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The measurement statistics for spatial and temporal quantum processes are produced through
distinct mechanisms. Measurements that are space-like separated exhibit non-signaling behavior.
However, time-like separated measurements can only result in one-way non-signaling, as the past
is independent of the future, but the opposite is not true. This work presents the doubled density
operator as a comprehensive framework for studying quantum processes in space-time. It effectively
captures all the physical information of the process, with the measurement and Born rule show-
ing uniformity for both spatial and temporal cases. We demonstrate that the equal-time density
operator can be derived by performing a partial trace operation on the doubled density operator.
Furthermore, the temporality of the quantum process can be detected by conducting a partial trace
operation on either the left or right half of the doubled density operator.

Introduction. — Spatiotemporal quantum correlations
exhibit significant potential for applications in various
fields, including quantum chaos [1–4], quantum stochas-
tic processes [5], quantum games [6–10], quantum retrod-
iction [11, 12], and other related domains. However, the
treatment of space and time in standard quantum me-
chanics differs significantly from that in classical mechan-
ics, where the two are usually considered on equal footing
and unified under the concept of a space-time manifold.
While the probability distribution of particles in space
can be obtained from the wavefunction using the Born
rule [13], no such notion exists for probability distribution
over time. In the Schrödinger (or more general, Dirac)
equations, time is considered as a parameter that gov-
erns the evolution of the wavefunction [14, 15]. The goal
of the modern quantum theory of gravity is to achieve a
unified treatment of space and time, which necessitates
the introduction of a quantized space-time manifold [16].
An alternative perspective involves examining quantum
information processes that are implemented on a desig-
nated space-time lattice. In such a scenario, a tempo-
ral quantum process can be viewed as the preparation
of a quantum system and the implementation of a se-
quence of measurements that yield a probability distribu-
tion p(atn , atn−1

, · · · , at0 |Mtn ,Mtn−1
, · · · ,Mt0), wherein

random variables are labeled by time coordinates [9, 10].
Conversely, a spatial quantum process consists of prepar-
ing a multipartite state and measuring the local de-
grees of freedom to obtain a probability distribution
p(axm , axm−1 , · · · , ax1 |Mxm ,Mxm−1 , · · · ,Mx1), with ran-
dom variables labeled by space coordinates [7, 17, 18].
From a quantum information perspective, it is possi-
ble to integrate both spatial multipartite quantum pro-
cesses and temporal multi-time quantum processes into
a unified framework and consider more general space-
time quantum information processes. This approach of-
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fers an alternative method for treating space and time
equally and has gained considerable attention in recent
years [5, 6, 19–29]. Various proposals for space-time
states have been put forth, including process matrix [19],
consistent history [20], entangled history [21], quantum-
classical game [6], superdensity operator [22], multi-time
state [23], pseudo-density operator [24], and so on. Dif-
ferent approaches have their own advantages.

This work aims to address the fundamental question of
whether a unified framework can be established that in-
corporates both spatial and temporal quantum processes,
such that: (i) Their state, measurement, and Born rule
are expressed in a uniform form; (ii) The equal time den-
sity operators can be recovered as the reduced states; (iii)
The existence of temporality can be detected directly for
the space-time state. We propose the doubled density
operator formalism as a potential candidate to address
this question, where the local Hilbert space for a given
space-time event is doubled, the measurement for spatial
and temporal are of the same form, and both the spa-
tial and temporal quantum behavior can be obtained via
the same Born rule. The doubled density operator also
provides a framework to investigate space-time quantum
correlations.

Doubled density operator. — Suppose N parties are
distributed across space-time, with each able to imple-
ment arbitrary quantum measurements over their local
quantum systems. The term ’party’ is often used in quan-
tum games to describe quantum correlations, but for the
purposes of this discussion, we will also refer to them as
’events’. For a given event we double the correspond-
ing space as Hi,L

∼= Hi,R
∼= Hi. We assume that the

local space has arbitrary d dimensions and that the mea-
surements are represented by generalized Pauli operators,
also known as Hilbert-Schmidt basis operators {σµ}d−1

µ=0.
These operators are Hermitian and satisfy the following
conditions: (i) σ0 is the identity operator I; (ii) the trace
of σj is zero for all j ≥ 1; and (iii) the matrices are orthog-
onal, meaning that Tr(σµσν) = dδµν . See Ref. [30] for an
explicit matrix form we will use. The generalized Pauli
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FIG. 1. The presented figures provide a depiction of a general
space-time quantum process and its corresponding correlation
tensor. The left figure presents a quantum circuit represen-
tation of a space-time process, in which the green dot indi-
cates the events that are of interest. On the other hand, the
right figure demonstrates a tensor network representation of
the correlation tensor associated with a general space-time
doubled density operator. This tensor network depiction is
useful in visualizing and analyzing the intricate structure of
the correlation tensor, facilitating a deeper understanding of
the underlying quantum process.

operators indeed form a basis for the space of d×d Hermi-
tian operators Herm(Cd), when regarded as a real vector
space. They also form a basis for the space of all d×d lin-
ear operators B(Cd), when regarded as a complex vector
space. We will also use the Hilbert-Schmidt inner prod-
uct ⟨X,Y ⟩ = Tr(X†Y ) for operators. Our objective is to
construct a mathematical representation of states, mea-
surements, and the Born rule within a given C∗-algebra
B(HL ⊗ HR), where HL = HR = ⊗N

i=1Hi. To this end,
we introduce the space-time doubled correlation tensor

(DCT) Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN where µi, νi = 0, · · · , d − 1 are
left and right indices for i-th event.

