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Abstract

Based on a recently proposed holographic relationship between spin net-
works and superstrings, we find out numerical values for the matter
and cosmological constant density parameters given by Ωm0 = 0.3311
and ΩΛ0 = 0.6689, respectively. Such values are in good approxima-
tion with the Planck 2018 cosmological data [1]. Moreover, by using
the current value of the Hubble parameter given by Planck 2018 col-
laboration, we obtain Λ0 = 2.779 × 10−122 as an estimation of the
cosmological constant. Such results can be seen as possible phenomeno-
logical evidence for quantum gravity, relying on what may be a sui-generis
feature of it: that spacetime must emerge from quantum information.
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1 Introduction

One of the most intricate problems in modern physics consists of the fact that
the observed value of the cosmological constant is much smaller than that given
by particle physics (about 122 orders of magnitude). Such an unconformity
between theoretical results and observations has been described as ”the largest
discrepancy between theory and experiment in all of science” [2], and as the
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” worst theoretical prediction in the history of physics” [3]. In addition, the
fine balance between the cosmological constant and matter in our universe, in
the present epoch, consists of another mystery. This is called the cosmological
coincidence problem [4, 5].

The two troubles above, known as the ”old” and the ”new” cosmological
constant problem [4], respectively, have consequences for different aspects of
our universe, e.g, for the structure formation and consequently for the exis-
tence of life [4–6]. In face of them, a universe like ours, with conditions to
support life, would be very improbable, and a fine-tuning mechanism for its
initial conditions becomes necessary [6]. The requisite of such a fine-tuning has
launched the idea that must exist not only our universe, but a multiverse with
different values for the cosmological constant, and that we have had the luck
of stay in a universe with a value that supports life. Such an idea has been
supported, for example, by the string landscape [7, 8].

It is expected that a theory of quantum gravity must shed some light on
the issue of the cosmological constant [9]. However, the road to a quantum
description of the gravitational phenomena has been a tough challenge. In this
sense, the main approaches for such a purpose, superstring theory [10], and
loop quantum gravity (LQG) [11], seem to address different aspects of reality.

In LQG, the fundamental objects are spin networks describing a pre-
geometric regime, in a way that LQG consists of a background independent
treatment to quantum gravity, in line with the theory of general relativity.
While LQG does not unify gravity with matter, in string theory, matter as
well as the fundamental interactions can be set out in a unifying way through
the vibrations of strings that move within a pre-established classical space-
time. Particularly, the gravitational force is depicted by the vibrations of closed
strings. Other conflicts arise: string theory requires that spacetime must have
10 dimensions, and needs the existence of supersymmetry. LQG, on the other
side, is a four-dimensional theory, and supersymmetry is not a feature of it.

In addition to the discrepancy between string theory and LQG, the lack
of any phenomenological evidence for both of them may lead such theories to
a crisis scenario. In fact, it can be very difficult to obtain any experimental
evidence for such approaches, e.g., from particle accelerators, since building
such kind of device with enough energy to access the scales where string theory
and LQG become relevant would be unthinkably expensive.

In front of such difficulties, it has been interesting to turn our attention to
cosmology and use the universe as a laboratory [12]. In this sense, the correct
prediction of the ΩΛ0

, Ωm0
and cosmological constant values, due to its rele-

vance, could be presented as an important piece of evidence for any candidate
theory to quantum gravity. However, so far no satisfactory theoretical insight
to accomplish such a task has appeared in string theory, LQG, nor in another
theoretical approach.

On the other hand, recently a new route for quantum gravity has been
paved by a version of the AdS/CFT correspondence where closed strings can
be holographically related to spin networks [13]. Such a bridge between string
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theory and LQG has been useful to address some known problems related to
quantum gravity research. For example, in such a scenario, the stumbling block
of the big bang singularity in AdS/CFT [14, 15] has been solved, and it has
been possible to circumvent the infamous LQG Imirzi ambiguity [16].

In the present work, we shall use the results obtained in [13] to undertake
an interesting idea that has sprung up in the context of both string theory and
LQG: that spacetime must emerge from quantum information. It will lead us
to a relational approach where branes can be conceived as quantum reference
frames from which spacetime must emerge. Possible observational evidence for
such a scenario can be presented: the prevision of values for the cosmologi-
cal constant and matter density parameters in good approximation with the
Planck 2018 results [1]. Moreover, by using the current value of the Hubble
parameter given by Planck 2018 collaboration, a value for the cosmological
constant that is in agreement with observations has also been obtained.

