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Correlation Measure Equivalence in Dynamic Causal Structures of
Quantum Gravity
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Abstract

We prove an equivalence transformation between the correlation measure functions of the
causally-unbiased quantum gravity space and the causally-biased standard space. The theory
of quantum gravity fuses the dynamic (nonfixed) causal structure of general relativity and the
quantum uncertainty of quantum mechanics. In a quantum gravity space, the events are causally
nonseparable and all time bias vanishes, which makes it no possible to use the standard causally-
biased entropy and the correlation measure functions. Since a corrected causally-unbiased en-
tropy function leads to an undefined, obscure mathematical structure, in our approach the
correction is made in the data representation of the causally-unbiased space. Here we prove
that the standard causally-biased entropy function with a data correction can be used to iden-
tify correlations in dynamic causal structures. As a corollary, all mathematical properties of
the causally-biased correlation measure functions are preserved in the causally-unbiased space.
The equivalence transformation allows us to measure correlations in a quantum gravity space
with the stable, well-defined mathematical background and apparatus of the causally-biased
functions of quantum Shannon theory.

1 Introduction

The theory of quantum gravity (QG) fuses the dynamic (nonfixed) causal structure of general
relativity (GR) and the quantum uncertainty of quantum mechanics (QM) [1-14]. Quantum gravity
information processing (QGIP) proposes a framework to perform quantum information processing
[14-33] and quantum computations [33-50,50H79]in a causally-unbiased space-time structure. The
theory of QGIP allows us to build quantum gravity computers [3] that are not just equipped with
the power of quantum computers [80-87] but also operating on a dynamic causal structure [4].

While in our causally-biased standard space-time structure the background time has an in-
terpretable meaning, in a quantum gravity environment, the processes and events are causally
nonseparable and the background time and the time steps have no interpretable meaning.

In particular, to handle the entropy function and correlation measures in a causally-unbiased
structure, the entropy function of the standard causally-biased space has been redefined [5]. The
definition of causally-unbiased entropy has in fact resulted from a correction to the causally-biased
definition of entropy function. Precisely, this correction is justified by the fact that in a causally-
unbiased structure, the immediate past has no interpretable meaning and has been demonstrated
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through the so-called causaloid framework [5]. On the other hand, this correction in the defini-
tion of causally-unbiased entropy function has raised several questions regarding the mathematical
structure and properties of the causally-unbiased entropic function. Particularly, the mathematical
background of the corrected entropy function approach is undefined and obscure, which does not
allow us to answer the question of which mathematical properties of causally-biased entropy hold
for causally-unbiased entropy. The corrected entropy function does not provide a stable ground to
construct further well-defined correlation measure functions based on it.

Here, we propose a different approach to identify entropic measures in the causally-unbiased
quantum gravity space such that all mathematical properties of the causally-biased entropy func-
tion are completely preserved. In comparison with the correction of the entropy function, in our
approach, the correction is made in the data representation of the causally-unbiased space. As
a convenient result, the standard causally-biased entropy function can be used to measure prob-
abilistic correlations in the quantum gravity space such that all the mathematical properties of
the causally-biased functions are preserved. The results are also extended to the corresponding
correlation measure functions of quantum Shannon theory.

We prove an equivalence transformation between the correlation measure functions of the
causally-unbiased quantum gravity space and the causally-biased standard space. Based on the
data correction of the equivalence transformation, all mathematical properties of the standard cor-
relation measures are preserved in the causally-unbiased quantum gravity space. Using Minkowski
diagrams and the framework of Lorentz transformations [6-8], we represent the data correction
and the equivalence transformation between the quantum gravity space and the standard space.
The information propagation between distant parties is modeled via abstract light pulses, while the
events of the Minkowski space represents correlated data between the parties.

In the causally-unbiased quantum gravity space, all time information of all events vanishes,
which does not allow the interpretation of any causal connection between the events. In particu-
lar, we show that our equivalence transformation can project the events of the causally-unbiased
quantum gravity space onto the causally-biased standard space, with interpretable time bias and
causal connection between them.

The novel contributions of our paper are as follows:

1. We prove a mathematical equivalence transformation between the correlation measure func-
tions of the causally-unbiased quantum gravity space and the causally-biased standard space.

2. We prove that the standard causally-biased entropy function with a data correction can be
used to identify correlations in dynamic causal structures.

3. We show that all mathematical properties of the causally-biased correlation measure functions
are preserved in the causally-unbiased space.

4. We prove that it is possible to achieve a correction in the data representation of the causally-
unbiased space.

5. We prove that the equivalence transformation allows us to measure correlations in a quantum
gravity space with the stable, well-defined mathematical structure.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2, some preliminary findings are summarized.
Section [3] discusses the data representation correction and provides the proof equivalence transfor-
mation. Section [d] proposes the correlation measure functions for a quantum gravity space. Finally,
Section [5] concludes the results. Supplementary information is included in the Appendix.



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Terms and Notations

In this section, we summarize the basic terms of the manuscript based on the notations of [5].

2.1.1 Data

A piece of data d results from a measurement M, which is identified in a space-time structure via

d= (wv(vayx)7 (1)

where z is a space-time coordination (elementary region of the space) where the measurement is
made in the space, @, refers to the information pertinent to a choice of M, and y, denotes the
outcome of M.

