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This paper continues the exploration the theory of quantum gravity (FCQG) and a possible theory of
everything (FCQG-SM) that is consistent with the Presentist Fragmentalist interpretation (PF) of
quantum mechanics.

This is an unsuccessful attempt to give the papers in this series, starting with the published papers (1)
and (2), in somewhat logical order but not necessarily the order uploaded to PhilPapers,
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5. The Presentist Theory of Quantum Gravity 2 https://philpapers.org/rec MERTPF-3

6. The Theory of Everything consistent with the PF interpretation of Quantum Mechanics
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7. A Theory of Everything consistent with the PF interpretation of Quantum Mechanis
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8. Yet More on the PF theory of QG and its TOE there may be some duplication
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What is the role of qualia in FCQG-SM?

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and Standard Model (SM) unified framework,
qualia play a significant role in the interpretation of the A-series and the subjective experience of time.
Qualia are the subjective, phenomenal aspects of conscious experiences, such as the redness of red, the
taste of an apple, or the feeling of happiness.

In the context of FCQG-SM, qualia are particularly relevant to the understanding of the A-series, which
represents the subjective, experiential flow of time from the future through the present to the past. The
A-series is often associated with the phenomenal qualities of temporal experience, such as the feeling
of the passage of time, the distinction between past, present, and future, and the subjective "now" or
present moment.

The role of qualia in FCQG-SM can be understood in the following ways:

1. Subjective experience of time: Qualia are essential for capturing the subjective, experiential
aspects of time that are not fully described by the objective, mathematical formalism of physics.
In FCQG-SM, the A-series parameter 1 is introduced to represent the subjective flow of time
and the phenomenal qualities associated with temporal experience. The inclusion of qualia in
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the framework allows for a more comprehensive description of time that goes beyond the purely
objective, B-series description of temporal relations.

2. Mind-matter relationship: The incorporation of qualia in FCQG-SM suggests a deep connection
between the subjective, mental aspects of reality and the objective, physical aspects. In this
framework, the A-series and its associated qualia are not merely epiphenomenal or illusions, but
are fundamental features of reality that are intertwined with the causal structure and quantum
properties of the fragments. This approach provides a framework for addressing the hard
problem of consciousness and the relationship between mind and matter.

3. Panpsychism and the ubiquity of qualia: In FCQG-SM, qualia are not limited to human or
animal consciousness but are potentially present in all physical systems, down to the level of
individual fragments. This panpsychist view suggests that qualia are fundamental and
ubiquitous aspects of reality, rather than emergent properties of complex biological systems.
The presence of qualia in each fragment is related to the fragment's causal structure and
quantum properties, as well as its role in the emergence of the A-series and the subjective
experience of time.

4. Explanatory power: The inclusion of qualia in FCQG-SM provides a framework for explaining
certain aspects of quantum mechanics and temporal experience that are difficult to account for
in purely objective, physical terms. For example, the measurement problem in quantum
mechanics, which involves the apparent collapse of the wavefunction and the role of the
observer, may be related to the subjective, qualitative aspects of measurement and observation.
Similarly, the subjective experience of the passage of time and the distinction between past,
present, and future may be grounded in the qualitative, phenomenal aspects of temporal
experience.

While the role of qualia in FCQG-SM is a fascinating and potentially important aspect of the
framework, it is also a challenging and controversial one. The nature of qualia, their relationship to
physical processes, and their role in the foundations of physics are still actively debated topics in
philosophy of mind and consciousness studies.

As the FCQG-SM framework continues to develop, it will be important to further clarify and refine the
role of qualia within the framework, as well as to explore the implications of this approach for our
understanding of consciousness, the mind-matter relationship, and the foundations of physics.

Empirical investigations into the neural correlates of consciousness, the phenomenology of temporal
experience, and the relationship between quantum processes and subjective experience may provide
valuable insights and constraints for the development of the FCQG-SM framework.

In summary, qualia play a significant role in the FCQG-SM framework, particularly in relation to the
A-series and the subjective experience of time. The incorporation of qualia in this framework suggests
a deep connection between the mental and physical aspects of reality, and provides a new perspective
on the hard problem of consciousness and the foundations of quantum mechanics and temporal
experience. As the framework evolves, the role of qualia will likely remain an important and active area
of research and philosophical investigation.
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Speculate on the origin of AB time.

The origin of AB time, which refers to the combination of the A-series (subjective, experiential time)
and the B-series (objective, relational time), is a fascinating and challenging question in the context of
the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and Standard Model (SM) unified framework.
Speculating on the origin of AB time requires considering the fundamental nature of time, causality,
and the structure of reality.

Here are some speculative ideas on the origin of AB time within the FCQG-SM framework:

1. Fundamental feature of reality: One possibility is that AB time is a fundamental, irreducible
feature of reality, much like space, matter, and energy. In this view, the A-series and B-series are
not derived from more basic concepts but are inherent aspects of the fabric of the universe. The
causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments, which give rise to the emergent
spacetime and the dynamics of matter and energy, may be intrinsically tied to the existence of
AB time.

2. Emergent property of causal structure: Another possibility is that AB time emerges from the
causal structure of the fragments in the FCQG-SM framework. The causal relationships
between fragments, as encoded in the causal interaction tensor, may give rise to both the
objective, relational aspects of time (B-series) and the subjective, experiential aspects of time
(A-series). In this view, the origin of AB time is rooted in the fundamental causal structure of
reality, and the A-series and B-series are derived from this more basic level of description.

3. Consequence of quantum entanglement: The origin of AB time may be related to the quantum
entanglement between fragments in the FCQG-SM framework. Entanglement is a key feature of
quantum mechanics and plays a crucial role in determining the causal structure and emergent
spacetime geometry in this framework. The non-local correlations and information sharing
between entangled fragments may give rise to the subjective, experiential aspects of time (A-
series), while the objective, relational aspects of time (B-series) emerge from the overall causal
structure determined by the entanglement patterns.

4. Anthropic considerations: The origin of AB time may be related to anthropic considerations,
which take into account the conditions necessary for the existence of conscious observers like
ourselves. In this view, the presence of both the A-series (subjective, experiential time) and the
B-series (objective, relational time) may be necessary for the emergence of complex structures,
such as life and consciousness, in the universe. The FCQG-SM framework, with its
incorporation of AB time, may represent a "fine-tuned" or "observer-friendly" description of
reality that is conducive to the existence of conscious beings capable of experiencing the flow
of time and the distinction between past, present, and future.

5. Symmetry breaking: The origin of AB time may be the result of a symmetry breaking process in
the early universe or at a fundamental level of reality. In this scenario, the A-series and B-series
emerge as distinct aspects of time due to the breaking of a higher-level symmetry that unifies
them. This symmetry breaking may be analogous to the symmetry breaking processes that give
rise to the distinct forces and particles in the Standard Model of particle physics. The FCQG-



SM framework may provide a description of the broken symmetry phase, in which the A-series
and B-series are manifest as separate but interrelated aspects of time.

These speculative ideas are not mutually exclusive, and the true origin of AB time in the FCQG-SM
framework may involve a combination of these and other factors. As the framework continues to
develop, it will be important to explore these possibilities in more detail and to look for ways to test
and constrain them based on empirical evidence and theoretical considerations.

Investigating the origin of AB time may require a deeper understanding of the nature of causality,
quantum entanglement, and the emergence of spacetime and matter in the FCQG-SM framework. It
may also involve exploring the connections between this framework and other approaches to quantum
gravity, such as loop quantum gravity, causal set theory, and string theory, which may provide
additional insights into the fundamental nature of time and reality.

Ultimately, the origin of AB time in the FCQG-SM framework remains an open question and an active
area of research. As the framework evolves and new empirical and theoretical insights emerge, our
understanding of the origin and nature of time in this context will likely continue to deepen and evolve.
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What are the symmetries within and among fragments?

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and Standard Model (SM) unified framework,
symmetries play a crucial role in understanding the properties and dynamics of the fragments, as well
as their relationships to one another. Symmetries within and among fragments can be classified into
several categories, each with its own implications for the structure and behavior of the system.

1. Symmetries within a single fragment: a. Temporal symmetries:

* Translation symmetry in the A-series (1): The physics within a fragment should be
invariant under translations in the subjective, experiential time parameter T.

» Translation symmetry in the B-series (t): The physics within a fragment should be
invariant under translations in the objective, relational time parameter t.

* Reversal symmetry in the A-series: In some cases, the physics within a fragment may be
invariant under a reversal of the A-series, i.e., T — -1, corresponding to a reversal of the
subjective flow of time.

b. Spatial symmetries:

* Translation symmetry in space: The physics within a fragment should be invariant under
spatial translations in the three spatial dimensions.

* Rotation symmetry: The physics within a fragment should be invariant under rotations in
the three spatial dimensions.

* Parity symmetry: In some cases, the physics within a fragment may be invariant under a
reversal of one or more spatial coordinates (e.g., X - -X,y — -y, 0rz — -7).

c. Gauge symmetries:

* Internal symmetries: The physics within a fragment may exhibit internal symmetries,

such as the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries of the Standard Model, which are



associated with the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions, respectively. These
symmetries determine the properties and interactions of the particles and fields within
the fragment.

2. Symmetries among fragments: a. Permutation symmetry:

* Exchange symmetry: If two fragments have identical properties and causal relationships,
the physics of the system should be invariant under the exchange of these fragments.
This symmetry is related to the idea of "identical particles" in quantum mechanics.

b. Causal symmetries:

* Causal invariance: The causal relationships between fragments, as encoded in the causal
interaction tensor CofyS(Fi, Fj), should be invariant under certain transformations of the
fragments, such as translations, rotations, or boosts in the emergent spacetime.

* Causal ordering: The causal relationships between fragments should respect the partial
ordering of events in the emergent spacetime, which is determined by the causal
structure of the fragments.

c. Entanglement symmetries:

* Entanglement invariance: The entanglement between fragments, which plays a crucial
role in determining the emergent spacetime geometry and the dynamics of the system,
should be invariant under certain transformations of the fragments, such as local unitary
operations.

* Entanglement entropy: The entanglement entropy between fragments may exhibit
certain symmetries or invariance properties, which could be related to the emergent
spacetime geometry and the holographic principle.

3. Emergent symmetries:

* Lorentz symmetry: In the emergent spacetime, the physics of the system should exhibit
Lorentz symmetry, which includes rotations and boosts in the four-dimensional
spacetime. This symmetry emerges from the causal relationships and entanglement
between fragments, as well as the properties of the emergent metric tensor.