Definition 1 (spatiotemporal doubled correlation tensor).
A complex-valued tensor Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN with 2N in-
dices is called a space-time correlation tensor if and only
if it satisfies the following conditions

1. T is Hermitian with respect to left and right indices

(T ν1,··· ,νN ;µ1,··· ,µN )∗ = Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN . (1)

2. T is positive semidefinite with respect to left and
right indices, viz., for any complex tensor Xα1,··· ,αN∑

µi;νi

X∗
µ1,··· ,µN

Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νNXν1,··· ,νN
≥ 0, (2)

and the equality holds only when Xα1,··· ,αN
≡ 0.

3. T 0,··· ,0;0,··· ,0 = 1.

We denote the set of all N -event doubled correlation ten-
sors as DCT(N). It’s clear that DCT(N) is closed under
the convex combination.

The spatial doubled correlation tensor for a N -particle
state is defined as

Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN = Tr[(⊗N
i=1σµi

)ρ(⊗N
i=1σνi

)]. (3)

The n-step temporal doubled correlation tensor for a sin-
gle qudit state ρ is defined as

Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN

= Tr[σµN
EN−1(· · · E1(σµ1ρσν1) · · · )σνN

], (4)

where Ei are quantum channels that are completely pos-
itive trace-preserving (CPTP) maps. A general space-
time doubled correlation tensor is of the form

Tµ0
1,··· ,µ

0
m0

,··· ,µn
1 ,··· ,µ

n
mn

;ν0
1 ,··· ,ν

0
m0

,··· ,νn
1 ,··· ,νn

mn = Tr
[
(⊗jnσµn

jn
)En(· · · E1((⊗j0σµ0

j0
)ρ(⊗l0σν0

l0
)) · · · )(⊗lnσνn

ln
)
]
, (5)

where at each time step we choose several local degrees
of freedom to measure, see Fig. 1 for an illustration.
If at each time step of a space-time quantum process,
we measure all possible local spatial degrees of free-
dom, the resulting space-time correlation tensor is called
information-complete. Notice that Eqs. (3) and (4) are
special forms of Eq. (5). All the above tensors satisfy
the axioms in definition 1, see supplemental material for
proofs.

Since the density operator is defined in B(HL) (or
equivalently B(HR)), in this sense, we extend the Hilbert
space by a factor of two and define the space-time state
in B(HL ⊗ HR), and refer to the resulting states as the

doubled density operator (DDO).

Definition 2. For a given spatiotemporal DCT T {µi};{νj},
the corresponding DDO is defined as follows

W =
1

d2N

∑
µi;νi

T {µi};{νj}(⊗N
i=1σµi

) ⊗ (⊗N
j=1σνj

). (6)

It’s clear that W is in general not Hermitian and has unit
trace TrW = 1. For a given event set A, we denote the
set of all DDOs of A as DDO(A).

Another natural condition to impose on the DDO is
that its one-event reduced DDO always corresponds to
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a density operator. This condition ensures that the one-
event reduced DCT takes the form that will be described
in Eq. (7) later.

Notice that via the vector map |•⟩⟩ : B(H) → H ⊗ H
defined by ||i⟩⟨j|⟩⟩ = |i⟩ ⊗ |j⟩ (the dual map ⟨⟨•| can be
defined similarly), the space-time doubled density opera-
tor W can be mapped to a superdensity density operator
ϱW , which is introduced in Ref. [22]. The left and right
components are mapped as follows: σµi

7→ |σµi
⟩⟩ and

σνi
7→ ⟨⟨σνi

|. However, since ρW is a positive semidefinite
operator with unit trace for any space-time DCT defined
in definition 1, the temporal, or causal, aspects of the
system cannot be observed directly, unlike the pseudo-
density operator for which negativity of state indicates
the existence of temporal correlation [24]. Moreover, for
the pseudo-density operator, the usual spatial density op-
erator at a specific time can be obtained by simply tak-
ing the partial trace, but for the superdensity operator,
the reduced state is still a superdensity operator. The
pseudo-density operator suffers from the problem that
for spatial and temporal cases, there is no unified Born
rule. As we shall observe subsequently, the DDO effec-
tively integrates the benefits of both approaches and sur-
mounts some of the challenges mentioned earlier. There-
fore, it provides a suitable and comprehensive framework
for investigating space-time quantum states and space-
time quantum correlations.

To illustrate, let us start with the fundamental building
block, the case of a single event. Consider a single-qubit
state, where the correlation tensor for ρ =

∑3
µ=0 cµσµ/2

is of the form Tµ;ν = Tr(σµρσν). A direct calculation
gives

Tµ;ν =

 c0 c1 c2 c3
c1 c0 −ic3 ic2
c2 ic3 c0 −ic1
c3 −ic2 ic1 c0

 , (7)

which is a 4 × 4 Hermitian matrix. The corresponding
doubled density operator is of the form

W =
1

22

3∑
µ,ν=0

Tµ;νσµ ⊗ σν . (8)

Notably, the matrix W is non-Hermitian, but we have
TrW = 1. Furthermore, we have ρ = TrLW = TrRW ,
hereinafter L and R refer to the left and right halves of
the state. It’s convenient to use the tensor network to
represent correlation tensor Tµ;ν as

Tµ;ν =

ρ

σµ σν
(9)

where each box corresponds to an operator, with the con-
nections between boxes indicating matrix multiplication,

and the dangling edges representing free indices µ and ν
labeling the Pauli basis for operators. See, e.g., Ref. [31],
for an introduction to the tensor network.

In the case of two events in space, the spatial doubled
correlation tensor is

Tµ1,µ2;ν1,ν2 = Tr((σµ1 ⊗ σµ2)ρ(σν1 ⊗ σν2)), (10)

where ρ is now a two-qubit state. The doubled density
operator is of the form

W =
1

24

3∑
µ1,µ2;ν1,ν2=0

Tµ1,µ2,ν1,ν2(σµ1
⊗σµ2

)⊗ (σν1
⊗σν2

).

