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Background: We propose a fundamental duality between the geometric properties of spacetime and the infor-
mational content of quantum fields. Specifically, we establish that the curvature of spacetime is directly related
to the entanglement entropy of quantum states, with geometric invariants mapping to informational measures.
This framework modifies Einstein’s field equations by introducing an informational stress-energy tensor derived
from quantum entanglement entropy. Our findings have implications for black hole thermodynamics, cosmology,
and quantum gravity, suggesting that quantum information fundamentally shapes the structure of spacetime.

Methods: We incorporate this informational stress-energy tensor into Einstein’s field equations, leading to mod-
ified spacetime geometry, particularly in regimes of strong gravitational fields, such as near black holes.

Results: We compute corrections to Newton’s constantG due to entanglement entropy contributions from various
quantum fields and explore the consequences for black hole thermodynamics and cosmology. These corrections
include explicit dependence on fundamental constants ℏ, c, and kB , ensuring dimensional consistency in our
calculations.

Conclusions: Our results indicate that quantum information plays a crucial role in gravitational dynamics,
providing new insights into the nature of spacetime and potential solutions to long-standing challenges in quantum
gravity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The unification of quantum mechanics and general rel-
ativity remains one of the most significant and enduring
challenges in theoretical physics. These two foundational
pillars - quantum theory, which governs the behavior of
microscopic particles, and general relativity, which de-
scribes the gravitational structure of spacetime - have so
far resisted a complete and consistent synthesis.

Quantum information theory, with its emphasis on
entanglement and the flow of information, presents a
promising pathway to bridge this divide [1, 2]. In par-
ticular, recent advancements suggest that spacetime ge-
ometry itself may emerge from the patterns of quantum
entanglement [3, 4]. This perspective implies that the
structure of spacetime and its dynamics could be deeply
intertwined with quantum information.

In this work, we build upon these ideas by introduc-
ing the concept of an informational stress-energy ten-
sor, T info

µν , derived from the entanglement entropy SEE

of quantum fields in curved spacetime. The entangle-
ment entropy captures the quantum correlations between
regions separated by a boundary in spacetime. These
correlations have been linked to gravitational dynamics
through various works [5, 6].

Specifically, the entanglement entropy SEE contributes
to the gravitational action and can influence the evolu-
tion of spacetime itself [7]. By incorporating T info

µν into
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Einstein’s field equations, we aim to reveal how quantum
information may affect gravitational phenomena, with
implications for black hole thermodynamics [8, 9] and
cosmology [10, 11]. Our results include explicit consid-
eration of fundamental constants ℏ, c, and kB , ensuring
dimensional consistency and highlighting the quantum
nature of gravitational interactions. This suggests that
quantum information, through entanglement, plays a key
role in shaping spacetime and may provide a new perspec-
tive on fundamental gravitational dynamics.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Informational Stress-Energy Tensor

We consider the entanglement entropy SEE of quantum
fields across a (d − 2)-dimensional surface Σ embedded
in a d-dimensional curved spacetime manifold M. The
entanglement entropy measures the quantum correlations
between regions separated by Σ and is defined via the
reduced density matrix ρΣ as [1]:

SEE = −kB Tr (ρΣ ln ρΣ) . (1)

Here, we have included Boltzmann’s constant kB to
ensure the entropy has units of J/K.

To compute SEE, we employ the replica trick [12],
which involves calculating Tr (ρnΣ) for integer n and ana-
lytically continuing to n → 1:
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SEE = −kB lim
n→1

∂

∂n
lnTr (ρnΣ) . (2)

In the path integral formulation, Tr (ρnΣ) corresponds
to the partition function Zn on an n-fold cover of the
manifold M, denoted Mn, branched along Σ. The effec-
tive action Wn is related to Zn by Wn = −ℏ lnZn. Thus,
the entanglement entropy becomes [13]:

SEE = kB lim
n→1

(
n
∂Wn

∂n
−Wn

)
1

ℏ
. (3)

Here, Wn has units of action (J · s), and dividing by
ℏ gives a dimensionless quantity inside the logarithm,
ensuring SEE has units of entropy (J/K) due to the factor
kB .
To derive the informational stress-energy tensor T info

µν ,
we consider the variation of SEE with respect to the met-
ric gµν :

T info
µν = − 2√

−g

δSEE

δgµν
. (4)

Using Eq. (3), we compute the variation:

T info
µν = − 2kB

ℏ
√
−g

lim
n→1

(
δ

δgµν

(
n
∂Wn

∂n
−Wn

))
= − 2kB

ℏ
√
−g

lim
n→1

[
n

∂

∂n

(
δWn

δgµν

)
− δWn

δgµν

]
. (5)

Recognizing that ⟨Tµν(x)⟩n = − 2√
−g

δWn

δgµν , we rewrite

Eq. (5) as:

T info
µν =

kB
ℏ

lim
n→1

[
n

∂

∂n
⟨Tµν(x)⟩n − ⟨Tµν(x)⟩n

]
. (6)

Since Mn differs from M only at the entangling sur-
face Σ, the difference ⟨Tµν(x)⟩n − ⟨Tµν(x)⟩ is localized

on Σ. Thus, T info
µν captures the singular contributions

arising from the conical singularity at Σ.

Units and Conventions: In this paper, we work with
explicit units, keeping ℏ and c in all expressions to main-
tain dimensional consistency. Boltzmann’s constant kB
is included to ensure entropy has units of J/K.

B. Modified Einstein Equations

In classical general relativity, the Einstein field
equations relate spacetime curvature to the energy-
momentum content:

Gµν + Λgµν =
8πG

c4
Tmatter
µν , (7)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor, Λ is the cosmologi-
cal constant, G is Newton’s gravitational constant, and
Tmatter
µν is the stress-energy tensor of matter fields.
By incorporating the informational stress-energy ten-

sor T info
µν , we obtain the modified Einstein equations:

Gµν + Λgµν =
8πG

c4
(
Tmatter
µν + T info

µν

)
. (8)

This modification implies that quantum entanglement
contributes to the gravitational field, influencing the cur-
vature of spacetime.