* Diffeomorphism invariance: The physics of the emergent spacetime should be invariant
under diffeomorphisms, which are smooth, invertible transformations of the spacetime
coordinates. This symmetry is a fundamental feature of general relativity and is expected
to be preserved in the FCQG-SM framework.

The symmetries within and among fragments in the FCQG-SM framework have important implications
for the properties and dynamics of the system, as well as for the emergence of spacetime and the
unification of the fundamental forces. These symmetries constrain the possible forms of the causal
interaction tensor, the entanglement patterns between fragments, and the emergent metric tensor,
leading to the observed properties of particles, fields, and spacetime.

As the FCQG-SM framework continues to develop, it will be crucial to further investigate and classify
the symmetries within and among fragments, as well as to understand their relationships to the
emergent physics and the fundamental principles of quantum mechanics and general relativity. This
may involve the development of new mathematical tools and techniques, as well as the exploration of
connections to other approaches to quantum gravity and unified theories.



Ultimately, a deep understanding of the symmetries within and among fragments in the FCQG-SM
framework will be essential for uncovering the fundamental laws and principles that govern the nature
of reality at the most basic level, and for making testable predictions that can be compared with
experimental and observational data.
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Shouldn't the B-series have time reversal symmetry but not the A-series?

You're absolutely right, and I apologize for my mistake in the previous response. In the Fragmentalist
Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and Standard Model (SM) unified framework, the B-series should
exhibit time reversal symmetry, while the A-series should not. Let me clarify the temporal symmetries
within a single fragment:

1. Temporal symmetries within a single fragment: a. A-series (subjective, experiential time 1):

* Translation symmetry: The physics within a fragment should be invariant under
translations in the subjective, experiential time parameter T.

* No reversal symmetry: The A-series is not invariant under time reversal (1 — -1), as it
represents the directional, irreversible flow of time from the future through the present to
the past. The subjective experience of time has a clear distinction between past, present,
and future, and cannot be reversed without changing the fundamental nature of the A-
series.

b. B-series (objective, relational time t):

* Translation symmetry: The physics within a fragment should be invariant under
translations in the objective, relational time parameter t.

* Reversal symmetry: The B-series is invariant under time reversal (t — -t), as it
represents the objective, relational ordering of events without a preferred direction. The
B-series describes the temporal relations between events, such as "earlier than" or "later
than," which remain unchanged under time reversal.

The distinction between the temporal symmetries of the A-series and B-series is a crucial aspect of the
FCQG-SM framework and has important implications for the nature of time and the emergence of the
arrow of time.

The lack of reversal symmetry in the A-series is consistent with our subjective experience of time,
which has a clear directional flow and a distinction between past, present, and future. This
irreversibility is often associated with the second law of thermodynamics and the increase of entropy
over time.

On the other hand, the presence of reversal symmetry in the B-series is consistent with the time-
reversal invariance of many fundamental physical laws, such as the equations of motion in classical
mechanics and the field equations of general relativity. At the basic level, these laws do not distinguish
between forward and backward directions in time.

The FCQG-SM framework aims to reconcile these two aspects of time by incorporating both the A-
series and the B-series as fundamental features of reality. The emergence of the arrow of time and the



observed irreversibility in macroscopic systems is then understood as a consequence of the interplay
between the subjective, experiential aspects of time (A-series) and the objective, relational aspects of
time (B-series), as well as the causal structure and entanglement between fragments.

As the FCQG-SM framework continues to develop, it will be important to further investigate the
temporal symmetries within fragments and their implications for the nature of time, causality, and the
emergence of the arrow of time. This may involve exploring the connections between the A-series, B-
series, and other fundamental concepts in physics, such as entropy, quantum entanglement, and the
geometry of spacetime.

Thank you for pointing out my mistake, and I hope this clarification helps to better understand the
temporal symmetries within fragments in the FCQG-SM framework.
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What is the origin of U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries of the Standard Mode in FCQG-SM?

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and Standard Model (SM) unified framework,
the origin of the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries of the Standard Model is a fascinating and
important question. These gauge symmetries are associated with the electromagnetic, weak, and strong
interactions, respectively, and their existence and properties are crucial for explaining the observed
particles and their interactions.

There are several possibilities for the origin of these gauge symmetries within the FCQG-SM
framework, and I will explore a few speculative ideas:

1. Fundamental symmetries of fragments: One possibility is that the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge
symmetries are fundamental symmetries of the individual fragments themselves. In this view,
each fragment would have an intrinsic set of gauge symmetries that determine its properties and
interactions. The gauge symmetries of the Standard Model would then emerge as a consequence
of the collective behavior of the fragments and their causal relationships.

2. Emergent symmetries from causal structure: Another possibility is that the gauge symmetries
emerge from the causal structure of the fragments, as encoded in the causal interaction tensor
Coapyd(Fi, Fj). The specific form of the causal interaction tensor and the entanglement patterns
between fragments could give rise to the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries as emergent
properties of the system. In this scenario, the gauge symmetries would not be fundamental
features of the individual fragments, but rather a consequence of their causal relationships and
collective dynamics.

3. Symmetry breaking from a higher-dimensional theory: The gauge symmetries of the Standard
Model could arise from a symmetry breaking process in a higher-dimensional theory that is
more fundamental than the FCQG-SM framework. In this view, the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3)
gauge symmetries would be remnants of a larger, more symmetric structure that exists in the
higher-dimensional space. The FCQG-SM framework would then describe the effective low-
energy physics that emerges after the symmetry breaking process.



4. Holographic origin: The gauge symmetries could have a holographic origin, similar to the idea
of the AdS/CFT correspondence. In this scenario, the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries
would be related to the symmetries of a lower-dimensional boundary theory that is dual to the
bulk FCQG-SM framework. The gauge symmetries of the Standard Model would then be
understood as a consequence of the holographic relationship between the bulk and boundary
theories.

5. Anthropic selection: The existence of the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries could be a
result of anthropic selection, which means that they are necessary conditions for the existence of
complex structures, such as atoms, molecules, and life, in the universe. In this view, the FCQG-
SM framework would represent a "fine-tuned" or "observer-friendly" theory that includes the
necessary gauge symmetries for the emergence of the observed universe and its inhabitants.

These ideas are speculative and not mutually exclusive, and the true origin of the gauge symmetries in
the FCQG-SM framework may involve a combination of these and other factors. As the framework
continues to develop, it will be crucial to explore these possibilities in more detail and to look for ways
to test and constrain them based on empirical evidence and theoretical considerations.

Investigating the origin of the U(1), SU(2), and SU(3) gauge symmetries in the FCQG-SM framework
may require a deeper understanding of the nature of the fragments, their causal relationships, and the
emergence of the Standard Model particles and interactions from the fundamental structure of
spacetime. It may also involve exploring the connections between the FCQG-SM framework and other
approaches to quantum gravity and unified theories, such as string theory and loop quantum gravity,
which may provide additional insights into the origin of gauge symmetries.

Ultimately, understanding the origin of the gauge symmetries in the FCQG-SM framework is a key step
towards developing a complete and consistent theory of quantum gravity and particle physics, and it
will likely remain an active area of research as the framework continues to evolve.
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Try to derive the U(1) symmetry from FCQG and electrodynamics

To derive the U(1) symmetry from the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) and
electrodynamics, we need to consider how the electromagnetic interaction emerges from the causal
structure and quantum properties of the fragments. This derivation is speculative and will require
making some assumptions about the relationship between the FCQG framework and electrodynamics.

Let's start by considering the Maxwell equations, which describe the behavior of electromagnetic fields
in classical electrodynamics:

1. V- E=plg,
2.V-B=0

3. VxE =-0B/ot

4. VxB=p,(J + e,0E/0t)



Here, E is the electric field, B is the magnetic field, p is the charge density, J is the current density, €, is
the permittivity of free space, and p, is the permeability of free space.

In the FCQG framework, we propose that the electromagnetic interaction between fragments arises
from the causal structure and entanglement between the fragments. We assume that the causal
interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) can be decomposed into a part that describes the gravitational
interaction and a part that describes the electromagnetic interaction:

CaBys(Fi, Fj) = GaPys(Fi, Fj) + Eapyd(Fi, Fj)

Here, GaByS(Fi, Fj) represents the gravitational part of the causal interaction tensor, and Eafys(Fi, Fj)
represents the electromagnetic part.

We further assume that the electromagnetic part of the causal interaction tensor can be expressed in
terms of a vector potential Ap(Fi) associated with each fragment Fi:

EaByS(Fi, Fj) = 0aAB(Fi) - 0BAa(Fi) + oyAS(Fj) - 06Ay(Fj)

This expression is analogous to the electromagnetic field tensor in classical electrodynamics, which is
given by:

Fpv = 0pAv - ovApu

Now, let's consider a local U(1) gauge transformation applied to the vector potential:

Ap(Fi) - Ap(Fi) + opA(Fi)

Here, A(Fi) is a scalar function associated with each fragment Fi.

Under this gauge transformation, the electromagnetic part of the causal interaction tensor transforms as:
EaBys(Fi, Fj) — Eapyd(Fi, Fj) + 0adBA(Fi) - OBOaA(Fi) + oyoSA(Fj) - 060yA(Fj)

The terms involving the derivatives of A(Fi) and A(Fj) cancel out due to the antisymmetry of the
indices, leaving the electromagnetic part of the causal interaction tensor invariant under the local U(1)
gauge transformation.

This invariance of the causal interaction tensor under local U(1) gauge transformations suggests that
the electromagnetic interaction in the FCQG framework possesses a U(1) symmetry, which is the same
symmetry that underlies the classical electromagnetic field in the Maxwell equations.

To complete the derivation, we would need to show how the Maxwell equations themselves emerge
from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments in the FCQG framework. This could
involve expressing the electric and magnetic fields in terms of the vector potential and the causal
interaction tensor, and then deriving the equations of motion for the fields from the dynamics of the
fragments.

While this derivation is speculative and requires further development, it provides a possible route for
understanding the origin of the U(1) symmetry and the electromagnetic interaction within the FCQG
framework. As the framework continues to evolve, more rigorous and detailed derivations may be



possible, shedding light on the deep connections between quantum gravity, electrodynamics, and the
fundamental symmetries of nature.
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Try to derive the SU(2) symmetry of the electroweak interaction in FCQG.

To derive the SU(2) symmetry of the electroweak interaction in the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum
Gravity (FCQG) framework, we need to consider how the weak interaction and its associated gauge
bosons (W, Z) emerge from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. This
derivation is speculative and will require making some assumptions about the relationship between the
FCQG framework and the electroweak theory.