(11)
The tensor network for correlation tensor is as follows

Tµ1,µ2;ν1,ν2 =

ρ

σµ2 σν2

σµ1 σν1

. (12)

The generalization to the n-qubit case is straightforward.
It is clear from the above equation that fixing µ1 = ν1 = 0
gives us the correlation tensor for the doubled reduced
density operator of the second qubit, and similarly for fix-
ing µ2 = ν2 = 0. This relationship holds for the general
n-qubit correlation tensor Tµ1,··· ,µn,ν1,··· ,νn , and all possi-
ble reduced doubled density operator correlation tensors
can be obtained by setting the indices not contained in
it to zero. An intriguing observation is that if we set the
right indices ν1 = ν2 = 0 in the correlation tensor of the
two-event spatial case, we obtain the correlation tensor
for the usual Bloch representation of the two-qubit den-
sity operator [30]. For left indices, a similar result holds.
This means that the density operator can be recovered
from the doubled density operator by taking the right or
left reduced state.

For two temporal events, we assume that the input
state is ρ and the quantum channel is E . The correlation
tensor is defined as

Tµ1,µ2;ν1,ν2 = Tr(σµ2E(σµ1ρσν1)σν2). (13)

The corresponding temporal doubled density operator is
of the same form as in Eq. (11). In tensor network rep-
resentation, we have

Tµ1,µ2;ν1,ν2 =

ρ

σµ1 σν1

E

σµ2 σν2

(14)
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The generalization to the multi-time process is straight-
forward. Notice that in this case, the left and right re-
duced states are no longer density operators. For in-
stance, if E = id, T 0,0;ν1,ν2 = Tr(ρσν1

σν2
) for which

T 0,0;1,2 = iTr(ρσz) is not real, thus cannot be a Bloch
tensor of a density operator [30].

Now consider the general space-time quantum process
as shown in Fig. 1, which consists of n + 1 time steps
where E1, · · · , En represent the channels between each

time step. At each time step tk, we choose to measure
mk spatial degrees of freedom, and the corresponding left
and right generalized Pauli measurements are denoted as
σµk

1
, · · · , σµk

mk
and σνk

1
, · · · , σνk

mk
respectively. The cor-

responding space-time state for a total of N =
∑n

k=0mk

events is determined by the space-time doubled corre-
lation tensor in Eq. (5). The corresponding space-time
doubled density operator is of the form

W =
1

d2N

∑
µi
ji
;νq

lq

Tµ0
1,··· ,µ

0
m0

,··· ,µn
1 ,··· ,µ

n
mn

;ν0
1 ,··· ,ν

0
m0

,··· ,νn
1 ,··· ,νn

mn [⊗n
k=0(⊗mi

ji=1σµi
ji

)] ⊗ [⊗n
q=0(⊗mq

lq=1σνq
lq

)]. (15)

If at each time step of a space-time quantum pro-
cess, we measure all possible local spatial degrees of free-
dom, the resulting space-time state is called information-
complete. By taking the appropriate reduced state from
the information-complete doubled density operator W ,
we can obtain all possible physical states that appear in
a space-time quantum process. This includes the out-
put state ρtk for each time step, as well as their re-
duced states. Tracing out all the parts of W except for
the tk step, we obtain a spatial doubled density oper-
ator W (ρtk). Then, tracing out the right (or left) half
of W (ρtk), we obtain the usual density operator of ρk.
In this sense, the doubled density operator can be re-
garded as a space-time state. By generalizing the Choi-
Jamio lkowski isomorphism [32, 33] to the generalized
Pauli basis, we can obtain a closed-form expression for
the general doubled density operator. It’s useful to de-
fine the doubled generalized Jamio lkowski matrix as (for
single particle case)

J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]

=
1

d

d−1∑
α=0

[σµN
EN−1(· · · E1(σµ1

σασν1
) · · · )σνN

] ⊗ σα. (16)

The doubled correlation tensor can be obtained by taking
the trace of J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]. More interestingly,
if we define

W =
∑

{µi};{νi}

J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]⊗[(⊗iσµi
)⊗(⊗jσνj

)]

(17)
the doubled density operator is given by

W = TrJ W(I⊗ ρ⊗ I⊗ · · · ⊗ I), (18)

where the trace for J means that the trace is taking over
the spaces that support J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]. This
gives us a closed-form expression for a general tempo-
ral DDO. The generalization to the space-time case is
straightforward. See supplemental material for a detailed
discussion.

Measurement and spatiotemporal Born rule. — We
now introduce the concept of the doubled effect tensor
(DET) for doubled measurement (DM), which can also be
represented by a tensor with indices labeled by a general-
ized Pauli basis. By contracting the doubled correlation
tensor and the effect tensor, we obtain the corresponding
probability distribution for a given space-time quantum
process. This unifies the spatial and temporal quantum
processes using the same definitions of states and mea-
surement, and we have a unified generalized Born rule.

Definition 3 (Space-time measurement). For an N -event
set A = {1, · · · , N}, we define the doubled measurement
as follows:

1. The space-time local measurement for outputting
a1, · · · , aN is of the form Ma1,··· ,aN

= (K1
a1

⊗ · · · ⊗
KN

aN
) ⊗ (K1

a1

† ⊗ · · · ⊗ KN
aN

†
), where the operator

Ki
ai

’s are required to make Fai
= (Ki

ai
)†Ki

ai
local

POVM elements, viz.,
∑

ai
(Ki

ai
)†Ki

ai
= I.

2. The space-time joint measurement for outputting a
is of the form Ma = Ka ⊗K†

a with Fa = K†
aKa the

joint POVM, viz., Ka jointly acts on H1⊗· · ·⊗HN .