2.1.2 Measurement Information

The elementary region R, is the set of all possible data d;, where the space-time information is
x; = x for Vi (measurement information for elementary region z),

R, = U d;
Vr;,=x (2)
= U @i 0es)

Vo, =z

A composite region O¢ is a set of ¢ elementary regions allowing the definition of measurement
information R¢ for the elementary regions of O¢ as

Ro= |J R.. (3)
z€0¢

Then, let V refer to a set of all possible Rc measurement information from all elementary regions
x as

V=|JR., (4)
vV
where R, is the measurement information for an elementary region x.

2.1.3 Procedure

Let F, refer to the procedure in region x, which identifies the set of all distinct choices of measure-
ment for the elementary region x as

Fac: U (-xa()oxaym)' (5)
Vpz,Yx

Using O¢, Fo can be identified as
Fo= |J F. (6)

z€0¢



2.1.4 Measurement

Let Y, refer to the outcome set for a region x, which identifies the set of all distinct outcomes of a
measurement M for x,

Yo = U (x790xayz)7 (7)

VY
where
Y, C Fy C R,. (8)

For a composite region O¢, Y¢ is evaluated as

Yo=J Ya 9)

z€0¢

where
Yo C Fe C Re. (10)

2.1.5 Reference Region

The reference region x4 is an arbitrary region in the space, and defines F'4, Y4 as

FA — U (xA7<pr7y1‘A)a (11)
V‘PzAzyzA
YA = U (angprayxA)~ (12)
VYz 4

2.1.6 Region of Interest

The region of interest xp is a region of the space with respect to the reference region A and defines
F B YB as

FB: U (xBa(me7y.rB>7 (13)
V‘P?CBzyQ?B
Yp = U (xB790:EB7y$B)' (14)
VYo g

2.1.7 Event

For an elementary region x, an event FE is identified via a measurement-procedure pair
E :{F,, Y.}

(15)

=< U @ e ), (@ 00 va)

Yoz, Yz VY

2.1.8 Reference Event

The reference event A is defined by the reference elementary region x 4 via the outcome-measurement
pair Fa,Ya,
A:{F4,Ya}. (16)



2.1.9 Event of Interest

The event of interest B is defined via the region of interest xp as
B:{Fp, YL}, (17)

where Yé denotes a set of outcomes corresponding to Fg.

2.1.10 Entropy

Let S refer to the causally-biased standard space-time structure, and QG to the quantum gravity
(causally-unbiased) spacetime.

Standard Space In the causally-biased S-spacetime, the reference event A : {F4, Y} € S
belongs to an immediate past region, t 4 < tp, and the event of interest is defined via B : {F B, Yé} €
S. The pf () probability function in the S-spacetime is yielded as

pi (B) =Pr(Y}| Fp,Da), (18)

where D 4 refers to sufficient data from the past space-time region A € S.
Specifically, from (18], the H S (B) entropy function in the S-spacetime is yielded as

H® (B) = —prlongf
! | | (19)
=~ Pr(Y}| Fg, Da)log, Pr (Y}| F, Da).

Quantum Gravity Space Inthe QG-spacetime all time bias vanishes, therefore the A : {F,,Y}} €
Qg reference system is from an arbitrary region of the QG-spacetime. Let B : {F B Yéi} € Qg

be the event of interest in the QG-spacetime, and let H Qg () refer to the QG-spacetime entropy
function, respectively.
Then, the H<Y (B) entropy relative to event A € QG is as

H (B) = =) plogyp?*, (20)

)

where p?g is
P29 (B) = Pr (Y3’

Y4 Fa, Fh) (21)

from which '
7% (B)= -3 Pr (Yy

Y, Fa, Fp ) logy Pr (V!

Y4 Py Fp) - (22)



2.2 Minkowski Diagram

The M Minkowski diagram is a space-time diagram that represents events and sequences of events
in the space-time [6-8].

In particular, a d = 2 dimensional M-diagram has two coordinates: the x coordinate identifies
the location information of events, while the ct-axis characterizes the time information multiplied
by ¢. In our representation, ¢ is a constant that refers to the speed of light in the QG-spacetime
(e.g., speed of information propagation in the QG-spacetime).

Particularly, an event F in the a space-time S (frame) is identified via E = (zg,ctg). Let
x,y, z,t be the coordinates of the four-dimensional space-time S.

Then let

(7yct) = (z,y,2,ct). (23)

Under a Lorentz transformation for frames S — &',

s2 =t — 2, (24)
e (25)
one finds
82 — /2’ (26)
from which the separation of the space-time via s? is as

> 0 : time-like separation
s* = ¢ = 0:light-like separation . (27)
< 0 : space-like separation

For s? > 0, causal connection is possible between the events. On the other hand, for s> < 0, the
spatial separation of the events is greater than the distance light can travel between the events.
A light signal emitted from the origin (z = 0,ct = 0) defines a light cone; the time-like separated
events are within the light cone, the light-like separated events are on the cone, while the space-like
separated events are outside the light cone.

Assuming events Fy = (7'g,, ctg,) and Ey = (7g,, ctg,), SQEI B, 18 also a Lorentz invariant,

2 - L2
S2E1E2 =c? (tEl - th) - ’rEl - TE2| . (28)

2.2.1 Space-like Separation

If By = (Tr,,cty,) and Ey = (Tg,, ctp,) are space-like separated, the events cannot be connected
by a light signal |6|7]; thus, there is no causal connection between E; and FEs, 31291 g, <0 and

Tp, —TEy, > C(tEl —tE2) . (29)

In this case, it is possible to find a Lorentz transformation to a frame S’, where E; = (a:'El,tjgl)
and Fy = (x'EQ,t’EQ) are happening simultaneously, t7, =t , as

c(t, = t) = ((tm, — t5) = (om, — o) ) (30)



where 0 < Q < ¢,

0<Q/c<1, (31)
while
n-—l// (1—(9/@2) (32)
is a scaling parameter; thus,
Q= CM <ec. (33)
xEl —:L'Ez

Specifically, for space-like-separated events there exists a Lorentz transformation such that the
causal order of the events is reversed.