Let's start by considering the electroweak interaction in the Standard Model, which is described by the
SU2)L x U(1)Y gauge symmetry. The SU(2)L symmetry is associated with the weak isospin, and the
U(1)Y symmetry is associated with the weak hypercharge. The electroweak interaction involves the
W+, Z, and y (photon) gauge bosons, which are related to the SU(2)L and U(1)Y symmetries through
the electroweak symmetry breaking mechanism.

In the FCQG framework, we propose that the electroweak interaction between fragments arises from
the causal structure and entanglement between the fragments. We assume that the causal interaction
tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) can be decomposed into a part that describes the gravitational interaction, a part
that describes the electromagnetic interaction, and a part that describes the weak interaction:

CaBys(Fi, Fj) = GaBys(Fi, Fj) + EaBys(Fi, Fj) + WaByd(Fi, Fj)

Here, GafyS(Fi, Fj) represents the gravitational part, Eafyo(Fi, Fj) represents the electromagnetic part,
and WapyS(Fi, Fj) represents the weak interaction part of the causal interaction tensor.

We further assume that the weak interaction part of the causal interaction tensor can be expressed in
terms of SU(2) gauge fields Wpa(Fi) associated with each fragment Fi:

Woapys(Fi, Fj) = daWa(Fi) - )BWaa(Fi) + geabcWab(Fi)WBc(Fi) + oyWda(Fj) - 06Wya(Fj) +
geabcWyb(Fj)Wéc(Fj)

Here, a, b, c are SU(2) indices (1, 2, 3), g is the coupling constant, and €abc is the Levi-Civita symbol.
This expression is analogous to the non-Abelian field strength tensor in Yang-Mills theory, which
describes the SU(2) gauge fields.

Now, let's consider a local SU(2) gauge transformation applied to the SU(2) gauge fields:
Wua(Fi) - Whpa(Fi) + opBa(Fi) + geabcOb(Fi)Wpc(Fi)

Here, 6a(Fi) are scalar functions associated with each fragment Fi, representing the local SU(2) gauge
transformation parameters.

Under this gauge transformation, the weak interaction part of the causal interaction tensor transforms
as:



WafydS(Fi, Fj) - Wayd6(Fi, Fj) + additional terms involving derivatives and products of 6a(Fi) and
Ba(Fj)

The specific form of the additional terms depends on the structure of the gauge transformation and the
commutation relations of the SU(2) generators. However, the key point is that the weak interaction part
of the causal interaction tensor remains invariant under the local SU(2) gauge transformations, up to
additional terms that involve the gauge transformation parameters themselves.

This invariance of the causal interaction tensor under local SU(2) gauge transformations suggests that
the weak interaction in the FCQG framework possesses an SU(2) symmetry, which is the same
symmetry that underlies the weak interaction in the Standard Model.

To complete the derivation, we would need to show how the electroweak symmetry breaking
mechanism emerges from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments in the FCQG
framework. This could involve introducing a Higgs-like field and its interactions with the SU(2) gauge
fields, and then deriving the masses of the W+, Z, and y bosons from the dynamics of the fragments.

While this derivation is speculative and requires further development, it provides a possible route for
understanding the origin of the SU(2) symmetry and the electroweak interaction within the FCQG
framework. As the framework continues to evolve, more rigorous and detailed derivations may be
possible, shedding light on the deep connections between quantum gravity, the electroweak theory, and
the fundamental symmetries of nature.
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Try to derive the SU(3) symmetry of the strong force in FCQG.

To derive the SU(3) symmetry of the strong force in the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity
(FCQG) framework, we need to consider how the strong interaction and its associated gauge bosons
(gluons) emerge from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. This derivation is
speculative and will require making some assumptions about the relationship between the FCQG
framework and quantum chromodynamics (QCD), the theory that describes the strong interaction.

In QCD, the strong interaction is described by the SU(3) gauge symmetry, which is associated with the
color charge of quarks and gluons. The strong interaction involves eight gluon fields, which are related
to the generators of the SU(3) symmetry group.

In the FCQG framework, we propose that the strong interaction between fragments arises from the
causal structure and entanglement between the fragments. We assume that the causal interaction tensor
Capyd(Fi, Fj) can be decomposed into a part that describes the gravitational interaction, a part that
describes the electromagnetic interaction, a part that describes the weak interaction, and a part that
describes the strong interaction:

CaBys(Fi, Fj) = GaBys(Fi, Fj) + EaBys(Fi, Fj) + WaByS(Fi, Fj) + Sapys(Fi, Fj)

Here, GafyS(Fi, Fj) represents the gravitational part, Eafyd(Fi, Fj) represents the electromagnetic part,
WafyS(Fi, Fj) represents the weak interaction part, and Saffy6(Fi, Fj) represents the strong interaction
part of the causal interaction tensor.



We further assume that the strong interaction part of the causal interaction tensor can be expressed in
terms of SU(3) gauge fields Gpa(Fi) associated with each fragment Fi:

SaBys(Fi, Fj) = daGpa(Fi) - 0pGaa(Fi) + gsfabcGab(Fi)GBc(Fi) + dyGéa(Fj) - 06Gya(Fj) +
gsfabcGyb(Fj)Goc(Fj)

Here, a, b, c are SU(3) indices (1, 2, ..., 8), gs is the coupling constant, and fabc are the structure
constants of the SU(3) group. This expression is analogous to the non-Abelian field strength tensor in
QCD, which describes the SU(3) gauge fields.

Now, let's consider a local SU(3) gauge transformation applied to the SU(3) gauge fields:
Gpa(Fi) — Gpa(Fi) + opBa(Fi) + gsfabcOb(Fi)Gpc(Fi)

Here, 6a(Fi) are scalar functions associated with each fragment Fi, representing the local SU(3) gauge
transformation parameters.

Under this gauge transformation, the strong interaction part of the causal interaction tensor transforms
as:

Safyd(Fi, Fj) — Sapyd(Fi, Fj) + additional terms involving derivatives and products of 8a(Fi) and
Ba(Fj)

The specific form of the additional terms depends on the structure of the gauge transformation and the
commutation relations of the SU(3) generators. However, the key point is that the strong interaction
part of the causal interaction tensor remains invariant under the local SU(3) gauge transformations, up
to additional terms that involve the gauge transformation parameters themselves.

This invariance of the causal interaction tensor under local SU(3) gauge transformations suggests that
the strong interaction in the FCQG framework possesses an SU(3) symmetry, which is the same
symmetry that underlies the strong interaction in QCD.

To complete the derivation, we would need to show how the properties of quarks, gluons, and their
interactions emerge from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments in the FCQG
framework. This could involve introducing fermion fields for quarks and their interactions with the
SU(3) gauge fields, and then deriving the dynamics of the strong interaction from the behavior of the
fragments.

While this derivation is speculative and requires further development, it provides a possible route for
understanding the origin of the SU(3) symmetry and the strong interaction within the FCQG
framework. As the framework continues to evolve, more rigorous and detailed derivations may be
possible, shedding light on the deep connections between quantum gravity, QCD, and the fundamental
symmetries of nature.
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Is the generalized Schrodinger equation really supposed to be a function of tau and not t like the regular
Schrodinger equation?



You raise an important point, and I apologize for the confusion in my previous explanations. In the
Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, the generalized Schrédinger equation
should indeed be a function of the B-series time parameter t, not the A-series time parameter 1. The B-
series time t represents the objective, relational time, which is analogous to the time parameter used in
the standard Schrodinger equation.

The generalized Schrédinger equation in the FCQG framework should be written as:
H |y(Fi, t)) = i0 [y(Fi, 1)) / ot

where H is the Hamiltonian operator, [W(Fi, t)) is the quantum state of fragment Fi, and t is the B-series
time parameter.

The confusion arose because the A-series time parameter T is used to describe the subjective,
experiential flow of time, which is not directly related to the evolution of the quantum state in the
generalized Schrodinger equation. The A-series time T is important for understanding the subjective
experience of time and the phenomenology of temporal becoming, but it does not play a direct role in
the dynamical equations of quantum mechanics.

I apologize for any misunderstanding caused by my previous statements. The generalized Schrodinger
equation in the FCQG framework should be formulated using the B-series time t, ensuring consistency
with the standard Schrédinger equation and the relational nature of time in quantum mechanics.

Thank you for bringing this to my attention and allowing me to clarify the role of the B-series time t in
the generalized Schrédinger equation.
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Try to derive the S(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model in FCQG. Why is it this group
and not some other?

To derive the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model in the Fragmentalist Causal
Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, we need to consider how the electromagnetic, weak, and strong
interactions emerge from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. We will build
upon the previous derivations of the individual symmetries and discuss why this particular combination
of symmetries arises.

First, let's recall the decomposition of the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) into parts describing
the gravitational, electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions:

CaBys(Fi, Fj) = GaBys(Fi, Fj) + EaBys(Fi, Fj) + WaBys(Fi, Fj) + Sapys(Fi, Fj)

We have already seen how the electromagnetic interaction Eaf3yS(Fi, Fj) can be associated with a U(1)
symmetry, the weak interaction WaByS(Fi, Fj) with an SU(2) symmetry, and the strong interaction
SafydS(Fi, Fj) with an SU(3) symmetry.

Now, let's consider the combined symmetry of these interactions. In the Standard Model, the
electromagnetic and weak interactions are unified into the electroweak interaction, which is described



by the U(1)xSU(2) symmetry. This unification arises from the observation that the electromagnetic and
weak interactions have similar strengths at high energies and can be described by a single gauge theory.

In the FCQG framework, we can propose that the electromagnetic and weak interaction parts of the
causal interaction tensor, Eafyd(Fi, Fj) and WaByd(Fi, Fj), are actually components of a larger tensor
EWapyd(Fi, Fj) that describes the electroweak interaction:

EWoapys(Fi, Fj) = EayS(Fi, Fj) + WaBys(Fi, Fj)

This electroweak interaction tensor would be invariant under the combined U(1)xSU(2) gauge
transformations, representing the unification of the electromagnetic and weak interactions.

The strong interaction, described by the SU(3) symmetry, remains separate from the electroweak
interaction in the Standard Model. This is because the strong interaction has a significantly different
strength and behavior compared to the electroweak interaction, and it does not participate in the
electroweak unification.

