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Abstract

Quantum Mechanics is sufficiently capable of proving quantum gravity by itself without considering
actual Einsteinian General Relativistic formalism. Due to the non-applicability of Einsteinian relativity
in quantum gravity, in this article, we have described gravity as a correspondence between General
(Quantum) Relativity and Quantum Field Theory (QFT) by introducing a (quantum) quadratic form
and a (quantum) metric tensor along with dynamic time ¢. Here, we have developed a Kline-Gordon-
like equation and a Dirac-like equation in QFT, which are themselves actually nothing but the quantum
gravitational field equations (analogous to Einstein’s field equation in General Relativity) for bosons
and fermions, respectively. Furthermore, we have developed a Generalized Quantum Gravitational
Field Theory, where QFT is conjugated with gravity and Dark Energy (for inconstant cosmological
constant), so that it can unify Standard Model with gravity and Dark Energy in ‘General Unified
Theory’ as SU(5) = SU(3)c x (SU(2)1 & iSU(2) ) through a Gravito-weak symmetry group. In
addition, we have shown that unbounded operators, such as, i) the (quantum) relativistic mass and
time, ii) the quantum scalar curvature and the proper time, iii) the (quantum) relativistic mass and
its inversely stretched/shrank (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime, all in pairs are satisfied their
individual Uncertainty Principles, i.e., they cannot have definite and constant values at the same time.
We have also proved that the present theory of Quantum Gravity is ‘multiplicatively renormalizable’.

Keywords: General Quantum Gravity; Quantum Differential Geometry; Gravito-weak Symmetry;
General Unified Theory

1. Introduction

There is undoubtedly a strong conceptual link between Einstein’s theory of gravity and quantum
gauge theories [1]. But merging Einstein’s theory of gravity and Quantum Mechanics is one of the main
outstanding problems of modern physics [2]. Experimentalists often use the Newton-Schrodinger
equations (NSEs) as the conceptual framework and technical platform for understanding the interaction
of quantum matter with classical gravity at today’s low energy (compared to Planck energy) and to
compare their laboratory results, but NSE cannot be derived from General Relativity plus Quantum
Field Theory (QFT) [3]. It is nowadays thought that gravity cannot be described by a local QFT of
point particles and that a theory of Quantum Gravity must be fundamentally non-local [4]. But in
the present article, we have shown that gravity not only can be derived by a local QFT of elementary
particles quite naturally but it also preserves quantum phenomena along with a set of two separate
(quantum) gravitational field equations, one for bosons and/or conjugated fermions and another for
free fermions.

On a mathematical level the quantization of gravity, i.e. the description of spacetime by quantum
states, leads to physically inconsistent results. Quantum mechanics is a linear non-deterministic theory,
whereas General Relativity is a non-linear deterministic one. The problems may be resolved within a
new framework of quantum gravity, where one should point out that the obtainable phenomena need
not necessarily have to do with either quantum or gravity theory [5]. This is the main purpose of the
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present article, which is based on identifying a correspondence between General (Quantum) Relativity
and QFT. The aspect of the work highlights herein how, for a valid theory of Quantum Gravity, the
quantization of the field can originate from a General Quantum Gravity framework rather than directly
from Einsteinian General Relativity.

It is technically impossible to be accurate to combine constant velocity with accelerating velocity
in a common framework. So, we mostly omit both Quantum Mechanical and General Relativistic
computations in this article and simply follow a different approach to Quantum Mechanics by focusing
on various forms of metric line elements (we should call such an approach as ‘Metric Mechanics’) and
introducing a form of ‘Quantum Differential Geometry’.

A common practice to demonstrate Quantum Mechanics in curved spacetime is forcing QFT,
which is developed from Special Relativity, to behave according to General Relativity (as we know, for
example [6], or some references used in this article, or any other works on QFT in curved spacetime).
In this article, we shall develop a completely opposite perspective to force General (Quantum) Rela-
tivity to behave according to QFT in (3 4 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime. In this way, we shall
able to develop quantum gravity without considering the Laplace-Beltrami operator defined on the
background spacetime with metric g;,, i.e., without considering a generalization of the d’Alambertian
wave operator in Minkowski space to curved spacetime, for example.

Similarly, to construct QFT in this article, we shall not go to consider the orthodox Quantum
Relativistic Klein-Gordon equation, which is developed from Special Relativity, as a contribution
from the spin connection (as we know, for example [7]). On the other hand, in order to write Dirac
equation in general relativity, we shall not use here the spinorial covariant derivative with the spinor
affine connection coefficients for spin—% particles (as we know, for example [7,8]). Instead, in this
article, a Kline-Gordon-like equation and a Dirac-like equation in QFT, which are themselves actually
nothing but the quantum gravitational field equation (analogous to Einstein’s field equation in General
Relativity) for bosons and fermions, respectively, are originated quite naturally from ‘Metric Mechanics’
in (34 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime.

The structure of this article is as follows:

1. Part I: Simple Quantum Gravity & Nature of Dynamic Time,
2. Part II: General Quantum Gravity,
3. PartIII: Discussion and Conclusion.

In overall scenario,

1. By introducing a form of ‘Quantum Differential Geometry’, we shall construct a universal
quantum gravitational field equation, which is quite analogous to Einstein’s gravitational field
equation.

2. Unlike orthodox Kline-Gordon equation or Dirac equation, which are developed from Special
Relativity, all of the (unorthodox) equations in this article are technically in accelerating frames.
We shall develop two sets of separate gravitational field equations, one set for bosons and/or
conjugated fermions (Kline-Gordon-like equation) and another set for free fermions (Dirac-like
equation) by using ‘Metric Mechanics’. Both of these equations satisfy the local non-vacuum quan-
tum gravitational field equations in QFT, we should call it as Generalized Quantum Gravitational
Field Theory.

3. We shall develop Gravito-weak symmetry group SU(2) & iSU(2) g, so as it can be applied to
unify Standard Model with gravity and Dark Energy (for inconstant cosmological constant) in
(34 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime as follows,

SU(5) =SU(3)c x (SU(2)L ¢ iSU(2)g),

which we call as the ‘General Unified Theory’.
4.  Additionally, we shall show that the pairs of unbounded operators, such as,

A) the (quantum) relativistic mass m of a particle and time ¢,

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 March 2026 d0i:10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7

3 0f 59

B) i) the quantum scalar curvature v/ & for a fermion and the proper time T,
ii) the quantum scalar curvature v/ & for a boson and the proper time 7,
C) i) the (quantum) relativistic mass m of a fermion and its inversely stretched /shrank
(3+1)D spacetime (®f) ~! 4}, dx? due to stretching/shrinking parameters @,
i) the (quantum) relativistic mass m of a boson and its inversely stretched /shrank (34 1)D
spacetime (®F£) ~1 4,y dx" due to stretching/shrinking parameters @£,
all are satisfying their Uncertainty Principles independently as follows:
A') (bym) (Byt) > 5,
B') i) % (Apy VZ) (AyT) > — 4y for the (quantum) metric tensor 4y #",
ii) % (Ap VZ) (Ay T) > 41 for the (quantum) metric tensor 4y #", respectively,
€D (@) (Bym) (By i dx’) 2 5,
ii) (®F) 1 (Aym)(Ap Wy dx’) > 14, respectively,
i.e., in pairs, they cannot have definite and constant values at the same instance. Additionally,
the rootages of the Uncertainty Principles in C’ immediately establish the direct and exclu-
sively straightforward relations between the Einsteinian mass-energy relationship and Quantum
Mechanics as,
e Eyp=mc’yp=ih R 2 V, ¢ for its (3 + 1) D stretched /shrank spacetime due to stretch-
ing/shrinking parameters CIDIE for a fermion,
o Ep=mcip=ih®Fyh V, ¢ for its (3 + 1) D stretched /shrank spacetime due to stretch-
ing/shrinking parameters ®;? for a boson.

5. And finally, we shall prove that the General Quantum Gravity is actually ‘multiplicatively
renormalizable’.

Definitely, in this article, we are going to develop a different kind of Quantum Mechanics in
(34 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime influenced by quantized gravity with different scope and
nature of reality, where the dynamic temporal axis (i%) ~'x% = (i%1) ~! (ct) plays a significant role
to achieve a scenario of quantum gravity. We shall see that General Quantum Gravity seems to
defy partially both the concepts of Quantum Mechanics and General Relativity simultaneously by
describing gravity as the curvature of quantized spacetime caused by quantized mass and energy under the
influence of quantized gravity.

PART I: Simple Quantum Gravity & Nature of Dynamic Time

2. Simple Quantum Gravity

Let a Hilbert space H = L%(R?3) is associated with any quantum system. Let de Broglie’s matter
wave be described by a complex-valued wave function as,
‘F(?t)—#/a(ﬁex {i(A ?—Et)]dA (1)
’ (V2rh)3 p)exp 3P p.
where time ¢t is non-dynamic, homogeneous, isotropic and mathematically rigid, unique external
background parameter to define how the probabilities of possible values for quantum observables
change over time in a 3D quantum space.

Theorem 1 (Existence of 3D Schrodinger Equation with Total Energy E while Time ¢ is Non-dynamic).
There always exists a 3D Schrodinger equation which represents the total energy E.
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Proof. We know that momentum p and angular frequency w are related through the law of dispersion,
that is [9],

_E_p°
w=2= (2)
which yields after integrating as,
2Et—p-7=0, (3)

then for the mass-energy relationship from [10],

—_

ihatéﬁzhwzfmcziéb", 4)

N

a suitable plane wave would be for total energy E = 2 F as,

i i

exp{h(fr?Zﬁt)], ie., exp[h(f;.?iat)]. (5)

Technically, a wave packet, that satisfies exp [£ (p - 7 — Et)], have to satisfy exp [ (p -7 — 2 E1)], too,
for (2). By superposition of a set of such waves, a wave packet can be constructed as,

¥ = s [alf) exp| (b7 £1)|ap,

resulting the quantum operators as,

& ., 0 . ., 0
E—>zha, and p—)—lhﬁ, (6)
whence the expression,
e | (=2 e[ 0-r-20 e
_— — —E)a exp|—=(p-7—Et)|dp,
( 27rh)3/<m (P) exp| 7 (P )|4p

vanishes for E = (p2/m), thus for (6), it satisfies,

h? 9%y hoy .
~ g tiar =0 viie{L23}, 7)

which is a three-dimensional Schrodinger equation representing total energy E, while time # is non-
dynamic by the definition. This completes the proof. O [

Proposition 1 (Position-momentum Relation for Non-dynamic Time ¢ [11]). Suppose |((t)) is a solution
to the Schrodinger equation (7) for a sufficiently nice potential V(x,y,z) and for a sufficiently nice initial
condition |(0)) = |¢o) when time t is non-dynamic. Then the expected position and expected three-momentum
in the state | (t)) satisfy,

d A
77 gy = — Py - ®)

1
m
Theorem 2. Three-dimensional Schrodinger equation (7) representing total energy E is achievable from a
relation,
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while time t is non-dynamic.
Proof. For the kinetic energy,
E—f’i'f’j = pl.pl =2Em=Em  [for (4)] 9)
- 2m Pop= N '
thus, for (3) along with (8), suppose a suitable plane wave for (9) is as follows,
exp imi(fai-xj—ft) = exp ifli-fzj - exp —ifm
hoodt I h
_ Loinil cexpl— L pi.pi
eXP[hP P] exp[ nP P]
= 1.
By superposition of a set of such waves, a wave packet can be constructed as,
¥(7,t) = #/a(f:) exp{imd(pf-xf_i:t)}dp. (10)
’ (V2mh)3 hoodt
The partial derivatives occurring in (10) are,
oY (7,t) 1 —imdE i d oy, it ~
ot | 2nh)3/ nar P eXp[rz " dt(p * Et) ap.
and,
B‘I’(?,t) - 1 lmdfdl N i d i j a N
axi  (Vamh)3J hdt a(p) exp ﬁmﬂ(” vl —Et)|dp,
resulting the quantum operators are,
dE ., 0 dpi .9
mﬁ—)lha, and mdt %—Zhﬁ, (11)

whence the expression,

1 PP ) ao) exol b D (pi i —£6)]ds
( 27(h)3/< - E)a(p) exp{hmdt(p x Et) ap,

vanishes, and for using (11), it satisfies,

pt 2’y hay Ny
o aeiani Tigr =0 Vije{1,23},
which is nothing but (7). This completes the proof. [0 O

Remark 1 (Target of This Article). To combine gravity and Quantum Mechanics, we require a new under-
standing of time [12]. On the other hand, the total energy E in (4) is actually related to a (3 + 1) D spacetime. So,
we have to try to develop a (3 + 1) D Schridinger equation representing total energy E while time t is dynamic
in a (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime by commencing the following.

Definition 1 (Dynamic Time t). Let us consider that time t is hereafter a variable, observer-dependent and a
dynamic dimension to merge with 3D non-curvilinear quantum space to generate a general (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear
quantum spacetime coordinate so as the whole spacetime can curve.

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.
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Definition 2 (VW2 Function). For the quantum energy operator c "' E — i1 (3/d (ct)) = ihdg and three-
momentum operator p; — —ih(9/9x") = —ihd; Vi€ {1,2,3} in Quantum Mechanics, let us consider a
function as,

E?
W2lp = 24] lel p]
i
02 02
_ T3\ 2 2
= e B g 12

i,j=1

where VW may be the rest mass or the invariant mass of the system of particles, or equal to the mass of the decay
particle, etc.

Remark 2 (Spacetime & Objective of This Article). Since (12) has an analogy to a (3 + 1) D curvilinear
(Minkowski-like) spacetime structure, then instead of Minkowskian spacetime (ct,x') ¥ i € {1,2,3}, by using
(12) with little bravery, we may consider the quantum energy operator c "' E — i (9/9 (ct)) = ihdy and
three-momentum operator p; — —ih(d/dx') = —iho; Vi € {1,2,3} as the contravariant ‘temporal’ and
‘spatial” coordinates, respectively, of a hypothetical (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime. In addition,
since W in (12) would be the rest mass or the invariant mass of the system of particles, or equal to the mass of
the decay particle, etc., this so-called hypothetical (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime is not a perfect
geometrically relevant (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear spacetime similar to what we usually use to construct Einsteinian
Relativity. So, from the very beginning of this article, we shall follow the term W as the Quantum Mechanical
“footprint’ of a so-called ‘spacetime’ structure to achieve a General (Quantum) Relativistic approach to (quantum)
gravitational field equation without considering actual Einsteinian General Relativistic formalism.

Definition 3 ((Quantum) Quadratic Form). Suppose a Hilbert space H = L?(R*) is associated with any
quantum system while time t is dynamic in a hypothetical (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime for W in
(12). Let us postulate that the existence of a single spacetime M, on which all events occur, with no particular
coordinates attached to it. Let us consider a finite-dimensional complex vector space V C ‘H ® H. Consider the
‘four-momentum’ operator P, on L2(R*) for some state p € H = L2(R*), when,

) = (7 E pild) (13)

foru €{0,1,2,3} and i € {1,2,3}, with the energy operator E — ih 9 and the three-momentum operator
p; — —iho;. Foradiffeomorphism < : M — L2(R*), suppose an event at a point m € M, is occurred at
< (m). Similarly, for another diffeomorphism ¥ : M — L?(R*), the same event is considered to be occurred
at ¥(m). From inertial reference frames, the changing coordinates is then given by the map F : ¥ o S 1 :

L2(R*) — L2(R%). Let Q : L2(R*) — L2(R) be the (quantum) quadratic form defined by,

) N

i=1

Q(ihdg, —ihd)y = (c'E+p)-(c VE—p)y

[for (12)], (14)

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.
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so that it can satisfy the following orthogonality conditions,

1. (ih)?d-Y7 ,9; =0,
2 (iR)?E}49i-9;=0 if i#], (15)
3. (ih)zxszla,--aj;«éo lf i:jr

.0 >0 .0 39
{(lha(ct)_lzl’haxi)’ (zh(.)(ct)+];1hw>}ec. (16)

The last term of (14) becomes zero if their states are not entangled.

while,

Definition 4 ((Quantum) Metric Tensor). Let a Hilbert space H = L?(R*) is associated with any quantum
system. Let us consider a finite dimensional complex vector space V C H ® H, H = L?(R*). Suppose
(M*,4y) is a smooth manifold, that is, M* is an four-dimensional differentiable manifold and Ay is a (quantum)
metric tensor, then,

‘hﬁ ] _)v f Av
V= Waﬁ(l yzhv):q/&ﬁ<7ﬁ?ﬁ> [for (13)]

ihVe ihVg Pu P
= diag[®oo, ;] = diag[l, -1, -1, 1], (17)
50 as,
Vi 4nd Wy = o, =4 [for (34 1)D spacetime], (18)

but o is not a four-dimensional Lorentz metric Suv = diag [1, -1,-1, —1] since o is in Hilbert space
H = L%(R*). Here, the metric tensor AV, is symmetric, i.e., Yy = Wyy, and det (W) # 0. Components
of its inverse matrix Ay ~1 are themselves the components of matrix Ay, namely, AWy A" = Y " Yy = 8,
where 8, is the Kronecker delta.

