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CONCEPTUAL AND TECHNICAL CHALLENGES
OF QUANTUM GRAVITY

M.V. TAKOOK

ABSTRACT. The appearance of infinity together with collapsing quantum state due to the observation or inter-
action, which are two challenging features of quantum field theory, become very serious problems in quantum
gravity as well as in quantum geometry of space-time. These problems can be divided into two categories:
technical and conceptual parts. In the technical aspect, the biggest problem comes from the definition of the
point, which constructs classical geometry. By changing the point definition, the technical problem may be
approximately bypassed, and a mathematical formulation of quantum geometry may be found. On the other
hand, the conceptual problem comes from the quantum state collapse due to the observation since the entan-
glement between the observer and gravity cannot be eliminated in the presence of gravity. The conceptual
part does not depend on the techniques which are employed. As much as possible, we try to discuss these
problems by rediscovering the perception and understanding of a phenomenon for an observer in quantum
theory.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Quantum gravity is one of the most mysterious problems in theoretical physics, which
has been considered for many years [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. This article intends to present an
overview of this problem differently. The appearance of infinity in the probability am-
plitude and the collapse of the quantum state due to an observation or interaction are two
critical challenges of quantum field theory, which have been elegantly treated in quantum
field theory in Minkowski space-time and have resulted in quantum engineering technol-
ogy [7]. The first problem, as mentioned above, has been solved by the regularization and
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renormalization technique [8, 9]. The second can be overcome using quantum states’ super-
position, and entanglement properties [7]. These two challenges have also fatally appeared
in quantum gravity. Therefore, the problems of quantum gravity or quantum geometry of
space-time can also be divided into technical (appearance of infinity) and conceptual parts
(entanglement and quantum state collapse).
In the technical part, the biggest problem comes from the point definition where the clas-

sical geometry is constructed. The geometry of space-time is a set of infinite points. The
point definition is purely mathematical and does not have any dimension. It is also equiva-
lent to nothing! Physically this definition is quite vague. By changing the point definition,
the technical problem may be approximately bypassed, and a mathematical formulation of
quantum geometry may be formulated. Care must be taken into account that quantum
geometry is not discrete geometry. This one is a particular and exceptional case of quanti-
zation. The discussion of operators and the superposition of quantum states are our views
on quantum geometry, which goes directly into the entanglement of different fields and
geometry.
The conceptual part comes from the entanglement and collapsing quantum states and

does not depend on the techniques used. This article discusses the conceptual problems
of quantum gravity by redefining the perception and understanding of a phenomenon in
quantum theory. We show that using the quantum theory principles, quantum gravity
cannot lead us to find the quantum state of the universe, |* 〉 (contain the observers) since
the initial state is obscure. The approximation solution can only be discussed, which means
the universe must be divided into two-part, the observer and the rest of the universe. Then
the observer’s rest of the universe quantum state, |D, C〉, can be discussed. Time C is defined
by the observer, and it is the time of observation. The best theoretical example of this
approximate method to understand the quantum gravity effect is a black hole. There is
enormous progress in understanding the quantum black hole in de Sitter space-time, which
can be formulated in ambient space formalism [10]. Recently an experiment was proposed
which could confirm the quantum gravitational effect in the approximate method [11].
They used the background field method with the Galilean background for space and time
and Newtonian gravity for the gravitational field.
Unlike particles or waves (classical fields), which are appropriate notions for physical sys-

tems in the classical model, in the quantum theory model, a quantum state |U〉 is a genuinely
fundamental entity in the universe. In the quantum field model, the truth of a phenomenon
is the quantum state, |U〉, and the reality of a phenomenon is the collapsing of this quantum
state, i.e. |V〉. The fact of a phenomenon (quality of observations) depends on: the observers
and their measuring apparatus, the source producing the quantum initial state, and its time
evolution. |U, C〉 can be written in terms of the different bases of the Hilbert or Fock spaces,
in which there is a unitary transformation between them. Although the choice of bases is
arbitrary due to these unitary transformations, similar to the coordinate system selection in
general relativity, each basis presents some properties of the quantum state or the possible
reality observations. For instance, the number operator bases give the particle properties
of the quantum state, although the superposition of the eigenstate of the number operator
basis, such as classical wave, coherent states, squeezed state, etc., shows other properties of
the quantum state.
Our goal here is to consider the problems of quantum gravity within the framework of