The article is organized as follows: in section (2), we shall review the main
aspects of the holographic relationship between string theory and LQG traced
out in [13]. In section (3), by implementing the idea that spacetime must
emerge from quantum information, we shall generalize the results of [13] to the
case of N branes. In section (4), we shall demonstrate that the quantum gravity
description of a system of N branes is given by full (abstract) spin networks.
In section (5), we shall apply such results to the issue of the cosmological
constant. Section (6) is devoted to conclusions and discussions. Throughout
the paper, we have used G = } = c = 1.

2 - Braneworld spin networks and closed
strings.

D-branes are the main objects that appear in the non-perturbative sector of
string theory and have a very important role in the context of the AdS/CFT
correspondence [17]. Results introduced in [13] can however lead such objects
to gain additional status in the AdS/CFT scenario, by showing that D-branes
can be used as a bridge between string theory and LQG.

In this way, it has been demonstrated that the Hamiltonian operator, cor-
responding to a 4D flat FRLW universe living on the AdS boundary, described
by a Randall-Sundrum II brane, is given by [13]

Ĥgrav =
−3V

32πξ2
[2I− ĥ+ − ĥ−] , (1)

where

ξ = (3/(16πσ))1/2, (2)
with σ giving the brane tension. In the Eq. (1), I corresponds to the identity
matrix.

The novelty related to the Hamiltonian above is that the operators ĥ± con-
sist of holonomies, which act as U(1) transformations creating the braneworld
quantum geometrical states ψxn

= eipxn as:
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ĥ±ψx = e±i
√

∆peipx = ei(x±
√

∆)p = ψx±
√

∆ , (3)

where p is the conjugate momentum to the volume V .
Consequently, the holonomies build the braneworld quantum geometry as

a regular lattice [13]:

γ√∆ = {x ∈ R | x = n
√

∆,∀n ∈ Z} , (4)

where 1 [18]

∆ =
12π

σ
, (5)

and γ√∆ is a graph that corresponds to a U(1) spin network, as those appear
in the context of Loop Quantum Cosmology (LQC) [19].

In this way, from the results obtained in [13], a Randall-Sundrum II brane
describing a flat FRLW universe living on the AdS bulk boundary must be seen
as a U(1) polymer structure, similar to LQC spin networks. In such a context,
the discreteness in the position x we have in the Eq. (4), with discreteness
parameter

√
∆, implies that superselection rules for the brane gravitational

sector will be imposed, in such a way the universe will evolve through discrete
increments of the scale factor a (or some object defined as a function of it,
such as an area or volume).

The superselection rules also affect the bulk physics since, as one can
remember, the brane couples gravitationally to the bulk by emitting or absorb-
ing closed strings, whose couplings, gs, can be related to the brane tension as
gs ∼ 1/σ [10]. One finds out, from the Eq. (5), the following relation

gs ∼ ∆. (6)

Such a result gives us the relationship between two parameters belonging
to different theories connected through holography. On the bulk side, quantum
information is encoded in the string coupling which tells us how closed strings
interact. On the boundary side, quantum information appears encoded in pix-
els with area ∆. It is in agreement with the commensurability between qubits
and quanta of area demonstrated in the context of the holographic principle
[20].

By considering a discrete spacetime evolution in the boundary theory, we
shall have from the Eq. (6) that the string coupling will be constrained to have
only nonvanishing finite values. In this way, the string modes which could lead
to the dilaton divergency and, as a consequence, to the big bang singularity in
the AdS/CFT scenario [14, 15], are cut out. In this case, the initial singularity
will be replaced by a bounce, as occurs in LQC [21–23].

A second interesting point is that the polymer structures describing the
boundary theory possess an advantage over the LQC ones by the fact they are

1We have corrected by a factor 4 the expression given to ∆ in the reference [13]. Such correction
comes from the fact that in the reference [18], the universe critical density in the Friedmann
equation that is consistent with our Hamiltonian appears multiplied by 4. A similar correction
has been done in the Eq. (2).
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defined by the brane tension, and not by the Barbero-Immirzi parameter. It
turns the problem of Immirzi ambiguity [16] absent in the scenario proposed in
[13] since the brane tension can be dynamically determined [10]. Such a result
matches the idea proposed by several authors that a possible solution to the
Immirzi ambiguity can be obtained through a dynamical determination of the
Barbero-Immirzi parameter [24–26].

3 - A relational approach to quantum gravity:
branes as quantum reference frames.