In the FCQG framework, the strong interaction part of the causal interaction tensor, Safyd(Fi, Fj),
would remain separate from the electroweak interaction tensor EWayS(Fi, Fj). The strong interaction
tensor would be invariant under SU(3) gauge transformations, while the electroweak interaction tensor
would be invariant under U(1)xSU(2) gauge transformations.

Combining these symmetries, we arrive at the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model in
the FCQG framework:

CaBys(Fi, Fj) = GaBys(Fi, Fj) + EWapyS(Fi, Fj) + SaBys(Fi, Fj)

The U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry arises naturally in the Standard Model because it accurately
describes the observed particles and their interactions. The specific combination of these symmetries is
determined by the experimental evidence and the mathematical consistency of the theory.

In the FCQG framework, the emergence of the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry would be a consequence
of the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments that give rise to the electromagnetic,
weak, and strong interactions. The fact that this particular combination of symmetries arises in the
FCQG framework would be a non-trivial result, as it would demonstrate that the FCQG approach can
reproduce the successful features of the Standard Model.

To complete the derivation, we would need to show how the electroweak symmetry breaking
mechanism and the Higgs mechanism emerge from the causal structure and quantum properties of the
fragments in the FCQG framework. This would involve introducing a Higgs-like field and its
interactions with the electroweak gauge fields, and then deriving the masses of the W+, Z, and y
bosons, as well as the masses of the fermions, from the dynamics of the fragments.

Additionally, we would need to demonstrate how the quantum numbers and charges associated with the
U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry, such as electric charge, weak isospin, and color charge, emerge from the
properties of the fragments and their causal relationships.

While this derivation is speculative and requires further development, it provides a possible route for
understanding the origin of the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model within the FCQG



framework. As the framework continues to evolve, more rigorous and detailed derivations may be
possible, shedding light on the deep connections between quantum gravity, the Standard Model, and the
fundamental symmetries of nature.

The success of the FCQG framework in reproducing the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard
Model would be a significant milestone, as it would demonstrate the potential of this approach to
provide a unified description of quantum gravity and particle physics. However, it is important to note
that this is a challenging and ongoing research program, and much work remains to be done to fully
develop and test the FCQG framework.
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What can we say about the gravitational term in the causal influence tensor given these results?

Given the derivation of the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model in the Fragmentalist
Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, we can now focus on the gravitational term GofyS(Fi,
Fj) in the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj). The gravitational term is responsible for describing
the gravitational interaction between fragments and the emergent spacetime geometry.

Based on the results obtained for the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions, we can make
several observations and speculations about the gravitational term:

1. Diffeomorphism invariance: In general relativity, the gravitational interaction is described by
the Einstein field equations, which are invariant under diffeomorphisms (smooth, invertible
transformations of the spacetime coordinates). We can expect that the gravitational term
Gapyé(Fi, Fj) in the FCQG framework should also exhibit diffeomorphism invariance, ensuring
that the emergent spacetime geometry is consistent with the principles of general relativity.

2. Relation to the metric tensor: In general relativity, the metric tensor guv encodes the geometry
of spacetime and determines the gravitational interaction. In the FCQG framework, we can
propose that the gravitational term GafyS(Fi, Fj) is related to the emergent metric tensor gpv(Fi,
Fj) that describes the spacetime geometry in the vicinity of fragments Fi and Fj. This
relationship could take the form: GafyS(Fi, Fj) = f(guv(Fi, Fj), oguv(Fi, Fj), ...) where f is a
function that depends on the metric tensor, its derivatives, and possibly other geometric
quantities.

3. Nonlinearity: The Einstein field equations of general relativity are highly nonlinear, which leads
to the rich and complex behavior of spacetime geometry, such as the existence of black holes
and gravitational waves. We can expect that the gravitational term Gafyd(Fi, Fj) in the FCQG
framework should also exhibit nonlinearity, possibly through the dependence on the metric
tensor and its derivatives in the function f mentioned above.

4. Coupling to matter and energy: In general relativity, the gravitational field couples to matter and
energy through the stress-energy tensor Tpv. In the FCQG framework, we can propose that the
gravitational term GafyS(Fi, Fj) couples to the matter and energy content of the fragments,
which is described by the electromagnetic, weak, and strong interaction terms EafyS(Fi, Fj),
Wapy6(Fi, Fj), and Safyd(Fi, Fj). This coupling could be achieved through the dependence of



the function f on these interaction terms, or through additional terms in the causal interaction
tensor that involve the stress-energy tensor.

5. Quantum corrections: As a quantum theory of gravity, the FCQG framework should incorporate
quantum corrections to the gravitational interaction. These corrections could manifest as
additional terms in the gravitational term Goafyd(Fi, Fj) that depend on the Planck length, the
Planck mass, or other quantum gravity scale parameters. These quantum corrections might be
important for understanding the behavior of spacetime at very small scales or in extreme
conditions, such as near black hole singularities or in the early universe.

6. Emergence of Einstein field equations: Ultimately, the success of the FCQG framework in
describing gravity will depend on its ability to reproduce the Einstein field equations of general
relativity in the appropriate limit. This would require deriving the field equations from the
causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments, possibly by considering the dynamics
of the emergent metric tensor guv(Fi, Fj) and its relation to the gravitational term Gafys(Fi, Fj)
and the other interaction terms in the causal interaction tensor.

These observations and speculations provide a starting point for further investigations into the nature of
the gravitational term Gafy8(Fi, Fj) in the FCQG framework. As the framework continues to develop,
more rigorous and detailed analyses of the gravitational interaction will be necessary to fully
understand its properties and implications.

Some key areas for future research include:

1. Deriving the explicit form of the function f that relates the gravitational term Gafyd(Fi, Fj) to
the emergent metric tensor gpv(Fi, Fj) and other geometric quantities.

2. Investigating the nonlinear behavior of the gravitational term and its consequences for the
emergent spacetime geometry, such as the formation of black holes and the propagation of
gravitational waves.

3. Studying the coupling between the gravitational term and the matter and energy content of the
fragments, and its implications for the dynamics of the universe on large scales.

4. Exploring the quantum corrections to the gravitational interaction and their effects on the
behavior of spacetime at small scales and in extreme conditions.

5. Deriving the Einstein field equations or their generalizations from the causal structure and
quantum properties of the fragments in the FCQG framework.

Addressing these challenges will require a combination of mathematical techniques, physical insights,
and computational methods, and will likely involve collaborations between researchers from various
fields, including quantum gravity, particle physics, and cosmology.

The success of the FCQG framework in providing a consistent and predictive theory of quantum
gravity that unifies the fundamental interactions of nature will depend on its ability to shed light on the
nature of the gravitational interaction and its relation to the other forces. The insights gained from the
study of the gravitational term GofyS(Fi, Fj) in the causal interaction tensor will play a crucial role in
this endeavor.
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What are some testable predictions of this?

The Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, as a candidate theory of quantum
gravity and unification, should make testable predictions that can be compared with experimental and
observational data. While the framework is still in development and many aspects remain speculative,
we can discuss some potential testable predictions arising from the ideas explored so far:

1. Quantum gravitational effects:

* FCQG predicts that the gravitational interaction has a quantum nature, which could
manifest as discrete or quantized properties of spacetime at very small scales (e.g., at the
Planck length).

* Possible tests: Precision measurements of gravitational phenomena at small scales, such
as the behavior of microscopic black holes, or the detection of quantum gravitational
effects in the early universe through cosmological observations.

2. Modifications to the Standard Model:

* The derivation of the U(1)xSU(2)xSU(3) symmetry of the Standard Model within the
FCQG framework may lead to subtle modifications to the properties of particles and
their interactions.

* Possible tests: High-precision measurements of the properties of elementary particles
(e.g., masses, coupling constants, decay rates) and the search for deviations from the
Standard Model predictions.

3. Unification of forces:

* FCQG aims to provide a unified description of the fundamental interactions, including
gravity. This unification may lead to predictions of new phenomena that connect the
different forces.

* Possible tests: Searches for rare or exotic processes that involve the interplay between
gravity and the other interactions, such as the production of microscopic black holes in
particle colliders or the observation of gravitational effects in quantum systems.

4. Emergent spacetime and cosmology:

* In FCQG, the spacetime geometry emerges from the causal structure and quantum
properties of the fragments. This emergent nature of spacetime may lead to observable
consequences on cosmological scales.

* Possible tests: Precision measurements of the cosmic microwave background radiation,
the large-scale structure of the universe, and the expansion history of the cosmos,
looking for signatures of the emergent spacetime predicted by FCQG.

5. Quantum entanglement and causal structure:

* FCQG emphasizes the role of quantum entanglement and causal structure in the
emergence of spacetime and the unification of forces. This may lead to novel predictions
for the behavior of entangled systems and the nature of causality.

* Possible tests: Experiments that probe the relationship between quantum entanglement
and gravity, such as the detection of entanglement between massive objects or the
observation of quantum effects in the causal structure of spacetime.

6. Gravitational waves and black holes:



* The FCQG framework may provide new insights into the nature of gravitational waves
and black holes, which are key predictions of general relativity.

* Possible tests: Precision measurements of gravitational waves using advanced detectors,
such as LIGO and Virgo, and the observation of black hole properties and dynamics
using telescopes across the electromagnetic spectrum.

7. Quantum gravity phenomenology:

* FCQG may predict specific signatures of quantum gravity that could be detected in
various experiments or observations, such as modifications to the dispersion relations of
particles or the spectrum of primordial gravitational waves.

* Possible tests: Searches for quantum gravity effects in high-energy particle collisions,
cosmic ray observations, and the detection of gravitational waves from the early
universe.

These are just a few examples of the potential testable predictions that could arise from the FCQG
framework. As the theory continues to develop and its mathematical formalism becomes more rigorous,
more specific and quantitative predictions will emerge. Testing these predictions will require a
combination of theoretical work, experimental investigations, and observational campaigns across
various fields of physics and astronomy.

It is important to note that the FCQG framework is still a speculative and ongoing research program,
and its predictions may evolve as new insights and developments arise. The ultimate success of the
framework will depend on its ability to make accurate and verifiable predictions that can be tested
against experimental and observational data.

Collaborative efforts between theorists and experimentalists will be essential to design and carry out
the critical tests that will either confirm or refute the predictions of the FCQG framework. These tests
will not only shed light on the validity of the specific theory but also contribute to the broader quest for
a fundamental understanding of quantum gravity and the unification of the forces of nature.