the principles of quantum theory. In the presence of a gravitational field, since the concept of
time depends on the observer, the initial state and its time evolution are the most challenging
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problems in quantum gravity. The observer and its measuring apparatus are entangled with
the gravitational field. Then due to the collapsing of the quantum state, it is impossible to
obtain or define the initial state explicitly, although it can be determined approximately.
Therefore quantum gravity may be roughly understood by an observer, which is a part of
the source of the gravitational field.
This article first recalls the basic concepts and principles of geometry, gravity, and quan-

tum field theory (QFT). Then we apply these concepts and principles to consider quantum
gravity. An approximation method, i.e. QFT in the de Sitter universe, will be discussed to
understand the quantum gravity effects better. Finally, the perception and understanding
of a phenomenon for an observer in quantum theory are redefined.

2. GEOMETRY AND GRAVITY

Geometry is explicitly defined by the metric tensor field, 6`a (G), and the connection coef-
ficients, Γd`a , which is not a tensor field [12, 13]. The first is defined at a point, and the second
is the onnection between a point with the neighboring points. Equivalently the geometry
can be reformulated by the physical quantities of Riemann curvature tensor field, '`adf (G),
torsion tensor field, ) d

`a (G), and metric tensor field. It is important to note that in the gen-
eral case, the geometry cannot be described by merely an irreducible rank-2 symmetric
tensor field 6`a , and instead, the physical triplet '`adf ,)

d
`a and 6`a can be completely deter-

mined the properties of the geometry [14, 15]. A special and important geometry is Weyl
geometry where ▽`6da = �`6da , which is invariant under the conformal transformation
[16, 17]. �` is a one-form field. By imposing the metric compatibility condition, ▽`6da = 0,
and torsion-free condition Γ

d
`a = Γ

d
a`, the geometry is defined by the Riemannian curvature

tensor or equivalently by the metric tensor, which is called the Riemannian geometry.
From geometry, we know that a curved space-time manifold can be considered as a four-

dimensional hyper-surface immersed in a flat space with dimensions larger than four. This
hyper-surface is unique, but various coordinate systems can be selected, equivalent to differ-
ent metrics. On the other hand, the different metrics are identical to the diverse observers.
Based on Einstein’s general relativity, the gravitational field is equivalent to the Riemann-

ian space-time geometry, and it is described by a fundamental rank-2 symmetric tensor field
6`a . The matter-radiation fields are immersed in space-time geometry and can also be con-
sidered a hyper-surface in space-time geometry. All of the matter-radiation fields are the
source of the gravitational field or space-time hyper-surface, "4, where their relations are
defined by the Einstein field equation [18]:

(2.1) '`a −
1

2
'6`a + Λ6`a = 8c�)`a .

)`a is the stress-energy tensor of all matter-radiation fields, '`a is the Ricci tensor, ' is the
scalar curvature, � is the gravitational constant, and Λ is the cosmological constant.
Since the gravitational waves propagate on the light cone, we expect the field equations

to be invariant under the conformal transformation. Still, Einstein’s field equation is not
invariant under the conformal transformation. It is a severe problem of Einstein’s general
relativity. For preserving the conformal invariant, in the linear approximation, the grav-
itational waves must be described by a rank-3 mix-symmetry tensor field, which can be
conformal invariant and propagate on the light cone [19, 20, 21, 22, 23].
In quantum theory, the gravitational field cannot be considered entirely as the space-time

geometry since the quantum state of a particle in a gravitational field depends on the mass
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of the particle. However, classically due to the gravitational time dilation, at least one part
of the gravity must appear as the space-time geometry [12]. Therefore, in quantum the-
ory, the gravitational field must contain two elements, geometrical and non-geometrical.
The second part is similar to the other matter-radiation fields. The quantum gravity re-
turns to the quantization of these two parts. The geometry part of gravity is equivalent to
space-time geometry, then the four-dimensional space-time manifold or hyper-surface "4

must be quantized. In quantum geometry, matter-radiation fields and curved geometry are
complexity entangled, which will be discussed in the section 4.

3. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

From the classical point of view, a physical system or a phenomenon consists of particles
and fields. From the quantum mechanical model, the quantum states, |U, C〉, are the fun-
damental entities in the universe, which explains the physical system. In quantum theory,
the classical quantities are represented by a Hermitian operator, and a quantum state de-
fines the behavior of the physical system, which satisfies the following equation of motion
in Minkowski space-time:

(3.1) 8ℏ
m

mC
|U, C〉 = � |U, C〉, or |U, C〉 = * (C, C0;�) |U, C0〉,

where � is the Hamiltonian of the system, * (C, C0;�) is the time evolution operator, and
|U, C0〉 is the initial state.
In the first quantization, � is the Hamiltonian of the particles, and the quantum state is

immersed in the Hilbert space of the physical system, i.e. |U, C〉 ∈ H. The Hilbert space
can also be obtained from the physical system’s operator algebra and symmetrical group.
Hilbert space in quantum mechanics plays a similar role as space-time manifold, and their
bases play the task of the coordinate system in classical mechanics. The operator is defined
as a map from Hilbert space to Hilbert space (Operator: H−→ H).
In the second quantization or QFT, � is the Hamiltonian of the radiation-matter fields,

and the quantum state is immersed in the Fock space of the physical system, |U, C〉 ∈ F. Fock
space is constructed from the one-particle Hilbert space as:

F(H) =
{

ℂ,H(1),H(2), · · · ,H(=), · · ·
}

,

where ℂ is vacuum state, H(1) is one-particle states and H(=) is n-particles states. n-particles
states are constructed by tensor product of one-particle states (for bosons a symmetry prod-
uct, H(2)

= (H(1)⊗H(1) and for fermions an anti-symmetric product, H(2)
= �H(1) ⊗H(1)).

The field operator is defined as a map from Fock space to Fock space:

Field operators : F−→ F.

The equation of motion of the classical free field is a second-order differential equation,
then it has two solutions, and each combination of them is also a solution. The selection of
a solution is equivalent to choosing a vacuum state. The positive energy condition fixes a
solution, and the vacuum state is selected. It is due to the existence of the time-like Killing
vector field in Minkowski space (� ∝ m

mC
). It is a challenge for QFT in curved space-time

where the time-like Killing vector field does not exist; one cannot define the vacuum state
explicitly. Also, the time evolution of the quantum state is meaningless since the definition
of time is observer-dependent, which will be discussed in the next section.
The first challenge of QFT is that the probability amplitude becomes infinite in the loop

expansion. There exists two types of divergence: infrared divergences (G − G′ −→ ∞) and
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ultraviolet divergence (G − G′ −→ 0). Generally, the infinity appears in Feynman Green’s
functions�� (G−G

′). This infinity appears due to the definition of a point (zero) in space-time
(ultraviolet divergence) or energy-momentum space (infrared divergences). This problem
can be solved elegantly using standard renormalization methods in flat Minkowski space-
time. The infinity problem in QFT is one of the technical challenges in quantum gravity.
From the principles of quantum theory, one cannot calculate and comprehend the quan-

tum state |U, C〉 because we need the initial state |U, C0〉, which must be obtained from the
observation. We also need the observance of the quantum state for perception, but after it,
due to collapsing of the quantum state |U, C0〉, we get a new quantum state |V, C0〉:

|U, C0〉 + observation =⇒ |V, C0〉 .

Note that C0 is the time of the observation. This new quantum state |V, C0〉 is understandable
for the observer because of observation, but it is not the initial state |U, C0〉! It is the second
challenge of QFT.
This inconsistency in quantum theory reminds the reader of Godel’s incompleteness the-

orem1. This inconsistency can be properly resolved for laboratory systems by choosing the
quantum state |V, C0〉 as the new initial state. Under the new interaction �= on the quan-
tum states |V, C0〉, due to the unitarity principle (** †

= 1 = * †* ), one can obtain the time
evolution of this quantum states with certainty:

|V, C〉 = * (C, C0;�=) |V, C0〉 .