Notice that the local and joint measurements for the spa-
tial and temporal cases are both of the same forms.

Consider a single-event DDO given by Eq. (8), the
Born rule in quantum mechanics is of the form

p(a) = Tr(KaρK
†
a) = Tr(Faρ). (19)

The DM is of the form

Ma = Ka ⊗K†
a. (20)

The generalized Born rule is given by

p(a) = Pr(Ma,W ) = Tr(MaW ), (21)

which is easily checked to match well with the result of
standard quantum mechanics. It is also useful to intro-
duce the tensor network representation of DET Eµ;ν

a =
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FIG. 2. The depiction of the doubled correlation tensor for
space-time state, doubled measurement tensor of quantum
effect, and Born rule of the doubled density operator in the
tensor network representation. Notice that the overall factor
about dimensions of spaces has been omitted.

Tr(Ma(σµ ⊗ σν))/22 as follows,

Eµ;ν =
1

22

σµ σν

Ka K†
a

. (22)

Using the effect tensor and correlation tensor, the Born
rule becomes p(a) =

∑
µ,ν T

µ;νEµ;ν = Tr(MaW ).
In the two-event case, an intriguing result emerges:

the spatial and temporal probability distributions (given
by Eqs. (S14) and (S15) in the supplemental material)
can both be derived from the same Born rule. Specifi-
cally, we can express the joint probability distribution as

p(a, b) = Tr(Ma,bW ), where Ma,b = Ka ⊗ Lb ⊗K†
a ⊗ L†

b
and Ka and Lb are the effect operators of the POVMs
corresponding to measurement outcomes a and b, re-
spectively. This provides a notable advantage over the
pseudo-density operator approach, in which obtaining
the temporal measurement statistics requires first solv-
ing the Sylvester equation to obtain the quantum chan-
nel and initial state, and then substituting them into the
spatial and temporal Born rule respectively [24, 26]. The
general spatiotemporal DM and Born rule are illustrated
in Fig. 2, where the DET is drawn for joint DM. For local
space-time measurement, the DET is the tensor product
of the single-event DET in Eq. (22)

Theorem 1. The spatiotemporal Born rule in the DDO
formalism is of the form:

Local: p(a1, · · · , aN ) = Tr(Ma1,··· ,aN
W ), (23)

Joint: p(a) = Tr(MaW ), (24)

where local and joint measurements are defined
in definition 3. Using the doubled correlation
tensor Tµ1,··· ,µn,ν1,··· ,νn and double effect tensor
Eµ1,··· ,µn,ν1,··· ,νn , the Born rule is given by the contrac-
tion of the tensors as shown in Fig. 2.

See supplemental material for the proof. In standard
quantum mechanics, joint measurement is exclusively de-
fined for the spatial state, and no similar notion exists for

the temporal case. Therefore, the doubled density oper-
ator formalism extends beyond standard quantum me-
chanics. We can also consider arbitrary space-time joint
measurements.

Detecting temporality and causality. — A critical as-
pect of exploring the space-time state is detecting tem-
porality, which is accomplished in the pseudo-density op-
erator formalism by employing negativity. Regarding the
doubled density operator, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 2 (Criterion of temporality or causality). For a
given spatially distributed event set A, the left or right
reduced state of doubled density operator WA must be
a density operator. More precisely, WR

A = TrLWA and
WL

A = TrRWA are positive semidefinite operators with
unit trace.

The proof is presented in the supplemental material.
This outcome is useful for detecting temporality, as the
presence of temporal correlation in WA is indicated when
the left or right reduced states are not density operators.
Thus, this finding is akin to the positive partial transpose
criterion of entanglement [17].

The utilization of DDOs enables the representation
and characterization of space-time quantum processes
that manifest indefinite causal order. See supplemental
material for the proof based on causal inequalities.

Discussion and outlook. — We have demonstrated
a new framework for investigating space-time quantum
processes, where space and time are treated on an equal
footing. Notably, our framework incorporates a unified
form for measurements and the application of the Born
rule, thereby establishing a cohesive and integrated ap-
proach to the study of these processes. This paves the
way for the generalization of numerous quantum infor-
mation processes that operate independently in space or
time to the unified space-time scenario. Typical exam-
ples include (i) The space-time quantum correlation test,
which generalizes the Bell test [7, 18] and Leggett-Garg
test [9, 10]. In the space-time scenario, there exists test
that is space-time in nature, we have given an example
in the supplemental material. (ii) The communication
cost for spatiotemporal quantum correlations which gen-
eralizes the communication cost of simulating Bell corre-
lations [34] and that of temporal correlations [35]. (iii)
The hierarchy structure of the DDOs that exhibit dif-
ferent spatiotemporal quantum correlations. The hierar-
chy structure of density operators which exhibit entan-
glement [17], steering [36] and Bell nonlocality [8] can
be generalized to the temporal DDOs (and more general
space-time DDO). (iv) The DDO offers a valuable avenue
for investigating quantum chaos [1–4] and information
scrambling within a space-time framework. By utilizing
DDOs, we can effectively explore and analyze the com-
plex dynamics and entanglement patterns that arise in
space-time scenarios, shedding light on the fundamental
aspects of quantum chaos and information scrambling in
these contexts. (v) The DDO also provides a general
framework to investigate the quantum retrodiction and
quantum Bayes rule [11, 12]. (vi) The DDO framework
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also enables us to study the compatibility of the marginal
problems of space-time quantum information processes
[25], which include quantum state marginal problem and
quantum channel marginal problem as special examples.
All these topics will be left for our future studies.
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I. OPERATIONAL THEORY FOR SPACE-TIME STATE

Prior to discussing the space-time doubled density operator (DDO), it is necessary to discuss some key considerations
regarding the operational theory for unifying quantum correlations in space and time. We will utilize a prepare-measure
scenario to study quantum correlations.