Definition 5 ((Quantum) Line Elements). For the bilinear form (-,-) : R™ x R" — R in (14), let us define
a freely-falling inertial frame (an orthonormal line operator) in the neighborhood of a moving body in such a way
that (using the summation convention),

Q(ihdy, —ihd)p = W2y  [for (14)]

. 82 T 82 82
N @1’[]:(1?[) (a(ct)z_axi8x7>lp 1)
= (in)2g"VuVip =" PPy, (20)

for u = v, where Ay is the (quantum) metric tensor. Since V C H ® H, H = L%(R*), then (20) may yield a
dual base (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum coordinate system ((ih)x,..., —(ih)~1x3) for a point p € V,
when,

(ih) "0 = (in)"(ct), (21)
so as it can get a line element dsZinV as,

A52¥ = %Vd[(ih)*lxﬂd[(ih)*lx‘f]‘if
= (ih) 2 Wuwdxtdx"¥. (22)
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Proposition 2 (Position-momentum Relation for Dynamic Time t). Suppose |(t)) is a solution to (20) in
(84 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime for a sufficiently nice potential V (7, t) and for a sufficiently nice initial
condition |(0)) = |¢po) when time t is dynamic. Then the expected position and expected four-momentum in

the state | (t)) satisfy,

d 1,
77 gy = o Py - (23)

Since the mass-energy relationship (4) and since position and momentum satisfy (23) in the state
¥ (7,t), then we can yield (22) as,

s\ 2 dxt dxV
cx\2 2 45 — 2 At
() m (dt> R (T T .
d(ct) 2 3. dxt dxl
. 2 2 -
m{dt}‘I’ mi;1dt dtT
Vije{1,2,3}
3
— m2c2y— mo!) (mol/)¥
£ (ne) (n0)
£2 o
= 4672‘I’—f7’~f9]‘1’ [for (4) and (23)] (25)
or alternatively, = m%(f:"f —plx )‘Y [for (4)], (26)
where,
m=ni, (27)

is the mass by setting a phase factor 7, such as || = 1, and v’ = (dx'/dt) is the ordinary three-
dimensional velocity vector.
Note 1 Technically, any mechanics that satisfies (26) in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime
would not be the orthodox Quantum Mechanics, not even Theorem 2, due to dynamic time ¢ in a
hypothetical (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime. Hence, the mechanics we are going to study in
this article would lead an unorthodox Quantum Mechanics, which unmistakably stand apart from
its 3D orthodox version. In other words, (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime is locally orthodox
Quantum Mechanical in 3D space for its global (3 4 1)D curvilinear spacetime covering, i.e., it holds
3D C (34 1)D in quantum spacetime.

Let us demonstrate the non-applicability of Einsteinian energy-momentum relationship in the
present article as follows.

Definition 6 (Energy-momentum Relation for Massive and Massless Particles). Comparing (24) and
(25), we can yield the (quantum) relativistic relation forihdy — E = hw = % mc? = L E from [10] as,

dxt dxV P
2 2.2 250 iy
E"P—mcﬁ]/wdt dt‘I’—i—cpp
= CWupt prY+ppIY  [for (23)], (28)

which is neither equivalent to and nor deductive from the Einsteinian energy-momentum equation, E> =
mZc* +c2p2. (This is the fundamental reason why we shall not follow Einsteinian energy-momentum
relationship in this article.) Again,

1. For the first term in the RHS of (28), the given object follows a curved path in (3 4 1)D spacetime, its
direction is constantly changing, which means it is accelerating, even if its speed remains constant.

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.
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2. We shall also consider in the Appendix A below that if a given object satisfies (22), so as satisfies (28)
naturally, then its spacetime must satisfy a proper time, for example T = (ih) ~! 'yB’l tin (A13) fora
boson, or T = (ih) ! . Lt in (A25) for a fermion, thus the curvature of spacetime also affects the flow of
time.

Hence, the given object in (28) experiences time dilation, where its temporal velocity slows down relative to a
distant observer, and its spatial velocity must increase to maintain a constant ‘four-velocity” magnitude. Thus,
the (quantum) relativistic equation (28) is definitely in an accelerating vector spacetime of a ‘gravitating’
body moving at accelerating velocities by the definition.

Theorem 3 (Existence of (3 + 1)D Schrodinger Equation with Total Energy E while Time ¢ is Dynamic).
Prove that the total energy E of (28) yields a Schrodinger equation in a (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime
as,

h? hoy
Tom VT =Y

where the d’Alembertian operator [ = Ay#V 9y, 0y V p,v € {0,1,2,3}, while time t is dynamic.

Proof. For a free relativistic particle we have from (28) as,

2 b b
dd;” S /UVEW Pr_ ’0}/7;:11’ [for E = mc?]
= ol [for 23)], (29)

where v# = (d x#/dt) is the four-dimensional velocity vector, lead to the group velocity v; of the
associated wave packet as,

dE
% = gpv ~ Hwo"

Integrating the first line of (29), if 4 = v by the orthogonality condition of (15), we get,

pH.pY
E:W‘ (30)

A relativistic free particle (let us follow [9], for example) of energy E is associated with a wave of
angular frequency w = E/f and wavelength A = 2771/ p#. Hence, the propagation vector for the
wave is k = p#/h and of magnitude k = 277/A. Momentum and angular frequency are related
through the law of dispersion, that is,

w— E_ Ywp'-p
h 2hm
The phase velocity is,
~ K
p_w_ E _Ywpt v
Tk T 2p7 T 2m 2 S
A suitable plane wave is,
i R
exp ﬁ(ﬂ]/,wfa”-x”—Et) . (32)
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By superposition of a set of such waves, a four-dimensional wave packet can be constructed as,

. 1 N i N v g N
Y (7t) = (271?1)4/‘1@) exp {h(/o}/w,p” - x —Et)}dp. (33)

The partial derivatives occurring in (33) are,

o¥(7t) 1 —iE i v R
= s 7 a(p) exp{h(/o]/wp x"—Et)|dp,
and,
oY (7,t) 1 i pr i T N
axv 2nh)4/ o a(p) exp |5 (W p-x" —Et)|dp,
resulting the quantum operators as,
1?—)1’71i d A”—>—ihi (34)
i’ and - Ywb axv’
9
/\H 4 -
thus, pt — lhq/wax"' (35)
.. 0 d
or, /U]/yv—> —lhaﬁy 'W/ (36)

whence the expression,

1 Y P - p* A) " {i . o .
—E)a exp | — F.xV—Et)|dp,
( 2nh)4/< T (P) exp| 3 (W P )|4p

satisfies a Schrodinger equation representing total energy in a (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime
for (30) as,

By
2m Ay dxtoxy
2

oy
i ot
. n Y
that 1S, — ﬁ D 1[] + ; ﬁ = O, (37)
v

+-= =0 [for (35)],

]
0

| S+

i
where the d’Alembertian operator L] = (*" 9, 9, ,v € {0,1,2,3}, while time ¢ is dynamic. This
completes the proof. 0O [

Remark 3 (Orthodox Kline-Gordon Equation). We can check that by inputting ihd; — E = hw =
$mc? = L E from [10], the (3 + 1)D Schrodinger equation (37) naturally and straightforwardly yields the
orthodox Kline-Gordon equation (O +h =2 m2c2) ¢ = 0ina (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime. Thus,
(37) is actually a relativistic Schrodinger equation. This strongly establishes that the present article is nothing
but a different perspective of the fundamental Quantum Field Theory.

Testable Prediction 1. Non-relativistic 3D Schrodinger equation masks its covering relativistic Schrodinger
equation in a (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime deluding with the similarities in their expressions.

Claim 1. Non-dynamic temporal axis t in non-relativistic 3D must behave as dynamic in (3 + 1)D curvilinear
quantum spacetime.

Theorem 4. If the mass m behaves as a quantum operator then it can yield the relativistic Schrodinger equation
(37) with total energy E in a (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime, while time t is dynamic.
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Proof. Multiplying both sides of (24) by d (¢2) /d xV, we can get that,
. d(ds?) d(t?) dxt dx?
2 —
N T ke (v Tal et
= mYuwx'Y¥,
or alternatively, = W pht¥ [for (23)], (38)

hence, a suitable plane wave for the last two lines of (38) yields,

EXP{%(WWI?’“—mWWW)} '

By superposition of a set of such waves, while mirroring (32), a four-dimensional wave packet can be
constructed as,

1 i
Y(7,¢t =—/aAv”ex {— plt —m xH }dﬂ 39
(7, t) (V2 (?) P|7 (W P Yy x) | d p (39)
where vV = (d x"/dt) is the four-dimensional velocity vector. The partial derivatives occurring in (39)
are,
oY (7 t) 1 i pF-v”
at 2nh)4/ h a(p)
i
><eXP{ﬁ(WW?’”—mWﬂMH)}d?’I
and,
oY (7,t) 1 —imY o'
0x | 2nh)4/ h a(p)

X exp [%(%vf’” - m%vx”)}dﬁ,

resulting the quantum operators as,

q/wﬁﬂ.zﬂ% —ih%, and mwyvvvéih%, (40)
0 02t
Ay _’ - s -
thus, p* — Zh&l}/waxv' m%lhiywaxl‘axl" (41)
., 0 d ih 9%t
or, Wy — —lhapy'm, /U}/]W_)E—axl‘ax”’ (42)

where the LHS relations of (41) and (42) are nothing but the relations of (35) and (36). In addition, since,

SH LU
G p 0t = TP P phor 03,

hence, the expression for (30),

1 Y pro" N i o ol
( 2ﬂh)4/( 2 E a(p)v exp ﬁ(/Ul/}“/p t m/q/yvx ) dp,

satisfies the same relativistic Schrodinger equation (37) with total energy E in a (3 + 1)D curvilinear
quantum spacetime due to (41) and (42), while time t is dynamic. This completes the proof. [0 [
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Definition 7 (Generalized (Quantum) Metric Operators in (3 + 1) D Curvilinear Quantum Mechanics).
From (42), we can write down the generalized (quantum) metric operator equation in quantum spacetime as,

0 .. d . N

Ky — —aij-<zhaxv>;—a7§y-’PV [for (13)], (43)
., 0 1 9t | .

Y — (lhaxy)'maxvflpy'afpv [for (23)]. (44)

The form (ih %) in (44) is selected due to its primal presence in (40). Without any doubt, (43) and (44) may
yield their contravariant metric tensors as,

gt = —Pu-dp (45)

/U,/HV — a’p]l N PV 7 (46)
respectively.

From Theorem 4, or Theorem 3, it is clear that the generalized (quantum) metric operators (43)
and (45), or (44) and (46), are providing us a definition of Quantum Differential Geometry in (3 +1)D
curvilinear quantum spacetime. In addition, 4, in (43) and (44), or 4 *" in (45) and (46), establishes
that graviton is its own antiparticle.

Note 2 Here, 4y, in (43) and (44), as well as 4y *" in (45) and (46), provide us their quantum operator
forms, whereas, (17) is the tensor form of o ina (3+ 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime though,
(43), (44), (45), (46), including (17) all are numerically equivalent for y = v.

Definition 8 (Feebleness of Gravity). Expression of (43), for example, would possible to be rewritten by using

(23) as,
., 0 o . .. 1 dt 0
L F Y P T F T 47)
Insertion of ihdy — E = hw = Yme? = 1 E from [10] intom ~1 (9t/0 x ") factor of (47) yields,
0
1 ot c d(ct) c dx tfor (21)]. (48)

maxi‘zﬁ JdxH :Eaxﬂ

Suppose the energy of a photon is E., and its wavelength is Y, ifhc = E,, A¢ , then the insertion of (48) into
(47) yields,

ihcox® o i

o, incax® L i By oAy 9xf
W 2F 9xF 9xv © 2

dxH 9xv’

==

(49)

>
m“e

where 3 x°/d xV is the vector normal to the hypersurface x°. Extreme smallness of E.,/ E in (49) is the basic
reason for the feebleness of gravity emerging from W of (19) in comparison to other particle interactions, namely
QED, Electroweak, or QCD. The situation does not altered in the case of 4y M*.

3. Nature of Dynamic Time

Note 3 [Essential Prerequisites] Before we proceed our study further, we must need some essential
basic ideas of Quantum Field Theory in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime where the temporal
direction t is dynamic. We have developed them in the Appendix A below. We must need to make an
excursion into it before proceeding further.

By using bosonic (Al1) from Appendix A.1, we can develop a first order bosonic quantum
equation in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime where the temporal direction t is dynamic as
follows.
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Theorem 5 (Time-Space Duality in Bosonic Particle). For (A11), the dynamics of the quantum mechanical
(bosonic) particle is describable by a first order quantum equation in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime
when time t is dynamic as,

. 0 . "
lhal/): —ih®fI Y+ V(T )=,

for a stretching/shrinking parameters ®F = [(y2 —1)v'] 162 while V(7,t) is the external potential energy
and J is the Hamiltonian (or total energy) operator.

Proof. Equalizing and then rearranging the third and fourth terms of (A11), we can get,
(in)20g ¢ = (in)*y 2oy + (ih)?0;9;¢ Vi,je {1,2,3}. (50)

While the temporal axis is (1) ~' x? = (i#1) =1 (ct), the dynamics of the quantum state is possible to
be defined as follows by shifting one i 1 dg from the LHS of (50) to the RHS of (50) as,

Sen? = W a2 92a8 + )29y

(i) |7200+ 35 3:9y | = (M) |72 00+ — 3] ¥, (51)

where 9, 19; = ¢ (v') ~!, while v’ = (dx7/9t) is the three-dimensional velocity vector. Therefore, by
introducing external potential energy V (7, t) and the Hamiltonian (or total energy) operator /¢, we
have an ordinary differential equation in (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime as,

ih%w: —ih®PY Y+ V(TP =HY, (52)

where P = [(782 —1)v7] le2isa stretching /shrinking parameters (stretching at v/ < ¢, whereas
shrinking at v! < ¢), while time ¢ is dynamic in (A1), or more precisely in (22). In (52), t is a (positive)
formation of space for p — — ifd;. This completes the proof. [ [

Let us develop a first order fermionic quantum equation in (3 4 1) D curvilinear quantum space-
time (analogous to Theorem 5) as follows.

Theorem 6 (Time-Space Duality in Fermionic Particle). For (A29) from Appendix A.2, the dynamics of
the quantum mechanical (fermionic) particle is describable by a first order quantum equation in (3 +1)D
curvilinear quantum spacetime when time t is dynamic as,

] T . )
in—y="2{s'0f3, SIorap+VvEHy=2ry,

for the stretching/shrinking parameters,

. -1
diag (®/, <1>]F) = diag( {( ,sz — W) v’} c?, [(73 — W) v]} c2> ,
while V (7, t) is the external potential energy and ¢ is the Hamiltonian (or total energy) operator.
Proof. The rearrangement of equation (A29) yields after using {$#, £V} = 24" ¥4 as,
1) 202Ky = (in)2 202y — » (im)2{<i, <130
(im) 2o ey = (i) v2ad p— 5 (im2{5', £/}o;9,¢
Vi je{1,23}. (53)
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The dynamics of the quantum state is possible to be defined by shifting one i 71 9y in the LHS of (53) to
the RHS of (53) as follows while the temporal axis is (i71) ~1 x? = (i71) =1 (ct) as,

. d
lhia(ct)ﬂﬂllp

NS R 1. P
in ot [am? 0203 - Lam* (<’ <oy
= m| 22— 5{s! <lfastaia v 64

T 1 o o
= (ih) 7330z[ggao1aiaj+§1§laolajai]]zp

. [ 1 . . C . . C
= (lh) 7380_2[§1§]vz-aj‘f‘ijilvjai”w/ (55)

while 9, 19; = (vi) !¢, etc. Therefore, by introducing external potential energy V(7,t) and the
Hamiltonian (or total energy) operator .7, we have a first order quantum equation for fermions in
(3 +1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime as,

., 0 ihr_;_: o .
lhﬁw = ?[§l§]d>f8j—|—§]§l<1>jF8i]l/J+V(r,t)lpEjfgb
ih(_; , .
= 7{§’¢ff’w§]¢]F3i}¢+V(f,t)lPE%¢, (56)

for the stretching/shrinking parameters (stretching at v’ < ¢, whereas shrinking at v’ < ¢),

‘ 4 -1
diag ((IJiF,@]F) = diag( {( 7F2 —Wy) v’} c?, [(’yr__z —¥y) v]} c2> ,
while time t is dynamic for (A17), or more precisely due to (A15). Additionally, ¢ is a (positive)
formation of space for p — —ihdj, or p — —ihd;. This completes the proof. [ [

Definition 9 (Direction of Dynamic Time). Another arrangement of (51) (or (55), but we discard it here for
unnecessary repetition) is also possible (suppose, but not necessarily, for an antiparticle, for example) as follows,

.. 0 ) -
lhEIP:lh(q)iB)i-ajl[)-i-V(T,t)lpE%lp, (57)
for (@)Y = [(1- 7;) '] 12, Since 'yé > 1in (®F)*, then time t is a (positive) formation of space
for pt — +in d; (suppose for antiparticle, for example) not depending on the direction of its associatory
spatial coordinates, which is exactly opposite of the spatial coordinates of a particle in (52). So, in associate with
fermionic particles (which is not discussed further here), this “positive” temporal direction strongly supports that,

Claim 2. Dynamic time flows in its forward direction not depending on its associatory spatial coordinates for
(bosonic or fermionic) matter or antimatter.