The critical point in quantum engineering or technology lies here. For the construction of
the technology, we need the deterministic phenomenon, which already exists, |V, C〉 [7]. We
call this the quantum perception against the classical perception, which will be discussed in
section 6. This inconsistency of observation in quantum theory is quantum gravity’s most
significant conceptual challenge.
In QFT, however, the perturbation caused by the observer cannot be neglected. An iso-

lated physical system is described by a quantum state, which is a superposition of the Hilbert
space bases. Upon observation, the quantum state collapses into the new superposition states.
In quantum theory, systems are always assumed to be isolated; however, in the presence of
a gravitational field, the system is no longer isolated. The system cannot be shielded from
gravity. Therefore, gravity causes to collapse of the quantum state, and the quantum ef-
fects become intractable. In the presence of gravity, the physical system, observer, and the
gravitational field are all considered as a single isolated system. Again, this new system is in
a superposition of states where the observer and the initial system were intertwined, which
is not understandable to the observer.
Let us consider a simple instance; for simplicity, we assume that the Hamiltonian is time-

independent. If the initial state is one of the Hamiltonian eigenstates |V, C0〉 = |<〉 (� |<〉 =

�< |<〉) then in the time evolution, the quantum state of the physical system is called a ”single
state”: |V, C〉? = 4−8�< (C−C0)/ℏ |<〉, whereas if the initial state is a superposition of different
Hamiltonian eigenstates, |V, C0〉 =

∑

= 2= |=〉, then in the time evolution, the quantum state
of the physical system is a complicated superposition state: |V, C〉B =

∑

= 2=4
−8�= (C−C0)/ℏ |=〉. A

measurement of the physical system can be interpreted as an interaction with the physical
system. Then, one can define a new total system which includes the measuring apparatus.
We do this by introducing the perturbed Hamiltonian �) = � + �8 . If [�,�8] = 0 and
the initial state is single, then a measurement of the physical system results in a quantum

1Existence of the inherent limitations for every axiomatic system of the arithmetic models.
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state of the physical system, which is also a single state. In all other cases, measurement
results in a quantum state of the physical system, which would be a superposition of states.
The single and superposition states from the quantum field theoretical point of view may be
interpreted as particles and waves, respectively. However, the content of the superposition
states is much broader.
In QFT, the free field Hamiltonian commutes with the number operator. If the initial

state becomes one of the eigenstates of the number operator, then the quantum state of
the physical system is also the eigenstates of the number operator. So it contains a def-
inite number of particles or quanta. However, suppose the initial state is a superposition
of the eigenstates of the particle number operator. In that case, the quantum state of the
physical system is a superposition of Hilbert’s space bases, and the particle picture is inap-
propriate. Therefore in QFT, observing what we usually call particles or waves depends
on the initial state |U, C0〉 and the Hamiltonian of the interaction between the detector and
the system. Thus we see that the particle-wave duality conundrum, well-known in or-
dinary quantum mechanics, disappears in the framework of QFT as the physical system
is described by a quantum state |U, C〉. Given the Hamiltonian, the initial state |U, C0〉, and
the axioms of quantum mechanics, the quantum state at any time is entirely determined
|U, C〉 = * (C, C0;�) |U, C0〉; however this state can describe all that an observer will measure
probabilistically i.e. outcome of the measurements.
The entanglement between the observer, the physical system, and the measuring appa-

ratus shatters classical physics’ naive realism and locality. In the QFT model, the truth of a
phenomenon is a quantum state |U, C〉. The observer constructs the reality of a phenomenon.
The observed reality may be the particles, classical waves, coherent states, squeezed states,
etc. Quantum entanglement poses a severe challenge to our conventional way of thinking
and understanding of a phenomenon. It is the fundamental basis for quantum engineer-
ing technology such as quantum computation, quantum teleportation, telecommunication,
quantum cryptography, and quantum tomography [7].
Local symmetries, or the gauge theory, which has been so popular in the present the-

oretical physics, facilitates an elegant formulation of the fundamental interaction between
different matter-fields and field forces classically by using geometry, group theory, and al-
gebra [8, 9, 24, 25]. Three out of four fundamental forces of nature (i.e. electromagnetic,
weak, and strong nuclear forces) have been unified within a gauge theory formulation [8].
It is hoped that gauge gravity will make it possible to achieve the complete unification in
the super-gravity in the de Sitter universe, which will be discussed in the following sections
[23, 26].
One may generalize the ideas of local symmetry and apply them in the case of Hilbert or