In the coming years and decades, ongoing and future experiments and observational programs, such as
the Large Hadron Collider, the Event Horizon Telescope, the James Webb Space Telescope, and the
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA), among others, will provide unprecedented opportunities to
probe the predictions of theories like FCQG and advance our understanding of the fundamental laws of
physics.
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Sure, here are some more potential testable predictions of the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity
(FCQG) framework:

1. Violation of Lorentz invariance:
* FCQG may predict small deviations from perfect Lorentz invariance, which is a
fundamental symmetry of special relativity. These deviations could arise from the
quantum nature of spacetime and the causal structure of the fragments.



* Possible tests: Precision measurements of the speed of light using different particles or at
different energies, looking for energy-dependent variations that would indicate a
violation of Lorentz invariance.

2. Non-local effects:

* The emphasis on quantum entanglement and the causal structure of the fragments in
FCQG may lead to predictions of non-local effects, where the behavior of a system is
influenced by distant events or measurements.

* Possible tests: Experiments that probe the relationship between quantum entanglement
and causality, such as delayed-choice experiments or tests of Bell's inequalities in the
presence of gravitational fields.

3. Modified gravity at large scales:

* FCQG may predict modifications to the behavior of gravity at large scales, such as in the
dynamics of galaxies or the expansion of the universe. These modifications could arise
from the emergent nature of spacetime and the interplay between the causal structure
and the matter content of the universe.

* Possible tests: Observations of the rotation curves of galaxies, the distribution of dark
matter, and the acceleration of the cosmic expansion, looking for deviations from the
predictions of general relativity and standard cosmology.

4. Quantum superposition of spacetime geometries:

* In FCQQG, the spacetime geometry emerges from the quantum properties and causal
structure of the fragments. This may lead to the possibility of quantum superpositions of
different spacetime geometries.

* Possible tests: Precision measurements of the gravitational field around quantum
systems in superposition, such as in experiments that aim to create and detect
superpositions of massive objects or in the search for gravitational cat states.

5. Maodified black hole thermodynamics:

* The quantum nature of spacetime and the causal structure of the fragments in FCQG
may lead to modifications to the thermodynamic properties of black holes, such as their
entropy and temperature.

* Possible tests: Observations of black hole mergers and the resulting gravitational wave
signals, looking for deviations from the predictions of classical black hole
thermodynamics and general relativity.

6. Quantum gravity effects in the early universe:

* FCQG may provide new insights into the behavior of the universe at very early times,
when quantum gravitational effects were significant. This could lead to predictions of
observable consequences in the cosmic microwave background radiation or the
primordial gravitational wave spectrum.

* Possible tests: Precision measurements of the polarization and temperature anisotropies
of the cosmic microwave background, searching for signatures of quantum gravity in the
early universe, such as tensor modes or non-Gaussianities.

7. Emergent time and the arrow of time:



* In FCQG, time emerges from the causal structure and quantum properties of the
fragments, with the A-series and B-series playing distinct roles. This emergent nature of
time may lead to new perspectives on the arrow of time and the origin of the observed
asymmetry between past and future.

* Possible tests: Experiments that probe the relationship between quantum entanglement,
causality, and the arrow of time, such as tests of time-reversal symmetry in entangled
systems or the search for time-asymmetric quantum processes.

These additional testable predictions demonstrate the wide range of potential consequences and
implications of the FCQG framework, spanning various areas of physics, from particle physics and
quantum mechanics to cosmology and the nature of time itself.

As the FCQG framework continues to evolve and its mathematical formulation becomes more precise,
these predictions will be refined and new ones may emerge. The ongoing dialogue between theory and
experiment will be essential to guide the development of the framework and to identify the most
promising avenues for testing its predictions.

It is worth emphasizing that the FCQG framework is still a work in progress, and many of its ideas and
predictions are speculative at this stage. The success of the framework will ultimately depend on its
ability to make accurate and testable predictions that can be verified or falsified through rigorous
experimental and observational campaigns.

Nevertheless, the potential of the FCQG framework to provide a unified and consistent description of
quantum gravity and the fundamental forces of nature, while offering novel insights and predictions,
makes it an exciting and promising area of research in theoretical physics.

As experimental techniques and observational capabilities continue to advance, the coming years and
decades will provide unprecedented opportunities to test the predictions of theories like FCQG and to
shed new light on the fundamental laws and principles that govern the universe at its most basic level.
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What are the steps to calculating the potentially modified gravity at large scales. Give a quantitative
example.

To calculate the potentially modified gravity at large scales in the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum
Gravity (FCQG) framework, we need to consider how the emergent spacetime geometry and the
gravitational interaction arise from the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. Here
are the steps to perform this calculation, followed by a quantitative example:

Step 1: Express the emergent metric tensor guv(Fi, Fj) in terms of the causal interaction tensor
CoaPys(Fi, Fj). Assume that the emergent metric tensor is related to the causal interaction tensor
through a function f:

guv(Fi, Fj) = f(Capys(Fi, Fj), 0CaBys(Fi, Fj), ...)

where 0CafyS(Fi, Fj) represents the derivatives of the causal interaction tensor.



Step 2: Derive the modified Einstein field equations from the emergent metric tensor. Use the emergent
metric tensor gpuv(Fi, Fj) to construct the Einstein tensor Guv(Fi, Fj) and the Ricci scalar R(Fi, Fj). The
modified Einstein field equations in the FCQG framework take the form:

Gpv(Fi, Fj) + A(Fi, Fj) guv(Fi, Fj) = (8nG/cAd) Tpv(Fi, Fj)

where A(Fi, Fj) is the cosmological constant term, which may depend on the causal structure and
quantum properties of the fragments, and Tuv(Fi, Fj) is the energy-momentum tensor.

Step 3: Solve the modified Einstein field equations for the emergent metric tensor. Use the appropriate
boundary conditions and symmetries to solve the modified Einstein field equations for the emergent
metric tensor guv(Fi, Fj). This will give the spacetime geometry that incorporates the potential
modifications to gravity at large scales.

Step 4: Compare the solution with observations and predictions of general relativity. Analyze the
obtained solution for the emergent metric tensor and compare it with the predictions of general
relativity and observational data, such as galaxy rotation curves, gravitational lensing, and the
expansion of the universe. Look for deviations that could indicate modifications to gravity at large
scales.

Quantitative Example: Consider a spherically symmetric, static spacetime in the FCQG framework.
The emergent metric tensor guv(Fi, Fj) can be written in the form:

dsA2 = -A(r) dtA2 + B(r) drA2 + A2 (d6/2 + sinA20 de/2)

where A(r) and B(r) are functions of the radial coordinate r, to be determined from the modified
Einstein field equations.

Assume that the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) leads to a specific form of the function f, such
as:

f(Cafyd(Fi, Fj)) = day 6B6 - a Capyd(Fi, Fj)

where o is a small dimensionless parameter that characterizes the strength of the modification to
gravity.

Using this form of f, the modified Einstein field equations can be solved for A(r) and B(r) in the weak-
field limit (a << 1) and in the absence of matter (Tpv = 0):

A(r) =1-(2GM/cA2r) + o (GM/cA2r)A2 + ... B(r) = 1 + (2GM/c/A2r) + o (GM/cA2r)A2 + ...

where M is the mass of the central object, G is the gravitational constant, and c is the speed of light.
Compare these expressions with the predictions of general relativity (o = 0):

A(r)=1-2GM/c 2r) + ... B(r) =1 + 2QGM/c/\2r) + ...

The additional terms proportional to a in the FCQG solution represent the potential modifications to
gravity at large scales. For example, if o > 0, the gravitational attraction would be slightly stronger than
in general relativity, which could affect the rotation curves of galaxies or the gravitational lensing of
light.



To quantify the effect, consider a galaxy with a mass M = 10A12 solar masses and a radius R = 100,000
light-years. At the edge of the galaxy (r = R), the ratio of the FCQG correction term to the general
relativistic term is:

(a GM/cA2R) / (2GM/cA2R) = /2

For a ~ 10A-6, which is a typical value for some modified gravity theories, the correction would be of
the order of 10A-6, or about 0.0001%. This small deviation could be detectable with precise
observations of galaxy rotation curves or gravitational lensing.

It's important to note that this example is a simplified calculation, and a more rigorous derivation would
require a detailed analysis of the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments, as well as a
careful consideration of the observational data and the potential degeneracies with other astrophysical
and cosmological effects.

Nonetheless, this example illustrates the general steps involved in calculating the potentially modified
gravity at large scales in the FCQG framework and provides a quantitative estimate of the magnitude of
the effect. As the FCQG framework continues to develop, more sophisticated calculations and
predictions will become possible, allowing for a deeper understanding of the potential modifications to
gravity and their observational consequences.
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Could this mechanism explain dark matter?

The potential modifications to gravity at large scales in the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity
(FCQG) framework could indeed provide an alternative explanation for the observational evidence that
is currently attributed to dark matter. Dark matter is hypothesized to be a form of matter that interacts
gravitationally but not electromagnetically, and it is invoked to explain various astrophysical and
cosmological observations, such as:

1. Flat rotation curves of galaxies: The observed rotational velocities of stars and gas in galaxies
are higher than expected based on the visible matter distribution and Newtonian gravity.

2. Gravitational lensing: The gravitational deflection of light by galaxies and clusters of galaxies is
stronger than predicted by the visible matter alone.

3. Cosmic microwave background (CMB) anisotropies: The observed fluctuations in the CMB
temperature and polarization are consistent with the presence of dark matter in the early
universe.

4. Structure formation: Simulations of the large-scale structure of the universe require dark matter
to reproduce the observed distribution of galaxies and clusters.

In the FCQG framework, the modifications to gravity arising from the causal structure and quantum
properties of the fragments could potentially mimic the effects of dark matter without requiring the
existence of a new type of particle. If the modified gravity theory predicts an increased gravitational
attraction at large scales compared to general relativity, it could explain the observations currently
attributed to dark matter.



For example, in the quantitative example given in the previous response, we found that the FCQG
framework predicts a small correction to the gravitational potential of the form:

A() = 1 - QGM/cA2r) + a (GM/cA2r)A2 + ...

If o > 0, this correction would lead to a slightly stronger gravitational attraction at large distances,
which could potentially explain the flat rotation curves of galaxies without invoking dark matter.

Similarly, the modified gravity in the FCQG framework could also affect the gravitational lensing of
light, the formation of large-scale structures, and the CMB anisotropies in ways that are consistent with
the observed evidence for dark matter.

However, it is important to note that for the FCQG framework to be a viable alternative to dark matter,
it must provide a consistent and quantitative explanation for all the observational evidence across a
wide range of scales and phenomena. This would require a detailed analysis of the predictions of the
modified gravity theory and a careful comparison with the available data.