2.2.2 Time-like Separation
If By = (7g,, ctg,) and Ey = (Fg,, ctg,) are time-like-separated, the events can be connected by a
light signal, s%l g, >0 [6,/7]; thus, there can be a causal connection between F; and FEs,

Tp, — TRy < C(tEl —tEQ) . (34)

Particularly, in this case there exists no Lorentz transformation to &', where F; = (33351,75351) and
By = (x’EQ,t’EQ) are happening simultaneously since it would require faster-than-light speed (e.g.,
faster-than-light information flowing),

Q= clmte) (35)

xEl —J?EQ

from which follows that the causal direction cannot be changed.
On the other hand, as

x/E1 B leQ =k ((‘TEH - wEQ) —Q (tEl - th)) ) (36)

there exists the frame S’ where F, = (xj.;l,t’El) and Fy = (:z’EZ,t’EQ) are happening at the same
place, i.e., ¥y = ¥, .
2.2.3 Light-like Separation

For the light-like-separated Ey = (7g,,ctg,) and Ey = (7'g,, ctg,), the events are connected via a
lightline; therefore, a causal connection is possible, in this case 52E1 g =0,

TE, — TE, = C(tEl - th) (37)
_ o clte —tey)
Q = Cﬁ = C; (38)
thus,
& (ty, —ty,) =k (c(tp, —tr,) — (x5, —7m,)) - (39)



2.2.4 Scaling

Let the frames S, &’ with 0 < Q/c < 1, and let ¢ = ¢’ = 0; then ct’-axis of S’ is determined via [6,7]

¥ =0=r(x—Q0t), (40)
or equivalently,
ct = QL/CQC (41)
The 2'-axis of 8’ is defined via
t=0=r(t—%), (42)
or equivalently,
ct = Cg/c. (43)

The Lorentz transformation & — S’ changes the scale of the axes.
Defining a length unit by 5% = —1 leads to a hyperbola with all length 52 = —1 for all points,
as

2% = (ct)® +1, (44)

such that t = 0 cuts z-axis at = 1.
Since s2 is a Lorentz invariant [7,/8],

z'? = (ct’)2 + 1. (45)

2.2.5 Causality

Let O = (o = 0,cto =0) and A = (x4, ct4) be an event pair in the causally-biased S-spacetime,
such that ctp < cta. The line between events O and A has a gradient

0~ 35
_ |za—=o] (46)
T eta—cto]’
which characterizes the causal connection between O and A as
5— < 1:0 and A causally-connected (47)
~ | >1:0 and A causally not connected.

In particular, for @ = 1, the events can be connected via a lightline, which, from a communication
theory perspective, refers to the information flow between O and A.

Fig. [1] illustrates the M-diagram, d = 2, with causally connected events O and A in the S-
spacetime. The observer O is in the origin, the lightline OL refers to the light pulse emitted from
O. The L light ray travels along the z-axis toward the positive values of z.



Figure 1: Causally connected events O and A, with gradient 0 = 1.

2.2.6 Local Systems, Event Coordinator, Flags

In the further parts, events A and B refer to correlated local systems of two parties, Alice and Bob.

The information flowing is modeled via flags (lightlines) L. In a causally-biased structure, an
Oe. event coordinator sends flags to the local parties: flag L; to A and flag Lo to B. Alice and
Bob reveal their local systems as they receive flags Ly, La from Og.. In a causally-biased structure,
Oe¢c is causally connected to A via L1, and to B via Ls.

In a causally-unbiased structure, the background time has no interpretable meaning; therefore,
the flags of an O, cannot coordinate the revealing process of the local systems A, B.

The O, O, event coordinators are in the origin of the S-spacetime and the QG-spacetime,
respectively,

Occ = (w0, = 0, cto,.. = 0) (48)

and

Occ = (0, = 0, cto,, = 0). (49)

Modeling the information propagation via abstract light pulses in the QG-spacetime also allows us
to build up an arbitrary quantum gravity function that constitutes a program, F, as

F (w’,n) =i, (50)

where 2/ € QG is an elementary region of the QG-spacetime and n labels the corresponding flag
beam, while i refers to the input such that for i = 1, a light pulse is emitted [3]|. Specifically, the
OG-spacetime is normalized throughout; therefore, it is modeled via a not curved background.



3 Correlation Measure Equivalence

3.1 Correction of Data Representation

Proposition 1 An 2/ elementary region of the QG-spacetime can be transformed onto the S-
spacetime via x = nx’, where n = 1/\/(1 — ?2), where B, 0 < 8 < 1 is the gravity strength of
the QG-spacetime relative to the S-spacetime gravity strength Ss = 0.