Fock spaces. The symmetries in the Hilbert space which are reflected in the unitary irre-
ducible representations (UIR) are the global symmetries; their localization of them allows us
to derive quantum interaction fields, which are the known quantum "forces" such as those
arising from the Pauli Exclusion Principle and the Casimir Effect. The quantum forces may
be interpreted as the curvature in Hilbert or Fock spaces. UIR relates a different set of basis
vectors of Hilbert space. It is similar to the coordinate transformation in space-time. How-
ever, wemust first find the relevant UIR of space-time which has been done (forMinkowski
space see [8], and de Sitter space see [27, 25]). This UIR on Hilbert space geometry plays a
similar role to the Poincaré group or de Sitter group on space-time geometry. Localizing
the UIR, identical to the general coordinate transformations, the quantum forces may be
extracted from connection coefficients in these cases [28]. The differential manifold with
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infinite dimension is elegantly discussed in [29], which is this domain’s starting point of
research. This analogy between the curved space-time and the curved Hilbert space helps
us better understand quantum gravity.

4. QUANTUM GRAVITY

Under the principles of quantum theory, an operator is assigned to a physical quantity.
However, an operator cannot be attributed to a point. As well as, the definition of an op-
erator at a point is meaningless. It is a mathematical problem faced at the beginning of
the QFT, the field operator cannot be appropriately defined as the state is not normalizable
[30]. The field is a function of the space-time point, and in the field quantization, an op-
erator cannot be defined precisely, and it is ambiguous from a mathematical point of view.
Streater-Wightman defined the field operator Φ by using a spatio-temporal distribution
function in a range or an interval on space-time [30]:

(4.1) Φ(5 ) =

∫

"4

34- 5 (- )Φ(- ),

where 5 is the distribution function in space-time, which is called the test function. In this
case, the classical field is a function immersed in space-time, and the quantum field operator
is a generalization of the concept of function, i.e. generalized function [31].
In quantumgravity or the quantization of space-time geometry, the 4-dimensional space-

time manifold, "4, is a physical entity and should be displayed by an operator. Since an
infinite set of points makes space-time, the operators must show these points. Nevertheless,
this action is not defined mathematically. Like the field operator, a distribution function
for a point must be defined, and the classical concept of a point %" on manifold "4 must be
replaced with a new quantum concept. Similar to the equation (4.1), the operator associated
to the point %" of manifold"4 may be defined by helping a distribution function as follows:

(4.2) %" (5 ) ≡

∫

�=

3` (G) 5 (G)%" (G),

where �= is a flat n-dimensional ambient space where the space-time manifold "4 is im-
mersed in it. Classically the curvedmanifold"4 can be considered as a 4-dimensional hyper-
surface that immerses in the flat manifold �=. By a well choice of distribution function 5 (G)

and the suitable volume element (measure) 3` (G) in =-dimensional ambient space �=, this
quantum geometry (or gravity) can be identified to the one of the different models which
exist.
One of the difficulties in understanding the quantum geometry or geometrical section

of the gravitational field is the definition of time. From the classical point of view, time in
the physical system is moving towards the future. Its meaning depends on the spatial point
and the mass and energy in the universe. It depends on the metrics or observer. However,
the quantum state does not depend on the time parameter in quantum geometry since it is
a sum or integral over all possible time. Therefore, there are many space-time manifolds
["4]8 , (8 = 1, 2, ...), and the concept of Many-Worlds appears.