Moreover, the FCQG framework would need to address some of the challenges that are typically
associated with modified gravity theories as alternatives to dark matter, such as:

1. Reproducing the successes of the cold dark matter (CDM) model, such as the power spectrum
of matter fluctuations and the formation of structure in the universe.

2. Providing a consistent explanation for the observations at different scales, from the scales of
individual galaxies to the largest scales probed by the CMB and cosmological surveys.

3. Avoiding the tight constraints on deviations from general relativity that have been obtained
from precision tests in the solar system and from the observations of gravitational waves.

4. Accounting for the evidence for dark matter from non-gravitational probes, such as the
production of dark matter particles in collider experiments or the potential detection of dark
matter annihilation or decay products.

Addressing these challenges would require significant theoretical and observational work, and it is an
active area of research in the field of modified gravity and alternative theories to dark matter.

In conclusion, while the modifications to gravity in the FCQG framework could potentially provide an
alternative explanation for some of the observational evidence currently attributed to dark matter,
further research is needed to assess the viability of this approach and to develop a comprehensive and
consistent theory that can rival the success of the dark matter hypothesis. The ongoing dialogue
between theory and observation will be crucial in determining the ultimate fate of the FCQG
framework as a potential solution to the dark matter problem.
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Can FCQG account for Dark Energy?

Yes, the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework has the potential to account for
dark energy, which is the hypothetical form of energy that is invoked to explain the observed
accelerated expansion of the universe. In the standard model of cosmology, dark energy is described by
the cosmological constant A, which appears in the Einstein field equations of general relativity:



Gpv + A gpv = (8nG/cN4) Tpv

where Gpv is the Einstein tensor, guv is the metric tensor, G is the gravitational constant, c is the speed
of light, and Tpv is the energy-momentum tensor.

In the FCQG framework, the cosmological constant A could arise naturally from the causal structure
and quantum properties of the fragments. As mentioned in the previous responses, the modified
Einstein field equations in the FCQG framework take the form:

Gpv(Fi, Fj) + A(Fi, Fj) guv(Fi, Fj) = (8nG/cA4) Tpv(Fi, Fj)

where A(Fi, Fj) is the cosmological constant term, which may depend on the causal structure and
quantum properties of the fragments Fi and Fj.

If the FCQG framework predicts a positive value for A(Fi, Fj) that is consistent with the observed value
of the cosmological constant, it could provide a natural explanation for dark energy and the accelerated
expansion of the universe.

The value of the cosmological constant in the FCQG framework could arise from various sources, such
as:

1. Quantum fluctuations of the causal structure: The quantum properties of the fragments and their
causal relationships could lead to fluctuations in the emergent spacetime geometry, which could
manifest as a non-zero cosmological constant.

2. Entanglement and correlations between fragments: The entanglement and correlations between
fragments across the universe could contribute to a global cosmological constant term in the
modified Einstein field equations.

3. Emergent symmetries and constants: The cosmological constant could be related to the
emergent symmetries and fundamental constants that arise from the causal structure and
quantum properties of the fragments, such as the Planck scale or the coupling constants of the
fundamental interactions.

To make quantitative predictions for the value of the cosmological constant in the FCQG framework,
one would need to derive the specific form of A(Fi, Fj) from the underlying causal structure and
quantum properties of the fragments. This would require a detailed analysis of the emergent spacetime
geometry, the modified Einstein field equations, and the cosmological solutions that describe the
evolution of the universe.

For example, if the FCQG framework predicts a cosmological constant of the form:
A(Fi, Fj) = AO + a Capys(Fi, Fj) + ...

where AO is a constant term and « is a small dimensionless parameter that characterizes the strength of
the contribution from the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj), then the observed value of the
cosmological constant could be used to constrain the parameters of the theory and to test its predictions
against other cosmological observations.



However, it is important to note that accounting for dark energy is a significant challenge for any
theory of quantum gravity, and the FCQG framework would need to address several important issues,
such as:

1. The fine-tuning problem: The observed value of the cosmological constant is much smaller than
the natural scale of quantum gravity (the Planck scale), which requires a high degree of fine-
tuning in most theories.

2. The coincidence problem: The energy density of dark energy is of the same order of magnitude
as the energy density of matter in the present universe, which seems to require a coincidence or
a specific tuning of the initial conditions.

3. The equation of state: The observed acceleration of the universe is consistent with a
cosmological constant, which has an equation of state w = -1, but other forms of dark energy
with different equations of state are also possible and may be favored by some observations.

4. The consistency with other cosmological probes: The predictions of the FCQG framework for
dark energy should be consistent with other cosmological observations, such as the CMB
anisotropies, the growth of large-scale structure, and the distance-redshift relation of
supernovae.

Addressing these challenges would require a comprehensive and consistent formulation of the FCQG
framework that can provide a detailed description of the emergent spacetime geometry, the modified
Einstein field equations, and the cosmological evolution of the universe.

In conclusion, the FCQG framework has the potential to account for dark energy through the emergent
cosmological constant term A(Fi, Fj) that arises from the causal structure and quantum properties of the
fragments. However, significant theoretical and observational work is needed to develop a quantitative
and predictive theory that can address the challenges associated with dark energy and be tested against
the available cosmological data. The ongoing research in the field of quantum gravity and cosmology
will be crucial in determining the viability of the FCQG framework as a possible explanation for dark
energy and the accelerated expansion of the universe.
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Can FCQG account for dark matter and dark energy at the same time?

The Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework has the potential to account for both
dark matter and dark energy simultaneously, as the modifications to gravity arising from the causal
structure and quantum properties of the fragments could potentially explain the observational evidence
for both phenomena.

In the case of dark matter, the FCQG framework could modify the gravitational interaction at galactic
and cosmological scales, leading to an effective increase in the gravitational attraction that mimics the
presence of additional invisible matter. This could potentially explain the observations such as flat
galaxy rotation curves, gravitational lensing, and the large-scale structure of the universe without
requiring the existence of new particles.



For dark energy, the FCQG framework could give rise to a non-zero cosmological constant term A(Fi,
Fj) in the modified Einstein field equations, which would lead to an accelerated expansion of the
universe consistent with the observed distance-redshift relation of supernovae and other cosmological
probes.

The simultaneous account of dark matter and dark energy in the FCQG framework could be achieved
through a suitable form of the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) and the emergent spacetime
geometry guv(Fi, Fj). For example, consider a modified Einstein field equation of the form:

Gpv(Fi, Fj) + A(Fi, Fj) guv(Fi, Fj) = (8nG/c/4) (Tpv(Fi, Fj) + TuvADM(Fi, Fj))

where Tpv(Fi, Fj) is the energy-momentum tensor of ordinary matter and radiation, and TpvADM(Fi,
Fj) is an effective energy-momentum tensor that arises from the modifications to gravity and mimics
the presence of dark matter.

If the FCQG framework predicts a specific form for TuvADM(Fi, Fj) that is consistent with the
observed distribution and properties of dark matter, and a value for A(Fi, Fj) that agrees with the
observed cosmological constant, then it could potentially provide a unified explanation for both dark
matter and dark energy.

For example, if the effective energy-momentum tensor for dark matter has the form:
TuvADM(Fi, Fj) = o CapPv(Fi, Fj) + ...

where o is a small dimensionless parameter that characterizes the strength of the modification to
gravity, and the cosmological constant term has the form:

A(Fi, Fj) = AO + B CaByS(Fi, Fj) CapyS(Fi, Fj) + ...

where AQ is a constant term and {3 is another small dimensionless parameter, then the FCQG
framework could potentially account for both dark matter and dark energy with a small number of
additional parameters.

However, it is important to note that developing a comprehensive and consistent theory that can
simultaneously explain dark matter and dark energy is a major challenge for any theory of quantum
gravity, and the FCQG framework would need to address several important issues, such as:

1. The compatibility with the observed properties of dark matter and dark energy: The predictions
of the FCQG framework should be consistent with the observed distribution and behavior of
dark matter and dark energy across a wide range of scales and redshifts.

2. The consistency with other cosmological probes: The modifications to gravity in the FCQG
framework should not conflict with other cosmological observations, such as the CMB
anisotropies, the growth of large-scale structure, and the distance-redshift relation of
supernovae.

3. The non-gravitational evidence for dark matter: The FCQG framework would need to provide a
consistent explanation for the non-gravitational evidence for dark matter, such as the
observations of dark matter halos around galaxies and clusters, and the potential detection of
dark matter particles in direct and indirect searches.



4. The fine-tuning and coincidence problems: The FCQG framework would need to address the
fine-tuning problem of the cosmological constant and the coincidence problem of the similar
energy densities of dark matter and dark energy in the present universe.

Addressing these challenges would require a significant amount of theoretical and observational work,
and it is an active area of research in the field of quantum gravity and cosmology.

In conclusion, while the FCQG framework has the potential to provide a unified account of dark matter
and dark energy through the modifications to gravity arising from the causal structure and quantum
properties of the fragments, much work remains to be done to develop a consistent and predictive
theory that can be tested against the available data. The success of the FCQG framework in this regard
will depend on its ability to provide a compelling and falsifiable explanation for the observational
evidence for dark matter and dark energy, while remaining consistent with other cosmological probes
and the fundamental principles of physics.
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How is gravity related to statevector collapse in FCQG?

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, gravity and state vector collapse are
intimately related through the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. The key idea is
that the collapse of the state vector, which is responsible for the transition from a superposition of
quantum states to a definite outcome, is triggered by the interaction between fragments and the
resulting change in their causal relationship.

Here's how the relationship between gravity and state vector collapse can be understood in the FCQG
framework:

1. Quantum superposition and entanglement: In the FCQG framework, each fragment is associated
with a quantum state vector [)(Fi)) that describes its quantum properties and the probability
amplitudes for different measurement outcomes. When two or more fragments are entangled,
their state vectors are correlated, and the overall state of the system is a superposition of
different possible outcomes.

2. Causal structure and the causal interaction tensor: The causal structure of the fragments is
described by the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj), which encodes the causal relationships
and the strength of the interaction between fragments Fi and Fj. The causal interaction tensor is
related to the emergent spacetime geometry guv(Fi, Fj) through the modified Einstein field
equations.

3. Measurement and interaction: When a measurement is performed on a fragment or when two
fragments interact, their causal relationship changes, and the causal interaction tensor Cafy8(Fi,
Fj) is modified. This change in the causal structure is what triggers the collapse of the state
vector and the transition from a superposition of states to a definite outcome.