Units and Conventions: All constants ℏ, c, and kB are
kept explicit to maintain dimensional consistency. The
stress-energy tensors Tmatter

µν and T info
µν have units of en-

ergy density (J/m
3
).

C. Calculation of T info
µν

To compute T info
µν , we evaluate the singular part of

the vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy ten-
sor ⟨Tµν(x)⟩sing on Mn as n → 1. We utilize the heat

kernel method and the Seeley-DeWitt expansion [14, 15].
The heat kernel K(s;x, x′) satisfies:

(
∂

∂s
+∆x

)
K(s;x, x′) = 0, (9)

with ∆x being the Laplace operator on Mn.
The trace of the heat kernel has the asymptotic expan-

sion for small s:

TrKn(s) =
1

(4πs)d/2

∞∑
k=0

sk
∫
Mn

ddx
√
g ak(x), (10)

where ak(x) are the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients.
In the presence of a conical singularity at Σ, the sin-

gular part of the trace is [7, 15]:

TrKn(s)sing =
δ

4π

1

(4πs)(d−2)/2

∞∑
k=0

sk
∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h aΣk (ξ),

(11)
where δ = 2π(1 − n) is the deficit angle, h is the de-

terminant of the induced metric on Σ, and aΣk (ξ) are the
Seeley-DeWitt coefficients evaluated on Σ.
The singular part of the effective action is then:

W sing
n =

ℏ
2

∫ ∞

0

ds

s
TrKn(s)singe

−m2s. (12)

Here, we have included ℏ to ensure W sing
n has units of

action (J · s).
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The singular contribution to the stress-energy tensor
is:

⟨Tµν(x)⟩sing = − 2√
−g

δW sing
n

δgµν(x)
. (13)

For a massless scalar field in four dimensions (d = 4),
the singular contribution is [7, 15]:

⟨Tµν(x)⟩(scalar)sing =
δ

4π
δΣ(x)

(
1

3

(
Rµν − 1

2gµνR
)
+ Uµν

)
,

(14)
where δΣ(x) is the Dirac delta function localized on Σ,

Rµν is the Ricci tensor, R is the Ricci scalar, and Uµν

involves extrinsic curvature terms of Σ.
Substituting into Eq. (6) and using δ = 2π(1− n), we

find:

T info
µν =

kB
ℏ

lim
n→1

[
n

∂

∂n

(
δ

4π
δΣ(x)tµν(x)

)
− δ

4π
δΣ(x)tµν(x)

]
= −kB

ℏ
δΣ(x)tµν(x), (15)

where tµν(x) =
1
3

(
Rµν − 1

2gµνR
)
+ Uµν .

Units and Conventions: The factor kB/ℏ ensures that

T info
µν has units of energy density (J/m

3
). The Dirac delta

function δΣ(x) has units of 1/m
2 in four dimensions.

D. Regularization and Renormalization

The entanglement entropy SEE contains ultravio-
let (UV) divergences due to contributions from short-
distance modes near Σ. Introducing a UV cutoff ϵ (with
units of length), SEE can be expressed as [7, 16]:

SEE = kB

∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h
(cd−2

ϵd−2
+

cd−4

ϵd−4
+ · · ·+

c1R ln(µϵ) + finite terms) . (16)

Here, cd−2, cd−4, . . . , c1 are dimensionless numerical
coefficients depending on the field type and spacetime
dimension, µ is the renormalization scale (with units of
inverse length), and R is the Ricci scalar on Σ.

The divergent terms can be absorbed into the renor-
malization of Newton’s constant G and the cosmological
constant Λ:

δ

(
1

G

)
=

16πkB
ℏc3

c1 ln(µϵ), (17)

δ

(
Λ

G

)
=

8πkB
ℏc4

cd−2
1

ϵd−2
. (18)

By absorbing these divergences, we obtain finite, renor-
malized quantities Geff and Λeff:

1

Geff
=

1

G
+ δ

(
1

G

)
. (19)

This renormalization implies that the gravitational
coupling becomes scale-dependent due to quantum en-
tanglement effects.

Units and Conventions: The terms δ
(
1
G

)
and δ

(
Λ
G

)
have units consistent with 1/G (kg ·m−1 · s−2) and Λ/G
(kg · m−3 · s−2), respectively. The inclusion of ℏ and c
ensures dimensional consistency.

E. Remarks

The running of Newton’s constant G with the energy
scale µ suggests that gravitational interactions are influ-
enced by quantum informational contributions at differ-
ent scales. This has significant implications for gravita-
tional phenomena in regimes where quantum effects are
non-negligible, such as near black holes or in the early
universe [17, 18].
Our calculations indicate that the entanglement en-

tropy contributes to the renormalization of G through
the coefficient c1, which depends on the field content of
the theory. The beta function βG derived from these
considerations shows that G becomes scale-dependent:

βG = µ
d

dµ

(
1

G(µ)

)
=

16kB
ℏc3

c1. (20)

Although the numerical value of βG is extremely small
within the Standard Model, this framework provides a
foundation for exploring scenarios where quantum en-
tanglement effects become significant, such as theories
with a large number of fields or in high-energy regimes
approaching the Planck scale.

Units and Conventions: The beta function βG has
units of kg · m−1 · s−2, matching the units of 1/G. In-
cluding ℏ, c, and kB ensures dimensional consistency in
the expressions.