4.1. Many-Worlds Interpretation. In quantumgeometry, a point on 4-dimensional clas-
sical space-time, hyper-surface "4, is not localized on hyper-surface "4. We have a distri-
bution of points in the ambient space �= with a definite probability distribution function.
One direction of time has no meaning, similar to the perspective of a particle in quantum
mechanics, which is not localized in a spot. That means there are many hyper-surface ["4]8
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with a probability distribution functionwhere the classical hyper-surface has approximately
the maximum probability value. In quantum geometry from the Feynman path integral, we
know that the probability distribution between two different configurations of space-time,
["4]0 and ["4]1 , is a sum or integral over all possible hyper-surface ["4]8 in the ambient
space, this is maybe interpreted as the many-worlds.
We suppose that we have found a classical action or Lagrangian of the universe such as:

(C = (6 +(=6 +(8=, where (6 is the gravitational-geometry section, (=6 is the matter-radiation
fields or non-geometrical section and (8= is the interaction between these two-part. The
equation of motion of the universe is obtained from the least action principle X6(C = 0.
If we have the boundary conditions of the universe (initial conditions) and by solving the
equation of motion, one can predict classically the future of the universe or the structure of
the space-time hyper-surface "4:

(4.3) (C = (6 + (=6 + (8=, X6(C = 0, boundary conditions =⇒ classical space-time "4 .

The 4-dimensional hyper-surface "4 must be quantized for quantum geometry with-
out metric selection. Looking at the quantum geometry from the Feynman path integral,
we must put together all four-dimensional hyper-surface in a higher-dimensional ambient
space �=. This quantity is the partition function or the transition probability amplitude
between two different hyper-surfaces:

(4.4) 〈*0 |*1〉 =

∫ 1

0

�Φ6�Φ=64
8(C/ℏ.

We live in a particular world that we do not fully understand classically since the initial
conditions are not clear to us, and then it is a difficult task for us to obtain the two hyper-
surfaces ["4]0 and ["4]1 . Quantum theory teaches us that in the evolution of the universe
between two configurations ["4]0 and ["4]1 , there exists an infinity of paths or configu-
rations, which may be interpreted as the many worlds. However, this evolution is not in
the time direction; therefore, it is hard for a specific observer to understand the universe. As
long as the observer is a part of the world, the quantum universe cannot be understandable
for him due to the entanglement and the quantum state collapse; for an observer who looks
at the universe and is not a part of it, the universe can be roughly examined!
In this case, it is essential to be careful that different metrics can be selected on a hyper-

surface that all are equivalent, which is a diffeomorphism invariant. In quantum geometry,
the quantum state of the universe is a sum over all hypersurfaces with the nonequivalent
metric. Each hyper-surface is classically one universe, and the sum over all hyper-surfaces
is a "summation" of the parallel classical universes.

4.2. Universe quantum state. The quantum state of the universe or geometry is not a
function of space and time. It is instead a function of all possible configurations of all matter-
radiation fields, which classically constructed the hyper-surface space-time (4.3). Therefore,
the fundamental question is: how are the dynamics of the quantum state of the universe
being defined? Wheeler-de Witt equation is an attempt to round off this problem [32].
One can obtain the "Hamiltonian" of the universe (�D) from the equation (4.3) and solve
the equation �D |* 〉 = 0, which means the state with the minimum energy. Nevertheless, it
is essential to note that the concept of energy is unclear and cannot be well defined in curved
space-time since it is observer-dependent in general relativity. In Minkowski space-time,
energy has a close relationship with the time definition from the time-like Killing vector
field, � ∝ m

mC , this relation in quantum mechanics results in uncertainty relation Δ�ΔC ≈ ℏ.
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The time-like Killing vector field does not exist in curved space-time, which is a significant
challenge in quantum field theory in curved space-time for defining the vacuum state. In
quantum geometry, the observer is a part of the system; therefore, they are entangled with
the world.
If we assume that we have obtained the universe Hilbert (or Fock) space, then the quan-

tum state of the universe can be written as a complex superposition of the entire Hilbert
space basis:

(4.5) |* 〉 =
∑

=

2= (* ) |=〉, 1 =

∑

=

|=〉〈= |,

where |=〉 is a complete basis of the universe Hilbert space, a set of discrete and continuous
quantum numbers. The sum symbolizes integration for the continuous quantum number
and the usual sum for the discrete range. It is difficult to find the coefficients 2= (* ) or the
universe quantum state |* 〉 since the boundary conditions of the universe quantum state are
obscure.
In other words, the quantum state |* 〉 is incomprehensible to an observer because the

observer is part of the universe and, as such, is entangled with it, and no sooner has the
observer observed the universe than it collapses into a new quantum state, say |D, C〉, where
time C is defined by the observer. This new state may be understandable for the observer, but
the quantum state of the whole universe before observation (|* 〉) is not. On the other hand,
by observing the universe from an observer, the quantum state of the universe |* 〉 collapse
to a new quantum state |D, C〉 and the primary state |* 〉 is not available for the observer:

|* 〉 + observations =⇒ |D, C〉 .