Definition 10 (Nature of Dynamic Time). Since (52) or (57) are actually the relations of time-space duality
and time is nothing but a (positive) formation due to a stretching/shrinking parameters ®> or (®2F) " of its
associatory space, thus, the duality in (52) or (57) wants to tell us that,

Claim 3. Dynamic time is not fundamental but emergent, i.e., dynamic time is not an independent physical
entity. If space not exists then time not exists, too, but the reverse condition is not true since the stretch-
ing/shrinking parameters 7 or (@7 ) satisfy v’ ranging from v’ = 0 to v’ < c. On the contrary, space is
an independent physical entity in both (52) and (57).
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Remark 4. At v’ = ¢, the direction of time ‘relativistically’ reverses depending on its associatory spatial
coordinates due to its stretching/shrinking parameters ®>* or (®2)7, but at v' > c, the direction transforms
into a complex number, which is technically unacceptable.

Testable Prediction 2. The transformation of stretching/shrinking parameters from ® 2" to (®7F) " may
yield a time-reflection at v' = c, i.e., a uniform inversion of the temporal evolution of a signal, for example,
photonic time-reflection [13], which arises when an abrupt change in the properties of the host material occurs
uniformly in space.

Testable Prediction 3. The transformations of stretching/shrinking parameters, i.e.,

1. from ®f to (DF) T for bosonic matter to antimatter and
2. from ®F to (®f) " for fermionic matter to antimatter,

or their vice versa, i.e., antimatter to matter transformations, may break time-translation symmetry at v' = c in
a medium depending on the three-velocity v' for i € {1,2,3}.

To remove the dynamic time f from (52) or (56), we can introduce a set of time-independent 3D
wave equations for bosons or fermions, respectively, as follows.

Definition 11 (Time-independent 3D Mass-Momentum Wave Equation for Bosons). By introducing (8)
into (52), we can yield,

1'7/“1i —<I>Bma—xj [fori,j € {1,2,3}]
at ll) - i at l/J /] 7<=, 7
(—inV+opm)y=o.
It is a time-independent 3D mass-momentum wave equation for bosons.

Definition 12 (Time-independent 3D Mass-Momentum Wave Equation for Fermions). By introducing
(8) into (56), we can yield,

d m : dxl . dx!
% = _Ml<cipr® <jpr?® ¥
lhatl” Z{I D, TR qD] T }1/; [fori,j € {1,2,3}],
., 0 m .
lhﬁ - _E{ilri] OFp=DFmyp,

since the Clifford algebra satisfies {$4, £V} = SF SV + SV SH =2 Ky withayi =[—-1, — 1, - 1],
hence,

(—inV+ofm)y=o0.

It is a time-independent 3D mass-momentum wave equation for fermions.

PART II: General Quantum Gravity

4. Universal Quantum Gravitational Field Equations
By inputting the modified form of (34) as follows,

/(J;/Wfﬁ‘—>—iha?cv ie, M (mo¥) — —ihV,  [for (23)] (58)
= —P, [for(13)],
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in place of (i%)? 6# V, of (A12) from the Appendix A.1 below and after that, by dropping m? from
both of the terms of the resultant (A12), and finally multiplying it by (f'#")?2, we can acquire a new
form of (A12) as follows,

[ () ov o + (1750’9 = 0,

2
l&y/””vvvy—i—(iiﬁ;/””%c) ]gb =0 [for (18)]. (59)
Multiplying both terms of (59) by (i7)2[0%¢/(9x" 9 x*)] ? we can get,
N2 S 1. ot .. 0 o
(Z ) /(,y/ V}IVV—‘F il/q/ T € Wl w 1’L7—0 (60)

For 'f?,, —ih % due to (13), the second term in (60) gives,

ot .. 0 ot ) ot  dxt
<8x1’1hax?‘)_(ax”’P”> = <8meE)t) [for (23)]

= mé) =4m [since y = v], (61)

where 5,51 is the Kronecker delta, thus, (60) yields,
[(ih)zq/w YV Vo + (i v, mc)z] p=0. (62)

Hence, (62) is still an analogy to Kline-Gordon-like equation (A12), but now containing a gravitational
field within it without replacing partial derivatives with covariant derivatives (i.e., geometrically
covariant generalization, as we know from, for example, [14] or [15]). Comparing (37) and (62) as both
of them are originated from (22), we can get,

D 1 2
1half+<ﬁzﬁ}/”“')/3\/%c> p=0.

It is a natural substitution of the relativistic Schrodinger equation (37), even the orthodox Kline-Gordon
equation (according to Remark 3), as well as (62), too.

Remark 5. Conjugated spinorial (A31) in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime from the Appendix A.2
below can also develop an equation containing a gravitational field within it as,

[(ih)2q/’“’§y §V+(i4J}/W’ych)2}l/J =0, (63)
which is quite analogous to (62).

Since [02/(05%)] ¢ = (ih) 2y 6}, V., ¢ for (20), then (62) yields a positive mass relation with
(quantum) metric tensor for bosons as follows,

02 .
gz =~ (" ygme)’y, (64)

and similarly, (63) yields a positive mass relation with (quantum) metric tensor for conjugated fermions
as follows,

sz =~ (™ me)’y, (©5)

neither of which are technically possible to acquire from the orthodox Kline-Gordon equation.
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Note 4 [Fermionic Scenario] In a similar way, let us consider fermions. Then, by inputting (58) in place of
in 6}, in (A28) from the Appendix A.2 below, we can get the following relation after dropping m from
both of the terms of the resultant (A28), and finally multiplying it by 4", we can acquire a new form
of (A28) as follows,

[~ ' W’ —reclp =0,
[—gl‘y’/—iqﬂ“’%c}lp:o [for (18)]. (66)

Avoiding any further repetition, multiplying both terms of (66) simply by (i) [02¢/(dx" dx*)] from
the left we can get,

. = 1 Jat .. 9
[_lhéyv”_4WW%C<8xV1haxl‘)]¢:0' (67)

For ’f’u —ih % due to (13), the second term in (67) gives,

Ot . 9\ _ _(ip 0 ot (for ant fativity]
oxV  oxH - 9k Ixv or anticommutativity
5 Of L dxt ot
- _<Pﬂaxv)T _<m8tax’/> [for (23)]
= —mdl= —4m [since u = 1],
thus, (67) yields,
[in 59—y ome]p =0, @)

i.e., using (A14) and (17) while admitting (27), the expanded form of (68) would be rewritten as,

Y00 0 Ve 0 0 0 0 0 0
gl 0o 0 0 Vy, 0 0 o x 0 0 |
0 0 —F% 0 0 0 Vy, O© 0o 0 & 0
0 0 0o —F* 0 0 0 V, 0o 0 0 &
4% 0 0 0 m, 0 0 0 p 0 0 0
11 *
I 022 0 .’ 0 my 0 0 10 x 0 0] o
0 0 0 0 0 my, O 0 0 ¢ 0
0 0 0 % 0 0 0 m, 0 o0 0 z
so as we have the formalisms,
[ih'ﬂ‘@y—%ml}c]fpzo,
[ih7V§H+7Fm;c}X:0,
in(=F") Vug+yemy,ci. =0,
ih(—=4") Ve +7emycg=0, (69)

which make the appearance of 4y #" in (68) quite harmless. In (69), ¥ are the Dirac gamma-matrices
and 4/ are the Majorana gamma-matrices. The first two equations in (69) give us particle and antipar-
ticle Dirac equations, respectively, whereas the remaining two equations therein give us neutrinos.
Actually, (68) is an extended and/or modified version of the generalized relativistic field equation
in Ref. [16]. Speaking straightforwardly, (69) is nothing but a ‘Special’-within-Special Relativistic
QFT equation because of .. Quite like Remark 3, here, (69) also establishes that the present article
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is nothing but a different perspective of the fundamental Quantum Field Theory, if we accept .
additionally with mass m to achieve the targeted General (Quantum) Relativistic solutions, otherwise,
by removing 7., the overall scenario naturally transforms itself into the orthodox Special Relativistic
forms.

In addition, (68) also yields a positive mass relation with (quantum) metric tensor for (A16) as
follows,

0
a—ﬁt,b:q/””'ychgb. (70)

Though (68) is still an analogy to Dirac-like equation (A28), but it is now accompanied by a gravitational
field.

By the way, in (68), the coupling of a Dirac spinor to a background gravitational field is quite
straightforward rather than considering the Lorentz connection (or gauge potential) usually followed
by the authors of the contemporary literature, for example [17].

Although, both bosonic (62), or (63), and fermionic (68) fields are now recombining Quantum
Mechanics with the gravitational field 4y #*V within one framework, but none of them at their present
structural formations are able to give us the quantum gravitational field equations we are looking for.
So, we need something else to investigate further, which will be elaborated in the next three sections,
but initially, we start with the theorem as follows.

Theorem 7. For the quantum differential geometric curvature forms ), and & (i.e., tensor and scalar curva-
tures, respectively), there exists a non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation in (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear
quantum spacetime in such a way that,

1 /
y}u/_i/ql/yv«@ P+ VN Y =xTw,

where (quantum) metric tensor Ay is a property of (3 + 1)D curvilinear Quantum Differential Geometry
satisfying both (17) and (42) simultaneously, whereas A’ = (ih)? A is the ‘naive’ cosmological constant for
the cosmological constant A and Ty, = (i) 2 Tyy is the quantum energy-momentum tensor for the General
Relativistic energy-momentum tensor Tyy.

Using [18]. Let us consider a finite-dimensional complex vector space V C H ® H, H = L?(R*). Let
(M4,4J]/) be a smooth manifold and X, Y, Z are smooth vector fields on M*, where M* is an four-
dimensional differentiable manifold and 4y is the (quantum) metric tensor satisfying (17) and also the
both forms of (42) simultaneously. This 4 is either a positive-definite section of the bundle of symmetric
(covariant) 2-tensors T*M ®g T*M or a positive-definite bilinear maps, 4y ((1 h)’lx) : T((ih)*lx)M X
T((ih)*lx)M — Vforall (i7)"'x € M. Here, T*M ®5 T*M is the subspace of T*M ® T* M generated
by elements of the form X ® Y + Y ® X. Let {(ih) " x¥ };:0 be local coordinates in a neighborhood U
- 33 ~ 3
of some point of M. For (20), in U the vector fields {i h V;,} 0 = {PH} 0 due to (13) form a local
H= U=

basis for TM and the 1-forms { (i) ~dx " }izo form a dual basis for T* M, that is,
(ih)ldxt - inv, =/} .

The metric may then be written in local coordinates as 4y = (i) ™2 A,y dx# @ dx?, where A,y =
AJ;/(ih V., ih m) = /Jy(f?w 'f?v) for (17).

Let V'Y denote the Levi-Civita connection of the metric 4y. The Christoffel symbol is the
components of the Levi-Civita connection and is defined in U by V (in%,) (z’ h @V) =3 PIfV (i h ﬁk) ,ie.,
V(m) P, =T P’fv P, for (13), and for a permutations of the vector fields X, Y and Z as,

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 March 2026 d0i:10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7

19 of 59

20 (VxY,Z) = X (Y,2))+Y (W (X,2) - Z (0 (X,Y)) +
+ (X, Y], 2) - (X, 2], Y) (Y, Z], X),

along with [(1 h 6#) , (i h @V)} = ['ij, ’f?,,] = 0, thus, using (44) and (46), we can show that they are
given by the (quantum) Christoffel symbols as,

rhy = %Aykf[(ih%)q/vﬁ(ih@v)qfﬂ—(ih%)q/w]lp
- %aﬁk-m[(ih%)ﬁv-aﬁﬁ(ih%)ﬁwaﬁ(—(ih%)ﬁy-aﬁv}lp

1 P N N . N N .
= 5, P [’PV Py dp, APy Pudp PPy af,v} ¥ [for (13)]. (71)

Suppose, the curvature (3,1)-tensor P (5.2) is defined by,

D, (X)Zp = [VxVyZ - VyUxZ - VixyZ]p.

Let the tensor ¥ is the trace of P (1) curvature tensor as,

P(Y,2)p = Tr(x =R, (X Y)Z) P.
So as its components are defined by,
P p = Slat((ih %), (iwv))lp - qat(m, 7%)47,
thus,
Py = [(inV) Ty — (inV) Th+TfTE, ~ T4 T ¢
= [Purfy = Pur LTS ~TL TR (72)

Let the scalar curvature ¥ is the trace of P; tensor,

3
Py =) Beleaea) P,
a=0

i.e., in local coordinates, & = (" &, where e, € T( (im)1 )M4 is a unit vector spanning of a line

X
4
L C T((lh)flx)M .
Now, we can easily show that the (twice) contracted second Bianchi identity is,

/U]/Vvvyf@vgw: Véf@l/},
and being divergence-free which is,
. 1
le{iBt Z/U}/;w%} =0, (73)
then, the non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation yields (in its components) due to (73) along

with the quantum energy-momentum tensor 7, = (ih) 2 Tyy, where Ty, is the General Relativistic
energy-momentum tensor for the Einstein gravitational constant x = (87 G)/c* as,

{gyv_;Wﬂvg]lP:K,ﬁwlp' (74)
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Let us introduce the ‘naive’ cosmological constant as A’ = (if1)% A for the cosmological constant A,
describing the pressure-like effect of Dark Energy, then the quantum gravitational field equation (74)
would be rewritten as,

1
P = 5 W P+ P A p =T g [for (43)]. (75)
This completes the proof. O [O

Remark 6 (Universality of (75)). The non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation (75) is free of factor
Yg OF Vg, ie., it is equally applicable to bosons and conjugated fermions in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum
spacetime. Similarly, its first order equation is also applicable to fermions in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum
spacetime (see Section 5 below for more details).

Note it that, unlike the dimension of Einsteinian gravitational field equation in General Relativ-
ity [19], the quantum gravitational field equation (75) has the dimension as [M? L2 T ~2].

For G Ty = (ih) 2G Ty in (75), the mass dimension of gravitational constant G = [M 113772
vanishes. So, not owing to the mass dimension of G, the perturbative version of the quantum
gravitational field equation (75) is renormalizable in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime. Though,
we do not explore this idea in this article, instead we are going to use a different pathway in Section 10
below to prove that the present theory of Quantum Gravity is actually ‘multiplicatively renormalizable’.

5. Duality of (3 + 1)D Quantum Field Theory and (3 + 1) D Quantum Differential
Geometry in Fermionic Scenarios

Theorem 8. Let M be a spin manifold. If & is the quantum scalar curvature of M then, the d’Alembertian
operator U on a spinor (see page 308 of [20], for example),

e \ (e v 1
Op = (ins"v,)(ins" ) p+; 2y
- (ih)zgﬂ%g“@vlpjti%p, (76)
where,
S S 02
Dwz(ihﬁwwvyvm#@w [for (19)], (77)
yields,

. oo 1
(zh)%wvvvaEgz p=0,

for the construction ¢ = (¢, ¢u, uv) when the spin of the particle(s) (i.e., scalars, gauge bosons, gravitons,
etc) is (s = 0,s = 1,5 = 2) with the conditions 0¥¢, = 0, 0¥y, = 0, M @, = 0 and the total
symmetrization of the indices as @uy(x) = @ ;).

Proof. The d’Alembertian operator [] on a spinor is yielded by combining (76) and (77) as,
. = . = 1
Oy = (ing' V) (ing" )+ 1 7¥
= = 1
= (ih)2§”Vy§“VV1p+1321p

. L. 92
= (1h)24¥/yvvuvvl/’:@¢’ (78)
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which yields the following relation after multiplying the second and the last line terms in (78) by 4y,,,
while using ¢,y £V = Sy and S 5, = 40y,

()’ Gy Vu Vo = (ih)zﬂl/w§yﬁyévﬁv1¥’+%q/w@¢
= (ih)ziyﬁuiuvvll’+%4¥/me@lp,
(in)2p Vy Viy = 4(ih)2%€,,¢+i%vgz¢.
Since @V =Wy \V/ #, then we have,
é(ih)Z%V@Nui%vﬁ]gu—(ih)z%ﬁﬁw—o,
= _3(ih)2%ﬁﬁﬂ+i%vﬂ]tpzo,
hence, -(ih)zqfw, @WU}/’“’ Vo + 11—2 o 9’] Pp=0

] [for@”:/U}/V"ﬁv],
(ih)zwﬂﬁﬁﬁéy]w:o. (79)

This completes the proof. [0 O

Theorem 9 (Duality of Quantum Gravitational Field and Conjugated Fermionic Field). A non-vacuum
quantum gravitational field equation in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime can metamorphose into the
Kline-Gordon-like equation (63) for conjugated fermions.