The scope of the results found out in [13] may be even greater. It is because
they can give us a new perspective about what may be a sui-generis aspect
of quantum gravity: that spacetime must be not fundamental, as occurs in
general relativity, but ought to emerge from quantum information. Such an
idea has been worked out in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence
[27–32], LQG [33], and other approaches [20].

Particularly, in the LQG context, it has been argued that in a background
independent quantum theory of gravity, spacetime must emerge as a collective
phenomenon, from a deeper structure consisting only of quantum information
encoded in the quantum correlations among quantum reference frames [34–
38]. In such a relational approach, if we have the right pattern of correlations,
the system can be cleaved into parts that can be identified as different por-
tions of spacetime. The degree of entanglement among such parts defines the
notion of spatial distance: the greater the entanglement between two portions
of spacetime, the closer they are.

In such a context, the suitable definition of the quantum reference frames is
fundamental to the construction of a quantum relational theory of spacetime.
In this sense, from the results obtained in [13], branes can be conceived as
such reference frames since they appear as U(1) holonomy structures when one
takes into account the perspective of the boundary theory in the AdS/CFT
correspondence. Specifically, due to their holonomy U(1) framework, branes
can be conceived as quantum clocks, i.e., temporal quantum reference frames
[33, 39, 40].

However, a detail we must add here is that holonomies can be used not
only to establish branes as quantum reference frames but also to weave the
entanglement network among them. Actually, it has been demonstrated that
holonomies consist of unitary transformations connecting two quantum geo-
metrical states, belonging (in general) to two different Hilbert spaces, through
entanglement [41–43]:

ĥij : Hi → Hj , (7)

where

ĥij ĥ
†
ij = I . (8)
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If we label the His as the Hilbert spaces of the branes in our collection, the
indices i, j above will range as i, j = 1, ..., N , and the holonomies ĥij must be
generalized to U(N) unitary matrices giving us the combinatorial rules related
to the quantum geometric states describing the system of branes.

In such a relational scenario, hii will give us simply the holonomies frozen
to define the branes, while hij (i 6= j) will describe the connections among
them. In this way, one must observe that important detail of our construction
is that there is not a fundamental distinction between the holonomies describ-
ing the quantum reference frames and the holonomies describing the quantum
correlations connecting such frames. Consequently, even which we have called
quantum references frames in the present paper can be understood, funda-
mentally, as quantum correlations. We shall return to such discussions in the
conclusions section.

4 - Branes as quantum reference frames and
abstract spin networks.

To trace out the combinatorial rules among the brane quantum clocks that
build the boundary theory, we have an interesting fact pointed out by Girelli
and Livine in [33]. According to such a fact, a vector in the representation
space, u(N), of the unitary group corresponds to an intertwiner with N legs
dressed by SU(2) representations.

In this way, one can write the U(N) group elements ĥij describing the
system of N branes in terms of u(N) basis vectors as

ĥij = eMij = I +Mij +
1

2
MijMik + ... , (9)

where Mij ∈ u(N) corresponds to a N -leg intertwiner, in a way that the
description of the boundary quantum geometry will be given as a superposition
of intertwiner states (see Fig. (1)). In such a context, we note that the number
of intertwiners external legs will coincide with the number of branes sourcing
the bulk geometry.

Fig. 1 A collection of N branes sourcing the bulk geometry is described from the boundary
perspective as a superposition of N -leg intertwiner states. Each graph in the figure cor-
responds to a term belonging to the expansion on the right-hand side of the Eq. (9) and
describes a possible quantum state for the geometry of the AdS boundary.
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By writing the U(N) theory introduced in the last section in terms of an
intertwiner basis, one can codify the quantum geometrical information related
to the collection of N branes into the SU(2) representations dressing the inter-
twiner legs. Since such quantum information appears encoded in pixels on
the branes, one can attach the areas of such pixels to the intertwiner legs by
expressing them in terms of the SU(2) representations 2. In this case, inter-
twiners will give us the rules to weave the brane pixels according to SU(2)
selection rules. It corresponds to the basic idea of full LQG spin networks [33],
which can be seen as an entanglement network relating quantum area states
[45].

However, we must observe that the intertwiners introduced in the present
section correspond to abstract spin networks. Such objects, as highlighted by
Girelli and Livine, are graphs labeled with SU(2) representations, in the same
way, we have in full LQG, but carrying only combinatorial information, with-
out any reference to a background geometry or topology. Consequently, the
theory introduced in the present section has been developed on a pure quan-
tum informational perspective, consisting of a pre-spacetime, and consequently
background-independent, approach.