III. RESULTS

A. Corrections to Newton’s Constant

As discussed in Sec. IID, the entanglement entropy
SEE for quantum fields in curved spacetime contains di-
vergent terms due to ultraviolet (UV) contributions near
the entangling surface Σ. The entanglement entropy can
be expressed as [7]:
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SEE = kB

∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h

×

(
cd−2

ϵd−2

+
cd−4

ϵd−4
+ · · ·

+ c1R ln(µϵ) + · · ·

)
(21)

where h is the determinant of the induced metric on
Σ, ϵ is the UV cutoff (with units of length), R is the
Ricci scalar on Σ, and cd−2, cd−4, . . . , c1 are dimension-
less numerical coefficients dependent on the field type
and spacetime dimension d. The inclusion of ln(µϵ) en-
sures that the argument of the logarithm is dimensionless,
with µ being the renormalization scale (units of inverse
length).

To obtain the correction to Newton’s constant G, we
focus on the term proportional to R in SEE, as varia-
tions with respect to the metric involve curvature terms.

The correction to
1

G
is given by differentiating SEE with

respect to R [7, 15]:

δ

(
1

G

)
=

16πkB
ℏc3

c1 ln(µϵ), (22)

where we have included ℏ explicitly to maintain dimen-
sional consistency.

For a massless scalar field in four-dimensional space-
time (d = 4), the coefficient c1 is known [7]:

c
(scalar)
1 = − 1

720π
. (23)

Substituting c
(scalar)
1 into Eq. (22), we find the correc-

tion to
1

G
due to a single massless scalar field:

δ

(
1

G

)(scalar)

=
16πkB
ℏc3

(
− 1

720π

)
ln(µϵ)

= −16kB
ℏc3

1

720
ln(µϵ). (24)

Similarly, for Dirac spinor fields and gauge fields, the
coefficients c1 are [7]:

c
(spinor)
1 =

7

1440π
, (25)

c
(gauge)
1 = − 31

720π
. (26)

Including contributions from all Ns scalar fields, Nf

Dirac spinor fields, and Ng gauge fields in the Standard
Model, the total correction becomes:

δ

(
1

G

)(total)

=
16πkB
ℏc3

ln(µϵ)

×
(
Nsc

(scalar)
1 +Nfc

(spinor)
1 +Ngc

(gauge)
1

)
=

16πkB
ℏc3

ln(µϵ)

×
(
− Ns

720π
+

7Nf

1440π
− 31Ng

720π

)
=

16kB
ℏc3

ln(µϵ)

×
(
− Ns

720
+

7Nf

1440
− 31Ng

720

)
.

(27)

Simplifying the coefficients, we have:

δ

(
1

G

)(total)

=
16kB
ℏc3

ln(µϵ)

(
− Ns

720
+

7Nf

1440
− 31Ng

720

)
.

(28)
This expression shows that quantum fields contribute

to the renormalization of Newton’s constant through
their entanglement entropy. The negative sign indicates

that δ

(
1

G

)
is negative, meaning

1

G
decreases with in-

creasing energy scale µ (since ln(µϵ) > 0 for µ > ϵ−1),
implying that G(µ) effectively decreases.
Using the Standard Model field content:

• Number of real scalar fields: Ns = 4 (from the
complex Higgs doublet).

• Number of Weyl spinor fields: Nf = 45 (consider-
ing three generations of quarks and leptons, includ-
ing color degrees of freedom).

• Number of gauge fields: Ng = 12 (from the gauge
bosons of SU(3)× SU(2)× U(1)).

Substituting these values into Eq. (28), we compute
the coefficient:

Coefficient = − 4

720
+

7× 45

1440
− 31× 12

720

= − 1

180
+

315

1440
− 372

720
≈ −0.00556 + 0.21875− 0.51667

= −0.30348. (29)

Thus, the total correction to
1

G
is:

δ

(
1

G

)(total)

= −0.30348× 16kB
ℏc3

ln(µϵ). (30)
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The resulting running of Newton’s constant G(µ) is
then given by:

1

G(µ)
=

1

G(µ0)
+ δ

(
1

G

)(total)

=
1

G(µ0)
− 0.30348× 16kB

ℏc3
ln

(
µ

µ0

)
,

(31)

where µ0 is a reference energy scale.
This indicates that G(µ) decreases logarithmically

with the energy scale µ, consistent with the theoretical
predictions of the renormalization of G due to quantum
entanglement. Specifically, as µ increases, the positive

term in the expression for
1

G(µ)
becomes larger, causing

1

G(µ)
to increase and thus G(µ) to decrease.

However, due to the extremely small value of the coef-
ficient, the changes in G(µ) over accessible energy scales
are minuscule. When plotting G(µ) versus µ, the curve
appears almost as a straight line due to these tiny varia-
tions.

To reveal the underlying trend, we analyze the first and
second derivatives of G(µ) with respect to µ and include
the corresponding plots.

FIG. 1. Running of Newton’s constant G(µ)/G0 with en-
ergy scale µ (scaled by 100,000). Due to the extremely small
changes, G(µ) appears nearly constant over the energy range
considered, but it slightly decreases with increasing µ, consis-
tent with the negative beta function βG.

Analysis of the Results:
Due to the extremely small magnitude of the beta func-

tion βG, the direct plot of G(µ) versus µ (Fig. 1) appears
nearly as a straight line, making it challenging to observe
the predicted running of Newton’s constant. However,

the first derivative
dG

dµ
(Fig. 2) reveals negative values,

indicating that G(µ) decreases with increasing µ. The

decreasing magnitude of
dG

dµ
shows that the rate of de-

crease slows down at higher energy scales.

FIG. 2. First derivative
dG

dµ
of Newton’s constant G(µ) with

respect to the energy scale µ. The negative values indicate
that G(µ) decreases as µ increases, consistent with the pre-
dicted running due to quantum entanglement contributions.
The decreasing magnitude shows that the rate of decrease
slows down at higher µ.