Proof. For (79), we can introduce a new kind of line element as,
2 = (in)> "V, V — (80)
252V = SRR A TR

Combination of [92/0952] 1 = (z’ hsn %) (ih <v ﬁv) p + 1 2 of (78) with (80) yields,

(ins"9,) (ihgﬁv)wi@w: —%%/J,

(ihﬁ%)(ihgﬁv)lpz —%y/‘np. (81)

By introducing & = 4y *" &, in (81), where &, is the trace of quantum curvature tensor, we have a
tensor calculus-free definition of &2, as,

Vv (ih < %,,) (ih <v %)w = - ‘35 P [for (18)]. (82)

By the virtue of the universality of (75) in Remark 6 that the non-vacuum quantum gravitational
field equation (75) is equally applicable to bosons as well as conjugated fermions, too, in (34 1)D
curvilinear quantum spacetime, then we can modify (75) by using (82) and (81) as follows,
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—3|:i/0]/y1/<ih§’1§}4> (ihivﬁu) - %/quthéy@y) (ihivﬁv)}lp'f‘

Y A Y=k Ty,
Ul/w(ihiﬂﬁﬁ (ih§V§v>¢+§’Ul/}w/\,lP: %KTMJ,
= (ihﬁ%)(ihg%)zﬁgzx'w:gwﬂ/Tww [for (18)],
i.e., by using the first line and the last line of (78) it yields,
(W2 Ty - Pyt A Y= S Ty,

hence, by using (80), we have,

“h)z‘w’”Wﬁw%(mﬁw”%ﬁw%A’lP = " T,
(ih)Zwuv§V§U¢+%A/lp_%WW,E[“P _ 0 -

which is a non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for conjugated fermions accompanied by
Dark Energy, while the ‘naive’ cosmological constant yields as,

Ay _3(ih)24y/ﬂvﬁﬂﬁv¢+gwwnv¢,
All] = —3/0]/]4]/6;461/1/]"'2/0}/#1/’1}41/1/]/ (84)

since A’ = (i1)% A and T = (ih) 2 T,y Inserting (84) into (75), we can get for (18) as,
1 , I
ViZad [QZW — 5 W :@} Wy —12(ih) 2™ VuVyyp =0,

which returns us to (79), since 4y *¥ {@W — %/U]/W ﬂ] = — & again for (18).
The comparison between (83), (80) and (65) yields,

. 1 K
(MJ]/”"'ych)zlp—gAllp—i—E/U}/Wﬁwlp:0. (85)
Then (85) indicates us that (70) must be rewritten as,

az : v v ]' /
af%z‘l’:—(lfol/y fych)zt/):%/U;/” Twp—z MY (86)

Hence, (85) and/or (86) modifies (83) as,
[(ih)%w” YV Vo + (i vy, me) 2} $p=0. (87)

which is nothing but the Kline-Gordon-like equation (63) for conjugated fermions. This completes the
proof. O O

Remark 7 (Origination of Dark Energy). It is clear from (84) that A is directly related to the conjugated
fermionic fields (or bosonic fields if we consider (62) instead of (63), which we are going to develop in Theorem 11,
see below) and the trace of energqy-momentum fields. Thus,

Claim 4. Dark Energy may originate from matter fields.
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Definition 13 ((Quantum) Ricci-like Flow, or Quantum Metric Flow in Conjugated Fermionic Fields).
Combination of (A26) from Appendix A.2 with (A25) to have ® ,m¢p = ih £ 6# Y=ihy P = Vo () ¥
so as we may take for (A29) as @2 m?p = (ih)2 4" Vi Vo = (ih)?2 v2ody = @gm Y, which can be
used to modify (80) in such a way that,

02 = o o1
52 ¢=Vom¥= — 2V (88)

Since V, (r) = [0/0 (c T)] from (A25), thus, after introducing & = Ay M P,y into (88), the RHS two relations
in (88) transform into,

02 c2
S Yw¥ = 3 Puwtp  for (18)],
0 2t
ar et = T Twd
or alternatively,
d . 2t c2y =1, —1
Fzﬁﬂ}/wtp = —(in)! 723%1,47 [for T = (ih) "y " t,

F

orsince (ih) 1 x0 = (in) 7 (ct), let (in) 1y 71 x0 = (i) ~1x'0, then,

b icx’0
hg“]’w#’ 39, P,
1x’0
or, /o Y =1 P, (89)

Suppose, the inverse operator of the momentum operator in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime is [21],

=5 [y,

hence,

ix/O i/xlod /0 (/0)7i (x/O)
h lp_h o y lpy _i’(;lp ’

provided 1 vanishes at — oo. In such a case,

10

x x/O
ax,o/ dy’O:/ dy'09.0=1.

Then (89) yields,

a ! !/
g W ¥ = 3?,%1/1/) ffor p" = p(x"%)]. (90)

Thus, the evolution equation (90) is the flow of the metric A yy by the quantum curvature &), somehow
analogous to the unnormalized Hamilton's Ricci Flow [18], but since (3 p{) =1 # 2, the flow equation (90) is
not exactly Hamilton’s Ricci Flow but a new kind of (Quantum) Ricci-like Flow. Let us simply name it as a
Quantum Metric Flow in conjugated fermionic fields.

Theorem 10 (Duality of Quantum Gravitational Field and Fermionic Field). A non-vacuum quantum
gravitational field equation in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime can metamorphose into the Dirac-like
equation (68) for free fermions.
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Proof. Let us assume a simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equations of first order
which meets the conditions of (80) as,

aﬁzpzzhg‘% = 2\[ (91)
then it yields a spinor field representation with quantum scalar curvature as,
ihs -—=VZ (92)

\/_

for the construction ¢ = (¢, ¢,) when the spin of the particle is (s = 1/2, s = 3/2) withdV¢, =0
and $£"¢, = 0. By comparing (92) with (68), we can get,

Yy mep = #@w,

3
= e, myp= ﬁ Vg o [for (A23)],
i 1
moy =5 G VZyp  [for (A20)]. (93)

Comparing mo = i@ 199 from (A24) with (93), we have,
VP = —i2 By ihvy dy,
and with the proper time T = (i /1) ~! e 1t it becomes for (A25) as,
V= —i2V3y" Vo v, (94)

which appears like as a quantum ‘operator’.
Squaring up (94), we get,

Py —12( ")V ¥,
W Py =~V [for (18)], (95)

so, by using & = ("’ %, we can get (95) as,
Py p = — 1241 ?gm ¢ [for (18)], (96)

then we can have a modification of the non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation (75) in
(3 +1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime by using (96) and (95) as,

— 21 Vi =20 VR |9 Y AP =Ty for (18)],
. 1 K
WV ¥+ W N =15 T, ©7)

hence, by multiplying (97) with 4 #" and by reusing the proper time T = (if1) ~! Yo 1t we can get,

()2 20y + s Ay = S Ty o (9)]. ©8)
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The simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equations of first order which meets the
conditions of (98) reads for 7y, = (i%) 2 Ty as,

1 N2 VK 172
1h§V'UVW’YFaOIP+<3A> Eb:lhé”ﬁT;w P (99)
By the way, another non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for spinor in (3 4+ 1)D curvi-
linear quantum spacetime is possible to be derived by the simplest system of linear homogeneous

differential equations of first order which meets the conditions of (83) reads for 7, = (ih) 2 Ty as,

- = 1 N2 VE 172
Similarly, the simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equations of first order which meets
the conditions of (85) reads for 7, = (ih) 2 T,y as,

1/2
"y mep+ Lar ¢:ih<ﬂﬁT1/le (101)
F 3 == 2\/§ nv .

Comparing (100) with (99) and (101), we have,
ih§”§ytp#ihi”&l]/’”%aow#q/’”%mcw, (102)
then, we can recover a first order field equation from (102) as,
[ih;ﬂ%-wwwmc]lp:o, (103)
which is nothing but the Dirac-like equation (68) for free fermions. This completes the proof. O [

Remark 8. Other two first order field equations from (102) are possible to write as,

[in st V=i " 00| =0,
[ H ™ ypdo — " ypmclyp = 0.

At present, we do not know what are their purposes actually.

Since, (68), more precisely (69), is nothing but a gravitational field equation for free fermions
as we have seen in Theorem 10 and on the other hand, (68) is nothing but a ‘Special’-within-Special
Relativistic QFT equation because of ., then, with a little bravery, we can say that: a ‘Special’-within-
Special frame of relativity makes a General frame of relativity emerge.

But (68) (so as (A28) below) is not technically a Dirac equation since it has a direct relation
with the gravitational field equation of General (Quantum) Relativity for fermions. Though, for
practical purposes, we shall never use any of these ‘dummy’ Dirac-like equations, instead we shall
use a properly developed, local non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation (117), see below,
for fermions, which is effectively applicable to various particle interactions in (3 + 1)D curvilinear
quantum spacetime (see Section 9 below).

Definition 14 ((Quantum) Ricci-like Flow, or Quantum Metric Flow in Fermionic Fields). Combination
of (A26) from Appendix A.2 with (A25) to have @ ,mp = ih £H 6# Yp=ihy 0P = Vo (v) ¥ can be used
to modify (91) in such a way that,

d . = . =
ﬁlp:zhgﬂvylpzzh%aolpsz V2, (104)

.
AN
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thus, after introducing &7 = «y"" Py, into (104), the RHS last two terms in (104) transform into the following
as,

c

d .
2wy = Ty ),
ih S S = Py fort=n T,

orsince (i) ' x% = (in) ~1(ct), let (in) Lyt x0 = (in) "1 x'0, then,

. 0 i

Zhax,o \/’U]/MVEL’:% gzyvlljr
which is the flow of the metric AJ;/}% 2 by the quantum curvature @,}V/ 2. Let us name it as a Quantum Metric
Flow in fermionic fields.

Definition 15 (Dark Energy and Its Quantum Factor <.,). The cosmological constant is A =
[(G MpL)/ (€3 c?)]? at the Planck scale for the Planck length {p and the Planck mass My [22]. Since
the Planck length lpy is a unit of length introduced in the system of Planck units and the Planck length can
acquire a physical meaning in the framework of quantum gravity [23], let us assume a line element as follows
for the temporal axis (i) =1 49 = (i)~ c tif tis not corresponding to Planck time tp, i.e., t # tpy, but t
satisfies the transformation {tinitall -0 — tfinal| =1} (see Subsection 9.2 below for more details) as,

02 2 (vhv¥)? 9 d .
— nv PL YPL = 2A iA/ 1
where, let us consider that,
ol oY . dek
(orL 081 PZZPL) =1y, while vl = Tt I;L , (106)

for the four-velocity v}y . Admitting Claim 4 that Dark Energy may originate from matter fields, let us state
that the simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equations of first order which meets the conditions of
(105) as,

. d . )
lp:zhg#qﬂaw p=ihAY2p=(A)2y. (107)

a 5A PL

Note that il " 17, (9/9 €}, ) ¢ has the dimension of momentum as [M L T ~]. From (107), we can also write,

] . o (vh o)
— <p PL ¥PL
aAAlP Zh:‘: agl;)lL C2 1‘)’]
.. 0 (vpL UpL)  (UpL UpL)
— <0 \¥pPL YPL < i \YPL ¥PL
= zhaEI?L s 2 b 2 P
0 ; d
= ih SO+ $imly=ih—r v,
e (3w e =ingae,

for the temporal axis (i) "' LY, = (ih) ~lct when v., # v, thus, t must satisfy the proper time T, =
(im) ~ty !t It must be remembered that,

Claim 5. Dark Energy is strongly sterile and never reacts with other physical particles anyway, even it never
shows any self-interactions either.
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Now, the insertion of (107) into (100) yields,
e 1 o ..k
zhﬁVﬁﬁzhgﬂW@—zhgﬂﬁ@}ﬂ ¥ =0. (108)

Though (108) looks quite promising, but it does not contain any 5 #-free mass term i ¢ as like as the
Dirac-like equation (68). Thus, the structure of (108) is not complete yet, so we need some more crucial
discussions as follows.

6. Generalized Quantum Gravitational Field Theory in Fermionic Scenarios

Definition 16 (Generalized Quantum Gravitational Conjugated Fermionic Fields). To complete the
General Relativity as a logical structure, we used to set the equation of motion for the gravitational field as,
Ry =« (TW — 1w T), in practice (see [20,24,25], for example). Likewise, from (75), it implies the equation
of motion for the quantum gravitational field as,

-2y = [xT—4Nlyp  [for(18)], (109)
thus, Py = |:K (7741, - %/d}/w, T) + W A’}tp [for (75)]. (110)

Insertion of (82) and then use of the first line with the last line of (78) along with (85) and (18) into (110) yields,
3[,...2 S 1
~1 {(lh) Y YNV Vy — 1Y L@}#’
— [ v gy g mo? +
+ A A = ZW#VA,] Y+ Y A,

(in)2pm v, Vg — i P =4y y.me)y, (111)

hence, for (109), it yields,
()2 9,V LT = A g+ 4y ™y mePp =0, (112)

thus, by inserting (105) and Ty, = (ih) 2 Ty, we have,

S22 MU T O ; 25 uv _(iH)\2,2 s HY J J
[(zh) M N,V + (ih) i Ty — (ih) 4y YR Y+

+ igp* y me)*p =0, (113)

which is a non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for conjugated fermions. Thus, (113) actually
gives,

(12 T T+ (™ e me)| g+
+ [(ih)z Z’U]/W Tuv + (i&J]/W’yFmC)ﬂl/) -

: v J J : v
—_ {(1?1)2;75,0}/14 307 30T — (ip# rYch)Z}lp—i-
PL
+ (™ yome)*p =0. (114)

The positive energy-momentum tensor (ih)? (x/4) Ay "V Ty, in (114) guarantees that gravity obtained from this
conjugated fermionic field is always attractive, on the other hand, negative value of —(ih) %y 4"’ (3/9 )
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(0/0tY,) therein quarantees that Dark Energy obtained from the same conjugated fermionic field is always
repulsive.

Importantly, (113) is exactly equivalent to (110) for the geometry coupled to matter. Instead of (75)
and (83) or (85), it would be appropriate if we consider (114) as the non-vacuum quantum gravitational
field equation for conjugated fermions in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime.

Definition 17 (Equations of Gravity and Dark Energy Exclusivity). Comparison between (83) and (113)
directly yields,

d

. K 1. .
{(zh)2 E/{J]/’“’ Ty — 3 (1h)217”2/<.¥/’“’ a0l 30, + (it 'ych)z}tp =0, (115)

which is an excellent equation of conjugated fermionic fields exclusively for gravity and Dark Energy. By the
way, we may also have a simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equation of first order which meets
the conditions of (115) as,

. VE 12 . d }

ihsH T /c— —ihstn, — — ¥y . mc|ly=0,
|: =+ 2\/5 Y \/5 =" My aelllL Ve ¥
which is equivalent to (101).

Remark 9. Since (" {3%“, — %/J]/W ,@} = — P, we can also transform (111) into,

(i) 2y Yy p + };W” [%v - %%y @} P+ Qi yome) =0,
[(ih)2q/w ViV + %U]/”V Guv + (214 ™ 'ych)z]lp =0, (116)

which is a direct relation between Einstein-like tensor Gy = &y — %/U}/;w & and Kline-Gordon-like equation
in (34 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime. More precisely, (112) or (116) yields,

1 /
['@HV_Z’U}/W'@}P = kT —WwA' ¢

— Wy [<i 2NV Vo + i wmcﬂ ¥
[for (18)]
Wy P21+ " oy me)| .

Thus, we have an exact correspondence between Quantum Differential Geometry and conjugated fermionic
Quantum Field Theory.

Definition 18 (Generalized Quantum Gravitational Fermionic Fields). The simplest system of linear
homogeneous differential equation of first order, which meets the conditions of (113) while satisfying fermionic
fields causing QCD, gravity (GRV) and Dark Energy (DE), is as,

. = , N d
[1h§”Vy+zh§”2Tw/ _lhéywaﬁﬁ =24y meyp =0,
o [V e me] L v
QCD
. VK )
+ {lhészP’l’/ﬂ_lhiywaglﬁi — "y me - p=0. (117)

GRV, DE
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The structure of (117) is an excellent evidence why we should consider (117) instead of (108). It is the best local
non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for fermions, which will be effectively applicable to various
particle interactions in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime (see Section 9 below).

7. Generalized Quantum Gravitational Field Theory in Bosonic Scenarios

Since the Kline-Gordon-like equation (63) for conjugated fermions arises in Theorem 9 from (79),
which is actually a distorted form of (75) then the universality of (75) assures us that no matter how
(79) has been emerged from conjugated fermions, it can be always valid for all bosons (i.e., not just

for conjugated fermions exclusively). Since 4y ¥ [QZW - %/U]/W 9} P = — P for (18), let us consider
the bosonic version analogous to (79) as,

~ Py —-12(ih)*g" VYV, V=0, (118)

1 , = 2
gt 3”,41,—ZAJ]/W@}/J—H(ZE)Z/U]/WVHVVIP:0. (119)
By comparing (118) with (62) and for the proper time T = (i) ~! Ve 1't, we can get,

Py =120 ygme)*y,
= Pp=12(ip" O, m)>yp  [for (A9)],

Py =12(i" Vo) y  Tfor (A13)],
hence, VPP =i2V34M" Y Vo ¢, (120)

which appears like as a quantum ‘operator’.

Theorem 11 (Duality of Quantum Gravitational Field and Bosonic Field). A non-vacuum quantum
gravitational field equation in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime can metamorphose into the Kline-
Gordon-like equation (62) for bosons.

Proof. Comparison between (119), (75) and (62) yields,

RGg" ygme)p —4N p+xky" Twyp = 0 [for (18)],
ie, 3(QM yme)p—A'p+ T Ty = 0. (121)

Addition of (119) with the first equation of (121) implies that,

Py — ;Ww@]‘a”‘FWwA/l/’_KﬁwlP
=3 (i) 2y V),V + (™ g me)]y, (122)
or alternatively for (18),
S G PV — S Ty
= (W2 0,V " g me)]y.
This completes the proof. [0 O

Corollary 1. The bosonic version analogous to (79) in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime yields the
Kline-Gordon-like equation (62) for bosons.
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So, we have seen that a quantum gravitational field equation is easily deductible into a Kline-Gordon-
like equation (63), or (62), in Theorem 9, or Theorem 11, respectively, establishing that a Kline-Gordon-like
equation (63), or (62), is itself nothing but a quantum gravitational field equation analogous to Einstein’s
field equation in General Relativity. Thus, (62) (so as (A12), or better to say that conjugated spinorial
(63) along with (A31) for example) is not technically a Kline-Gordon equation since it has a direct
relation with the gravitational field equation of General (Quantum) Relativity (as we have seen in
Theorem 11, or Theorem 9, above). Though, for practical purposes, we shall never use any of these
‘dummy” Kline-Gordon-like equations, instead we shall use a properly developed, local non-vacuum
quantum gravitational field equation (124), see below, for bosons, which is effectively applicable to various
particle interactions in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime (see Section 9 below).