Proof. The causally-biased standard S-spacetime provides a reference frame with axes x and ct.
The causally-unbiased QG-spacetime is defined via the scaled axes 2’ and ct’, with origin

O' = (z=0,ct). (51)
The angle difference of the axes {z, 2}, {ct,ct'} is 0, where
0° < 6 < 45°. (52)

The 6 angle is determined via
5 = tan(6), (53)

where  refers to the strength of the gravity of the QG-spacetime relative to the S-spacetime gravity
strength,
0<p<1, (54)

while the strength parameter of the S-spacetime is fixed to zero,

Bs = 0. (55)

Particularly, since in the QG-spacetime the background time has no interpretable meaning, ct’ = 0;
that is, all events of the S-spacetime are projected onto the x’-axis of the QG-spacetime frame.
Let E refer to a reference event in the S-spacetime,

E = (zp,ctg) € S. (56)

In the QG-spacetime, event F is identified with a location parameter, 2y # zg, and a vanishing
time coefficient ct’, = 0,
E' = (2, et)y = 0) € QG. (57)

Without loss of generality, at a given QG-spacetime strength 3, the 2/, elementary region in the
QG-spacetime in the function of x’E of § can be expressed as

Ty = ITE, (58)

where
nzvﬁﬁ, (59)

while
cty = 0. (60)
Let lsgcgle be the unit scale of the axes of {2/, ct'} of the QG-spacetime and ls‘scal6 the unit scale of

the axes of {x,ct} of the S-spacetime.
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In particular, the axes of the QG-spacetime with respect to the S-spacetime are scaled as

ng = ’ylsscale? (61)

scale

where v is the scaling parameter evaluated as
2
v =/ (62)

The frames of the causally-biased standard S-spacetime and the causally-unbiased QG-spacetime
are depicted in Fig.[2l The QG-spacetime is normalized and illustrated via a noncurved background,
with origin O’ = (x =0, ¢t = 0).

S
“A
N
g, .E
2 i
.
0 T, et

Figure 2: The causally-biased standard S-spacetime provides a reference frame with axes z and
ct. The causally-unbiased QG-spacetime is defined via the scaled axes ' and ct’ with origin O’ =
(x =0,ct =0). The difference of the frame axes is 0° < § < 45°, where 0 is determined via the
B strength parameter of the quantum gravity space, 0 < § < 1, as § = tan (f) (8s = 0 for the
S-spacetime). A given QG-spacetime event, E' = (', ctly = 0) € QG is identified with different
parameters in the S-spacetime, E = (zg, ctg) € S.

3.2 Equivalence Transformation for Correlation Measuring

Theorem 1 (Mathematical equivalence of QG correlation measuring). Let fo (A: B) be an S-
spacetime correlation measure function, and let ngg (A : B) be the QG-spacetime correlation mea-
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sure between reference event A : {F4,Ya} and event of interest B : {FB,Yé}; where g refers to the
correlation type. The n-transformation yields the equivalence ngg’" (A:B) = f; (A: B), forVg.

Proof. Let us identify events A and B in the causally-biased space-time S, t4 < tp, At =
|tg —ta| > 0 by the measurement/outcome pairs (in particular, event A refers to Alice’s correlated
local system, while B refers to Bob’s correlated local system), as

A:{Fa,Ya} (63)
and '
B:{Fp,Y}}, (64)
where
FA: U ($A7<PxA7yxA)7 (65)
V@AJJA
YA = U (JZ’A, SOxA7yIA) ’ (66)
Vya
while
FB - U (xB7¢$va$B)7 (67)
vayyB
Yé: U (xBasovay;B)' (68)
VyiB

The pf probability of an outcome Yé of event B with respect to the measurement Fz and event A
within the S-spacetime can be evaluated as

p; (B) =Pr (V4| Ya, Fa, Fg). (69)

Specifically, let us evaluate pigg (B) in the QG-spacetime.
Let t/y =t =0, At/ =0, and

A {Fy,Y4Y, (70)
and .
B: {Fg,Yy} , (71)
where
sz/AwI/A
Vyb_ci4
while
Paly ey
Yy
B
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Let 2’; and 2’5 be the elementary regions of A and B in the QG-spacetime, with origin
O = (x=0,ct). (76)

At a given 3 strength of the QG-spacetime relative to the standard space strength s = 0,0 < 5 < 1,
the elementary region transformation from the QG-spacetime to the S-spacetime is

rA =nTy (77)
and
rp = 7795/137 (78)

which yields the x4, xp coordinate information of A and B in the S-spacetime. Since 2’y and 'y
are on the z’-axis of the QG-spacetime, parameter 3 can be expressed via the angle 6 of {z,2'},
{ct,ct'} of M, and M’, 0° < 0 < 45°, via (53).
From the inverse Lorentz transformation, the time difference of events A and B in S, At =
|t4 — tp| can be written as
At = nBaE, (79)

where Az’ is the location difference of the elementary regions of events A and B in the QG-
spacetime,

Az’ = %Am
= |2 — 74| (80)
= |4 (@p —wa)].

Without loss of generality, in the function of At and Az’, the following relation holds for the
strength parameter 3:

B2 _ (A)? 2
=7 = (aay € - (81)
The transformation is depicted for various strength 8 via Az’ in Fig. Notation Az’ refers to
the location difference of A and B in the QG-spacetime, O’ = (z = 0, ct), while Az is the location
difference of the same events, A and B, in the S-spacetime, Ax = nAx’.

Let O = (z0,., = 0, cto,. = 0) refer to an S-spacetime event coordinator in the origin of M of
the S-spacetime, which is causally connected with A via a lightline L; and also causally connected
with B via lightline Ls in the S-spacetime. Practically, O.. sends a flag via L toward A, and a
flag via Lo to B, respectively. When Alice receives the flag, she reveals her system A; and when
Bob receives it, he reveals his system B.