FIG. 3. Second derivative
d2G

dµ2
of Newton’s constant G(µ)

with respect to µ. The positive values of the second derivative
highlight the curvature in G(µ), indicating that the rate at
which G(µ) decreases slows down as µ increases, confirming
the logarithmic nature of its running.

The second derivative
d2G

dµ2
(Fig. 3) is positive, high-

lighting that the decrease in G(µ) becomes less steep as
µ increases. This concave upward curvature confirms the
logarithmic nature of the running of G(µ) predicted by
our theoretical framework.
These derivative plots confirm the running of New-

ton’s constant as predicted by our theoretical model, even
though the changes in G(µ) are too small to be visually
discerned in the direct plot.

Units and Conventions: All constants ℏ, c, and kB
are included explicitly to maintain dimensional consis-

tency. The correction δ

(
1

G

)
has units of kg ·m−1 · s−2,
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matching the units of
1

G
. The logarithm argument µϵ is

dimensionless.

B. Mass Corrections to Black Holes

The modification of Newton’s constantG(µ) affects the
gravitational dynamics of massive objects, particularly
black holes. Considering a Schwarzschild black hole with

mass M and horizon radius rs =
2GM

c2
, the change in

G leads to a correction in the mass M if we assume that
the physical horizon radius rs remains constant. These
discussions resonate with Culetu’s considerations regard-
ing black hole entropy and quantum effects in collapsing
stars [19].

Differentiating the expression for rs:

rs =
2GM

c2
=⇒ δrs =

2MδG

c2
+

2GδM

c2
. (32)

Since we assume δrs = 0 (the horizon radius remains
constant), we have:

0 =
2MδG

c2
+

2GδM

c2
=⇒ MδG+GδM = 0. (33)

Solving for δM :

δM = −MδG

G
. (34)

Using the relation δG = G(µ) − G0 and substituting
G = G0 for small corrections, we can write:

δM = −M (G(µ)−G0)

G0
= −M

G(µ)−G0

G0
. (35)

SinceG(µ) < G0 (asG(µ) decreases with increasing µ),
we have δG < 0, and therefore δM > 0. This indicates
that the black hole mass M increases slightly as G(µ)
decreases, assuming the horizon radius remains constant.

Substituting the expression for G(µ) from Eq. (41), we
have:

δM = −M
G(µ0)

G0

 1

1 +G0|βG| ln
(

µ

µ0

) − 1

 . (36)

For G(µ0) = G0, this simplifies to:

δM = M

 1

1 +G0|βG| ln
(

µ

µ0

) − 1

 . (37)

Since the denominator is greater than 1, the term in-
side the parentheses is negative, leading to δM > 0.
The increase in black hole mass as a function of energy

scale µ is plotted in Fig. 4.

FIG. 4. Mass correction δM to black hole mass M0 due to the
running of Newton’s constant G(µ), scaled by 100,000. The
mass increases with increasing energy scale, consistent with
the predicted positive corrections due to the decrease in G(µ).

Analysis of the Results:
The plot shows that δM increases with µ, reflecting

that the black hole mass increases slightly as the energy
scale increases. This behavior is consistent with the de-
crease in G(µ) due to the negative beta function βG. To
maintain a constant Schwarzschild radius, the mass must
increase when G(µ) decreases.
However, due to the extremely small magnitude of βG,

the changes in mass are minuscule and not observable
with current technology. The scaling factor in the plot is
used to make these tiny variations visible.

Units and Conventions: In Eq. (35), all constants ℏ,
c, and kB are included explicitly to maintain dimensional
consistency. The units of δM are kilograms (kg), match-
ing the units of mass.

C. Running of Newton’s Constant

The dependence of δ

(
1

G

)
on the renormalization

scale µ suggests that Newton’s constant G becomes scale-
dependent, leading to a running coupling constant in the
gravitational sector [17, 20].
We define the beta function βG as:

βG = µ
d

dµ

(
1

G(µ)

)
. (38)

From Eq. (31), we have:
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1

G(µ)
=

1

G(µ0)
− 0.30348× 16kB

ℏc3
ln

(
µ

µ0

)
. (39)

Differentiating with respect to lnµ, we find:

βG =
d

d lnµ

(
1

G(µ)

)
= −0.30348× 16kB

ℏc3
. (40)

This beta function indicates that
1

G(µ)
increases (and

G(µ) decreases) logarithmically with the energy scale µ
since βG < 0 for the Standard Model field content.

The running of Newton’s constant G(µ) can thus be
expressed as:

G(µ) =
G(µ0)

1 +G(µ0)|βG| ln
(

µ

µ0

) , (41)

where we have used βG = −|βG|.
Due to the extremely small value of βG, the changes in

G(µ) over accessible energy scales are minuscule. When
plotting G(µ) versus µ, the curve appears almost as a
straight line due to these tiny variations.

Units and Conventions: All constants ℏ, c, and kB are
included explicitly to maintain dimensional consistency.
The units of βG are kg ·m−1 · s−2, matching the units of
1

G
. The logarithm argument µ/µ0 is dimensionless.

D. Implications for Gravitational Physics

The running of Newton’s constant G has significant
implications for gravitational physics:

• Black Hole Thermodynamics: Corrections to
G and M influence black hole entropy and temper-
ature. The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [8, 9] is
given by:

SBH =
kBc

3

4ℏG
A

=
kBc

3

4ℏG
× 4πr2s

=
kBc

3

ℏG
π

(
2GM

c2

)2

=
4πkBGM2

ℏc
.

(42)

The correction to G leads to a change in SBH:

δSBH =
∂SBH

∂G
δG+

∂SBH

∂M
δM. (43)

Similarly, the Hawking temperature is:

TH =
ℏc3

8πGkBM
. (44)

The corrections to G and M affect TH accordingly.