Furthermore, by simply adding (62) with the second equation of (121), we can get,

[ 2 9,9, + Zqﬂ‘” T = A+ Qigg" yyme)’yp =0, (123)

and the insertion of (105) and 7, = (i) 2 Ty, into it yields,

, c e . 9 9
G029, T,k (10)2 5 4 T = (02020 S5 o[+
4 90 dby
i yame) =0,
or, (M2 TV + (1" ygme)’] @+
QCD
. K .
+ (025" T + (" g me)’] -
d
sV 2,,2 g uv B ST 2
2 S g g me?] v
+ (i ygme)’, P =0, (124)

which is a non-vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for bosons, whereas (113) is the non-
vacuum quantum gravitational field equation for conjugated fermions. The structure of (124) insists us
to determine,

Testable Prediction 4. Color force, gravity and Dark Energy interaction are simultaneous but not inter-
2

BAC

dependent, while they all require an additional background mass field (iay"" y,mc) to perform their

roles.

Additionally, (123) also yields,

1 /
@VV_Z'UVVVL@]IP = KT =W A9
=~ [ ()2 VT Qi me) g
[for (18)]
= P [V Tk gy me) ]y

Thus, we have an exact correspondence between Quantum Differential Geometry and bosonic Quan-
tum Field Theory.
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8. Fermionic and Bosonic Mass-Spacetime Uncertainties and Geometries of
Their Masses

8.1. Fermionic Scenarios

Let us assume that the quantum relativistic fermion mass m = . mg for (A20), where my =
Gl Linay for (A24) and ©, = 7, c for (A22), then it yields the following relation due to (i%1) 1 x° =
(ih) 71 (ct) as,

ih

m=0;"ihy = ai (125)

which appears like as a quantum ‘operator’. Then, we can say that,

1.  (quantum) relativistic mass and time ‘operators’ m and t in (125) are unbounded operators,
similarly,

2. quantum scalar curvature and the proper time ‘operators’ v & and 7 in (94), are also unbounded
operators.

Let they define on suitable dense subspaces, suppose, Dom(m), Dom(t) and Dom((2+/3) ~' /&),

Dom(7) of L2(R*).

Proposition 3. The (quantum) relativistic mass and time operators m and t, similarly, quantum scalar curvature
and the proper time operators v/ & and T, commute canonically forc =1, i.e.,

1
_ — i L _ . iqyhv
(mt—tm)=1ihl, and Zﬁ[v@r T 9] iyt 1

Using [11]. Using the product rule we may calculate that,

mtyp =

1 £

and for the proper time T = (i%1) "' 7,

VPty = —izx@w"”a(a (T e(@)

2 .23 0
= \[/U]/WI/J() Zqu,vag

= Z‘fq/f” t+TtV2Y.

Let ¢ = 1, then the canonical commutation relations are [m, t] = ihI and (2v/3) "' [V 2, 1] =
—igm I O O

Definition 19 (From [11]). If A is a symmetric operator on H, then for all unit vectors ¢ in Dom(A), the
uncertainty Ay A of A in the state y is given by,

(ApA)2 = (A= (A)yp D)y, (A= (A)y D) 9). (126)

Theorem 12 (Uncertainty Relations for Fermions). Suppose  is a unit vector in L?(R*) belonging to
Dom(mgy) N Dom(t), or belonging to,

Dom((2v/3) ' vV.2) N Dom(7),
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then,

and % (D VP) (DyT) > —ap, (127)

where Ay m and Ay t, or Ay v/ & and Ay T, are given by the Definition 19.

N S+

(Aym) (Ayt) >

Using [11]. For a particle moving in R ®*1), let the quantum Hilbert space be L2(R*) and define the
relativistic mass and time operators M and T, similarly quantum scalar curvature and the proper time
operators P and T, by

_ihdy _
M‘P(t)—c—zﬁr T(t) =ty(t),
Py = i 2By Ty = o),

According to Stone’s theorem, ¥ ¢ € Dom(m), or ¢ € Dom((2+/3) ~1 v/22), we have,

ih P(t+a)—p(t)

(My)(t) = T 1y PO,
Py = —i 2V g oy PO 90
Thus,

Ty my) = tim(Ty, o (L))
- £%<%<g¢(t+a)l—tlli(t)>—1<T¢,¢>)
= (3 (v, - S0y <x—a>> a2 T0 ),

Ty, Py) = ,lgrg)<T¢ 23 g (LT 00 >
_ 117%<2<_1q/w (t+b), —Ty(t >+ ZV3 iy Ty, ¢>>

= lim<;<z/z 2\[/0]/”‘/y b)p(y — b)>+ifﬂ}/’”<T¢,¢)>,

if x =t+4aand y = T+ b. Renaming the variable of integration back to t, or 7, we get,
(G (=220, g} - 5ty - a), v
= (G (10D 1) - Bty - ) v
- My Ty -G,
(Ty,Py) = lim << \[qﬂ‘” <%> ¢(r)> +

123 g ety —zp(r»)

B éﬂ%(< z\fWV( y(r ‘b;‘l”“)),w<ﬂ>+

T ) ¢<r>>>

Il
5

(Ty, My)

= Py, Ty)+i

23 ),
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if € Dom(t), then ¢(t — a) € Dom(t) for each fixed a, similarly, if € Dom(7), then (7 —b) €
Dom(7) for each fixed b. For any real constants « and f, similarly v and J, we have,

(T —al)p, (M—BI)g) = (M~ BI)p, (T—al)p)— 3 (4, ),

(T=aDy, P=D)p) = (P19, (T—rDy)+ \['U]/’”(ll’ ). (128)

Solving (128) for (y, ) gives,

2

I
‘ﬁ

(¥, ) (M=pDp (T—al)p) = (T—al)p, (M=BI)¢))

ih
= ZIm((M-pDy, (T-al)y)  Gifc=1]
< =0T -aDyl,
W) = g 55PN (T=9D9) ~(T-1D)y, (P-dD)y)
_ —/U]/ZW#ImQP—(SI)t/J,(T—'yI)t/J) lifc = 1]
< A;WMH(P ST =D pll,

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. If ¢ is a unit vector and we take & = (T)y and g = (M), then
I[(T—al)y||? = (AyT)?and ||[(M — BI)9||? = (Ay M)?, similarly we take v = (T)y and 6 = (P)y,
then |[(T — 1) ¢||> = (Ay T)?and ||(P — 6 I) ¢||? = (Ay P) 2 Thus, we get,

2

1<Z(ApyM)(AyT),  and 13—@/]”

(BypP) (Ay T).

St
S -
@

This completes the proof. [0 O

Definition 20 (Geometry of Fermionic Mass). Insertion of (54) into (125) yields,
ih 1 1
- -\ - < -1 -
m (('y— )Z{I,i}a 88) vi,je{1,23}

ih c 1 C ‘
= O = " l<i<ily. 15, = (v) 1
= = <(7F2_“44)012{¢,¢ }a]> [for 330 = (v') L]
ih 1 S
= CﬁéiFE{él/%]}aj, (129)

where ®F = [(y2 —¥4) '] 12 s the stretching/shrinking parameters. Combining (125) with (129) we can
get a first order spinor field representation as,

h d 1 ;
my — <¢Oa()+¢F2{¢,§]}aj)¢

= C7<¢Jao—¢iFaj)¢—@¢FWyvvvw (130)

if a stretching/shrinking parameters & = c and ih O 1 V, is the (3 + 1)D stretched/shrank spacetime
due to stretching/shrinking parameters ®J, where,

ot ot
1 2 2
PR e

of = [(7 o] et = (v ) asn
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for of = (’sz —W¥y) ~L. Considering ¢ = 1, more precisely, (130) may regenerate alternatively as,
_ inh 2 F az 2 F 1 <i o<j 0.
my = Cz(c t(pOa(Ct)z—l—c t o} E{i,i}ala] P
= intefa" VuVyy, (132)

while satisfying the Clifford algebra as {1V, £V} = $F SV + 5V £ = 24" Wy Thus, (130) yields a first
order equation as,

(ih@;wﬂﬁrmﬂ)liz = 0, (133)
(in@fa™ Vo —E)p = 0 lfor(4),
where the total energy is,
Ep=mctyp=ind " V,p, (134)
whereas, (132) yields a second order equation for (131) as,
<ih(p;qﬂ”% vy — 1m>1p =0,
or, {(ih)Z PEay" NV, — % m} ¥ =0. (135)
Suppose, (ihm)/t = (mFc) 2 for a hypothetical mass mF < m, then (135) gives,
[(ih)z PE" VYV + (imfc) 2}1/; = 0. (136)

Thus, fermionic matter is represented by a tensor of the second rank [26].

Note it that the equation (134) is the direct and exclusively straightforward relation between
Quantum Mechanics and the Einsteinian mass-energy relationship of Relativity for a fermion.

Definition 21 (Mass-Spacetime Uncertainty for Fermions). Following Theorem 13 but without any further
repetition, we can develop a new uncertainty relation for (130) as,

NSt

(q)lf) ! (Aym) (Atlﬂ Y uv dxv) > = (137)
Thus, the mass m of a fermionic particle and its inversely stretched/shrank (34 1) D spacetime (®f) ~* Ay, dx”,
which conjugated in the uncertainty principle (137), cannot have definite and constant values at the same time.

Testable Prediction 5. It is quite clear if a quark satisfying (133) somehow starts behaving ‘bosonic” as
(136), i.e., where (virtual) quark-antiquark pair condenses in the same enerqy level, then this quark can start
‘oscillating” between the matter-antimatter states. Furthermore, since mF < m from its definition then a visible
mass difference between the observed matter-antimatter eigenstates must be occurred (see the LHCh measurement
of mixing and CP violation in neutral charm mesons [27], for example).

Testable Prediction 5 is always true for D meson, K? meson and two types of B mesons. Of
course, in the whole scenario, the mass-spacetime uncertainty (137) must play a crucial role.
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8.2. Bosonic Scenarios

Let us assume that the quantum relativistic boson mass m = 1y, my for (A6), where mg = ©, Linay
for (A10) and @ = 7, c for (A8), then it yields the following relation due to (i1) ' x% = (i) =1 (ct)
as,

ih 9

1. L1
mz@Bllh’yBao;Cﬁal (138)

which appears like as a quantum ‘operator’. Then, we can say that,

1.  (quantum) relativistic mass and time ‘operators’ m and t in (138) are unbounded operators,
similarly,

2. quantum scalar curvature and the proper time ‘operators’ v/ and T in (120), are also unbounded
operators.

Let they define on suitable dense subspaces, suppose, Dom(m), Dom(t) and Dom((2+/3) ~! ),
Dom(7) of L2(R*#), then we can easily reach:

Theorem 13 (Uncertainty Relations for Bosons). Suppose ¢ is a unit vector in L?(R*) belonging to
Dom(mgy) N Dom(t), or belonging to,

Dom((2v3) "} ) N Dom(7),

then,

ol = (8 V) (8 7) 2 ",

where Ay m and Ay t, or Ay v/ & and Ay T, are given by the Definition 19.

(Bypm) (Byt) >

NS

Now, it is not very hard to show that the geometry of bosonic mass and the mass-spacetime
uncertainty for bosons are exactly analogous with the fermionic scenarios. We conclude here with
minimum repetitions.

Definition 22 (Geometry of ®-dependent Bosonic Mass). A first order bosonic field representation by
combining (138) with (52) yields,
L ih 5y 5 1
mlpfc—z(@O 0 — P/ j)lp—c—zcby/ql/ Vi, (139)
if a stretching/shrinking parameters 5 = c and i 7 1 V, is the (3 + 1)D stretched/shrank spacetime
due to stretching/shrinking parameters ® 2, where,

1 _q Ot ot
cpz‘B:[(’Y;*l)Ul} 02:(73*1) 18 i 2:(PiBaxi 2, (140)
for 92 = (v g —1) ~L. Considering ¢ = 1, more precisely, (139) may regenerate alternatively as,
in( , 092 2
= intefytVuVyy. (141)
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Thus, (139) yields a first order equation as,
(ih@ﬁuﬂ”ﬁv—mcz)lp - 0, (142)
(inof g™V —E)yp = 0 [for4)l,
where the total energy is,
Ep=mc*p=ihdfy" Vyy, (143)
whereas, (141) yields a second order equation for (140) as,
ihgByh'V,V, - Lo p=0
M I t 4
or, [(ih)z PEWM NV, — % m} $p=0. (144)
Suppose, (ihim)/t = (m8c)? for a hypothetical mass m# < m, then (144) gives,
(1) 2 pf g ¥, 9 + (imf )] = 0. (145)

Thus, bosonic matter is represented by a tensor of the second rank [26].

The equation (143) is also the direct and exclusively straightforward relation between Quantum
Mechanics and the Einsteinian mass-energy relationship of Relativity for a boson.
Additionally, we can develop the mass-spacetime uncertainty for bosons using (139) as,

(®F) 1 (Apm) (Ap Wy dx’) > =, (146)

N S

where the mass m of a bosonic particle and its inversely stretched/shrank (3 4+ 1)D spacetime
(@) Ly dx", which conjugated in the uncertainty principle (146), cannot have definite and con-
stant values at the same time.

Definition 23 (Geometry of ®-independent Bosonic Mass). A second order bosonic field representation
from the mass operator m in (41) yields,

(iwwm_ 1m)¢ —o,
or, [(ih)zq/“" ViV, — % m] p=0. (147)
If we assume a hypothetical mass mB < m such as (ihm)/t = (m?c) 2, then (147) gives,
[(ih) 291 N Vy o+ (im B c) 2] p=0. (148)
Thus, bosonic matter is again represented by a tensor of the second rank [26].

Testable Prediction 6. For all derivations of the quantum time-reversal symmetry of open quantum systems
for microscopic dynamics, descending from the increasing entanglement between a system and its environment,
when the Markov approximation is performed (for example [28]),

1. the transformation of stretching/shrinking parameters from ®F to (®E) T (or @ to (®F)*) as well as
2. the mass-hypothetical mass relation for m > mp (or m > mF)

have to be satisfied.
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9. General Unified Theory

Let us accept a partial field equation for gravitation (where Dark Energy sector is neglected) by
splitting it from (117) as follows,

STy = e me] o,

Qcp

+ [ihi”?T]}JZ—AJ]/W’ych o ¥=0, (149)

where m is the mass of fermion causing gravity, but not the mass of a graviton itself.

9.1. SL(2, C) Gravity Sector [29-31]

The gauge field theory approach to gravitation was extended by Carmeli, who formulated
Einstein’s theory as a local gauge theory with the gauge group SL(2, C). The SL(2, C) gauge theory of
gravity seems to be the best existing theory for the exploration of gravitation, which is renormalizable
to all orders. The SL(2,C) gauge theory of gravitation is based on the fact that any tensorial field
defined on the pseudo-Riemannian manifold of spacetime has an underlying spinor structure [29-31].

Let there are four 2 x 2 Hermitian matrices, denoted by ¢ XB,, where Roman capital indices are
the spinor indices taking the values {0,1}. Let the spinor equivalent of the quantum operator forms of
the (quantum) metric tensors (44) and (46), respectively, are given by,

_ u v _
/U]/AB/CD/ = U'AB,O'CD//U}/W,—EAB/€CD/,
ey / / / /
/U]/AB CD _ UyAB O'VCD /Ul/yv _ SAB SCD ,

where ¢ 45 and 48" are the skew-symmetric Levi-Civita metric spinors. In addition, the Hermitian
matrices ¢, and o# also satisfy (44) and (46), respectively, as follows,

AB/ A

UyAB/Uv = /(J}/W—>Py~8751/,

’ o
O'XB’ O.UAB — /(J}/VV - a’f’y . PVI

’
UXB/ UI/AB = 51/ﬂ/

M cD'  _ C sD’

Oppr Oy = 0405 . (150)

Thus, the contravariant vector € 45/, considered as the tangent vector, defines the directional derivative,

p1/2 ~1/2
SAB/:U'XB,'PV a,f?/v .
The above spinors are now having the form,
0 1
0
-1 0
PP =y apicpr = eacepipr =
0 -1
0
1 0

Let 7 be a normalized spinor basis, i.e., a pair of spinors subject to the normalization condition
eap Nl 1P = eup, where a and b are dyad indices. Possessing spinorial character with respect to the

index A and vectorial character with respect to the index y, the covariant derivatives 77;?,, may have the

ahy qu. The coefficients BZ,, which form a set of four 2 x 2 complex matrices,

representation, iya‘?y =B s
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will be taken as the gauge potentials of the theory. With the aid of the gauge potential %l]’l, the gauge
field of the SL(2, C) theory which have the dyad components is possible to define by [29-31],

gubyv =0y gul;t - a}l gu?/ + gucy gc?/ — Y gc?t . (151)

Then the consideration of the simplest Lagrangian density, which is invariant under both general
coordinate transformation and spin frame transformation, is,

Lg= — % V- Tt(Gu GM). (152)

From the ¢, and G, we can obtain two new representations of the ¢ and G matrices as,
Gagr = Chpr G, Gaprcnr = O ppi0¢p Gy -

But there is a number of things remain unanswered in this scenario. (we shall discuss them in the end
of the following Subsection 9.2)

9.2. Dark Energy Sector

Let us accept a partial field equation for Dark Energy (where gravity sector is neglected) by
splitting it from (117) as follows,

57 9] -

Qcop

. d
— {lhéyﬂﬂaﬂ +AJ]/”"'ych] s p=0, (153)
PL

where m is the mass of fermion causing Dark Energy, but not the mass of a Dark Energy gauge boson
itself.