In the QG-spacetime, the time information of all events vanishes; therefore,

to,. =ty =tz =0. (82)
Thus,
0., = (zp,, =0,ctp,. =0) =0"={z=0,ct}, (83)
and
A= (a/y,ty =0) € QG, (84)

13
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Figure 3: The distance Ax between A and B in the function of Az’, at = 0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9,
O = (x=0,ct). At s =0, Az = Az’
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B = (2',t3 = 0) € QG. (85)

Specifically, since the QG-spacetime event coordinator O, is in the origin of M’ O, is causally
not connected with A and B, and there are no existing flags between O’, and A and B. Conse-
quently, in the QG-spacetime, O, cannot coordinate the events; therefore, A and B are happening
simultaneously at 'y, =t/ = 0.

The data transformation between the QG-spacetime and the S-spacetime is summarized in
Fig. The transformation parameter between frames of QG and S isn =1 / /(1 = 3?2), where
0<p
background time; t{, =ty =1 = 0. The axes are scaled via v = \/(1 +52) /(1 - p?), lchgle =
VIS g1 Ot = (2, = 0,ctyy, =0) =0" = (z =0,ct).

scale’

< 1 is the strength coefficient of the QG-spacetime. The QG-spacetime has no interpretable

QG.n

The entropy function for the n-transformed QG-spacetime is derived as follows. Let p; refer

to the probability with the n-transformed nz/y = x4, nz’; = xp elementary regions. Then, the

?g’” probability of an outcome Y]’Bi of event B with respect to measurement Fj; and event A is

b
evaluated as
P29 (B) = Pr (Yh | Vi Fhs Fhy ) (36)
where
F;U? = U <T}$i4, Pz, yn:c’A)
vtpm;\ ’y"”/A (87)
= U (angpraya:A%
V‘P:I:A Y 4
Y;l,n = U (7]1{47 P’y ynm%)
VY, !
a (88)
= U (xAv ‘;OxAvyocA)a
VY 4
and
F/B,n = U (Tlxjgv So'qx’B ) ynm%)
anmb 7y7,133 (89)
= U (mBa(pfﬁBmyzB)v
V‘PzB Yo g
Y]_gm = U (7796937 9077;10’3 ) yna}’B)
Vymc/
? (90)
- U (va Qo.rB; yZ‘B)
VYo

Particularly, p-Qg”7

=71 (B) can be expressed via p¢ (B) of S using the 7-transformed 2/, and 'y

of QG. This connection allows us to construct the ngg’” () correlation measure functions of the

15
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Figure 4: Data representation transformation between the causally-unbiased QG-spacetime (M ! )
with strength coefficient 5, 0 < 8 < 1, and the causally-biased S-spacetime (M) with reference
strength Ss = 0. Alice and Bob own their local correlated systems A and B. The S-spacetime
provides a reference frame with axes x and ct. In the S-spacetime, events A and B are defined
by elementary regions x4 and x g, and the events are happening at time t4 and tp, t4 < tp. An
event coordinator, O, = (zo,, = 0, cto,. = 0), sends flags (light beams) to Alice (A) and Bob (B).
When a given party receives the flag, she or he reveals her or his correlated local system. Event A
is causally connected with O, via flag L1, and event B is causally connected with O via flag Lo.
In the QG-spacetime, all time bias vanishes, t;, =t =t =0, O, = (;v’oec =0,cty, = 0) =
O = (x=0,ct), A = (¢/4,0), B = (2/4,0). The events in the QG-spacetime are causally not
connected with the event coordinator O._; thus, there is no flag (light beam) that connects them.

ec’

At a given 8, 8 = tan(6), 0° < 0 < 45°, the QG-spacetime elementary regions of A and B are
a'y = wa/n , vy = xp/n , where n = 1/1/(1 — %) . The axes are scaled via 129, = IS .
3= VT B/ 5.
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QG-spacetime with n-transformed arguments, leading to identical mathematical structures as the
ff (A : B) S-spacetime correlation measure functions; thus without loss of generality,

pPo () =P (). (91)

Too see it, let f, (-) identify the entropy function, f, (-) = H (-). Then let HS (-), H29" () refer to
the S-spacetime function and the QG-spacetime entropy function with n-transformed arguments,

respectively.
Let H® (B) be the entropy of B relative to A, t4 < tp in S, as

HS (B) = =) _p; logy py, (92)
i
where pf is given in ; thus,
H®(B) == Pr(Yp|Ya, Fa, Fp)logy Pr (Y| Ya, Fa, Fi) (93)
i
and
H(B) = = pP9 " logy p2%", (94)

(2

while png’n is given in .
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Without loss of generality, H<9" (B) is evaluated as
a9 (B)

- Z Pr (Ylgm’ Vi Pl Fé,n>10g2 Pr (Ygﬂ‘ Vi Flap F;B,n)
i

U (7733397 P’y ynxjg) U (7733;1, Pna’, s me/A> )

=— Z Pr| Vnsl Wnat,
) / /
NT 4, (anha ynx;‘ ) nTp, (an’B ) ynmgg
V@mhvym% Vna'y Ynat,
/ /
U (anu @n;rgg ) ynz%) U <U$A7 (‘0"7114 ) yn$i4> )

logy Pr | Ynely Vnat,

U (77fo7 SonxlA? ynw%) ) U <771:le @nx% ) ynx%)

v@nx% Vynm;‘ V‘an}g ’ynm% (95)

U (xBugol‘Bayl‘B) U (ﬂan%OanZ/a:A),

:_ZPr Yyp Vya
‘ U ('rAvSOwAaya:A)v U (xBa‘pﬂﬁBayJ»‘B)

Voa,ya VeB,YB

U (mBﬂ()O%B?yIB) U <mA7SO$A7yIA)7

-logy Pr | Vus Yya
U (xAv(PrAaya:A)a U (xB790:vB>ymB)
Voa,ya VoB,YB

=— ZPF (YB| Ya, Fa, F)logy Pr (Y| Ya, Fa, Fg)

1

= H® (B).