• Early Universe Cosmology: A scale-dependent
G affects the dynamics of the early universe, po-
tentially modifying inflationary scenarios and the
evolution of primordial perturbations [21, 22].

• Quantum Gravity Phenomenology: The scale
dependence of G opens avenues for testing quan-
tum gravity effects through high-energy astrophysi-
cal observations or precision measurements in grav-
itational experiments [23, 24].

Units and Conventions: In the expressions for SBH

and TH, all constants ℏ, c, and kB are included explic-
itly to maintain dimensional consistency. This ensures
that SBH has units of entropy (J/K) and TH has units of
temperature (K).

E. Consistency Checks and Limitations

It is important to assess the validity and limitations of
our results:

• Perturbative Validity: Our calculations are
based on perturbative expansions and assume small
corrections. At energy scales approaching the

Planck scale (EPlanck ∼ ℏc5

G
≈ 1.22 × 1019 GeV),

non-perturbative effects may become significant.

• Field Content Dependence: The running of G
depends on the specific field content of the theory.
Extensions beyond the Standard Model, such as su-
persymmetry or additional scalar fields, could alter
the behavior of βG.

• Regularization Scheme: The use of a UV cut-
off ϵ is a simplification. A more rigorous treatment
would employ the renormalization group approach
or alternative regularization methods to handle di-
vergences consistently [17, 25].

• Assumptions on δrs: We assumed δrs = 0 to
compute δM . This assumption holds if the physical
horizon radius remains fixed while G and M vary.
In a more general scenario, both rs and M could
change, and a full analysis would require solving
the modified Einstein equations.
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• Neglecting Backreaction: Our calculations ne-
glect potential backreaction effects of quantum
fields on the spacetime geometry beyond the en-
tanglement entropy contributions.

Units and Conventions: The Planck energy EPlanck

includes ℏ, c, and G explicitly to provide the correct en-
ergy units (J or GeV).

F. Numerical Estimates

To gauge the magnitude of the corrections, we provide
numerical estimates using known values:

• kB ≈ 1.38× 10−23 J/K

• ℏ ≈ 1.055× 10−34 J · s

• c ≈ 3.00× 108 m/s

• G ≈ 6.67× 10−11 m3 · kg−1 · s−2

• Number of fields in the Standard Model: Ns = 4,
Nf = 45, Ng = 12

Substituting into Eq. (40), we find:

βSM
G = −0.30348× 16kB

ℏc3

= −0.30348× 16× 1.38× 10−23 J/K

1.055× 10−34 J · s× (3.00× 108)3

= −0.30348× 16× 1.38× 10−23

1.055× 10−34 × 2.7× 1025

× J/K

J · s ·m3/s3

= −2.07× 10−60 m · kg−1 · s2. (45)

Units Check: The units simplify as follows:

J/K

J · s ·m3/s3
=

1

K · s ·m3/s3
=

s2

K ·m3
.

However, since temperature (K) is canceled out by kB
(Boltzmann constant), and energy units (J) cancel out,
the final units are:

βSM
G ∼ m

kg
· s2,

which matches the units of
1

G
(since G has units m3 ·

kg−1 · s−2).
This extremely small value indicates that the running

of G due to entanglement entropy contributions from
Standard Model fields is negligible at accessible energy
scales. However, at scales close to the Planck scale, these
effects may become significant.

G. Potential Experimental Signatures

Detecting the effects predicted by our theory poses sig-
nificant challenges due to the smallness of the corrections.
Nevertheless, potential experimental avenues include:

• Precision Tests of Gravity: High-precision mea-
surements of gravitational interactions at short dis-
tances may reveal deviations from Newtonian grav-
ity [26, 27].

• Astrophysical Observations: Observations of
black hole mergers, gravitational lensing, and cos-
mic microwave background anisotropies could pro-
vide indirect evidence for modifications to G [28,
29].

• Laboratory Experiments: Experiments involv-
ing quantum entanglement in gravitational fields
might test the interplay between quantum infor-
mation and gravity [30, 31].

• Cosmological Measurements: Precision cosmo-
logical data, such as observations of large-scale
structure and supernovae, might constrain varia-
tions in G over cosmological timescales [32, 33].

• Gravitational Wave Observations: Modifica-
tions to the propagation of gravitational waves
could be detectable by observatories like LIGO and
Virgo [34].

Units and Conventions: All references to physical
quantities in potential experiments are understood to in-
clude the necessary constants to ensure dimensional con-
sistency.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Implications for Black Hole Thermodynamics

The modifications to Newton’s constant G and black
hole mass M have significant implications for black hole
thermodynamics. The Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [8,
9]:

SBH =
kBc

3

4ℏG
A, (46)

where A = 4πr2s is the horizon area, depends inversely
on G. The correction to G due to entanglement entropy
leads to a modified entropy:

Seff
BH =

kBc
3

4ℏGeff
A = SBH

(
1 +

δG

G

)−1

. (47)

Expanding to first order in δG/G, we obtain:
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Seff
BH ≈ SBH

(
1− δG

G

)
. (48)

Similarly, the Hawking temperature [9]:

TH =
ℏc3

8πGkBM
, (49)

receives corrections due to changes in G and M . Using
δM = −M

G δG from Eq. (33), the corrected temperature
is:

T eff
H =

ℏc3

8πGeffkBMeff
=

ℏc3

8π(G+ δG)kB(M + δM)

≈ TH

(
1− δG

G
+

δM

M

)
= TH

(
1− δG

G
− δG

G

)
= TH

(
1− 2

δG

G

)
. (50)

In the second line, we used the approximation (1 +
x)−1 ≈ 1 − x for small x and expanded to first order in
δG/G and δM/M .
Thus, the Hawking temperature decreases due to the

increase in G (since δG > 0 implies δG/G > 0).
These modifications could influence the black hole

evaporation rate, affecting the lifetime and evolution of
black holes. The corrections to the entropy and temper-
ature suggest that quantum information contributes to
black hole thermodynamics, potentially offering insights
into the black hole information paradox [35, 36]. Ad-
ditionally, the regularization and renormalization of the
entanglement entropy play a crucial role in making these
corrections finite and physically meaningful.