Let’s first introduce the most general framework for a probabilistic physical theory in the prepare-measure scenario,
which we call an operational theory. Consider single-party operational theory, which consists of three ingredients: the
state space State; the effect space Effect; and the Born rule

Pr : State× Effect → [0, 1]. (S1)

The operational theory is called normalised if there exist two special effects 0, u ∈ Effect such that

Pr(ρ, 0) = 0, ∀ρ ∈ State, (S2)

Pr(ρ, u) = 1, ∀ρ ∈ State. (S3)

It’s called state-convex if State is a convex subsets of real vector spaces and Pr is convex-linear on state, i.e., ∀p ∈
[0, 1],∀e ∈ Effect,

Pr(pρ+ (1 − p)σ, e) = pPr(ρ, e) + (1 − p) Pr(σ, e). (S4)

It’s called effect-complete if for each e ∈ Effect there exists a collection of ei ∈ Effect such that

Pr(ρ, e) +
∑
i

Pr(ρ, ei) = 1,∀ρ ∈ State. (S5)

A set of effects that satisfies the above equality is called a measurement, and the set of all measurements is denoted as
Measurement. Quantum mechanics can be regarded as a specific operational theory, where the states are described by
the density operators, effects are described by projectors or more general positive operator-valued measure (POVM),
and the Born rule is given by Pr(ρ, Fa|x) = Tr(Fa|xρ).

Now let’s consider multiparty operational theory. Consider N parties [N ] = {1, · · · , N}, each party has his own
operational theory consisting of their states, effects and measurement Statei, Effecti, Measurementi and Born rule
Pri. There also is a global operational theory with State, Effect, Measurement and Born rule Pr, where the joint
preparation and joint measurement are allowed. There is a joint-state map between local states and global state

JS : State1 × · · · × StateN → State (S6)
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Similarly, there is a joint-effect map between local effects and global effects

JE : Effect1 × · · · × EffectN → Effect. (S7)

They must satisfy

Pr(JS(ρ1, · · · , ρN ), JE(e1, · · · , eN ))

=Pr1(ρ1, e1) × · · · × PrN (ρN , eN ),
(S8)

which means that the local Born rule must be compatible with the global Born rule. It’s also natural to require that
the identity effect is preserved: JE(u1, · · · , uN ) = u. In a given space-time, for each event, we have a corresponding
operational theory; and for the general event set, there is a global operational theory. The DDO formalism is an
example of such an operational theory.

II. SPATIOTEMPORAL DOUBLED CORRELATION TENSOR

In this part, we will show that the spatial, temporal, and spatiotemporal doubled correlation tensors (DCTs) that
appear in quantum mechanics satisfy the three conditions in definition 1 in the main text.

Spatial DCT. — For the purely spatial case, the proof is straightforward. To show that T {µi};{νj} is Hermitian,
notice that

T {νj};{µi}∗ =(Tr[(⊗jσνj )ρ(⊗iσµi)])
∗

= Tr[((⊗jσνj
)ρ(⊗iσµi

)])†]

= Tr[(⊗iσµi)ρ(⊗jσνj )] = T {µi};{νj}.

(S9)

To show that T {µi};{νj} is positive semidefinite, consider X{αi}, we introduce G =
∑

{αi}(X{αi})∗(⊗iσαi
). Then

∑
{µi},{νj}

X{µi}∗T {µi};{νj}X{νj} = Tr(GρG†) = Tr(ρG†G) ≥ 0. (S10)

T 0,···0;0,··· ,0 = 1 is a direct result of the fact Tr ρ = 1.

Temporal DCT. — For the temporal doubled correlation tensor, we need to use the Kraus representations for the
quantum channels

El(•) =
∑
al

Kl
al
• (Kl

al
)†. (S11)

A general temporal doubled correlation tensor is of the form

T {µi};{νj} = Tr[
∑
{al}

σµnK
n
an

· · ·K1
a1

(σµ0ρσν0)(K1
a1

)† · · · (Kn
an

)†σνn
] (S12)

Since each T
{µi};{νj}
{al} = Tr[σµnK

n
an

· · ·K1
a1

(σµ0ρσν0)(K1
a1

)† · · · (Kn
an

)†σνn ] is Hermitian, T {µi};{νj} is Hermitian. By

introducing G =
∑

{αi}(X{αi})∗σαnK
n
an

· · ·K1
a1
σα0 , we see

∑
{µi},{νj}

X{µi}∗T
{µi};{νj}
{al} X{νj} = Tr(GρG†) = Tr(ρG†G) ≥ 0. (S13)

This further implies that T {µi};{νj} =
∑

{al} T
{µi};{νj}
{al} is positive semidefinite. The T 0,···0;0,··· ,0 = 1 can be derived

from the fact that Tr ρ = 1 and all El are trace-preserving (TP) maps.