In particular, function H<9" (B), with the n-transformed 2/, and '’y arguments of the QG-
spacetime is defined by same mathematical background as H® (B) with inputs 24 and xp from the
S-spacetime. As a corollary, the entropy calculations in the QG-spacetime can be performed via
the mathematical properties of HS (-) of the S-spacetime.

Since for Vg, p$ is a fundament of the f;s () correlation measure of the S-spacetime, it follows
that

£E90) = 15 (), (96)
for Vg.

The proof is concluded here. m

3.3 Extension of Composite Regions

Lemma 1 The n-transformation extends the sets of elementary regions.
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Proof. Let Ocr € QG be a composite region in QG, and let Rc be the union of all sets of R,
measurement information for the 2’ € O¢s elementary regions and

Rer= |J R (97)

x’eOC/

Let O¢ € S be a composite region in S, while R, refers to the measurement information for the
elementary region x € O¢; then

Re= | R (98)
z€0¢
Then let V' for the QG-spacetime be defined as
V' =JRy, (99)
VY

and let V for the S-spacetime be defined as

V=|JR.. (100)
YV

For any nonzero 1, Az = nAz’, the composite region O is extended onto O¢; thus,
Rev # Re. (101)

Let F! refer to a procedure in a region =’ € O¢v,

Foo= |J Fo. (102)

x/eOc/

For any nonzero 7, the functions are reevaluated for O¢ as

Fo= |J Foy (103)
z'ne0¢

Let Y] refer to the outcome set for a region 2’ € O¢r,

Yo= | Y (104)

x’EOC/

then, for any nonzero 7, the Y set for x € O¢ is

Ye= |J Y (105)
nx'€O¢c
Recall that for the composite region O¢r,
Yor € For € Ror € QG, (106)

and for the extended composite region O¢,

Yo CFoc C Re €8S. (107)
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Specifically, putting the pieces together, the corresponding relations of the sets are as

Re D Rev, (108)
and

Fo 2 Fer,

YC D) YC" (109)

Particularly, for any nonzero 7, the relation of the sets of the S-spacetime and QG-spacetime is as
Yoo CYo C For C Fo C Re C Re. (110)

The R € QG with Ogr, at any nonzero 7, leads to Ro € S, with the exposed composite region
Oc, as illustrated in Fig.

Qg S

V' v

Figure 5: The result of the elementary region transformation. The region R¢ of the QG-spacetime
is transformed into the region R¢ in the QG-spacetime via a nonzero 7.

4 Correlation Measure Functions

Theorem 2 The ngg,n (1) functions determine the correlations in the QG-spacetime through the
causally-biased functions of the S-spacetime for Vg.

Proof. Let A and B, A: {F,Y}} € QG, B : {FI’B,Yg} € QG, with S-spacetime relation t4 < tg,

and QG-spacetime relation ¢/, = t’; = 0, refer to the input and output of an Nyp noisy process in
the QG-spacetime, respectively.

Based on Theorem 1, the correlation measures are evaluated as follows.

Let corresponding probabilities of the n-transformed QG-spacetime be referred as

P29 (A) = Pr (Y], | Vb P Fa ) (111)
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P9 (B) = Pr (Y, | Vi Fhoy Fhy) (112)

and
P20 (A, B) = Pr (YA, Y| YAy Yo Fh Fiy) - (113)

In particular, using (T11)), (112)), and (113), the 199" (A : B) mutual information between the 7-
transformed arguments of A and B is expressed via entropy H <9 (B), and the conditional entropy
HS97 (B| A) as

I99M (A B) = H9" (B) — H9" (B| A)

Qg»ﬂ A
Z pan B)log, pggn Z pQg,n A, B) 10g2pgg,n(; ;)
1,7 ’

= =3P (VE,| Yy iy F]Bm) togy Pr (V1| Vs Fhps i)
i

Pr(YJ Yh
Yy,

F]/3 n’FA 7])
YA 777Yé 777F1/4 n’Fl ,n)

(114)

Z Pr (ijl,n’ Yé,n} Vi Yo Fa Ff/Bm)lOg? pe(vi, Vi

The x99 (A : B) Holevo quantity with the n-transformed arguments of A and B is evaluated

via , , and as
X291 (A:B) =S (NAB (Zpgg,n QQm)) _ ZP?Q’"S (NAB <p?9,n>) 7 (115)

Qg.n is as

where p;

an _ ZPQQ g ) (), (116)

and S (-) is the quantum entropy expressed for a density matrix p as

S(p) = =Tr(plog(p)). (117)

The 1297 (A : B) coherent information is expressed via H<9" (-) as

coh

1297 (A : By = —H29" (A| B)

coh

QG,n
_ oG p;(B)
= E p;;"" (A, B) IOgQW

; ; Pr( Y [ YaFiFh

- _ i! J / ' ' / ( Amtan )

B Zpr(YA:’?’YB»”’YA’”’YB’"’FA’”’FB’">IOg2 Pr(Y4 Y Va0 Yh o Fh s Fh )
0] m Bm|tAn n

(118)
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Particularly, from the derivation of the correlation measure quantities 1997 (-), y297 (-), I c%g?? ()
of the QG-spacetime, it follows that

199" (A:B)=1°(A:B), (119)

X9 (A:B) = x%(A: B), (120)
and

I/ (A:B) =I5, (A: B), (121)

where 1% (+), x° (-), IS, () stand for the S-spacetime mutual information, Holevo information and
coherent information, respectively.