Our framework provides a mechanism by which entan-
glement entropy, through the informational stress-energy
tensor T info

µν , modifies the gravitational field equations,
leading to changes in black hole properties. This sup-
ports the idea that quantum information is fundamen-
tally linked to spacetime geometry and may play a key
role in understanding the quantum aspects of gravity.

Units and Conventions: All constants ℏ, c, and kB are
included explicitly to maintain dimensional consistency.
The entropy SBH has units of J/K, and the temperature
TH has units of K.

B. Cosmological Consequences

The running of Newton’s constant G with energy scale
µ has profound implications for cosmology. In the early
universe, at high energy scales, variations in G could af-
fect:

• Inflationary Dynamics: Changes inGmay influ-
ence the dynamics of inflationary models [10, 11].
A varying G could modify the rate of expansion
during inflation, potentially leading to observable
signatures in the spectrum of primordial perturba-
tions [37].

• Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN): The value
of G during BBN affects the expansion rate of the
universe, which in turn influences the production
of light elements [38]. Constraints from observed
abundances could place limits on the variation of
G at that epoch.

• Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB): Vari-
ations in G during recombination could leave im-
prints on the CMB anisotropies [28]. Precision
measurements of the CMB may provide constraints
on the running of G.

• Dark Energy and Accelerating Expansion:
Modifications to the cosmological constant Λ due
to entanglement entropy could offer insights into
the nature of dark energy and the observed accel-
erating expansion of the universe [32, 33]. How-
ever, as shown in Eq. (18), the leading divergence
contributes to the renormalization of Λ, potentially
affecting cosmological models.

In all these cases, the regularization and renormaliza-
tion processes ensure that the contributions from quan-
tum entanglement to G and Λ are finite, thus yielding
physically interpretable corrections to cosmological pa-
rameters. Our results suggest that entanglement entropy
and quantum information play a role not only in local
gravitational phenomena but also in the large-scale evo-
lution of the universe.

Units and Conventions: While this subsection dis-
cusses qualitative implications, any equations or expres-
sions involving physical constants should include ℏ, c,
and kB explicitly to maintain dimensional consistency.

C. Observational Signatures

Detecting the effects predicted by our theory poses sig-
nificant challenges due to the small magnitude of the cor-
rections. However, potential observational tests include:

• Gravitational Waves: Modifications to the prop-
agation of gravitational waves could be detectable
by current and future observatories such as LIGO,
Virgo, and LISA [29, 39]. Deviations from General
Relativity in the waveform templates could indicate
the influence of T info

µν .

• Black Hole Shadows: The Event Horizon Tele-
scope’s observations of black hole shadows [40] may
reveal discrepancies in the predicted sizes or shapes
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due to modifications in spacetime geometry near
the event horizon.

• Cosmic Microwave Background: As men-
tioned, variations in G during recombination could
affect the CMB power spectrum [28]. High-
precision measurements by the Planck satellite and
future missions could detect such effects.

• Laboratory Experiments: Experiments testing
the equivalence principle and inverse-square law at
short distances [26, 27] might detect deviations due
to the entanglement-induced corrections to G.

• Astrophysical Observations: Observations of
neutron stars and black hole binaries may provide
constraints on modifications to gravitational dy-
namics [34, 41]. Precise measurements of neutron
star masses and radii could reveal deviations from
General Relativity.

Units and Conventions: All physical quantities men-
tioned are assumed to include the necessary constants
(ℏ, c, kB) where applicable, ensuring dimensional consis-
tency.

D. Limitations and Future Directions

Our analysis includes numerical simulations that illus-
trate the running of Newton’s constant G(µ) and the
corresponding mass corrections to black holes due to
quantum entanglement effects. These simulations pro-
vide valuable insights into the quantitative impact of en-
tanglement entropy on gravitational phenomena.

However, our calculations are based on perturbative
methods and assume that the corrections due to entan-
glement entropy are small. At energy scales approaching

the Planck scale (EPlanck ∼ ℏc5

G
≈ 1.22 × 1019 GeV),

non-perturbative effects may become significant, necessi-
tating a more complete quantum gravity theory.

Moreover, the field content of the universe affects the
running of G. Extensions of the Standard Model, such
as supersymmetry or additional scalar fields (e.g., infla-
tons), could alter the behavior of βG and lead to different
cosmological implications.

Future work includes:

• Non-Perturbative Analysis: Developing non-
perturbative methods, such as the exact renormal-
ization group [17, 20], to study the behavior of G
and Λ at high energy scales.

• Extended Theories: Investigating the impact of
additional fields and alternative theories of grav-
ity, such as scalar-tensor theories [42] or higher-
curvature models [43], on the informational stress-
energy tensor.

• Advanced Numerical Simulations: Extending
our numerical simulations to include non-linear ef-
fects, black hole spacetimes with rotation or charge,
and cosmological models incorporating T info

µν to ex-
plore possible observational signatures.

• Quantum Information Perspective: Exploring
the deeper connections between quantum informa-
tion theory and spacetime geometry, potentially
leading to new insights into the emergence of grav-
ity from quantum mechanics [3, 4].

Regularization and renormalization will remain key
components in making these corrections meaningful and
finite at all energy scales. By addressing these limitations
and pursuing these future directions, we aim to deepen
our understanding of the role of quantum information in
gravitational phenomena.