From the results we have found out, the string/loop holographic relation-
ship introduced in [13] can be generalized as: a type IIB string theory living
in a classical AdS bulk emerges from a combinatorial U(N) matrix theory
described by full LQG (abstract) spin networks living on the bulk boundary,
in the large N limit. In such a context, the free parameters of the theories are
related as

96π4α′2gs =
12π

σ
= ∆ , (10)

and

L

l10
= (4πN)1/4 . (11)

In the Eq.(11),

l(10) = g
1
4
s α
′1/2 (12)

is the 10-dimensional Planck length [10]. Moreover, α′ is the Regge slope
parameter.

Some comments are in order. At first, the Eq. (10) has been borrowed from
the results of the reference [13], where it appears from an extension of the so-
called Black Hole Holographic Conjecture [46, 47]. On the other hand, the Eq.
(11) has been borrowed from the usual form of the AdS/CFT correspondence.
Such an equation gives us the AdS radius L, which defines the bulk geometry
[10], in units of the ten-dimensional Planck length. However, Eq. (11) assumes a
new interpretation in the present context. It is because now N turns to be given

2The most simple relation between area and a SU(2) representation has been traced in [44],
and used by Girelli and Livine [33], which fixes A ∼ j.
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by the number of external legs in the intertwiners states whose determination
depends on the combinatorial rules that govern the boundary theory.

Consequently, quantities defined in terms of the AdS radius turn to assume
a combinatorial meaning. For example, using the Eqs. (10), (11) and (12), we
have that the AdS scalar curvature [17] can be expressed as

R = − 12

L2
= −24π

√
6π

N∆
. (13)

In this way, curvature appears as a measure of how many quantum reference
frames, carrying a quantum of area ∆, are needed for the emergence of space-
time. Such a number will be determined by the combinatorial rules of the
theory governing the pre-spacetime regime.

Second, we must note that the pre-spacetime regime described in the
present section must occur far from the limit where the number of branes sourc-
ing the bulk geometry is large, since in such a limit classical spacetime must
emerge, according to the AdS/CFT correspondence. From the coincidence
between the number of branes and the number of intertwiners external legs
found out in the present section, we have that such reasoning is in agreement
with that introduced in [33] about the semiclassical limit of a pre-geometrical
U(N) matrix theory written in terms of N -leg intertwiner states.

5 - The cosmological constant in the
AdS/CFT semiclassical scenario

The results obtained in the last section have linked the emergence of an AdS
bulk geometry to the combinatorial nature of the spin networks describing the
AdS boundary in a pre-spacetime regime. Such a relationship can be useful to
discuss several issues in the context of quantum gravity. In the present section,
we shall use it to address the cosmological constant problems.

In this sense, we have that, in the single brane case addressed in [13], the
vacuum energy density is given in the semiclassical regime by 3:

λ = 2σ
[(

1 +
9

16π2l4σ2

)1/2

− 1
]

≈ 9

16π2l4σ
, (14)

where l corresponds to a cutoff length scale.
The result above has been obtained in the context of a flat FRLW universe

living on the brane, for which the string/loop relationship has been proved to
be valid. We note that a good amount of evidence for a flat universe has been
pointed out, starting from the BOOMERanG experiment [48].

3We have taken β = l/lAdS =
√

4πσ/3l in the Eq. (22) of the reference [13]. Moreover, by

fixing a typo in [13], we have taken Al = 4π
√

2l2, which gives us a additional factor π−1 in the
vacuum energy density λ.
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Now, by considering the usual AdS/CFT scenario [49] as the semiclassical
limit of the theory developed in the last sections, we shall have a collection of
N coincident identical branes, with N large. In this situation, one must take
σ → Nσ in the Eq. (14), and obtain

λrenorm =
9

16π2l4Nσ
=

λ

N
. (15)

From the equation above, the renormalized vacuum energy density will
depend on the number of branes that source the bulk geometry. In this way,
to determine the value of the cosmological constant, we now face a problem of
braneworld engineering: how many branes do we need to build the universe?

The answer to such a question can be found out in the combinatorial rules
governing spin networks, since we have learned from the results of the last
section that the number of branes sourcing the bulk geometry is given by the
number of external legs of the spin network that describes our universe, i.e.,
by the number of spin network legs piercing the universe horizon.