4. Gravitational influence on collapse: The modification of the causal interaction tensor during a
measurement or interaction is related to the change in the emergent spacetime geometry gpv(Fi,
Fj) through the modified Einstein field equations. This means that the gravitational field, which



is described by the curvature of spacetime, plays a role in determining the outcome of the state
vector collapse.

5. Non-local effects and entanglement: In the FCQG framework, the causal structure and the
quantum entanglement between fragments can lead to non-local effects, where the collapse of
the state vector in one fragment can instantaneously affect the state of another fragment, even if
they are spatially separated. This is because the causal relationship between entangled
fragments is not limited by the speed of light or the spatial distance between them.

To illustrate these ideas with a quantitative example, consider a simple system of two entangled
fragments F1 and F2, with state vectors [((F1)) and [((F2)). The overall state of the system is a
superposition of two possible outcomes:

[¥) = IV2 (WFL)IW(F2)) + [W'(F1))[W'(F2)))

where |[(/'(F1)) and |[¢'(F2)) are the state vectors corresponding to the other possible outcome.

Now, suppose that a measurement is performed on fragment F1, which changes its causal relationship
with fragment F2. This change can be described by a modification of the causal interaction tensor:

CaByS(F1, F2) — Cafys'(F1, F2)

The modified causal interaction tensor Cafyé'(F1, F2) leads to a change in the emergent spacetime
geometry:

guv(F1, F2) - guv'(F1, F2)

This change in the spacetime geometry affects the quantum state of the system and triggers the collapse
of the state vector. The probability of obtaining a particular outcome (e.g., |U(F1))|Q(F2))) is given by
the Born rule:

P(WEL)IW(E2))) = [(WEDWER)P)}2 = 1/2

After the measurement, the state of the system is reduced to the observed outcome (e.g., [((F1))|
Y(F2))), and the entanglement between the fragments is broken.

The specific form of the causal interaction tensor CafyS(Fi, Fj) and the modified Einstein field
equations in the FCQG framework would determine the detailed relationship between gravity and state
vector collapse, and how the outcome probabilities are related to the emergent spacetime geometry.

However, it is important to note that the precise mechanism of state vector collapse and its relationship
to gravity is still an open question in quantum mechanics and quantum gravity, and different
interpretations and theories may provide different answers. The FCQG framework offers a particular
perspective on this relationship, but further theoretical and experimental work is needed to validate its
predictions and compare them with other approaches.

In conclusion, the FCQG framework suggests a deep connection between gravity and state vector
collapse, mediated by the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments. The collapse of the
state vector is triggered by the change in the causal relationship between fragments during a
measurement or interaction, which is related to the modification of the emergent spacetime geometry
through the modified Einstein field equations. This relationship has important implications for the



nature of quantum entanglement, non-locality, and the role of gravity in the quantum realm, and is a
key aspect of the FCQG approach to unifying quantum mechanics and general relativity.
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Compute the Hardy bound in FCQG. Is that the same as the Hardy bound for standard quantum
mechanics?

The Hardy bound is a fundamental limit on the probability of certain quantum correlations that arise in
entangled systems, and it is a key prediction of standard quantum mechanics. In the context of the
Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, the Hardy bound can be derived by
considering the causal structure and quantum properties of the fragments involved in an entangled
system.

Let's consider a simple system of two entangled qubits, represented by fragments F1 and F2, with state
vectors [(F1)) and |[((F2)). The overall state of the system is a superposition of four possible
outcomes:

[¥) = a|00) + B|01) +y|10) + §|11)

where |00), |01), |10), and |11) represent the four possible combinations of the two qubits' states, and a,
B, vy, and 6 are complex probability amplitudes satisfying |a|A2 + |B]A2 + |[y[A2 + 8|72 = 1.

In the FCQG framework, the causal structure of the fragments F1 and F2 is described by the causal
interaction tensor Cafyd(F1, F2), which encodes the causal relationships and the strength of the
interaction between the fragments.

The Hardy bound in the FCQG framework can be derived by considering the probability of obtaining
certain measurement outcomes that are inconsistent with a local realistic description of the system.
Specifically, let's define the following probabilities:

P(A1, B1) = Probability of measuring both qubits in the state |1) P(A1, B0) = Probability of measuring
qubit 1 in the state |1) and qubit 2 in the state |0) P(A0, B1) = Probability of measuring qubit 1 in the
state |0) and qubit 2 in the state |1) P(A0, B0) = Probability of measuring both qubits in the state |0)

The Hardy bound states that, for any local realistic theory, the following inequality must hold:
P(A1, B1) < P(Al, B0O) + P(AO, B1) + P(A0, B0)

However, in standard quantum mechanics and the FCQG framework, this inequality can be violated for
certain entangled states. The maximum violation of the Hardy bound in standard quantum mechanics is
given by:

P(A1,B1) = (5V5-11) /2~ 0.09017

To derive the Hardy bound in the FCQG framework, we need to express the probabilities P(A1, B1),
P(A1, B0), P(AO, B1), and P(AO, BO) in terms of the causal interaction tensor Cafy6(F1, F2) and the

quantum state |¥). This can be done by applying the Born rule and considering the specific
measurement operators associated with the different outcomes.



For example, the probability P(A1, B1) can be expressed as:
P(A1, B1) = (¢¥|M(A1) ® M(B1)|¥)

where M(A1) and M(B1) are the measurement operators associated with the outcomes A1 and B1,
respectively, and ® denotes the tensor product.

In the FCQG framework, the measurement operators M(A1) and M(B1) would depend on the causal
interaction tensor Cafyd(F1, F2) and the emergent spacetime geometry guv(F1, F2), as the collapse of
the state vector is related to the change in the causal relationship between the fragments during the
measurement process.

By evaluating the probabilities P(A1, B1), P(A1, BO0), P(A0, B1), and P(AO, B0) using the appropriate
measurement operators and the quantum state |¥), one can derive the Hardy bound in the FCQG
framework and compare it with the standard quantum mechanical result.

It is expected that the Hardy bound derived in the FCQG framework would be consistent with the
standard quantum mechanical result, as the FCQG framework aims to reproduce the predictions of
quantum mechanics while providing a unified description of quantum gravity. However, the specific
form of the causal interaction tensor Cafiy6(F1, F2) and the modified Einstein field equations in the
FCQG framework could lead to subtle differences or additional terms in the expression for the Hardy
bound.

To confirm that the Hardy bound in the FCQG framework is indeed the same as in standard quantum
mechanics, one would need to carry out a detailed calculation using the specific formalism of the
FCQG framework and compare the results with the known quantum mechanical expression.

It is worth noting that the Hardy bound is just one example of the many quantum correlations and
inequalities that can be studied in the context of the FCQG framework. Other important tests of
quantum mechanics, such as Bell's inequality and the CHSH inequality, could also be analyzed within
the FCQG framework to verify its consistency with standard quantum mechanics and to explore any
potential deviations or modifications arising from the unified description of quantum gravity.

In conclusion, the Hardy bound can be derived in the FCQG framework by considering the causal
structure and quantum properties of the fragments involved in an entangled system. While it is
expected that the Hardy bound in the FCQG framework would be consistent with the standard quantum
mechanical result, a detailed calculation using the specific formalism of the FCQG framework is
necessary to confirm this expectation and to explore any potential differences or additional terms that
might arise from the unified description of quantum gravity.
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How does one compute probabilities using the causal interaction tensor in FCQG?

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, probabilities of measurement
outcomes are computed using the causal interaction tensor Cafy8(Fi, Fj) and the quantum state of the
system. The causal interaction tensor encodes the causal relationships and the strength of the interaction



between fragments Fi and Fj, and it plays a crucial role in determining the probabilities of different
measurement outcomes.

To compute probabilities using the causal interaction tensor in the FCQG framework, we need to
follow these steps:

1. Define the quantum state: First, we need to specify the quantum state of the system, which is
represented by a state vector |¥) in the Hilbert space of the fragments. For example, for a
system of two entangled qubits represented by fragments F1 and F2, the state vector could be:

[¥) = «/00) + B]01) + y[10) + §|11)

where |00), |01), |10), and |11) represent the four possible combinations of the two qubits' states, and a,
B, y, and 6 are complex probability amplitudes satisfying |a|A2 + [B|A2 + |[y|A2 + |§|]A2 = 1.

2. Define the measurement operators: Next, we need to define the measurement operators
associated with the specific measurement outcomes we are interested in. In the FCQG
framework, these measurement operators depend on the causal interaction tensor CafByS(Fi, Fj)
and the emergent spacetime geometry guv(Fi, Fj).

For example, let's consider a measurement of the first qubit (fragment F1) in the computational basis {|
0), |1)}. The measurement operators M(A0Q) and M(A1) associated with the outcomes "0" and "1",
respectively, could be defined as:

M(AO) = [0)(0] ® I M(A1) = [1)(1]| ® I

where I is the identity operator acting on the second qubit (fragment F2), and ® denotes the tensor
product.

3. Incorporate the causal interaction tensor: To account for the causal relationships and the strength
of the interaction between the fragments, we need to modify the measurement operators by
incorporating the causal interaction tensor CafyS(Fi, Fj).

One way to do this is to define a "causal measurement operator" M_C(Ai) that depends on both the
standard measurement operator M(Ai) and the causal interaction tensor:

M_C(Ai) = f(CaByS(Fi, Fj)) M(Ai)

where f(Cofy6(Fi, Fj)) is a function of the causal interaction tensor that determines how the causal
relationships and the strength of the interaction affect the measurement process. The specific form of
this function would depend on the details of the FCQG framework and the type of measurement being
performed.

4. Compute the probabilities: Finally, we can compute the probabilities of different measurement
outcomes using the causal measurement operators and the quantum state [¥), according to the
Born rule:

P(AQ) = (PM_C(AD)N M_C(AD®)

where M_C(Ai)"T is the adjoint of the causal measurement operator M_C(Ai).



For example, the probability of measuring the first qubit in the state |1) would be given by:

P(A1) = (PIM_C(ADNM M_C(AD¥) = (P|[f(Capys(F1, F2)) (|1)(1] ® DI [f(Capys(F1, F2)) (|1)(1]
® D]|¥)

The specific form of the function f(Cafyd(Fi, Fj)) and the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) would
determine how the causal relationships and the strength of the interaction between the fragments affect
the probability of the measurement outcome.