Units and Conventions: The Planck energy EPlanck

is expressed with ℏ, c, and G explicitly to ensure correct
units of energy (J or GeV).

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have developed a framework that
unifies quantum information theory and general relativ-
ity through the introduction of an informational stress-
energy tensor T info

µν derived from entanglement entropy.

By incorporating T info
µν into the Einstein field equations,

we have shown how quantum entanglement contributes
directly to gravitational dynamics.
Our key findings include:

• Renormalization of Newton’s Constant: En-
tanglement entropy leads to corrections in New-
ton’s constant G, resulting in a scale-dependent
running of G with energy. We derived the beta
function βG in Eq. (40) and provided numerical es-
timates based on the Standard Model field content.

• Mass Corrections to Black Holes: The modifi-
cations to G lead to corrections in black hole mass
M , affecting black hole thermodynamics, including
entropy and temperature, as discussed in Sec. III B.

• Implications for Cosmology: The running of G
has significant implications for early universe cos-
mology, potentially influencing inflationary dynam-
ics, Big Bang nucleosynthesis, and the cosmic mi-
crowave background, as explored in Sec. IVB.

• Potential Observational Signatures: We dis-
cussed possible experimental and observational
tests of our theory, including gravitational wave
observations, black hole shadow measurements,
and precision cosmological data, as outlined in
Sec. IVC.
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Our results suggest that quantum information, as
quantified by entanglement entropy, plays a signifi-
cant role in gravitational dynamics. This supports the
perspective that spacetime geometry and gravity may
emerge from underlying quantum information processes.
By further exploring the role of entanglement in shaping
spacetime, we may gain deeper insights into the nature
of quantum gravity and the unification of fundamental
forces.

Future investigations may include:

• Extended Spacetimes: Analyzing non-trivial
topologies and higher-dimensional spacetimes to
generalize our results, potentially in the context of
braneworld scenarios [44] or extra-dimensional the-
ories [45].

• Holographic Theories: Exploring the implica-
tions of our framework for the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence and holographic principles [46], where
spacetime geometry is related to quantum entan-
glement in a lower-dimensional field theory.

• Entanglement Structure: Investigating the en-

tanglement structure of quantum fields in curved
spacetime and its impact on gravitational phenom-
ena, possibly connecting with the concept of entan-
glement wedges and bulk reconstruction [47, 48].

• Quantum Gravity Theories: Integrating our
approach with loop quantum gravity [49], string
theory [50], or other quantum gravity frameworks
to achieve a more complete understanding.

Ultimately, understanding the interplay between quan-
tum information and gravity could lead to a paradigm
shift in our comprehension of the fundamental nature of
the universe. Our framework provides a concrete step to-
wards unifying quantum mechanics and general relativ-
ity, highlighting the profound connections between en-
tanglement, spacetime geometry, and gravitational dy-
namics.

Units and Conventions: Throughout our conclusions,
all references to equations and physical quantities include
constants ℏ, c, and kB explicitly to ensure dimensional
consistency.
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Appendix A: Heat Kernel Calculations

For completeness, we provide additional details on the
heat kernel method and the computation of the singular
contributions to the stress-energy tensor T info

µν .

1. Heat Kernel Method

The heat kernel K(s;x, x′) satisfies the heat equa-
tion [14]:

(
∂

∂s
+∆x

)
K(s;x, x′) = 0, (A1)

with the initial condition:

K(0;x, x′) = δ(x, x′). (A2)

Here, ∆x is the Laplace operator on the manifold Mn,
and s is the proper time parameter.

2. Seeley-DeWitt Expansion

The trace of the heat kernel has the asymptotic expan-
sion for small s:

TrK(s) =

∫
Mn

ddx
√
g

∞∑
k=0

sk−d/2ak(x), (A3)

where ak(x) are the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients, which
are local invariants constructed from the curvature ten-
sors and their derivatives [14, 51].
For a massless scalar field in four-dimensional space-

time (d = 4), the first few coefficients are:
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a0(x) = 1, (A4)

a1(x) =
1

6
R, (A5)

a2(x) =
1

180
(RµνρσR

µνρσ −RµνR
µν) +

1

72
R2. (A6)

3. Singular Contributions from the Conical
Singularity

In the presence of a conical singularity at the entan-
gling surface Σ, the heat kernel acquires an additional
singular contribution localized on Σ [7, 15]:

TrKn(s)sing =
δ

4π

1

(4πs)(d−2)/2

∞∑
k=0

sk
∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h aΣk (ξ),

(A7)

where:

• δ = 2π(1− n) is the deficit angle.

• h is the determinant of the induced metric on Σ.

• aΣk (ξ) are the Seeley-DeWitt coefficients evaluated
on Σ.

The singular part of the effective action is then:

W sing
n =

ℏ
2

∫ ∞

0

ds

s
TrKn(s)singe

−m2s. (A8)

4. Calculation of T info
µν

The singular contribution to the stress-energy tensor is
obtained by varying W sing

n with respect to the metric [7]:

⟨Tµν(x)⟩sing = − 2√
−g

δW sing
n

δgµν(x)
. (A9)

Substituting the expression for W sing
n from Eq. (A8)

and performing the variation, we find that ⟨Tµν(x)⟩sing is

localized on Σ and involves the curvature tensors evalu-
ated at Σ.

Units and Conventions: The inclusion of ℏ in Eq. (A8)
ensures that the effective action W sing

n has units of action
(J · s). This is important for the dimensional consistency
when computing the stress-energy tensor.

Appendix B: Additional Details on Heat Kernel
Calculations

1. Explicit Expressions for a2(x)

For a massless scalar field, the second Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient a2(x) in four dimensions is [14]:

a2(x) =
1

180
RµνρσR

µνρσ − 1

180
RµνR

µν +
1

72
R2. (B1)

For a Dirac spinor field:

a2(x) =

(
− 1

360
RµνρσR

µνρσ

+
1

30
RµνR

µν

− 1

72
R2

)
tr1spinor.