However, before one tries to get such a number, we need at first to define
what we mean by ”the universe horizon”. In this way, we shall consider our
universe as the object that carries the full holographic information neces-
sary to the emergence of spacetime. In this sense, we have a hint from the
AdS/CFT correspondence, which tells us that causal diamonds defined on the
AdS boundary hold the necessary holographic information for the emergence
of the bulk [50–52]. Actually, due to their fixed lightcone structure, causal
diamonds have played an important role in the literature on the holographic
principle, being considered as the natural unit of holography in a region of
spacetime [53].

Based on such considerations, we shall choose, as the universe horizon,
the boundary of its causal diamond. Such a causal diamond consists of the
entire region that can be probed by an observer inside the universe. It is
defined as the intersection of the past and future lightcones of the observer’s
worldline. In the present context, such a choice will trace out a scenario where
the entire universe’s causal structure emerges from the collection of brane
quantum clocks.

The causal diamond of the universe has a fixed geometry, with a fixed
radius given by

R♦ =
1

H0

∫ ∞
−1

dy√
Ωm0(1 + y)3 + ΩΛ0

=
( 3

8πρΛ0

)1/2
∫ ∞
−1

dy√
Ωm0

ΩΛ0
(1 + y)3 + 1

, (16)
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where H0 is the current value of the Hubble parameter and ρΛ0 is the current
value of the vacuum energy density, which we will take as λrenorm.

In the Eq. (16), Ωm0 and ΩΛ0 correspond, respectively, to the density of
matter and density of cosmological constant parameters, defined as

Ωm0 =
8π

3H2
0

ρm0 , ΩΛ0 =
8π

3H2
0

ρΛ0 , (17)

where ρm0 is the current value of the universe matter density.
Moreover, in the present dark energy dominated epoch, Ωm0 and ΩΛ0 obey

the following condition, in the case of a flat universe [48]:

Ωm0 + ΩΛ0 = 1 . (18)

By fixing the essencial issue about the definition of the universe horizon,
we are now in the position of putting the combinatorial rules governing spin
networks to work. At first, we have that by considering the spin network legs
piercing the universe horizon, the most important microstates consistent with
a given area are those for which the SU(2) representation carried by each spin
network leg is as small as possible. In this way, one would expect to consider
spin 1/2 legs. It agrees with the fact that, in the AdS/CFT scenario, N must
be as large as possible to ensure the existence of a classical bulk spacetime.

Related to this, we shall take into account another combinatorial feature of
spin networks, the so-called LQG projection constraint, which consists of the
quantum analog of the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, and arises from the consistency
conditions for having a quantum horizon with the topology of a two-sphere
[54]. Such a constraint implies that a spin 1/2 leg must pierce the horizon
at least twice, carrying in each piercing a half of a quantum of area on the
universe boundary [55, 56].

Based on such considerations, we have that the total number of spin
networks legs piercing the universe horizon can be calculated as

N = 2
A♦

amin
, (19)

where A♦ corresponds to the area of the universe horizon, i.e., the area of the
boundary of the universe causal diamond. Moreover, amin is the quantum of
area defined on it. The factor 2 appears as a consequence of the projection
constraint.

In this way, from the Eqs. (15) and (19) we have, by taking amin = ∆,
where ∆ is given by the Eq. (5),

R♦ =
( 3

2ρΛ0

)1/2

. (20)

To obtain the result above, we have also set λ = σ, i.e., we have interpreted
the brane tension as the vacuum energy density of a single brane embedded in
the AdS bulk. It is just what is done in the usual Randall-Sundrum scenarios
when one considers the point of view of an observer living on a brane [57–59].
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Now, by using the Eqs. (16) and (20), we find out∫ ∞
−1

dy√
Ωm0

ΩΛ0
(1 + y)3 + 1

= 2
√
π . (21)

By taking the Eqs. (18) and (21), the values of Ωm0 and ΩΛ0 that
correspond to the solutions of such a system of equations are:

Ωm0 = 0.3311, ΩΛ0 = 0.6689 . (22)

Moreover, by using the Eq. (17) and H0 = 67.36 km s−1Mpc−1 [1], we
obtain for the present value of the cosmological constant:

Λ0 = 3H2
0 ΩΛ0 = 2.779× 10−122 , (23)

in Planck units. In the results above, the first three digits are effective.
Such results, obtained through the use of the idea that spacetime must

emerge from quantum information, together with a fine combination of ingre-
dients belonging to string theory and LQG, are in a good approximation with
that given by the Planck 2018 cosmological data [1].

