients are:

i
d d0
dη

= − tP
4

(1 + f2f ′2)2

f4
, (79)

i
d d2
dη

= +
tP√
2

(1 + f2f ′2)(1− iff ′)2

f4
e2iφ, (80)

i
d d4
dη

= − tP√
6

(1− iff ′)4

f4
e4iφ. (81)
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Finally, the ground state of our system in the πk repre-
sentation is

ψtot
0 (η, πk) = ψ0

0(η, πk) + µ2
2∑

n=0

d2n(η)ψ
0
2n(η, πk). (82)

From here on we will omit the superscript indicating the
order, since we expressed ψ1 and ψ0 as linear combina-
tions of ψn(η, πk).

Now, in order to find the final spectrum of perturba-

tions we have to evaluate the expectation value
〈
ξ̂2k

〉
on

the ground state; we can use the expression (47) and
therefore write〈
ψtot
0

∣∣ξ̂2k∣∣ψtot
0

〉
=

∫
dπk ψ

tot
0

∗
ξ̂2kψ

tot
0 =

∫
dπk

∣∣∣ξ̂kψtot
0

∣∣∣2 =

=

∫
dπk ℏ f2

∣∣∣∣1 + µ2d0√
2

eiφψ1 + µ2d2e
−iφψ1 + ...

∣∣∣∣2,
(83)

where the dots stand for terms proportional to ψ3 and
ψ5, whose square modulus would contribute with terms
of order µ4 which we would neglect. The norm of ψtot

0

is easily calculated to be |N |2 = 1 + 2µ2 Re(d0), since∫
dπk|ψn|2 = 1, and thus the normalized expectation

value of ξ̂2k results to be〈
ξ̂2k

〉
|N |2

=
ℏ f2

2|N |2
(
1 + 2µ2 Re(d0) + 2

√
2 µ2 Re(d2e

−2iφ)
)
=

=
ℏ f2

2

(
1 +

2
√
2 µ2 Re(d2e

−2iφ)

1 + 2µ2 Re(d0)

)
.

(84)
As expected, the zero-order term is the same as for the
standard Spectrum (53); on the other hand, for the µ2-
order correction we see that we only need d0 and d2
among the coefficients of the expansion.

Now, looking at equation (79) we see that the right
hand side is real; therefore d0 has a purely imaginary
time derivative, and its real time-independent part must
be set through initial conditions; we will adopt the same
prescription as in [43, 44] where we assume that the wave-
function is in the instantaneous ground state at the be-
ginning of inflation: we therefore write d0(ηs) = 0 and,
since its real part is independent of time, it will remain
zero throughout the evolution. Then we solve the inte-
gral (80) for d2(η), insert it into the Spectrum and find
the asymptotic behaviour:

Pmod(k) =
c2k3

4π2

ℏf2

2a2ϵ

(
1− 2

√
2 µ2 Re(d2e

−2iφ)
) ∣∣∣∣

−ckη≪1

=

=
ℏ
c

H2
s

8π2ϵ

(
1− 4tPµ

2

7c5k5η6

) ∣∣∣∣
−ckη≪1

.

(85)
Now, if we performed the limit −ckη → 0 our correc-
tion would diverge; however, inflation doesn’t actually
go on forever but ends at some finite instant; therefore

10-13 10-10 10-7 10-4 0.1 100

k

k

1

0.1

0.01

0.001

Pmod

Pstd

Figure 6. The modified Power Spectrum Pmod rescaled to
the standard one Pstd for µ = 1030 (black continuous line),
µ = 1015 (red dashed line) and µ = 1 (blue dotted line).
The pivotal scale k = k and the standard flat spectrum are
indicated by faded grey lines.

we choose to compute the Spectrum at the value η = ηf
that is the end of inflation. Then we can set ηf = 2π/ck

where k is a pivot scale and, by choosing the standard
pivotal scale k = 0.002Mpc−1 used in the analysis of the
CMB spectra, the spectrum can then be rewritten as

Pmod(k) =
ℏ
c

H2
s

8π2ϵ

(
1− 4

7

ctP k

(2π)6
µ2

(
k

k

)5
)

=

≈ Pstd

(
1− 10−65 µ2

(
k

k

)5
)
;

(86)

then, by asking that at the pivot scale k = k corrections
be of order lower than 10−3, we obtain a constraint on
the deformation parameter:

µ < 1031. (87)

In Figure 6 we see the modified Power Spectrum (rescaled
to the standard one) for different values of the defor-
mation parameter µ; the result is a suppression of the
Spectrum for small values of k (corresponding to large
scales), and the magnitude of the suppression depends
on the deformation parameter µ.
We conclude by noting that our construction is similar

to the implementation of modified dispersion relations,
with the exception that those would be implemented as
having a different function ωk(k), i.e. they would affect
the form of the auxiliary equation (41), while our mod-
ifications are implemented at a more fundamental level
on the commutation relations. Different forms of modi-
fied dispersion relations have been analyzed in the past,
but they usually predict a red tilt of the Spectrum (ei-
ther in the form of a suppression at high energies or of
an infrared divergence), exotic behaviours such as oscil-
lations in certain ranges, or no correction at all (see for
example [45–48]). On the other hand, computations of
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models obtained with different mechanisms have been
shown to sometimes yield a suppression at large scale
similar to ours (although with different magnitude and
features) [49–51]. Therefore this might perhaps be a gen-
eral prediction of the kind of constructions that allow for
an Einstein-static beginning of the Universe.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We started from the so-called Emergent Universe, i.e.
a non-singular standard cosmology with positive curva-
ture on which a Cauchy problem is assigned which bal-
ances the matter contribution with the spatial curvature
of the model. As a result, the initial phases of the cosmo-
logical dynamics are characterized by a a non-zero space
volume, approached for the synchronous time going to
negative infinity.