(B2)

For a vector gauge field:

a2(x) =
1

180
RµνρσR

µνρσ +
1

20
RµνR

µν − 1

12
R2. (B3)

2. Integration over the Conical Singularity

The integration over the manifold with a conical sin-
gularity requires careful treatment. Near the singular-
ity, the metric can be approximated in polar coordinates
(r, θ):

ds2 = dr2 + r2n2dθ2 + hijdξ
idξj , (B4)

where θ ∈ [0, 2π) and n is the replica index (with n → 1
at the end).
The integration measure includes a factor of n:

∫
Mn

ddx
√
g = n

∫
M

ddx
√
g. (B5)

This factor leads to terms proportional to (n − 1) in
the effective action and stress-energy tensor, which are
crucial for computing T info

µν .

3. Handling of Divergences

The entanglement entropy contains UV divergences
arising from contributions near the entangling surface Σ.
Regularization schemes, such as introducing a UV cutoff
ϵ, are employed to handle these divergences [7, 16].
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The divergent terms in SEE are absorbed into the
renormalization of gravitational constants, as shown in
Eqs. (17) and (18) in the main text.

Units and Conventions: Throughout these calcula-
tions, all physical quantities are expressed with the nec-
essary constants ℏ, c, and kB included explicitly to main-
tain dimensional consistency.

Appendix C: Coefficients for Quantum Fields

We provide the explicit expressions for the coefficients
c1 for various quantum fields used in Eq. (16) [7, 15].
These coefficients are crucial for computing the correc-
tions to Newton’s constant G.

1. Derivation of the Coefficients

The coefficient c1 corresponds to the logarithmic term
in the entanglement entropy SEE associated with the cur-
vature scalar R on the entangling surface Σ. It is com-
puted using the integrated trace of the Seeley-DeWitt
coefficient a2(x):

c1 =
1

2π

∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h aΣ2 (ξ). (C1)

2. Coefficients for Specific Fields

Using the known expressions for a2(x), we have:

• Massless Scalar Field:

c
(scalar)
1 = − 1

720π
. (C2)

• Dirac Spinor Field:

c
(spinor)
1 =

7

1440π
. (C3)

• Vector Gauge Field:

c
(gauge)
1 = − 31

720π
. (C4)

These coefficients are consistent with those obtained
from anomaly calculations and reflect the different con-
tributions of each field type to the entanglement entropy.

3. Total Coefficient in the Standard Model

Including contributions from all fields in the Standard
Model, the total coefficient is:

ctotal1 = Nsc
(scalar)
1 +Nfc

(spinor)
1 +Ngc

(gauge)
1 , (C5)

where:

• Ns = 4 (number of real scalar fields from the Higgs
doublet).

• Nf = 45 (number of Weyl fermions, accounting for
flavors and colors).

• Ng = 12 (number of gauge bosons from SU(3) ×
SU(2)× U(1)).

Substituting the values, we obtain:

ctotal1 = 4

(
− 1

720π

)
+ 45

(
7

1440π

)
+ 12

(
− 31

720π

)
=

1

π

(
− 4

720
+

315

1440
− 372

720

)
= −0.30348. (C6)

This negative total coefficient leads to the decrease in
1

G
with increasing energy scale µ, as discussed in the

main text.

Units and Conventions: The coefficients c1 are dimen-
sionless, ensuring that when they are used in expressions

for δ

(
1

G

)
, the units are correctly determined by the

constants included in those expressions.

Appendix D: Regularization and Renormalization
Details

For completeness, we provide additional details on the
regularization and renormalization procedures used in
the calculations.

1. Ultraviolet Cutoff

We introduce a UV cutoff ϵ (with units of length) to
regularize the divergences in the entanglement entropy:

SEE = kB

∫
Σ

dd−2ξ
√
h

(
cd−2

ϵd−2
+

cd−4

ϵd−4
+ · · ·

+ c1R ln(µϵ) + finite terms

)
.

(D1)
Here, µ is the renormalization scale (with units of in-

verse length), ensuring that µϵ is dimensionless in the
logarithmic term.
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2. Renormalization of Gravitational Constants

The divergent terms are absorbed into the renormal-
ization of Newton’s constant G and the cosmological con-
stant Λ:

δ

(
1

G

)
=

16πkB
ℏc3

c1 ln(µϵ), (D2)

δ

(
Λ

G

)
=

8πkB
ℏc4

cd−2
1

ϵd−2
. (D3)

By absorbing these divergences, we obtain finite, renor-
malized quantities Geff and Λeff:

1

Geff
=

1

G
+ δ

(
1

G

)
, (D4)

Λeff

Geff
=

Λ

G
+ δ

(
Λ

G

)
. (D5)

Units and Conventions: The terms δ

(
1

G

)
and

δ

(
Λ

G

)
have units consistent with

1

G
(kg · m−1 · s−2)

and
Λ

G
(kg ·m−3 · s−2), respectively. The inclusion of ℏ,

c, and kB ensures dimensional consistency.

Appendix E: Summary

The calculations presented in this appendix provide
the technical details underlying the results discussed in
the main text. By employing the heat kernel method
and carefully handling the contributions from conical sin-
gularities, we have derived the corrections to Newton’s
constant G due to quantum entanglement. The explicit
expressions for the coefficients c1 for various fields allow
for precise computations of these corrections within the
framework of the Standard Model.

Units and Conventions: Throughout the appendices,
all physical quantities and equations include the funda-
mental constants ℏ, c, and kB explicitly to maintain di-
mensional consistency and clarity in the presentation of
our results.
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