Let C291 (Nap) refer to the classical capacity of N4p with the n-transformed arguments of the
QG-spacetime, the C’%g’n (NMap) Holevo capacity of Nap with the n-transformed arguments of the
QG-spacetime, the P29 (N 4p) private classical capacity of Nap with the n-transformed arguments
of the QG-spacetime, and the Q99" (Nsp) quantum capacity of Nyp with the 7)-transformed
arguments of the QG-spacetime, respectively.

Without loss of generality, from (119)), (120), and (121]), it follows that the capacity measures
of Nsp in the QG-spacetime are evaluated via the S-spacetime functions as

O (Nap) = C° (Nag), (122)
CS7" (Nag) = C3 (Nan) (123)
peIn (Nap) = pPS (Nag), (124)
Q99" (Nap) = Q° (Nag), (125)

where CS (Nag), C3 (Nag), PS (Nag), Q° (Nap) refer to the capacities of Nap in the S-
spacetime.

Specifically, the results can be extended to arbitrary correlation measure functions via p<9-7 (-),
the relation ngg’" ()= ff (+), for Vg, is straightforwardly follows from (96). m

5 Conclusions

In the quantum gravity space, the causal structure is dynamic and all time information vanishes,
which makes it no possible to utilize the causally-biased correlation measure functions. Since the
correction of the causally-unbiased entropy function has led to an obscure mathematical structure,
we introduced a data representation correction, which makes it possible to apply the causally-biased
functions in a causally-unbiased structure. The equivalence transformation uses a correction in the
data representation of the causally-unbiased quantum gravity space, which has a consequence that
all mathematical properties of the causally-biased entropy function are preserved in the causally-
unbiased space. The proposed transformation allows us to calculate correlations in the quantum
gravity space with the stable mathematical background and apparatus of the causally-biased corre-
lation measure functions. We demonstrated the results through the causally-unbiased probability,
entropy and correlation measure functions.
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A Appendix

A.1 Abbreviations

QG Quantum Gravity

GR General Relativity

QM Quantum Mechanics

QGIP Quantum Gravity Information Processing

S Standard spacetime with a causally-biased structure

QG Quantum gravity spacetime with a nonfixed causal structure

A.2 Notations
The notations of the manuscript are summarized in Table

Table A.1: Summary of notations.

Notation Description
Qg Quantum gravity (causally-unbiased) spacetime structure.
S Standard (causally-biased) spacetime structure.
Measurement.
d Data, d = (z, ¢z, yz), where z is a space-time coordination (elemen-

tary region of the space), ¢, refers to the information pertinent to a
choice of measurement M, while y, denotes the outcome of M.

x An elementary region in a space.

P An information pertinent to a choice of measurement M, for an
elementary region x of a space.

Yz Outcome of measurement M, for an elementary region z of a space.
x! An elementary region in the QG-spacetime.

TA Reference region in the S-spacetime.

TR Region of interest, region of the S-spacetime with respect to the

reference region A.

x'y Reference region in the QG-spacetime.

T’y Region of interest, region of the QG-spacetime with respect to the
reference region A.
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R, Measurement information for elementary region x in the S-
spacetime.

Oc¢ Composite region, a set of i elementary regions in the S-spacetime.

Re Measurement information for the elementary regions of composite
region O¢ in the S-spacetime,
RC - UxEOC RCE

% Set of all possible Ro measurement information from all elementary
regions x in the S-spacetime,
V - va RI)
where R, is the measurement information for an elementary region
x.

F, A procedure in region x for the S-spacetime, which identifies the set
of all distinct choices of ¢, y, for the elementary region x as
FLE = UV@z,yz (x7 Pz, y.r)

Fo A procedure for composite region O¢ in the S-spacetime,

Y. Outcome set for a region = in the S-spacetime, identifies the set of
all distinct outcomes of a measurement M for z, evaluated as
YCIZ = UVyI (1;7 Spamyx)?
where Y, C I, C R,.

Yo Outcome set for a composite region O¢ in the S-spacetime, evaluated
as
YC = UxEOC Yam
where YC - FC - Rc.

R, Measurement information for elementary region z’ in the QG-
spacetime.

Oc¢r Composite region, a set of i elementary regions in the QG-spacetime.

Rer Measurement information for the elementary regions of composite
region O¢ in the QG-spacetime,
RC/ = UIIEOCI RI/'

Vv’ Set of all possible Ror measurement information from all elementary
regions z’ in the QG-spacetime,
V/ == va/ Rx/,
where R, is the measurement information for an elementary region
x'.

Fo A procedure in region z’ for the QG-spacetime, which identifies the

set of all distinct choices of ¢,/, 3, for the elementary region z’ as
Iy = Uv«pz/,yz/ (@', oar, Yar)-
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For A procedure for composite region O¢r in the QG-spacetime,
For = Um/GOc/ For.

Y, Outcome set for a region 2’ in the QG-spacetime, identifies the set
of all distinct outcomes of a measurement M for 2/, evaluated as
YI/ = UVyz/ ($/7 ) yx’)7
where YI/ - Fxl - RI/.