Definition 24 (Evolving Dark Energy). In (153), the dimensionless factor i, according to (106) ranges

1. fromn, =1 when t ~ 538752 x 10 ~4 g (ground Planck time), i.e., ‘naive’ cosmological constant A’
was almost 42.5728)2 s2 m ~2 during the Big Bang

2. tomnu ~ 290253 x 10 —87 when t = 1s, i.e., ‘naive’ cosmological constant A’ will reach almost 3.58663 x
10~172]2 52 m ~2 at the time of Big Freeze, thus, the cosmological constant A will reach almost 3.22504 x
10~ 194 m =2 gt the time of Big Freeze, because the value A = 3.22504 x 10 ~1% m =2 will be sufficient to
help the Universe to achieve its absolute zero temperature state.

The present-day value of cosmological constant is A = 1.088 x 10 =52 m =2 [32] thus, the density of Dark
Energy is decreasing as t is growing continuously.

Hence, the inconstant ‘naive’ cosmological constant A’, which agrees with the best-fit of the
-2

current result [33], technically provides us a unit as the square of ‘energy-per-velocity’, i.e., J>s?m
Testable Prediction 7. For near-future surveys (DESI-extension and the Vera C. Rubin Observatory LSST),
we can show the exact rate of overall Dark Energy evolution by using the factor i, and time t, while additionally
accepting the forecast given in [34]. We can also calculate the possible lifespan of the Universe from the evolving
value of the cosmological constant A due to Definition 24.

(The author of the present article does not willing to accept a different, ultra-light version of
the axion as like as [34] a priori at this very early stage of his work because he is not sure whether
our ‘massive’ Dark Energy candidate, which will be discussed below in (167), is actually a ultra-light
version of the axion or not and neither he exactly targets to show the current best-fit w,CDM model to
make it distinguishable from ACDM at over 9¢.)
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It is clear that the mutual field of (149) and (153) mediated by the same fermion of mass m in (117)
is a bilocal field. Let the binary system with graviton a at x, = X;, +r,/2 and Dark Energy gauge
boson b at x;, = X, — r4/2 be described by a bilocal field @) (x|x") = ®L(X,r). Let the propagator of
bilocal field is [35,36],

D(X;r,r!) = (217T)4/®(k;r,r’) exp [ — ik X] dk,
as,
D(k;r,r') = —z'le/G(k;r,r';exp[—iT]) explia(k®) T —et]dr,

where & being a positive infinitesimal and,

G, =n2p A=Y 72(1-0)Pexp =" @) +0!" (O],

with,
1 /! / 1 + / ! 1 — g
f@) = = gz | == W S 1 T e
and a(k?) = ag + a; k? is the liner trajectory with coefficients ag = — n?2 for an arbitrary natural

number 7 and a; = 1/m? for the single fermion of (117) with mass m. Thus, for the propagation of
binary system from, let, (y,y’) to (x, x’), we have the factor,

(x+x y+y ' ,
l®< 2 2 ;X x/]/ ]/ .

So, by considering i = ¢ = 1and i $£# = -y while,

. K . d
zhé”%T}}V/z—)'y-al and 1h§”q},@—>7-az,

let the Bethe-Salpeter equation be given by using (149) and (153) as,
[(7 Vit 81) —24p " 1, m} ¥(V;01,9,) [(7 V=7 az) —24p M oy, m}
=AG(91,9) $(V;91,02), (154)

where the linear operator G(91, 0;) describes the propagation of graviton and Dark Energy gauge boson.
Then the matrix element of the decay process bilocal fields — {graviton, Dark Energy gauge boson}
with momenta p; and p; can be found from the reduction formula [37],

(pair|b) = /d4xd4x'fr’1(x)[(ry~mm-al) — 24y oy m] -
OIT[p(x), B(x)]IB) - [ (- V=7 82) =20 7 m] - gP2(x"),
where f and g contain the same mutual spinor u of the same fermion,
frr) = [@r)2w] 2 exp [~ ipix]uy,,
gP2(x) = [(27m)32w,] "M% exp [i pa x| up, -

Thus, we can conclude that Dark Energy gauge boson is definitely satisfying the gauge field of the
antifundamental representation SL* (2, C). Additionally, the Bethe-Salpeter equation (154) of bilocal
fields for graviton and Dark Energy gauge boson helps us to realize that the spin of Dark Energy
gauge boson from SL*(2,C) would be either 0 or 2. But £}, is not a tensor, thus the Dark Energy
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gauge boson from SL* (2, C) must be a strongly sterile, non-self-interacting (due to Claim 5 above),
‘massive’ (during gauge symmetry breaking, see (167) below), spin-0 particle. Note it here that Dark
Energy is not considered ‘massive” in the traditional sense of elementary particles (see Remark 11 in
Subsection 9.3 below).

But neither one of the References [29-31] in Subsection 9.1 and not our above discussion able to
show us a tiny possibility for an antifundamental representation SL*(2, C) for ‘massive’ Dark Energy
gauge boson. Due to this reason, we do not focus either on [29-31] or our above discussion anymore,
instead, we shall try to develop something conventional here as follows.

9.3. Gravito-Weak Symmetry Group SU(2) 1 @ iSU(2) ¢ (Using [38])

Let us formulate the kinematics of the SU(2) gauge fields in terms of the SL(2, C) spinors. Any
element of SU(2) can be written in the form U = exp (—ia* T¥) where the a* are three real numbers
and the T* are the three generators of the group SU(2). For the global SU(2) symmetry to be made into
a local SU(2) symmetry, with U = U(x) dependent on space and time coordinates, let us introduce
a vector gauge field Wk (x) for each generator T*, then the transformation law for the matrices

W(x) = Wk( YTk s,

Wi(x) = Wi (x) = U(x) Wy(x) +Z*(3 U(x)U'(x),
where for (117),
O = Oy + ? T2 =1y a?y , (155)

and the matrices,

[ < w2 Wl —iw?2 0
W) +iW2 w3
W}l(x) = ) : WO wl i W3 ’
0 ' z p P
W, +iW, W,
_ [ Wm0 (156)
0 Wyu(x) |/
or,
[ < w2 Wl —iw?2 0
W) +iWw2 w3
Wy(x) = : : 0 3 ’
. ( W W2 —iW )
2 1 :7A73 0
I Wy +1WH WH
_ W (x) i 0 (157)
0 Wyu(x) |/
are Hermitian and have zero trace. Let us define,
Du®=[3, +i W, +iflwi +i 22w, |o, (158)
2 2 2
straightforwardly,
Dio’ = (8, +iS W, +ifl w4 i wiof

= exp(—i0)UD, P,
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where @' = exp (—i60) U ®. The field strength tensors are taken to be,

W, = [ay+zg2"wy]wv {av+zg°wv]w,1,
Wi = [q+iZw|w, - [0, +iZw|w,.

Using the results [Tz, T3] = 2it! etc., the matrices WW and W, may be written as, WW = Wpiv Tl
and W, = W]fv 7!, respectively, where,

Wp, = 10, W) —idy W) —go (W W2 —WZW?D),
~ za”wv—zavwf— O(W;wvl—wvlwlf),
~ 9, W) —id, W) — g0 (WZW) — WS W),
Wi, = W, —a, W, — g (WZW) —WZW?D),

nv
Wi, = W —a Wi —g (WW, —WS W],
W2, = W) —au W7 —go (W W2 — W, W2,

and Tr (t7)2 = 2, while Tr (tit/) =0, i # j, so the Lagrangian density expresses as,
] grang ty exp

1

1
Ldyn:—fw}ﬁ,ww—iwﬁwhw Z Wi, WY (159)

4

The fields Wﬂl and WH2 are electrically charged, but W£ is chargeless. It is convenient to define here the
complex combinations,

W, o= (Wl-iWw2)/v2,
W, = Wi+iw2)/va,

WS = i(WE—iWd)/V2xi(WE—iW)/V2,
W o= (W iW) V2 i (WE W)/ V2,

where the field W, is the complex conjugate of the field Wpf, so as the field WP? is the complex
conjugate of the field WS, thus, we can define,

WS = i(Wh, —iW2,)/V2 =i (W3 —iW3,)/V2
= (3 +igo W) Wi — (3, +igo W) Wy
Wi, = i(Wh, +iW2)/V2 =i (W2 +iW3,)/V2
= (ay‘f'lglw) W)+ @y +igt W)W
Wi = (Wa—iWa)/V2
= (9 +zg2W)W+—(aV+ig2WV3)Wy+
Wo = (Wh+iWa)/V2
= (Ou+ig2W; W, —|—(8u+ig2WV3)W}f

We can also write,

Wo, = 9 W) —id, W) —igo (WS WS — WS W),
W, = aﬂwf—av W) —igy (W, W =W, W),
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hence, (159) becomes,
1 0 Ouv 1 8 v 1 h hyv 1 3 3uv
;Cdyn - —ZWHVWV —ZWWWg” _ZWI‘VWH _ZWVVWF -
1
-3 W, W (160)

By breaking the SU(2) @ i SU(2) symmetry, we have from (158) and (156) or (157) in terms of the scalar
Higgs field H(x) and the vacuum state expectation value of the Higgs field ¢y as,

_ 1 (0N s 0
ore = 3 ohu) #a vawot e )
L 80 V2WSH (¢ + H) -y V2W T (¢g + H)
2v2\ — W% (¢o+H) 2v2\ —W¥ (¢o+H) )’

where g is now,

X0

TN 161
Tt ) el

80 =
then multiplying (D, ®) " by D¥ ®, we find for (161) as,

1 2 2
Lo = SouHI"H+ TWIWsr+ 82 wowtn(gy+H) +

1
2

+

850081800;1812;1}, 2
S WL WO = SR WIWRI L SLWWIE (9o + H) +

1
2
—V(H)

2 2
82 w3 wdn 8182 13k 81 tarh arh 2
+ | W W S WI W SL W W (9o + H)® —

1 a5 g 85 2
= S HA'H+ T WIWS!+EW, W (go+ H)" +

+ 5 (82 + 88) Qu QM (o + HYP + 5 (82 + 83) 2, 2 (o + H)? -
~V(H),

for,

Qu = W; cosfp — WJI sinfp,

Zy = W) cosfy— W, sinfy, (162)

where,

80
(g7 +88)1%’
g2

cosby = W, sinfw =

81

(82 +83)12’
81

(87 +87)1/2"

cosbp = sinfp =

whereas 6p is the Dark angle and 6y is the Weinberg angle. Along with the fields Q, and Z,,,
respectively, if we define the orthogonal combinations,

Ay = W) sinb + W,/ cosfp = W, sinfy + W, cos b, (163)
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then (162) and (163) correspond to the rotations of axes in (W, W) and (Wlf, W,7) spaces, respectively,
so the rotations can be inverted to give,

W;’ = AH cosbp — Q,, sinfp = AH cosOw — Zy sinfy,
WHO = Ay sinfp + Qy cosbp,
W7 = Aysinfy+Z, cosbw, (164)
which yield,
Wyhv = AHV cos bp — QMV sinfp = AW cosOw — ZW sinfy,
W0, = Ay sinfp+ Quy cosbp —igo (Wi Wi — Wi W),
Wy, = Aw sinByw+ Zyy cosbw —igy (W, W5 =W, W),
where,
AI’”/ - a]/l AV - ay A}" y
va = ava_anyr
Z“I/H/ - a]/l ZV - ay Zl’l . (165)

Using (164) and (165) in (160), to express the field W’f and Wlf in terms of the fields Ay, and Q,
similarly, to express the field W’f and W’f in terms of the fields A, and Z,, we may write the full
Lagrangian density,
1 M v 2.2 1 uv L 8 W 8K
1 1
— 4 Qu QM + 1 ¢ (87 +87) QuQ¥ -
1

1
_1ZWZW+;L‘P02(812+522>Z;¢Z”_

1
~5 [(Dﬂ WV+)* _ (Dv W;)*} [DH WTY — DV W-Hl] +

1 _
+ 50583 Wy W, (166)
and,
D,W," = (9, +igsinfwAy)W,".

We can identify the three vector fields, Wpf, le, Zy, with the mediators of the weak interaction,
the WH, W, Z particles. Similarly, the three vector fields, Wﬁg , W;, Qu, have the mediators of the
gravito-dark interaction, the W&, A, Q particles. We can also identify that,

2 2 1/2
\}54)0 (st +8d)V* = %4’0 <g12+(¢0f°H)2> =Mq [for (161)],

\lﬁ ¢o (g2 +g3)V/? = M, = 91.1880 £ 0.0020 GeV  (from [32]),
LI
/2 0 &2

On the other hand, the bosons W& and A are massless in (166) and none of them does carry any
color, weak or electromagnetic charges, however the former one uniquely interacts with the energy

My = 80.366 £ 0.012 GeV  (from [32]). (167)

momentum tensor due to gravity sector in Subsection 9.1. To make a difference between them, let us
consider that the former one is a graviton whereas the later one is a photon (7).
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Testable Prediction 8. By neglecting quantum corrections to the mass ratio, we have,
-1/2
L ¢o8o 8t
costp = ——=—""=(14+% ,
’ V2 Maq 80
My
cosfy = = 0.8810 £ 0.0016. (168)
Mz

In other words, if we consider cos p = cos6'/Mq = ap/ Fp, then it depends upon the acceleration (ap) in
the direction of motion caused by per unit force (Fp) of Dark Energy applied at an angle 0, i.e., then cos 6
depends upon the Dark Energy density, thus, for the evolving Dark Energy model [34], cos 6p will change as
Dark Energy density change with time while M g in (168) still remains constant.

Remark 10 (Dilemma about «g). Definitely, (168) assures us that go, which is used to achieve cos 6p, must
have a dimensionless value. We do not sure whether wg in (161) is actually dimensionless or not, though,
the current observations strongly favor the massless graviton [32]. But to assume cos 0p as dimensionless in
(168), we have to take ng as a minuscule mass with incredibly tiny upper limit that does not significantly alter
large-scale gravity [39,40], so as it would appear harmlessly in (168) resulting cos 0p as dimensionless. Possibly,
the best way to express a ‘massive’ graviton to be appeared as a massless one is to consider a universal quantum

’

supertunneling” through spacetime, which is currently unknown to us.

Definition 25 (Resolving Hierarchy Problem without Fine-tuning). Feebleness of gravity in Definition 8
guarantees us that gravity must be quantized to resolve the Hierarchy Problem without fine-tuning, i.e., the
problem concerning the large discrepancy between aspects of the weak force and gravity (see [41], for example).
According to (166), ag is a companion to graviton. Thus, a minuscule mass of graviton with incredibly tiny
upper limit due to o makes gravity ~ 10 ~2* times weaker than the weak force in (166) since af < 2.

Testable Prediction 9 (Mass of Q Boson). If ag is a minuscule mass with incredibly tiny upper limit, then it
leads to 2a g/ (¢po + H) 2 = 0 for M in (167). Thus, we may have Mo < 10 GeV.

Remark 11 (Sterile Nature of Q Boson). In (167), Q boson is pseudo-massive due to its peculiar mass-
construction for ag/(¢o + H)?, which ought to be dimensionless by taking ag as a minuscule mass with
incredibly tiny upper limit. If we consider Remark 10, then a / (o + H)? would switch between dimensional
and dimensionless states in a mutually exclusive way depending upon the observational conditions. Possibly
that is why Q boson is naturally undetectable by a particle detector and this peculiarity may be the reason that
it is a highly sterile particle in nature. Additionally, this peculiarity possibly ensures Q to be a scalar particle
rather than a vector particle. Without any doubt, Q boson is the particle resulting Dark Energy.

Theorem 14 (Confirmation of Chargeless W& and A bosons). Both W& and A bosons are chargeless.

Proof. Let the hypercharge current is ], = 2 ]HEM -2 ]i. To introduce gravito-weak isospin and
gravito-weak hypercharge interactions, let us consider [42],

—igoJpwir—i 8L whe,
—igp Wi —iLprwhe,

Expressions for the neutral currents are,
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— (g0 sm9D]H+ cosGD]ﬂAV,

[
|
| 2
z{gz cosGW]H g2 sinOw J,, }Z”.

—i|g stWIH gl cosGW]M}A”

2

—1i|g0 cosGD]V smGD]y}Q ,

Let us represent the electric current,

e]EM = gosin9D]3 gl COSGD]Y

= gzsin9w]3 gzlcosewly

then we get,
e
e]M=epP+ 27,
hence,

e = gosinfp =g cosbp

= g sinfy =g cosOy.