Spatiotemporal DCT. — The proof for the general space-time doubled correlation tensor is a combination of the
spatial case and temporal case.
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III. SPATIOTEMPORAL DDO AND GENERALIZED BORN RULE

For a two-event spatial quantum process, the probability distribution of measuring two projectors Πa and Πb over
a bipartite state is of the form

pS(a, b) = Tr((Πa ⊗ Πb)ρ(Π†
a ⊗ Π†

b)). (S14)

However, for a two-event temporal quantum process with input state ρ and quantum channel E , the probability
distribution of measuring two sequential projectors Πa and Πb is of the form

pT (a, b) = Tr(ΠaE(ΠbρΠ†
b)Π

†
a). (S15)

Our formalism introduces the corresponding doubled density operators WS and WT , which are both determined by

the doubled correlation tensor for the process. The measurements are represented as Ma,b = Πa ⊗Πb ⊗Π†
a ⊗Π†

b, and
both spatial and temporal behaviors can be expressed using the same Born rule

pS/T (a, b) = Tr(Ma,bWS/T ). (S16)

Furthermore, in addition to unifying the Born rule, our proposed DDO formalism allows for the direct recovery of all
physical information. Specifically, (i) for WS , the density operator for the multipartite state can be obtained by taking
the reduced state on the left or right half; (ii) for WT , the density operator for each time step can be recovered by
taking the reduced state of the corresponding time step; and (iii) when dealing with complicated space-time quantum
information process, all the information is encoded in WST , which makes it easier the classify and characterizing
different processes. And this also paves the way for studying general space-time quantum correlations rather than
dealing with the temporal Legget-Garg scenario [9, 10] and the spatial Bell scenario [7, 17, 18] separately.

Proof of theorem 1. — Consider a general spatial doubled correlation tensor

Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN = Tr[(⊗N
i=1σµi

)ρ(⊗N
i=1σνi

)], (S17)

the corresponding spatial doubled density operator is of the form

W =
1

d2N

∑
µi;νi

Tµ1,··· ,µN ;ν1,··· ,νN (⊗N
i=1σµi) ⊗ (⊗N

i=1σνi). (S18)

Taking the left partial trace, we obtain

WR =
1

dN

∑
νi

T 0,··· ,0;ν1,··· ,νN (⊗N
i=1σνi). (S19)

Since T 0,··· ,0;ν1,··· ,νN = Tr[(ρ(⊗N
i=1σνi

)], which is nothing but the Bloch tensor for a multipartite state. This implies
WR = ρ. Similarly, we can show that WL = ρ.

Proof of theorem 2. — We need to show that for a general space-time quantum process, the measurement statistics
obtained from standard quantum mechanics coincide with Born rule given in theorem 2. Here we only consider
the local measurements, since for spatial joint measurement, the proof is similar. For a general space-time doubled
correlation tensor

Tµ0
1,··· ,µ

0
m0

,··· ,µn
1 ,··· ,µ

n
mn

;ν0
1 ,··· ,ν

0
m0

,··· ,νn
1 ,··· ,νn

mn = Tr
[
(⊗jnσµn

jn
)En(· · · E1((⊗j0σµ0

j0
)ρ(⊗l0σν0

l0
)) · · · )(⊗lnσνn

ln
)
]

(S20)

the corresponding DDO is of the form

W =
1

d2N

∑
µi;νi

Tµ0,··· ,µN ;ν0,··· ,νN (⊗N
i=0σµi

) ⊗ (⊗N
i=0σνi

). (S21)

For each local POVM F i
ai

= (Ki
ai

)†Ki
ai

for i-th event, the doubled measurement is of the form

M i
ai

= Ki
ai

⊗ (Ki
ai

)† (S22)

The measurement statistics in quantum mechanics is given by

p({ai}) = Tr[(⊗jnK
jn
ajn

)En(· · · E1(⊗j0K
j0
aj0
ρ(⊗j0(Kj0

aj0
)†)) · · · )(⊗jn(Kjn

ajn
)†)]. (S23)

Since {σµ} form a basis of the operator space B(H), we can expand each Ki
ai

=
∑

µi
gµi

σµi
with gµi

= Tr(Ki
ai
σµi

)/d.

In this way, we see that p({ai}) equals the inner product of doubled correlation tensor and doubled effect tensor,
which matches well with the expression of Born in theorem 2.
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IV. CLOSED-FORM EXPRESSION OF DOUBLED DENSITY OPERATOR

In this part, we introduce the channel-state duality map in the generalized Pauli basis and discuss how to obtain
an explicit expression of doubled density operator using this map.

The channel-state duality is usually characterized by Choi-Jamio lkowski isomorphism in the standard basis of
operators[32, 33]. The Choi matrix of a quantum channel E is of the form

C[E ] =
∑
i,j

E(Eij) ⊗ Eij = E ⊗ id(|I⟩⟩⟨⟨I|). (S24)

The Jamio lkowski matrix is the partial transpose of the Choi matrix

J [E ] =
∑
i,j

E(Eij) ⊗ Eji = C[E ]TB . (S25)

Recall that for qubit case,

Uswap =

1∑
i,j=0

Eij ⊗ Eji =
1

2

3∑
α=0

σα ⊗ σα, (S26)

thus we have

J [E ] = E ⊗ id(Uswap) =
1

2

∑
α

E(σα) ⊗ σα. (S27)

This inspires the proposal of a novel channel-state duality map in the generalized Pauli operator basis, which is the
Hilbert-Schmidt basis of operators. Notably, in higher dimensions, this map diverges from the Jamio lkowski matrix.

For single qudit state ρ ∈ Herm(HI), and quantum channel E : B(HI) → B(HO), we define the generalized
Jamio lkowski matrix as

J̃ [E ] =
1

d

d−1∑
α=0

E(σα) ⊗ σα ∈ B(HO) ⊗ B(HI). (S28)

Then we have

E(ρ) = TrI J̃ [E ](I⊗ ρ), (S29)

where the subscript I means the trace is taking over the input space HI .
For the general n-qudit state ρ, we define

J̃ [E ] =
1

dn

d−1∑
{αi}=0

E(⊗iσαi) ⊗ (⊗iσα) ∈ B(HO) ⊗ B(HI). (S30)

And we similarly have

E(ρ) = TrI J̃ [E ](I⊗ ρ). (S31)

It’s easy to prove that J̃ [E ] is Hermitian since all σα’s are Hermitian and E is Hermicity-preserving. And the trace of