The observations of different observers are their actualities, and none of them can be said
to represent the truth (|* 〉). The quantum state of the universe is a complex superposition
of Hilbert’s space bases, which is beyond the reach of any observer who can only observe
the reduced form of the quantum state. Moreover, no observer is, in this respect, preferred
to another since the quantum state collapse upon the act of observation is an entirely general
feature of quantum theory.
At this point, we would like to remark concerning the initial state of the universe: To have

the state of the universe at any time (even in principle), we need to know the universe’s initial
state. However, to get the initial state, it has to be observed, but through the observation of
the initial state, it collapses into the new quantum state. It is, perhaps, the most significant
conceptual challenge of quantum gravity.
Conceptually, the most significant difficulty stems from the fact that the observer and the

system are intertwined. Once the observer is picked, the initial system collapses into another
state. The workers in this field try to avoid this insoluble problem by partially splitting the
metric into a classical part and a quantum part, the background field method, in the spirit
of the quantum fields theory in curved space-time. Therefore, we shall also need to discuss
the fundamental concepts of linear quantum gravity in curved space-time, i.e. vacuum state
and infrared divergence, which will be addressed in the following subsection.

4.3. Linear quantum gravity. From the usual point of view, if we want to construct the
quantum gravity, then the metric 6`a must be quantized. Problems start from here, and
quantum gravity fails. The metric classically defines the light cone, and the causality prin-
ciple, i.e. sending a message between two points in space-time is less than the speed of light.
In QFT, the commutation relation or operator algebra between the quantum field operator
and its generalized momentum is defined by space-like separation or causality principle. By
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using the operator algebra, Hilbert space is constructed. With the metric quantization, we
do not have an exact definition of the light cone and the causality principle, whether the
light cone is fluctuating or a superposition of numerous states. Thus, the space-like separated
points can not be defined precisely, and the operator algebra cannot be determined.
To overcome the mentioned problems, de Witt suggested that, similar to the investiga-

tion of the hydrogen atom, use the background field method. The metric decomposes into
two parts; the classical background metric and quantum gravitational waves: 6`a = 6��`a +ℎ`a .
The light cone and the causality principle are defined according to the classical background
metric 6��`a and ℎ`a is the quantum gravitational waves. In this semi-classical method, ge-
ometry, which is characterized by a metric 6��`a , is classical, and the gravitational waves ℎ`a
are similar to the matter-radiation fields and must be quantized.
For the three known forces in nature, ultraviolet and infrared divergences can be elim-

inated from the theory and find a renormalizable approach that matches the experimental
data. However, in the quantization of the gravitational waves ℎ`a , whose equation of motion
is obtained from linear Einstein’s equations, one cannot remove infinity, and the theory of
quantum gravity is not renormalizable. Until the first approximation of ℏ (one loop), it is
possible to remove ultraviolet divergence. To not violate the principle of covariance until
this approximation, the background metric must be curved. Then we must consider the
quantum field theory in curved space-time.
A time-like Killing vector field does not exist in a general curved space-time, and the con-

cept of energy cannot be defined globally. Therefore the vacuum state and time evolution
are observer-dependent and cannot define globally. The idea of particles and their number
is also observer-dependent. The vacuum state in Minkowski space is defined globally on the
hyper-surface of space-time, but it is impossible to define a vacuum state globally in curved
space-time.
The adiabatic vacuum state in curved space-time is defined locally and can be manipu-