6 - Conclusions and discussions

We have generalized the results obtained in [13] to undertake the idea that
spacetime must emerge from quantum information. It led us to a relational
approach where branes can be conceived as quantum clocks connected through
quantum entanglement, and the quantum description of the boundary theory
in the AdS/CFT correspondence turns to be given by a U(N) matrix theory,
which can be written in terms of full LQG (abstract) spin networks.

Possible observational evidence for such a scenario has been presented,
where values for the matter and cosmological constant density parameters
has been obtained, in a good approximation with the Planck 2018 results [1].
It was possible by taking the usual AdS/CFT scenario as the semiclassical
limit of the theory. Such a result yields the balance between matter and dark
energy we have in the present epoch. Moreover, by taking the current value of
the Hubble parameter as given by the Planck 2018 collaboration, it has been
possible to obtain an estimation for the cosmological constant in agreement
with observations.

The results obtained in the present paper can be seen as the first phe-
nomenological palpability for quantum gravity up to now relying on what
may be a sui-generis feature of it: that spacetime must emerge from infor-
mation encoded into quantum correlations. In this point, we note that, since
there is not a fundamental distinction between the holonomies describing the
quantum reference frames and the holonomies describing the quantum corre-
lations connecting such frames, even which we have called quantum references
frames in the present paper can be understood, fundamentally, as quantum
correlations. In this way, only correlations matter in the present scenario, not
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correlations among things, but only correlations, in the Mermin sense [60].
It differs from the usual AdS/CFT perspective, where spacetime geometry
may emerge from the correlations among entangled particles, and quantum
correlations are distinct from the objects connected by them.

Moreover, our analysis differs from other approaches based on the holo-
graphic principle, as those appear in the so-called holographic cosmology [61],
and in investigations related to de Sitter entropy [62]. Even though in such
approaches we have similar estimations to that given by the Eqs. (15) and (19),
one must note the peculiarity of the factor 2 in the Eq. (19), coming from the
LQG projection constraint, in our analysis. Such a factor has been provided
by the combinatorial nature of the quantum gravity theory that underlies the
count (19).

We note that such underlying quantum gravity theory is lakying in the
aforementioned approaches [63], in a way that they may be blind for some
details related to the microscopic description of spacetime that could be impor-
tant for the calculation of the cosmological constant. In fact, such approaches
are able only to propose an upper bound to the cosmological constant, which is
not enough to answer the question of why it possesses a small but non vanish
value. Moreover, it has been argued that the most probable value for the cos-
mological constant in the holographic cosmology scenario would be zero [64],
in evident disagreement with observations.

In this way, in addition to the introduction of a theoretical value for the
cosmological constant that is in a good approximation with observations, the
breakthrough of our work consists of providing a quantum gravity theory to
support such a value, whose degrees of freedom are related to entanglement
correlations, codified in the form of spin networks. Actually, such results show
that the quantum gravity theory based on the string/loop holographic rela-
tionship firstly proposed in [13], and generalized in the present paper, has the
potential not only to bring together the triumphs already obtained by string
theory and LQG but also to solve problems that none of them have managed
to solve so far, like the important issue of the cosmological constant.

Some points related to our results deserve further investigation. At first,
to obtain the cosmological constant in the Eq. (23), we have used the current
value of the Hubble parameter given by the Planck 2018 collaboration [1]. The
intermediate quantum gravity calculations, that lead to values of Ωm0 and
ΩΛ0 in good approximation with observations, do not require us to disturb
the relationship between the cosmological constant and the Hubble parameter.
It can be seen as an interesting aspect of the present paper. However, the
dependence of Λ0 on H0 turns the question of why the cosmological constant
has its value into the question of why the Hubble parameter has its current
value. In this way, discussions about how fast is the universe expanding may
be even more puzzling, especially in the face of the recent tension that has
arisen in cosmology regarding the Hubble parameter [65, 66].

As a second point, we note that the discussion introduced in the present
paper does not advocate a duality between two different theories anymore,
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as it has been done in [13], but the emergence of one theory from another,
i.e., that string theory emerges from a pre-geometric theory described by spin
networks. In this case, some peculiar features belonging to superstring theory,
like extra dimensions or supersymmetry, do not need to have a microscopic
counterpart described by LQG, but they can be seen as emergent phenomena.
It may ripen the claims made in the reference [13].

In this sense, it is interesting to note that several papers in the literature
have supported the idea that extra dimensions must emerge from a fundamen-
tal four-dimensional quantum gravity theory, starting from the seminal work
by Arkani - Hamed, Cohen, and Georgi [67]. Moreover, examples of emergent
spacetime supersymmetry have been found out in the context of condensed
matter physics [68], where space-time supersymmetry naturally emerges at
low energy and at long distances, although the microscopic ingredients of the
theory are not supersymmetric. Future investigations must shed more light on
the role of supersymmetry and extra dimensions in the present context.