J̃ [E ] is 1 since E is trace-preserving and Trσ0 = Tr I = d and Trσj = 0 for j ≥ 1.
In the doubled density operator formalism, it’s useful to define the doubled generalized Jamio lkowski matrix as (for

single particle case)

J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]

=
1

d

d−1∑
α=0

[σµN
EN−1(· · · E1(σµ1

σασν1
) · · · )σνN

] ⊗ σα. (S32)

The doubled correlation tensor can be obtained by

T {µi};{νi} = TrJ {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1](I⊗ ρ). (S33)
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More interestingly, if we define

W =
∑

{µi};{νi}

J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1] ⊗ [(⊗iσµi
) ⊗ (⊗jσνj

)] (S34)

the doubled density operator is given by

W = TrJ W(I⊗ ρ⊗ I⊗ · · · ⊗ I), (S35)

where the trace for J means that the trace is taking over the spaces that support J {µi};{νi}[E1, · · · , EN−1]. This gives
us a closed-form expression for a general temporal doubled density operator. The generalization to the space-time
case is straightforward.

V. DOUBLED MEASUREMENTS

Consider a single-event doubled density operator given by Eq. (8) in the main text, a measurement is typically
modeled by a POVM denoted by {Fa}a, where Fa’s are a positive semidefinite operator and

∑
a Fa = I. A crucial

result in quantum measurement theory is that each Fa can be expressed in terms of a pair of operators Ka and its
Hermitian conjugate K†

a as Fa = K†
aKa. It should be noted that Ka is not necessarily Hermitian. The Luder’s rule

for the post-measurement state is

ρ 7→ KaρK
†
a

Tr(KaρK
†
a)
. (S36)

The Born rule is of the form

p(a) = Tr(KaρK
†
a) = Tr(Faρ). (S37)

Notice that POVM contains projective measurements as special examples, where Fa = Πa and Ka = Πa = K†
a. The

doubled measurement (DM) in our DDO formalism is of the form

Ma = Ka ⊗K†
a. (S38)

The Born rule is given by

p(a) = Pr(Ma,W ) = Tr(MaW ), (S39)

which is easily checked to match well with the result of standard quantum mechanics. For general multi-event case,
the DM is just the tensor product of single-event DMs, it can also be checked that the measurement statistics obtained
from quantum mechanics matches well with that obtained from DDO formalism.

The DDO approach eliminates the need for this additional step and simplifies the overall calculation process.
Furthermore, the usage of the DDO formulation provides a unified and concise expression for the Born rule that
is applicable to both spatial and temporal quantum processes. This property renders it particularly well-suited for
investigating space-time quantum information processes.

VI. INDEFINITE CAUSAL ORDER

In order to demonstrate the capability of a DDO to exhibit an indefinite causal order, we examine a basic scenario
involving two points in time. Our analysis employs the one-way signaling framework as a means to characterize the
underlying causal order, which is carefully analyzed in Ref. [37, 38].

Suppose Alice and Bob are located in a given space-time, we denote A ≺ B when Alice’s events are before those of
Bob’s system. In this case, Bob cannot signal to Alice, the correlation between the measurement outcomes for Alice
and Bob must satisfy the one-way signaling condition from Alice to Bob

pA≺B(a|x, y) = pA≺B(a|x, y′),∀a, x,∀y, y′, (S40)

where x is measurement choice of Alice, y, y′ are measurement choices of Bob. Similarly, when B ≺ A, we have a
similar one-way signaling condition from Bob to Alice. The sets of correlations pA≺B form a convex set, and similarly
for correlations pB≺A. A correlation is defined as causally definite if it can be decomposed as

p(a, b|x, y) = λpA≺B(a, b|x, y) + (1 − λ)pB≺A(a, b|x, y), (S41)
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where 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1. The set of correlations with definite causal orders thus is a convex hull of A ≺ B and B ≺ A
polytope, we denote is as PDCO. There exist correlations that are outside PDCO, which can be detected via the causal
inequalities. If Alice and Bob both are restricted to choose two dichotomic measurements, these causal inequalities
can be determined explicitly [37, 38]. They are of the form

1

4

∑
x,y,a,b

δa,yδb,xp(a, b | x, y) ⩽
1

2
, (S42)

1

4

∑
x,y,a,b

δx(a⊕y),0δy(b⊕x),0p(a, b | x, y) ⩽
3

4
, (S43)

where ⊕ denotes addition modulo 2.
In order to show that there exist DDO and DM that violate the above inequalities, we will use two results in Ref.

[22, 39]. In Ref. [39], a connection between the process matrices and multiple states is established. It’s shown that
for any two-party process matrix Υ, and measurement setting Ma, Nb (CJ matrices of measurement operator), there
exist bipartite two-time state and corresponding measurements that give the same probability distribution

p(a, b) = Tr(Υ(Ma ⊗Nb)) = ηΥ · (Ja ⊗Kb), (S44)

where ηΥ is the two-time state, and Ja,Kb are measurements, ‘·’ denote the contraction of the two-time state. From
Ref. [22, Appendix B.2], a correspondence between the two-time state and superdensity operator is established, where
the measurement statistics of the two-time state are also recovered in the superdensity operator formalism. Combining
these two correspondences, we obtain a correspondence between a two-party process matrix and a two-event doubled
density operator, where the measurement statistics keep unchanged. Now map the examples of the process matrices
and measurement settings that violated the causal inequalities [37], we obtain the DDO and DM that violate the
causal inequality.