Yo Outcome set for a composite region O¢r in the QG-spacetime, eval-
uated as
Yor = Ux/EOc/ Yo,
where YC" C FC" - RC’-

E Event, identified via an measurement-procedure pair

E :{F, Y.}
{UV@mayw (.I, %0:(:7 yl‘) ’ UVym (ﬂ?, 901‘7 yl‘)} .

A Reference event, defined by the reference elementary region x4 via
the outcome-measurement pair Fq, Y4,
A:{Fs,Ya}.

B Event of interest, defined via the region of interest xp as
B:{Fg,Yh},
where Y denotes a set of outcomes corresponding to F'g.

HS (4 S-spacetime entropy function.

H9 () QG-spacetime entropy function.

e () S-spacetime probability function,
pf (B) = Pr (Y4 Fp, D),
where D4 refers to sufficient data from the past space-time region
AeS.

png QG-spacetime probability function,
P9 (B) = Pr (Y| Ya, Fa, Fi).

M Minkowski diagram.

E = (zg,ctg) | Event on the Minkowski diagram, x identifies the location informa-
tion of events, the ct-axis characterizes the time information multi-
plied by c.

c Constant, refers to the speed of light in the QG-spacetime (e.g., speed
of information propagation in the QG-spacetime).

s? Lorentz parameter, s> = c¢*t?> — 2, where 2 = z? + y? + 2?,where

x,1, z,t the coordinates of the four-dimensional standard space-time

S.
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5%‘1E2 S2E1E2 =2 (tg, —tp,) —|TE, — FE2|2, for events Ey = (7'g,, ctp, ), and
E2 = (FEQ, Cth) .

K Scaling parameter,
k=1 / v/ 1 — (Q/c)?
where Q0 = ¢ ;}fll_;iz where By = (zg,,tg, ), and By = (zg,,tx5,) -
Gradient between two events on the Minkowski diagram, 0 = %.

L Lightpulse, flag.

A, B Correlated local systems of two parties, Alice and Bob.

Oec Event coordinator entity in the S-spacetime, fixed onto the origin,
Og¢c = {xoec =0,cto,, = O}.

0., Event coordinator entity in the QG-spacetime, fixed onto the origin,
O.. = {zp, =0,cty, =0}

F Quantum gravity function, constitutes a program F, as F (z,n) = i,
where x is an elementary region of the QG-spacetime, n labels the
corresponding flag beam, while i refers to the input such that for
i =1 a light pulse is emitted.

x An elementary region in the S-spacetime, evaluated via z =
nz', where x’ is an elementary region in the QG-spacetime, n =
1/«/(1—62), where 5, 0 < 8 < 1 is the strength of the QG-
spacetime relative to the S-spacetime strength Ss = 0.

I} Strength of the QG-spacetime relative to the S-spacetime strength
Bs = 0.

Bs Strength parameter of the S-spacetime, Ss = 0.

n Conversion parameter between the elementary regions of the S-
spacetime and QG-spacetime,
n= 1/\/(1 - B?).

0 Difference of the axes {x,2'}, {ct,ct'} of the QG-spacetime, and S-
spacetime, 0° < 0 < 45°, § = tan (0).

199 Unit scale of the axes of {2/, ct'} of the QG-spacetime,

scale

ng

scale ’Ylscal@
where ~ is the scaling parameter evaluated as

2
/y = \/ 1+527

and [$ . is the unit scale of the axes of {z,ct} of the S-spacetime.

scale
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A:{Fa,Ya}

Measurement /outcome pair of Alice in the S-spacetime,

Fy= UVgoA,yA (xA7@IA7y$A)7
YA = UVyA (ﬂfA, C)OCCA’yJEA)'

B {FB, Yé} Measurement /outcome pair of Bob in the S-spacetime,
Fp= UchB,yB (va(PIBawa)> Yé = vaB (xB>SO:BBayxB)-
At The time difference of events A and B in the S-spacetime, evaluated
as
At = nBaE,
where
Az = LAz
n
= |op — |
- |1 _
= |5 (xp —xa)l.
Ly Flag, causally connects A and O, in the S-spacetime.
Lo Flag, causally connects B and O, in the S-spacetime.
p?g’n Probability function evaluated via the n-transformed QG-spacetime
elementary regions, nz'y = xa,nr'ls = xp,
p297 (B) = Pr (ng‘ Yi, Fle Fgm).
ngg’n () Correlation measure functions of the QG-spacetime, with 7-
transformed QG-spacetime elementary regions, where g identifies the
correlation type.
ff () Correlation measure functions of the S-spacetime, where g identifies
the correlation type.
g Correlation type index.
HS9m (1) The QG-spacetime entropy function with n-transformed arguments.
V Set of all R,
Ocy A composite region in the QG- space.
Oces A composite region in the S-spacetime.
1991 () Mutual information with n-transformed arguments of the QG- space.
X297 (+) Holevo quantity with the n-transformed arguments of the QG- space.
ICQO}QL’?7 () Coherent information with the n-transformed arguments of the QG-
space.
ce (NaB) Classical capacity of quantum channel Mg in the S-spacetime.
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Holevo capacity of quantum channel M4p in the S-spacetime.

Private classical capacity of quantum channel Nsp in the S-
spacetime.

Quantum capacity of quantum channel N4 in the S-spacetime.

Classical capacity of Nap in the n-transformed QG-spacetime.

Holevo capacity of Nap in the n-transformed QG-spacetime.

Private classical capacity of M4p in the n-transformed QG-spacetime.

Quantum capacity of M4p in the n-transformed QG-spacetime.
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