Another point that deserves further discussion is that related to how classi-
cal spacetime can emerge from quantum correlations. In this sense, we observe
that in the pre-spacetime regime, where one may have in general a collection
of different quantum clocks, there must not be a defined metric, nor a defined
causal structure, but they must depend on the quantum reference frame one
takes [39]. In this way, by considering the Copenhagen interpretation of Quan-
tum Mechanics, one could evoke the necessity of an external super observer
to our universe, and think about the emergence of spacetime as a result of
a measurement performed by such an observer. Since each quantum clock is
defined, as a quantum reference frame, by its internal time, in such a measure-
ment process, all quantum clocks inside the universe would synchronize with
the clock of the super observer, and consequently, synchronize among them-
selves. In such a scenario, a defined metric with a defined causal structure for
the universe would be possible.

However, recent works have proved that the synchronization of quantum
clocks can be implemented without the necessity of an external super observer,
by using only the entanglement correlations among them [69]. In this con-
text, the precision of the synchronization process depends on the entanglement
amount we have [70]. In such a way, the emergence of classical spacetime may
occur by the synchronization of the brane quantum clocks when the num-
ber of quantum correlations becomes large, with each correlation carrying the
maximal amount of entanglement.

It fits the situation where we have a stack of N coincident identical branes,
in the limit of N large, i.e., the usual AdS/CFT scenario, where classical space-
time emerges in such a limit. Since values for ΩΛ0

, Ωm0
, and Λ0 in agreement

with observations are possible in such a scenario, as has been demonstrated
in the present paper, such cosmological parameters may be coined when clas-
sical spacetime emerges, including its entire causal structure, as quantum
entanglement provides brane clocks with equal readings to build the same
story.
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[42] E. Bianchi, P. Donà and I. Vilensky, “Entanglement entropy
of Bell-network states in loop quantum gravity: Analytical
and numerical results,” Phys. Rev. D 99, no.8, 086013 (2019)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.086013 [arXiv:1812.10996 [gr-qc]].

[43] J. Mielczarek, “Spin Foam Vertex Amplitudes on Quantum
Computer - Preliminary Results,” Universe 5, no.8, 179 (2019)
doi:10.3390/universe5080179 [arXiv:1810.07100 [gr-qc]].

[44] K. Krasnov, “Note on the area spectrum in quantum gravity,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 15, L47-L53 (1998) doi:10.1088/0264-9381/15/6/001
[arXiv:gr-qc/9803074 [gr-qc]].

[45] D. Shao, L. Shao, C. G. Shao and H. Noda, “Black hole entropy and
area quantum entanglement originated from spin networks,” Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 25, 1339-1347 (2010) doi:10.1142/S0217751X10048421

[46] R. Emparan, A. Fabbri and N. Kaloper, “Quantum black holes as
holograms in AdS brane worlds,” JHEP 0208 043 (2002).

[47] R. Gregory, R. Whisker, K. Beckwith and C. Done, “Observing
braneworld black holes,” JCAP 0410 013 (2004).

[48] P. de Bernardis et al. [Boomerang], “A Flat universe from high resolution
maps of the cosmic microwave background radiation,” Nature 404, 955-
959 (2000) doi:10.1038/35010035 [arXiv:astro-ph/0004404 [astro-ph]].

[49] J. M. Maldacena, “The Large N limit of superconformal field the-
ories and supergravity,” Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38, 1113-1133 (1999)
doi:10.1023/A:1026654312961 [arXiv:hep-th/9711200 [hep-th]].



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

18 Article Title

[50] V. E. Hubeny and M. Rangamani, “Causal Holographic Information,”
JHEP 06, 114 (2012) doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2012)114 [arXiv:1204.1698
[hep-th]].

[51] B. Freivogel and B. Mosk, “Properties of Causal Holographic
Information,” JHEP 09, 100 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2013)100
[arXiv:1304.7229 [hep-th]].

[52] M. Headrick, V. E. Hubeny, A. Lawrence and M. Rangamani, “Causal-
ity \& holographic entanglement entropy,” JHEP 12, 162 (2014)
doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2014)162 [arXiv:1408.6300 [hep-th]].

[53] C. Krishnan, “Bulk Locality and Asymptotic Causal Diamonds,”
SciPost Phys. 7, no.4, 057 (2019) doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.4.057
[arXiv:1902.06709 [hep-th]].