VII. TESTING SPACE-TIME QUANTUM CORRELATIONS

The spatial and temporal quantum correlations are usually investigated in different frameworks, the Bell test for
spatial behavior and the Leggett-Garg test for temporal behavior. The doubled density operator formalism provides a
unified framework for investigating quantum correlations exhibited by quantum behavior, which can be either spatial,
temporal, or spatial-temporal in nature (See Fig. S1). In the spatial case, a state is considered Bell nonlocal if there are
measurement settings that violate some Bell inequality [8]. However, for the temporal case, traditional approaches have
difficulty classifying temporal quantum processes as nonlocal or local, as the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality
may result from either the initial state or the evolution [10]. Using the doubled density operator, this issue can be
resolved by defining temporal nonlocal states as those that violate the Leggett-Garg inequality for some measurement
settings, since the initial state and evolution information are both encoded in the temporal doubled density operators.
More crucially, in the doubled density operator formalism, we can construct the space-time correlation test that goes
beyond the Bell and Leggett-Garg scenario (i.e., the correlation is space-time in nature).

To provide a clearer explanation, let us consider a two-qubit state labeled by q1 and q2. We implement three
±1-valued measurements at different time slices, t1, t2, and t3. The first measurement, denoted as Q1(q1, t1), is
implemented on the first qubit q1 at time t1. The second measurement, denoted as Q2(q2, t2), is implemented on
the second qubit q2 at time t2. Finally, the third measurement, denoted as Q3(q1, t3), is implemented on the first
qubit q1 at time t3. Using the assumptions of space-time realism and space-time locality, we can make the following
statements:

⟨Q2Q1⟩ + ⟨Q3Q2⟩ − ⟨Q3Q1⟩ ≤ 1. (S45)

In contrast, quantum mechanics predicts a violation of this inequality. Let us consider a scenario where two systems
share a singlet state |ψ−⟩, and three measurements with Bloch vectors a⃗i, i = 1, 2, 3 are implemented at different
time slices. Since the measurements Q1 and Q2 are implemented on different qubits of the singlet state, we have
⟨Q2Q1⟩ = −a⃗2 · a⃗1. Similarly, the measurements Q3 and Q2 are also implemented on different qubits, yielding
⟨Q3Q2⟩ = −a⃗3 · a⃗2. On the other hand, the measurements Q1 and Q3 are implemented on the same qubit, which leads
to a reduced state for q1 that is the maximally mixed state ρ = I/2, and thus ⟨Q3Q1⟩ = a⃗3 · a⃗1. Denoting the angle
between a⃗i and a⃗j as θij , we see that quantum mechanics can reach a value of − cos θ12 − cos θ23 + cos θ13 for this
inequality. By choosing θ13 = 0 and θ12 = θ23 = π, we find that quantum mechanics can achieve a maximal violation
of 3 for the inequality. It is worth noting that although Eq. (S45) has a similar form to the Leggett-Garg inequality,
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S1. The configurations for space-time quantum correlation test. (a) The spatial quantum correlation test in the Bell
scenario, where measurements are implemented on different systems but at the same time slice. (b) The temporal quantum
correlation test in the Leggett-Garg scenario, where measurements are implemented on the same system but at different time
slices. (c) The general space-time quantum correlation test scenario, where measurements are implemented on different systems
and at different time slices.

they are fundamentally different. The maximum quantum violation for the space-time test exceeds that of 3/2 for the
Leggett-Garg inequality. This difference can be seen clearly from the expression of doubled density operators, where
one is a purely temporal doubled density operator and the other is a space-time doubled density operator.

VIII. DYNAMICS OF DDO

We have defined the spatiotemporal state as the DDO, and a natural question arises: how do we define the dynamics
of the DDO? Since the quantum causal structure is encoded in the DDO, its dynamics also characterize the dynamics
of the quantum causal structure. The motivation for understanding the dynamics of quantum causal structure stems
from quantum gravity. In general relativity, the causal structure is considered to be dynamical, and when we attempt
to quantize it, the corresponding quantum causal structure must also exhibit dynamical behavior. Here we develop
a framework for the dynamics of quantum causality by introducing transformations between DDOs, which we refer
to as the doubled quantum channel (DQC). The DQC allows us to study how quantum causal structures evolve and
how information flows within a spatiotemporal system. By analyzing the transformations between DDOs, we gain
insights into the dynamics of quantum causality and the underlying mechanisms that govern the evolution of quantum
systems.

Definition 4 (Doubled quantum channel). For two event sets A and B, we define the doubled quantum channel (DQC)
as a complex linear map

Φ : B(HL
A ⊗HR

A) → B(HL
B ⊗HR

B ) (S46)

such that DDOs are mapped to DDOs. Since a DDO is equivalently characterized by a DCT T {µi};{νj}, a DQC can

equivalently be characterized by a tensor Φ
{αk};{βl}
{µi};{νj} such that for any T {µi};{νj} ∈ DCT(N), the resultant

R{αk};{βl} =
∑

{µi};{νj}

Φ
{αk};{βl}
{µi};{νj}T

{µi};{νj} (S47)

satisfies R{αk};{βl} ∈ DCT(M).

It is important to note that the DQC, when represented as a matrix, must satisfy certain properties. Firstly,
it should be Hermicity-preserving with respect to both left and right indices. Additionally, it must be a positive
map with respect to these indices. Moreover, the resulting DCT, after applying the DQC, should have an element
R0,··· ,0;0,··· ,0 equal to 1 for all input DCTs. Although it is natural to impose the condition that all single-event reduced
DCTs of the resultant DCT follow the form described in Eq. (7) in the main text, we did not explicitly adopt this
condition as an axiom of the DCT in this work, so it can be omitted here.

Example 1. In the special case where both event sets A and B correspond to fixed quantum processes, namely, the
quantum process of A is represented by (ρ, E1, · · · , En), and the quantum process of B is represented by (ω,F1, · · · ,Fn),
the DQC can be realized through a quantum channel L that maps ρ to ω, along with n higher-order maps Ψk that
map channels to channels, where Ψk : Ek 7→ Fk for k = 1, · · · , n.
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