Suppose, W& and A bosons are carrying charge +¢, then we can identify,

1
e=gosinfp = g cosfp= f fPoAiole [for (168)]

1 9o go tan 0p [as g1 = go tan6p]. (169)

V2 Mg

Hence, e have to change as Dark Energy density change with time while M g is constant. But none of

W& and A bosons depend upon Dark Energy density. Thus, it confirms that W& and A bosons (i.e.,
graviton and photon) are chargeless in nature. This completes the proof. O [

Testable Prediction 10. If a graviton couples with a field where the Dark Energy density vanishes (i.e., where
acceleration (ap) in the direction of motion caused by per unit force (Fp) of Dark Energy is no longer applicable),
then it can show surface charge density without satisfying the Weinberg-Witten theorem [43] (which tells us
that a non-zero U(1) charge may make sense if the graviton is massive) since graviton is massless due to (166)
as the dimension of mass vanishes due to (161) (or at least its mass does not significantly alter large-scale
gravity [39,40], for example). For this purpose, we can focus some findings like Reference [44]. This surface
charge density may observe non-classically near the event horizon of a Black Hole.

9.4. General Unified Theory

Suppose, the scenario of Standard Model in elementary particle physics is concerned the QCD,
Electroweak, and Electromagnetism along with gravity and Dark Energy interactions. Let us call
this scenario as the ‘General Unified Theory’. The equations of QCD and Electroweak along with
gravity and Dark Energy interactions obeyed by the fermions would be easily achievable by using
(117) in companion to the bosonic fields (124) (without repeating here the well-known formalism of the
Standard Model again). For the symmetry part, let us consider that the SU(5) generators are T, and
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the covariant derivative is (by analogy with the Gravito-weak symmetry group SU(2) ®iSU(2) ¢
and the QCD symmetry group SU(3) c namely),

0 —igsTa Vi =0y —igs (T W) + T W, +...),

where VI are the SU(5) gauge bosons and 9, satisfies (155), whereas only one coupling (gs) for all
interactions. So, the General Unified Theory is coupled with gauge theory to describe the interactions
as,

SU(5) = SU(3) ¢ x (SU(2), ®iSU(2)¢), (170)

where the gauge fields are comprising eight gluons (g) form an octet of SU(3) ¢, three massive weak
bosons (W T, W, Z9) from the weak interaction part, i.e., SU(2) ., of Gravito-weak symmetry group
SU(2)1 @ iSU(2) g, while they all are spin-1 vector bosons, in association with one ‘massless’ spin-2
graviton (W$), one massless spin-1 photon () and one ‘massive’ spin-0 Dark Energy gauge boson
(Q) from the gravitational interaction part, i.e., i SU(2) g, of Gravito-weak symmetry group SU(2) &
iSU(2) . This completes the generalized form of all particle interactions in baryonic matters. Definitely,
non-baryonic matter, i.e., Dark Matter, does not satisfy a gauge group like (170). We must need a
different scenario for this purpose.

10. Renormalization [45] of General Quantum Gravity
Let ¢(x) is a field quantity or field operator or simply the field, which is the linear operator
depending on a point (i#1) ! x in four-dimensional V C H ® H, H = L?(R*) space. Let there exist a
non-singular matrix e such that hermitian conjugation [e A(9)] * = ¢ A(—9) with A(9) is of the form,
! 1,..,¢
A@) =Y (ih)" " Ay, Oy - Oy
(=0

where Ay, ., is symmetric in all pairs of indices and independent of (i#1) ! x. Then (124) divisor

exists such that,
A(9)d(9) d(9) A(9)

(ih)%}/P‘VW §V+(ih)2§/U]/WTW - (ih)zﬁyz’q/w

9 9
ol ol
+ iyt mec)?.

+

The field equation is quantum Lorentz invariant and [¢;,, A(d)] = 0, where £, is: £, = x, 9y —
Xy dy +1Syuy, and Sy is defined by the transformation of ¢(x) under an infinitesimal Lorentz-like
transformation, i.e.,

0() = (") = |15 5 S O | (2),
when,
(ih)_l Xy — (ih)_l x]//l = (ih)_l (5yv + (5wa) Xy,

and 6 wyy + dwyy = 0.

Now, with this sufficient background along with Section 2 of Chapter V in page 112 of [45], we can
easily show that the operator 75# and the commutation relation of ¢, (x) are suitable for acceptance, so
that,

NV, du(x) = [%(x), 7%] = {[pa(x), pol, [9a(x), pil},
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fori € {1,2,3}, is consistent with the equation A(d) ¢(x) = 0 or equivalently A,z(9) pp(x) = 0.

Let the (quantum) metric tensor 4y #¥ = (i;‘g* lhvﬁ ) of (17) may rearrange as,
z
. 2 & . = = 92 |
() 2"V, Vy = (ih) 2y Vo Vg = 552 =92  [for (19)].
Then il V, ¢(x) = {([J(x), 75,,] may yield:
K - A
Y (02 T Vugp(n)? = Y " PP g(x)?
pv=

3
)y
0 u,v=0
3
)3
V=

Thus (with the summation convention),

A A

@ [p(0)%, PyP| = B ()2, PuPyl, (a71)

e, M =ay*f 70 (172)

[cp(x) 2, 'f’,[f’u} ‘

Hence, the metric (17) is now an object of quantization. So, both the (quantum) Christoffel symbol
(71) and the trace of P (31) curvature tensor, i.e.,, &y, in (72) are possible to become the objects of
quantization for (172) in the following ways,

A

rh o) = 2% [0, Pul e+ [0, P ate — [0(0), P ],
P ¢(x)2 = |[9(x), Po| Ty ¢(x) = [9(x), Pu| T plx) + T Thy ()
_rlfv r;’fé 4)(x)2} .

Likewise, the curvature (3, 1)-tensor P (34) ie., Bzwa B and the scalar curvature P, i.e., &2, also reserve
the similar theory of quantization.

For a real scalar field with a A¢* interaction along with the acceptation of the map ¢ + ¢ (though,
the following formalism remains true without considering this map) and for (79), the renormalized
Lagrangian is,

P 1
Lr==(1 +521)/U;/”‘ﬁ [qu(x)z, 'PK’PK;} — ﬂ(l +020) 7 qu% —
— (14 62z4)Ag g -

N —

By denoting z; =1+621,21z, =1+ 2z and zlzz/\ =14 5z4, we get,

1 1
Lx =5 a2 [pr(0)’, PuPy| — 52125 Prok — 2 Ar ot

It is clear that the theory is ‘multiplicatively renormalizable’, and the renormalized Lagrangian Ly is

related to the bare Lagrangian by the renormalization transformation ¢ = zll/ Zor, P =z » &g and
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A = z) AR, where the renormalization constants z;,, ) depend on the coupling constant Ag and on
regularization parameters. Since (172) is considered as true for (171), then, Lr could be written as,

pr(x)%, PaPg| 4 _ P
[2AA] - ﬂzl(zl/) 12@ +4’12< -
[(PR(X) ’ ’P”'Pyj| [@R(x) ’ ‘PV’PV}

201 1 AR 4
—Z (21) N T T 9Pr
[or(x)2, PP

1 -1
Ly = 521(21’) Ay

1 _ 1 B R
= Sa() R or — 5521 (H) 'z [or()2 PuPy] ProR -

_ ~1
—z2(z{) lZA[(pR(X)Z,’PH‘PV} AR O, (173)

where L} = [goR(x)z, 75,4751/} 1£R and z{ = 14 dz{. Thus, (173) is multiplicatively renormaliz-
able. So as the (quantum) metric tensor (172) and quantum scalar curvature & are multiplicatively
renormalizable, too. Differently, we can show that the (quantum) Christoffel symbol F”jv is actually
multiplicatively renormalizable in such a way that,

Lr = izl(zl) PR or [ ( [Z{ (pR[ r(x), ’f?y} (21(21/)71(pR/{J]/VZ(pR) +
+ (Zl/) PR [Q”R ), P ]( z{) 1¢R’Ul/‘ué (PR) -
— (z1) "% gr [(PR(X)/ é] (21 () " or Wy q)R>] )

Thus, by performing a little calculation, we can show that all quantum differential geometric curvatures,
ie, Pyap, Py and &, are evidently become multiplicatively renormalizable.

Although, separately, by using [20,46—49] and omitting any further repetitions, we can easily
show that (117), as well as (108), are naturally renormalizable. Consequently, all kind of non-vacuum
quantum gravitational field equations, for example the universal form (75), bosonic form (83), fermionic
forms (99), (100) and (101), even including bosonic and fermionic particle field equations, for example
(87) and (103), respectively, are all renormalizable by the definitions.

PART III: Discussion and Conclusion

The insuperable obstacle between gravity and quantum mechanics is their spacetimes [50-54].
But John Donoghue was correct when he stated about the claims that, “general relativity clashes with
quantum mechanics are wrong or at least misleadingly simplistic” [55]. By accepting the quantum
temporal axis (i1) ~'x? = (i%) ~! (ct) as our ‘new’ conception of time throughout this article, we
have melted down this insuperable obstacle between gravity and Quantum Mechanics in Theorem 3
by developing a (3 + 1) D curvilinear Schrédinger equation representing total energy E and dynamic
time t in a (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime.

Speaking philosophically, time in General Quantum Gravity is nothing but an essential illusion
necessary for mechanics concerned with the bodies in motions or forces in equilibrium. That is to say
that all events are in time, but time is not a separate, independent reality, outside and strongly apart
from all-that-is-in-time, i.e., the contingent, as like as Nyaya-Vaiéesika and the Sannkhya-Yoga schools.
Time is phenomenal like as the system of Advaita Vedanta but not extraordinary. Time is conceived
as instant, a series of discontinuous instants, because of the quantized spatial dimensions in (52) or
(57), for example, but not like as William James, Husserl and Bergson or neither as one instant being
superseded by the Buddhist doctrine of momentariness. Time as instant is real and not as unitary, but
these instants are present in a linear order as like as the Jaina tradition, however, time is neither an
absolute dimension as like as Jaina, Nyaya, Newton, Bergson or Aristotle and neither it is unchanging
due to Definition 10. The relativistic and quantized time in (52) or (57) is not transcendental like Kant
or Husserl. It is not like as Leibnitz, too, where time is a system of relations, or not even like as Einstein,
where time is simply relativistic but not quantized. Time (as well as space) must be finite and has a
beginning when v’ # 0 but again not quite like Einsteinian due to the quantized spatial dimensions
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in (52) and (57). Time is only ‘relativistically’ reversible at vl = ¢, otherwise it has an irreversible
direction. (See Refs. [56] and [57] for a brief account of time.)

In this article, we have strongly avoided to focus on any parts of the orthodox Quantum Mechanics
including orthodox Kline-Gordon and Dirac equations. On the other hand, we have also avoided to
focus on the definitions of Special and/or General Relativity. Instead, we have employed a new trick
here, we have named it as ‘Metric Mechanics’, by manipulating various kind of line elements (also
known as, metric functions) for both bosonic and fermionic fields throughout this article to achieve all
sorts of required QFT equations without adopting the orthodox Kline-Gordon or Dirac formalisms.
As a result, we have developed here the unorthodox versions of Kline-Gordon-like and Dirac-like
equations suitable for (3 + 1)D curvilinear Quantum Mechanics so as, from the very beginning, these
Kline-Gordon-like and Dirac-like equations would make themselves appropriate for the General
(Quantum) Relativity, rather than Special Relativity. For this reason, both Kline-Gordon-like and
Dirac-like equations have appeared quite different from their orthodox counterparts in QFT while
carrying an innocent-looking but quite straightforward General (Quantum) Relativistic signature
within their mass fields, e.g., i4y*" v, mc for bosons and 4y#" . mc for fermions, instead of the
orthodox mass term ‘m ¢’, we commonly use in QFT. Speaking more precisely, while in orthodox QFT,
P’ ¢ = (mc)? ¢ obeys the Klein-Gordon equation and ¥ ’f’y 1 = mc1p obeys the Dirac equation, we
have shown in this article that there always exists a possibility of an unorthodox ‘(General) Relativistic
Quantum Mechanics’ alongside of the fundamental QFT (quite similar to Rimark 3 and Note 4, where
we have already established a deep relationship between this article and the fundamental QFT). To
satisfy this, we have established in Section 4 that P? P = (iy* vy, m C)zl/J should obey the Klein-
Gordon-like equation whereas 5 # ’f?y 1 = Ay* . mc1p should obey the Dirac-like equation, which
are actually proved in Section 5 as the modified versions of Einstein-like gravitational field equations
by themselves in (3 4 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime. On the other hand, their orthodox Quantum
Mechanical counterparts, i.e., P? ¢ = (mc)?pand y* ’f’y Y = mcp, are solely Special Relativistic
and they are unable to develop any gravitational field equations like Einsteinian.

Since (33) as well as (39) satisfy (36) and (42), respectively, thus, Quantum Gravity and Quantum
Mechanics are able to express each other simultaneous in a (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime, while
this (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime is locally Quantum Mechanical in 3D space for its global
(34 1)D curvilinear spacetime covering, i.e., it holds 3D C (3+ 1)D in this curvilinear quantum
spacetime. Quantum gravitational wave packets (33) or (39) in (3 4+ 1)D curvilinear spacetime are
universally existed as the covering companions to the three-dimensional wave packets ¥ (7, f) in (1).

Usually, when gravity itself is treated in QFT, there arouses a problematic part that the metric itself
is not a well-defined quantum concept [55]. By considering a (quantum) metric tensor 4y/;,,, which is
multiplicatively renormalizable by nature, we have overthrown such a dilemma in our present article.

From the second and the fourth terms of (A11) from the Appendix A.1, it becomes, (i 1) ? 732 gy =
(ih) 24" V¥, V, ¢, then the rearrangement yields,

B inv, inv, \ _ (ihV,inV,
Wy = ( >:<8/8§ /9% [for (A11)]

ih’yBao ih7880
ihV, inv,
P\ inV, inv,

) [for (19)], (174)

hence it is a (quantum) metric tensor as like as (17). So, a non-vacuum quantum gravitational field
equation (75) exists for (174), better to say, for (All). In other words, it is also true for the fields
of bosonic (62), or (63), and fermionic (68) since (174) is originated from the same (19). Then, for
example, the first order quantum equations, i.e., bosonic (52) and fermionic (56) are undoubtedly
the pseudo-gravity equations for (174) ready to satisfy the non-vacuum quantum gravitational field
equation (75) in (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum spacetime through bosonic (62) or (63), and fermionic
(68), since (52) and (56) are also originated from (19). Undoubtedly, (52) and (56) are equally eligible to
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stand along with some other alternative quantum theories, like the Newton-Schrodinger equation (as
we know, for example [3]), or some modified Schrodinger equations (as we know, for example [58]), or
the Gravitational Schrodinger equations (as we know, for example [59]), etc.

In General Theory of Relativity, matter means everything that is not the gravitational field
(metric), but in (79) as well as in the free fermionic field representation (92), we have replaced matter
with quantum scalar curvature &. General Relativistic Ricci scalar R never depicts such dynamical
possibilities like (79) or (92). Similarly, neither General Relativity and not the orthodox Quantum
Mechanics can predict something like a metamorphosis of bosonic fields from (83) or (85) to (87), or a
metamorphosis of fermionic fields from (99) or (100) or (101) to (103), or their vice versa.

The fraction 1/12 in (79) is the nonminimal parameter. But (79) is not the conformally invariant
wave equation (as we know, for example, [60-63]), on the other hand, (79) is neither even a free classical
Hermitian Klein-Gordon field on a curved spacetime when m = 0 (as we know, for example [15,64]).
Thus, (79) is a Quantum Gravitational Klein-Gordon-like equation of its ‘own kind” for conjugated
fermions. Although, the factor {5 & = 2 A’ is being of relevance when we consider curved space-
time [65] for the ‘naive’ cosmological constant A’ = (i#1)2 A. Thus, from (79), we have a bosonic field
representation of the cosmological constant as,

'V, Vy+2A]p =0. (175)

Then, the simplest system of linear homogeneous differential equations of first order which meets the
conditions of (175) would be as,

' V- 2A) Yy =0. (176)

In association with (175) and (176), consideration of m = le'\i1 m; in (115), where N is an even number,
may help us to explore the possibilities for opening a study on cosmological bodies solely based on
gravity and/or Dark Energy.

In Section 8, the inversely stretched /shrank (3 + 1) D spacetimes for fermions, i.e., (®f) ™' 4y dxV,
in (137) and for bosons, i.e., (®7) -1 Ay dx”, in (146) become quite complicated to presume. The
situation is not altered in their second order field representations with the hypothetical mass m[ or
mB. Even the transformation of (148) from the mass operator m in (41) makes it equally complicated.
Definitely, both the first order and the second order quantum geometries of mass of fermionic or
bosonic particle is not as simple as we can usually expect. We need an elaborative study on it elsewhere.

By introducing a direct transformation from (133) to (136) for fermions, so as (142) to (145)
for bosons, where (136) mirroring bosonic fields while (142) mirroring fermionic fields, we have
demonstrated a new kind of boson-fermion ‘Supersymmetry” without ever considering Supersymmetry
and its troupe of surprisingly heavy superparticles, since m,;® < m.