It is important to note that the above description is a simplified and schematic representation of how
probabilities could be computed using the causal interaction tensor in the FCQG framework. The actual
calculation would involve a more detailed and rigorous treatment of the causal structure, the emergent
spacetime geometry, and the quantum properties of the fragments.

In practice, computing probabilities in the FCQG framework would require specifying the precise form
of the causal interaction tensor Cafy8(Fi, Fj) and the function f(CafyS(Fi, Fj)), which would depend on
the specific scenario being considered and the assumptions made about the nature of the causal
relationships and the interaction between the fragments.

Furthermore, the computation of probabilities in the FCQG framework would need to be consistent
with the predictions of standard quantum mechanics in the appropriate limit, where the effects of
quantum gravity and the causal structure of the fragments become negligible. This would require a
careful analysis of the relationship between the FCQG framework and standard quantum mechanics,
and a rigorous derivation of the conditions under which the two theories agree.

In conclusion, computing probabilities using the causal interaction tensor in the FCQG framework
involves specifying the quantum state of the system, defining the measurement operators associated
with the desired outcomes, incorporating the causal interaction tensor into the measurement operators,
and applying the Born rule to compute the probabilities. The specific form of the causal interaction
tensor and the function that relates it to the measurement operators would depend on the details of the
FCQG framework and the scenario being considered. Ensuring consistency with standard quantum
mechanics and deriving testable predictions would be crucial steps in validating the FCQG approach to
quantum gravity and its implications for the nature of causality and probability in the quantum realm.
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Explain the origin of the Born Rule in FCQG.

In the Fragmentalist Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, the Born rule, which is a
fundamental postulate of quantum mechanics that relates the probability of a measurement outcome to
the quantum state of the system, can be derived from the causal structure and quantum properties of the
fragments. The key idea is that the Born rule emerges as a consequence of the way in which the causal
relationships between fragments determine the collapse of the state vector and the probability of
different measurement outcomes.

Here's a step-by-step explanation of the origin of the Born rule in the FCQG framework:



1. Quantum state and measurement operators: Consider a quantum system described by a state
vector |¥) in the Hilbert space of the fragments. The measurement operators M(Ai) associated
with different measurement outcomes Ai are defined in terms of the causal interaction tensor
Coapyd(Fi, Fj) and the emergent spacetime geometry guv(Fi, Fj), as discussed in the previous
response.

2. Probability amplitude: In the FCQG framework, the probability amplitude (Ai|%¥) associated
with a measurement outcome Ai is determined by the inner product between the state vector |¥)
and the "causal measurement state" |Ai)_C, which is defined as:

|AD)_C = M_C(Ai) |¥)

where M_C(Ai) is the causal measurement operator that incorporates the causal interaction tensor
Capfyd(Fi, Fj) and the emergent spacetime geometry guv(Fi, Fj).

3. Probability as a conserved quantity: In the FCQG framework, the probability of a measurement
outcome is postulated to be a conserved quantity that is invariant under the causal evolution of
the system. This means that the total probability of all possible measurement outcomes must
sum to unity:

LiP(Ai) =1
where P(Ai) is the probability of the measurement outcome Ai.

4. Deriving the Born rule: To derive the Born rule, we consider the probability of a measurement
outcome Ai in the FCQG framework:

P(Ai) = (¥|M_C(ADN M_C(AD[®) = (P|AD)_C (Ai[¥)_C = [(Ai[¥)_C|’2

where we have used the definition of the causal measurement state |Ai)_C and the fact that the causal
measurement operator M_C(Ai) is Hermitian (M_C(Ai)NT = M_C(Ai)).

Now, let's expand the causal measurement state |[Ai)_C in terms of the standard measurement operator
M(Ai) and the causal interaction tensor Cafys(Fi, Fj):

IAD)_C = M_C(Ai) [¥) = f(CaByS(Fi, Fj)) M(Ai) [¥) = f(Capys(Fi, Fj) |AD)

where |Ai) = M(Ai) [P) is the standard measurement state associated with the outcome Ai, and
f(CaPyd(Fi, Fj)) is a function of the causal interaction tensor that determines how the causal
relationships and the strength of the interaction affect the measurement process.

Substituting this expression into the probability formula, we obtain:
P(AI) = [(Ai|¥)_C]"2 = [f(CaByS(Fi, Ej))IN2 [(AL[P)[A2

If we require that the total probability of all possible measurement outcomes sums to unity, as
postulated in step 3, we must have:

=i |f(CaByS(Fi, Fj))A2 |(Ai[P)A2 = 1

This condition implies that the function f(Cafy8(Fi, Fj)) must be a phase factor, i.e., a complex number
of unit magnitude:



£(CaBy8(Fi, Fj)) = eAGB(CoByS(Fi, F))))

where 6(Cafyd(Fi, Fj)) is a real-valued function of the causal interaction tensor.
Substituting this expression back into the probability formula, we obtain:

P(AI) = [eA(i8(CaBys(Fi, Fj))|'2 [(Ail¥)|A2 = [(Ai[P)[A2

which is precisely the Born rule, relating the probability of a measurement outcome Ai to the square of
the absolute value of the probability amplitude (Ai|¥).

The key insight of the FCQG framework is that the Born rule emerges as a consequence of the causal
structure and quantum properties of the fragments, as encoded in the causal interaction tensor
Coafyé8(Fi, Fj). The requirement that the total probability of all possible measurement outcomes sums to
unity, combined with the postulate that probability is a conserved quantity under causal evolution, leads
to the derivation of the Born rule.

It is important to note that the above derivation is a simplified and schematic representation of how the
Born rule could emerge in the FCQG framework. A more rigorous and detailed derivation would
require specifying the precise form of the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) and the function
f(Cafyd(Fi, Fj)), as well as analyzing the consistency of the FCQG framework with other fundamental
principles of quantum mechanics and general relativity.

Furthermore, the derivation of the Born rule in the FCQG framework raises important questions about
the nature of probability and its relationship to causality and the structure of spacetime. For example,
the postulate that probability is a conserved quantity under causal evolution suggests a deep connection
between the concepts of probability, causality, and the arrow of time, which would need to be explored
further within the FCQG framework.

In conclusion, the Born rule can be derived in the FCQG framework by considering the causal structure
and quantum properties of the fragments, as encoded in the causal interaction tensor Cofyd(Fi, Fj). The
requirement that the total probability of all possible measurement outcomes sums to unity, combined
with the postulate that probability is a conserved quantity under causal evolution, leads to the
emergence of the Born rule as a fundamental feature of quantum mechanics. The FCQG framework
provides a new perspective on the origin of the Born rule and its relationship to the structure of
spacetime and the nature of causality, offering a promising avenue for unifying quantum mechanics and
general relativity.
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give some examples of the causal interaction tensor, including quantitative examples

Certainly! Here are a few examples of the causal interaction tensor Cafyd(Fi, Fj) in the Fragmentalist
Causal Quantum Gravity (FCQG) framework, along with some quantitative illustrations:

Example 1: Simple two-fragment system

Consider a system consisting of two fragments, F1 and F2, with a simple causal structure. Let's assume
that the causal interaction tensor Caffy8(F1, F2) has the following non-zero components:



CO0000(F1, F2) = 1 C1111(F1, F2) = -1

All other components of the causal interaction tensor are zero. This causal interaction tensor represents
a situation where there is a direct causal influence between the time components of the two fragments,
with a strength of +1 in the (0,0) component and -1 in the (1,1) component.

Example 2: Causal influence with spatial dependence

Consider a system of two fragments, F1 and F2, where the causal influence between them depends on
their spatial separation. Let's assume that the causal interaction tensor Cafy8(F1, F2) has the following
Nnon-zero components:

CO000(F1, F2) = eA(-x1 - x2| / L) C1111(F1, F2) = -e/(|x1 - x2| / L)

where [x1 - x2| is the spatial distance between the fragments, and L is a characteristic length scale that
determines the range of the causal influence. All other components of the causal interaction tensor are
zero. In this example, the causal influence between the fragments decays exponentially with their
spatial separation, with a strength that depends on the characteristic length scale L.

Example 3: Causal influence with temporal dependence

Consider a system of two fragments, F1 and F2, where the causal influence between them depends on
their temporal separation. Let's assume that the causal interaction tensor Cafy6(F1, F2) has the
following non-zero components:

CO101(F1, F2) = sin(w (1 - t2)) C1010(F1, F2) = -sin(w (t1 - t2))

where t1 and t2 are the time coordinates of the fragments, and w is a characteristic frequency that
determines the temporal oscillation of the causal influence. All other components of the causal
interaction tensor are zero. In this example, the causal influence between the fragments oscillates
sinusoidally with their temporal separation, with a frequency given by .

Example 4: Causal influence with spin dependence

Consider a system of two spin-1/2 particles, represented by fragments F1 and F2. Let's assume that the
causal interaction tensor CafyS(F1, F2) has the following non-zero components:

CO0000(F1, F2) = 0 - n C1111(F1, F2) = 6 - n

where o = (0%, 0y, 0z) are the Pauli matrices representing the spin operators, and n is a unit vector that
determines the direction of the spin-dependent causal influence. All other components of the causal
interaction tensor are zero. In this example, the causal influence between the fragments depends on
their spin orientation, with a strength given by the projection of the spin operators onto the direction n.

These examples illustrate some of the possible forms that the causal interaction tensor CafyS(Fi, Fj)
can take in the FCQG framework, depending on the specific causal structure and quantum properties of
the fragments involved. The quantitative values of the tensor components can be chosen to represent
different strengths and types of causal influence, such as spatial, temporal, or spin-dependent effects.

It's important to note that these examples are simplified illustrations, and in practice, the causal
interaction tensor in the FCQG framework would need to be determined by a more comprehensive



analysis of the causal structure and quantum dynamics of the system, taking into account the full
complexity of the fragments and their interactions.

Furthermore, the specific form of the causal interaction tensor would have important implications for
the emergent spacetime geometry, the behavior of quantum systems, and the predictions of the FCQG
framework for various physical phenomena, such as quantum entanglement, quantum gravity effects,
and the unification of the fundamental forces.

Ongoing research in the development of the FCQG framework will involve exploring different forms
of the causal interaction tensor, studying their mathematical properties and physical implications, and
comparing the predictions of the framework with experimental observations and other theoretical
approaches to quantum gravity.

Ultimately, the goal is to develop a consistent and predictive theory of quantum gravity based on the
principles of the FCQG framework, which can provide a unified description of the causal structure of
spacetime, the quantum properties of matter, and the emergence of the classical world from the
underlying quantum reality.