[54] A. Corichi, J. Diaz-Polo and E. Fernandez-Borja, “Quantum geometry
and microscopic black hole entropy,” Class. Quant. Grav. 24, 243-251
(2007) doi:10.1088/0264-9381/24/1/013 [arXiv:gr-qc/0605014 [gr-qc]].

[55] C. Pigozzo, F. S. Bacelar and S. Carneiro, “On the value of the Immirzi
parameter and the horizon entropy,” Class. Quant. Grav. 38, no.4, 045001
(2021) doi:10.1088/1361-6382/abce6a [arXiv:2001.03440 [gr-qc]].

[56] S. Carneiro, “Quasinormal modes and horizon area quantisation in Loop
Quantum Gravity,” [arXiv:2012.00227 [gr-qc]].

[57] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, “A Large mass hierarchy from a
small extra dimension,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3370-3373 (1999)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.3370 [arXiv:hep-ph/9905221 [hep-ph]].

[58] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, “An Alternative to compactification,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4690-4693 (1999) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.4690
[arXiv:hep-th/9906064 [hep-th]].

[59] O. Gron, S. Hervik ”Einstein’s General Theory of Relativity: With
Modern Applications in Cosmology ”, Springer, New York, (2007)
doi:10.1007/978-0-387-69200-5].

[60] N. D. Mermin, “What is quantum mechanics trying to tell us?,” Am.
J. Phys. 66, 753 (1998) doi:10.1119/1.18955 [arXiv:quant-ph/9801057
[quant-ph]].

[61] A. G. Cohen, D. B. Kaplan and A. E. Nelson, “Effective field theory, black
holes, and the cosmological constant,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 4971-4974
(1999) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.4971 [arXiv:hep-th/9803132 [hep-
th]].



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

Article Title 19

[62] T. Banks, “Cosmological breaking of supersymmetry?,” Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 16, 910-921 (2001) doi:10.1142/S0217751X01003998 [arXiv:hep-
th/0007146 [hep-th]].

[63] R. Bousso, “Positive vacuum energy and the N bound,” JHEP 11, 038
(2000) doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2000/11/038 [arXiv:hep-th/0010252 [hep-
th]].

[64] P. Horava and D. Minic, “Probable values of the cosmological con-
stant in a holographic theory,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 1610-1613 (2000)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.1610 [arXiv:hep-th/0001145 [hep-th]].

[65] L. Verde, T. Treu and A. G. Riess, “Tensions between the Early and
the Late Universe,” Nature Astron. 3, 891 doi:10.1038/s41550-019-0902-0
[arXiv:1907.10625 [astro-ph.CO]].

[66] E. Di Valentino, O. Mena, S. Pan, L. Visinelli, W. Yang, A. Melchiorri,
D. F. Mota, A. G. Riess and J. Silk, “In the realm of the Hubble ten-
sion—a review of solutions,” Class. Quant. Grav. 38, no.15, 153001 (2021)
doi:10.1088/1361-6382/ac086d [arXiv:2103.01183 [astro-ph.CO]].

[67] N. Arkani-Hamed, A. G. Cohen and H. Georgi, “(De)constructing
dimensions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4757-4761 (2001)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.4757 [arXiv:hep-th/0104005 [hep-th]].

[68] T. Grover, D. N. Sheng and A. Vishwanath, “Emergent Space-Time
Supersymmetry at the Boundary of a Topological Phase,” Science 344,
no.6181, 280-283 (2014) doi:10.1126/science.1248253 [arXiv:1301.7449
[cond-mat.str-el]].

[69] R. Jozsa, D. S. Abrams, J. P. Dowling, C. P. Williams, “Quantum Clock
Synchronization Based on Shared Prior Entanglement,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
85, 2010 (2000) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.2006 [arXiv:0004105 [quant-
ph]].

[70] J. Wang, T. Liu, J. Jing and S. Chen, “Synchronization and estimation of
gravity-induced time difference for quantum clocks,” Adv. Quantum Tech-
nol/ 2, 1900003 (2019) doi:10.1002/qute.201900003 [arXiv:1911.05279
[quant-ph]].


	Introduction
	- Braneworld spin networks and closed strings.
	- A relational approach to quantum gravity: branes as quantum reference frames.
	- Branes as quantum reference frames and abstract spin networks.
	- The cosmological constant in the AdS/CFT semiclassical scenario
	- Conclusions and discussions
	Acknowledgments