Since the orthodox Quantum Mechanics is typically set up in constant velocity frameworks and
since both Kline-Gordon and Dirac equations are developed from Special Relativity, whereas on the
other hand, Newton-Schrédinger equations cannot be derived from General Relativity plus Quantum
Field Theory [3], then we can say that no experimental formalism has designed yet to understand
the interaction of quantum matter with classical gravity in accelerating frames at today’s technical
platform to determine whether the generality (i.e., universally validation) of quantum gravity, unless
otherwise we consider some well-known classical findings ranging from Schrédinger equation to
Einstein’s mass-energy relationship, or something like which we have established in this article by
using different aspects of General Quantum Gravity. To justify the General Quantum Gravity, there are
some good references, as we know, for example [66-72], explaining the proposals and highlighting the
important ways, which can help us to predict in such a way the interpretation of General Quantum
Gravity may experimentally access. Though, such an experiment might be feasible in the near future.
Despite the lack of experimental evidences for quantum gravity, Testable Prediction 9 is a unique
and exclusive way to probe General Quantum Gravity quite straightforwardly apart from some other
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near-future experimental possibilities to probe quantum gravity, such as [2,73,74], for example. If
Testable Prediction 9 is provable then overall scenario of General Quantum Gravity will be proved
automatically. Perhaps, a careful anomaly detection search for narrow-width resonances beyond
the Standard Model based on the dijet final state using proton-proton collisions at /s = 13 TeV
recorded during 2015-2018 period in the ATLAS detector at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN
may probe Mg < 10 GeV by revealing a deficit in the n1j; potentially signal-enriched region (using
something like [75], for example).

Appendix A. (3 + 1)D Curvilinear Quantum Field Theory
Appendix A.1. Bosons

Let (22), whose temporal direction ¢ is dynamic, yield a quantum factor 7y~ 2 for (21) as,

afds8 N\, ., dxt dx?
() ¥ = i i
_in2 dx® dx0 ) dx!  dx]
= () {q/ood(ct)d(ct)+q/”d(ct)d(ct)
= (ih)z(%w%“’;f”)wzamzvgw, (A1)

where the subscript B is intending bosons and v’ = (d x'/d t) is the three-dimensional velocity vector,
i.e., (using the summation convention),

2 _ o (Uivj) _1f uv
£ (e ) (4

(9}
—
~—
ANW
—
(9}
-
~—

'732 # % for the Lorentz factor 72 = (1 .

2 (A2)

N
\_/
L

A (quantum) Lorentz-like transformation originated from (22) is possible to obtain in a (3 +1)D
curvilinear quantum spacetime on contrary to the Special Relativistic Lorentz transformation as
follows.

Definition Al ((Quantum) Lorentz-like transformation for bosons or composites). Let us consider,
ihd, ¢ =ih Aoy p+ayyp,

where A = (A}]) is a matrix with constant elements, and ay, is a constant four-vector. If we consider A and
A~ matrices as,

75 w5 00 %' s 00
P e 0 0 wd Al | 'S5 vt 00
0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0|’
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
then let a standard form would be for A,
; 00 5/ — a1 00 1 ¢
ingy®ogy = inyt (@ +ap 5al)zp,
. . _ C
ingyafy = inyg (@M +a™Za)yp,
ihay2osp = ihay?dyp,
iha2oly = ihyPay, (A3)

© 2026 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.


https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 5 March 2026 d0i:10.20944/preprints202306.1472.v7

52 of 59

i.e., the linear (Quantum) Lorentz-like (homogeneous) transformation of the form would be,
ihAJ]/P‘Valiw:ihAJ;/””AVyavlp, (A4)

which is nothing but the Special Relativistic Lorentz transformation (SRLT) written reciprocally in a generalized
(3 +1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime, thus, (A3) always satisfies the inverse map,

fH iy 9,,) — (i) ' SRLT,
or vice versa. Additionally, the inhomogeneous transformations would be,
ihay™ o), p = ihay™ AV 0+ iyt o)y,
where i iy *’ 88 describes translations.

Remark A1 (Bridging Link between Simple (Quantum) Relativity and General (Quantum) Relativity).
For the ‘four-momentum’” operator 75,4 of (13), the linear (Quantum) Lorentz-like transformation in (A4) would
become as,

AP = AP,

which can inject a (Quantum) Lorentz-like signature in the (quantum) scalar curvature & = (y"" 2y, while
considering (72), see later in the main text, as,

2y = g Puy
= gt [752 r;fu - P, r;fz +T4, r;’fu —Tf, F;’f@} P
= gt [szﬁvrﬁv—/\yvﬁu rﬁz+rfer§v_rifurlfz]¢-
Definitely, it is a strong bridge between Simple (Quantum) Relativity and General (Quantum) Relativity. No
such bridges are possible to exist in Einsteinian relativity.

By the way, we can also establish the fact that elements of the proper, orthochronous, homogeneous
(Quantum) Lorentz-like group ‘qL’ can be described by means of elements of SL(2,C), i.e., the group
of all 2 x 2 complex matrices where 4, b, ¢, and d are complex numbers satisfying,

g=<z Z)E(Cz'z, with detg=ad —bc=1,

associates with each four-vector (i#1) ~! x# a Hermitian matrix,

Q- ihdg+ihds  ihoy+iho
\ ihoy—iho, ihdg—ihos |’

which can also be written as Q = i d, ¥ = ’ny o due to (13) for ¢¥ and the three Pauli matrices

0¥ 2103
Putting it another way, let the metric be derived from the C?%2-norm as,
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12l = 1Gm x|
1/2
= (IGm) 012 = () T et 2 = () x| - (i) T x0)?)
2 1/2
= ([amten] =1m = jam) 2 - fan) 2)
1/2
= (Jal2 = o2 = 2= p|?) 7,
and X = (a 2)6@2’2, with detg=ad—-bc=1,
¢

then this metric space can also establish a SL(2, C) space, as the transformation (A4) preserves the
scalar product since,

(m)120) = () = (my1?) = () 1 2%) = det!
=detQ = ((ih)—lxo)2 - ((ih)—lxl)2 - ((ih)‘1x2)2 - ((ih) _1x3)2.

As a result, the description of the representations of the (Quantum) Lorentz-like group qL is equivalent
to that of the group SL(2, C).

InVCHRIH H = Lz(]R4) space, il ﬁﬂ = %Tr@ 0, where 0y is the 2 x 2 identity matrix
and 0y 5 3 are the Pauli spin matrices. So, the inner product would be given by (i#)2(V, V) =
det®. By considering the transformation ® — ADA* with A in SL(2,C) and since det A = 1, this
transformation preserves (i%)2 (V, V). Writing ©' = ADA* = ih @P’l 0, we can see that there is a
Lorentz-like transformation A 4 such thati# V/ =ihA A V. It is clear that in this identification we
musthave Ay = A_4.

Definition A2 (Some Crucial Properties). Let us consider the operators P, and ],p by the rules P, ¢ =
i(ih) oy pand Jugp = (ih) = (10 XV Pg — 11gy xV Pu) , where Py and ], g are the generators of spacetime
translations and the Lorentz rotations, respectively, then Py and ],z define the Lie algebra of the Poincaré
group [20]. Then there is a unitary representation U (R, a) of the Poincaré group on H, where a ranges over
all spacetime translations and R ranges over all Lorentz boosts and spatial rotations, which fulfills Py > 0
and (Py)? — P, P; > 0 as well as a unique state o, called a vacuum, represented by a ray in H, which is
invariant under the action of the Poincaré group. For each test function f, defined on spacetime, there exists a
set of operators ¢1(f), ..., u(f) (tempered distributions regarded as a functional of f) which, together with
their adjoints defined on a domain D, are defined on a dense subset of H, containing the vacuum Py € D.
The Hilbert space H is spanned by the field polynomials acting on the vacuum (cyclicity condition). The
relation U(R, a) ¢;(f) U(R, &) 1 = ¥ S;;(R 1) @; ({R, a} f) is valid when each side is applied to any vector
in domain D. Finally, if the supports of two fields are space-like separated, then the fields either commute or
anticommute.

Over again, we have (Al) as,

2 2
(ih)_4<a(a())2> aaiﬁz‘/’ = (ih)_27§¢’

aZ c2\2 4,2 a2 c32\2 0,272
52 ¥ = (0292 (52 )0 = (029233,

32 )
ie., v 2c? sV =(n 55y = By [for 39)]. (A5)

Thus, (A5) implies that the total energy operator E — i1 is also possible to define as E —
Yo 1¢(8/08) in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime.
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Remark A2 (Parameter @, and Its Relation with Bosonic Field). Imitating the Special Relativistic mass

m = v my for the Lorentz factor v = (1 — [(v'vl)/c?]) _1/2, let us assume analogously that the (quantum)
relativistic mass of a boson in quantum spacetime is,

m = 7y, my [for (A2)]. (A6)

Let us insert (A5) ‘twice’ into (A6) one after another as follows. At first by inserting the value of 7y, we get,

e m(2) '(3)

and then by inserting the value of (/0 8) it yields,

o a1\ L
m = (ih) 1m0<axO> ihyg o, (A7)

and by using E — i1 d and m = -y, m for (A6), if a parameter © , yields,

| 0 E mc 5
O, lhmo(ax0> o~ g = YgC [for E=mc* and (A6)], (A8)
then (A7) gives,
O, m=ihvy,0 ie @m;ﬁ—m—m—zc; mc (A9)
M =115 %, TOTBT T mge myg BRCHS

Thus, insertion of m = vy, mg from (A6) into @, m = ifiy, dg of (A9) yields,
®B my = ihao, (AlO)

i.e., the rest mass mg of boson in association with ® ; is now able to behave like as an expression of the energy
operator ¢~ E of (34). This is a bridging relation between (Quantum) Relativity and Quantum Mechanics.

Definition A3 (Kline-Gordon-like Equation). Insertion of (20) or (19) in (A5) and then using (A9) it yields,

L . .o ‘ .
SV = (P9, ey [(0)20F  (im)20:0;y

= (ih)z'y;aglp:(@Bm)lei('mec)ztp. (A11)
Equalizing the second and last terms of (A11) yields a second order wave equation as,
)2 0, 0y + (i me) [y =0, (A12)

and by using E = mc? and (A12) yields,
£ 2
i) 2 AVl ; E
l(lh) yH N,V + (175 c) ]lp =0,

for the construction § = (@, ¢u, @uv) when the spin of the particleis (s = 0, s = 1, s = 2) with the conditions
ey =0,0"puy = 0, " ¢uy = 0and the total symmetrization of the indices as @yy(x) = @) So, (A12)
is nothing but an analogy to Kline-Gordon equation, though, ® ; m = <y, m ¢ makes it clear that (A12) is not an
orthodox Quantum Relativistic Kline-Gordon equation, though, it is actually a hidden (quantum) gravitational
field equation (see (62), or more precisely, see (63) or the origin of (87), in the main text for more details) which
have to satisfy the (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum coordinate system ((ih)~1x%, ..., (ih)~1x3) for (19). Thus,
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unlike orthodox Quantum Relativistic Kline-Gordon equation, here (A12) (or (62), in other words, (63) or (87),
for example) is technically applicable in accelerating frames for Definition 6.

If we consider T = (i72) ~! 7! t as the proper time, then (A9) yields,

. 9 K
Oo 1 =117 = 31 ih) 1910 ~ 9(cT)

Vo(r) = %(q) - (A13)

thus, once again we can show that, in reality, (A12) is not a Kline-Gordon equation by inserting (A13)
in (A9)tohave O, m = yymc = aom in such a way that,

[ 2 9,0 =33 |9 =0,
which is mass-independent.

Appendix A.2. Fermions

Let us write a fermionic field representation by using a set of (quantum) line elements, i.e., d§
and (0/08), using the gamma matrices $# when,

yH 0 0
H
o= | O 00 (A14)
0 0 —F* 0
o 0 0 4

while satisfying the Clifford algebra as {$#, £V} = $F SV + £V $F = 24" Iy, where ¢ are the
Dirac gamma-matrices and 4/ are the Majorana gamma-matrices, as follows,

ds¥ = (i) '$.dx"Y, (A15)
d ) ; 0 =
—w = ih(L0— <P T Ny=in <V

and aﬁlp zh(i 570 = axi)lp ih$'Vy, (Ale)

while the temporal axis is (i71) ~' x0 = (i) 71 (ct).
Let (A15) yield a quantum factor -y, for fermionic fields as,

s dxt dx0 dx!
in) 2 == = =ih|< _ <
(in) (MO)T 3 gen ¥ ”’[Iod(ct) *qen| T

#A

i
= ih go—gi”ﬁ:ih%qu, (A17)

S
a

where the subscript F means fermions, definitely 7. # 74, thus for (A17), the quantum factor for

spinor is,
i\ 1 d 0
sy —1 - ey =1 < _<'Ui — (i -l<p (Ct)é b2 —1 dx
iy = i s-s%) = er g S e
But (A17) also yields,
2\ 'o
-2 O iyl
10255 ) 35v = G0 ey,
. J ,
aAlP=17’17F<axo>‘/’ = iy doy,
0 9 .
-1.9 . _ e _
ie, 7, Caglp zhatlp Ey. (A19)
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Thus, (A19) implies that the energy operator E — i 9 is now for fermions, which is also possible to
be written as E — !¢ (9/95) in (3 + 1)D curvilinear quantum spacetime.

Definition A4 ((Quantum) Lorentz-like transformation for Fermions). It is possible to develop a standard
form of (Quantum) Lorentz-like transformation for fermions using the gamma matrices <V as,

ins0ly = ih7;1(§090—§1%al)1p,
insloly = ith_l(élalin%ao)vﬁ,
i<y = ihs?0v,
ihs39jy = ins3939.

Interestingly, this transformation does not have any Special Relativistic counterparts.

Remark A3 (Parameter ©, and Its Relation with Fermionic Field). Let us assume that the quantum
relativistic fermion mass is,

m =y My [for (A18)]. (A20)

Let us insert (A19) ‘twice” into (A20) one after another as follows, at first by inserting the value of -y we get,

m=(ih) ! m()(aii()) B ((.;2) ,

and then by inserting the value of (0/08) it yields,

o o\ L.
m = (ih) 1m0(8x0> ity do, (A21)

and by using E — ihdy and m = vy, m for (A20), if a parameter © , yields,

N

1 0 E mc
=ih—|-—%]|=—=—= A22
Op =i mo(axo) moc Mg - TeC (A22)
then (A21) gives,
O.m=ihvy.9 ie ®m;E—m—m—ZC+ mc (A23)
F - ,)/F 0/ €.y F TmOC_ o T’)/F .

Thus, insertion of m = -y mg from (A20) into @ . m = ihiy. dg of (A23) yields,
@FWIO = ihao, (A24)

i.e., the rest mass mq of fermion in association with ®, is now able to behave like as an expression of the
energy operator ¢ ~* E of (34). This is again a bridging relation between (Quantum) Relativity and Quantum
Mechanics.

Due to @, m of (A23), if we consider T = (i) ! ’yF_l t as the proper time, then (A23) yields,

0 0
(€] = ihy.0dyp = =
P HTeC0 =3 (c(in)=ly1t) = 9(cT)

Vo(e) = 0 (x) - (A25)

Note it that fermions that satisfy T = (if1) ~! 'yF’l t are not tachyons, the property of 7 is a special
characteristic of fermions as long as (A15) is satisfied.
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Definition A5 (Dirac-like Equation). By inserting (A19) in (A16) and then using (A23) it yields,
Dy = it Vp= [ins09 +ingio
afglp = Iz Vﬂlpf[l F dot+ih: 1]1,0
= ihy 00 =0, mp=y.mci. (A26)

So, we are able to yield a first order spinor field representation using the third and the fourth terms and/or the
second and the last terms of (A26) as,

[ih;oaoﬂh;fai]lp:ih%aolp, (A27)

and/or {ih sH @V —”ych}lp =0, (A28)

and by using E = m c? and (A28) yields,

2~

) = E
|:lh§ﬂvl,l_')/f_—c:|1p:0/

in terms of the Dirac tensor spinors =y, .. u, for the construction = (¢, ¢y) when the spin of the particle
is (s =1/2,s = 3/2) with 0V ¢, = 0and <" ¢, = 0. Though, (A28) is analogous to Dirac equation, but
O, m = y.mc of (A23) make it clear that (A28) is not an orthodox Quantum Relativistic Dirac equation,
though, it is actually a hidden (quantum) gravitational field equation (for example, see (68), or more precisely,
see the origin of (103), in the main text for more details) which have to satisfy the (3 + 1) D curvilinear quantum
coordinate system ((ih)~1x%,..., (ih)"1x3) for (19). Thus, unlike orthodox Quantum Relativistic Dirac
equation, (A28) (or (68), in other words, (103) for example) is technically only applicable in accelerating frames
for Definition 6.

Let us consider that an anticommutative line operator for g7 mesons made of two-quarks is
possible to be written by squaring the second and the fourth terms of (A26) as,

. 1,. o o

(M29203p = LUmHEN $19, %y, (A29)

2
or alternatively, 822 p = %(zh)Z{ﬁ,é”}v},vvlp,

aq
aZ

thus, by comparing, ﬁt,b = (ih)*y2ogy, (A30)
aq

if here and hereafter {, } represents the anticommutator, which is satisfying the Clifford algebra as
{$H, SV =$H Y+ £V SF = 24/M ¥y Moreover, (A29) yields as,

1. > = .
LS £ Tp - (im0 203y = 0,
()2 Vo~ (in)*y2ofy = 0,
or alternatively, {(ih)zq/}“’ﬁyﬁy+(i%mc)z}lp =0 [for (A26)]. (A31)

This second order wave equation is analogous to Kline-Gordon-like equation (A12), but now with .
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