The main point in the analysis above was the possibil-
ity to construct a non-singular dynamics similar to that
of an EU model by implementing a modified Uncertainty
Principle. The restated symplectic algebra provided in
the quasi-classical limit is, de facto, inspired from Poly-
mer Quantum Mechanics when the basic commutation
relation is expanded for a small lattice step. We have
shown in detail how the picture of an EU properly arises
from the implementation of our dynamical scheme to the
positively-curved isotropic Universe. There have been
other attempts to generate an Emergent Universe sce-
nario, but they usually have specific requirements, such
as specific shapes of the potential, the presence of exotic
matter or a modified continuity equation for matter (for
example, see [52–54] and references therein). The rele-
vance of our restated cosmological dynamics consisted in
the possibility to have a finite volume limit in the distant
past of our Universe without any fine-tuning of the ini-
tial conditions or any need for strange forms of matter,
but just as a natural and general feature of the modi-
fied symplectic algebra, phenomenologically similar to a
modified gravity approach. We discussed in detail the
different Universe phases in the proposed scheme, with
particular emphasis on the possibility to have an infla-
tionary de Sitter period that is well reconnected to the

subsequent radiation dominated era, where most part of
the actual Universe morphology is determined via Baryo-
genesis, Nucleosynthesis, and structure formation [2].
A relevant part of the proposed study concerned the

implementation of the modified Uncertainty Principle to
the pure quantum dynamics of the inflaton field. We
constructed the Hamiltonian for each Fourier mode of
the quantum scalar field, which corresponded to that of
a time-dependent harmonic oscillator (as in the standard
spectrum case) plus a small perturbation controlled by
the value of the cut-off parameter. We then performed
a suitable perturbation theory procedure to calculate
the modified expectation value of the squared Fourier
harmonics of the Mukhanov-Sasaki variable constructed
from the inflaton field, hence computing the corrections
to the primordial perturbation Spectrum. Finally, we
carefully analyzed the constraints and the proper initial
conditions we have to impose on our model in order for
the correction to the standard spectrum to live in an
observational window for future experiments on the mi-
crowave background temperature distribution [2].
The present model has the merit to make the non-

singular EU model a general feature of the isotropic Uni-
verse when a specific sector of cut-off physics is addressed.
Furthermore, such a non purely classical feature of the
Universe dynamics is expected to leave a specific trace
on the primordial Spectrum, which could in principle be
identified as a fingerprint on the temperature distribution
of the microwave background.
It remains as a future investigation objective to de-

termine how general the proposed scenario is, for exam-
ple by considering more general cosmological models like
the Bianchi Universes [55]. Clearly, these cosmological
frameworks can be reconciled to the isotropic late Uni-
verse by the inflationary de Sitter phase [56], whose as-
sociated Spectrum should have a corrected morphology
which is expected to be similar to the one presented here.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

G. B. would like to thank L. Falorsi and S. Segreto for
useful insight and discussions. G. B. and A.M. also thank
the TAsP Iniziativa Specifica of INFN for their support.

[1] G. Montani, M. V. Battisti, R. Benini, and G. Impo-
nente, Primordial Cosmology (World Scientific, Singa-
pore, 2009).

[2] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and
Applications of the General Theory of Relativity (John
Wiley and Sons, New York, 1972).

[3] E. W. Kolb and M. S. Turner, The Early Universe (Tay-
lor and Francis, Boca Raton, 1990).

[4] E. M. Lifshitz and I. M. Khalatnikov, Advances in
Physics 12, 185 (1963).

[5] C. W. Misner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 22, 1071 (1969).

[6] V. A. Belinsky, I. M. Khalatnikov, and E. M. Lifshitz,
Advances in Physics 31, 639 (1982).

[7] S. W. Hawking and R. Penrose, Proceedings of the Royal
Society of London A 314, 529 (1970).

[8] S. W. Hawking and R. Penrose, The Nature of Space and
Time (Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1996).

[9] C. J. Isham, R. Penrose, and D. W. Sciama, Quantum
gravity; Proceedings of the Oxford Symposium, Harwell,
Berks., England, February 15, 16, 1974 (Oxford Univer-
sity Press, Oxford, 1975).

https://www.worldscientific.com/worldscibooks/10.1142/7235#t=aboutBook
https://www.wiley.com/en-ie/Gravitation+and+Cosmology:+Principles+and+Applications+of+the+General+Theory+of+Relativity-p-9780471925675
https://www.wiley.com/en-ie/Gravitation+and+Cosmology:+Principles+and+Applications+of+the+General+Theory+of+Relativity-p-9780471925675
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/mono/10.1201/9780429492860/early-universe-edward-kolb
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018736300101283
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018736300101283
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.22.1071
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018738200101428
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691168449/the-nature-of-space-and-time
https://press.princeton.edu/books/paperback/9780691168449/the-nature-of-space-and-time
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1975qugr.conf.....I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1975qugr.conf.....I/abstract
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1975qugr.conf.....I/abstract


12

[10] R. Benini and G. Montani, Classical and Quantum Grav-
ity 24, 387 (2006).

[11] E. Giovannetti and G. Montani, Physical Review D 106,
044053 (2022).

[12] A. Ashtekar and P. Singh, Classical and Quantum Grav-
ity 28, 213001 (2011).
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