lated by the ultraviolet divergence in curved space [33]. The infrared singularity cannot
be considered in curved space-time with the adiabatic vacuum state since this vacuum state
is defined locally and can be used for probing the local behavior of space-time. It may be
possible to bypass the ultraviolet divergence in curved space by redefining the action or
Lagrangian for the gravitational field (such as 5 (') gravity, super-conformal gravity, or
another theory). However, it is impossible to eliminate the infrared divergence with the
local vacuum state. This problem may be solved in the de Sitter universe since a global vac-
uum state exists due to the maximum symmetry of space-time, which will be discussed in
the following section. The experimental cosmological data also confirm that our universe
in the first approximation is a de Sitter space-time. Then in the following section, we only
discuss the conceptual properties of the QFT in the de Sitter universe.

5. QFT IN DE SITTER SPACE

de Sitter (dS) space is a curved space-time with the constant curvature (' = 12�2) which
is the vacuum solution ()`a = 0) of the Einstein equation with the positive cosmological
constant (2.1). Here � is Hubble constant parameter. The dS space-time can be identified
with a 4-dimensional hyperboloid embedded in the 5-dimensional Minkowski space-time:

(5.1) "� = {G ∈ IR5 | G · G = [UVG
UGV = −�−2 ≡ G2}, U, V = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4,
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where [UV =diag(1,−1,−1,−1,−1). The dS metric is

(5.2) 3B2 = [UV3G
U3GV |G2=−�−2 = 63(`a3-

`3-a , ` = 0, 1, 2, 3,

where - ` is the set of 4-space-time intrinsic coordinates on the dS hyperboloid. GU is the
5-dimensional Minkowski space-time with the condition G · G = −�−2, which together
constitute the ambient space formalism. For better understanding, one can imagine a shell
of a two-dimensional sphere. On the shell one can choose the coordinates systems (\, q)
(intrinsic coordinates) or (G, ~, I) with the condition G2 + ~2 + I2 = A2 (ambient space for-
malism). The physics of the shell is independent of the choice of these two formalisms. The
quantum geometry of the 2-sphere can be considered as a sum or integral over all 2-sphere
with different radii in three-dimensional flat space.
In dS space-time, a global time-like Killing vector field does not exist, so the equation

(3.1) cannot be used to obtain the time evolution of the quantum state in this case. Can
one define a unique vacuum state? The authors usually use three types of vacuum states.
1) Bunch-Device or Hawking-Elisse vacuum state is used for massive fields, the massless
conformally coupled scalar field, massless spinor field, and photons [33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38].
For the massless minimally coupled scalar field, massless spin-3

2
field and linear gravity, two

vacuum states are usually used: 2) $ (4)-invariant vacuum state [34, 35], and 3) Gupta-
Bleuler or Krein vacuum state [39, 40, 41]. It is clear that the second one breaks the dS
invariant, and the infrared divergence appears. The third one preserves the dS invariant,
and infrared divergence does not also appear [25, 42, 43]. The Bunch-Device vacuum state
can also be used in ambient space formalism [44]. The analyticity properties are very crucial
for considering the interaction quantum field calculations.
The massless spin-3

2
field and linear gravity can be written in terms of the massless min-

imally coupled scalar field [42, 43, 44, 45, 46]. The maximally symmetric space property
and the ambient space formalism permit us to write the massless minimally coupled scalar
field (Φm) in terms of a massless conformally coupled scalar field (Φc) by using the following
magic relation [25, 46]:

(5.3) Φm(G) ≡
[

/ · m⊤ + 2�2/ · G
]

Φc(G) ,

where /U is an arbitrary constant five-vector, and m⊤U is a tangential derivative on the dS
hyperboloid. Therefore a unique vacuum state can be defined for all of the quantum fields
in dS space i.e. Bunch-Device vacuum state [44]. But in this vacuum state, the theory is
not renormalizable, and only in the Kerin vacuum state can a renormalizable theory be
constructed.
The QFT in de Sitter space in ambient space formalism is straightforward and similar

to the Minkowski counterpart. This formalism allows us to reformulate QFT in a rigor-
ous mathematical framework, based on the analyticity of the complex pseudo-Riemannian
manifold and the group representation theory, similar to the QFT in the Minkowski space-
time [25]. The one-particle Hilbert space can be globally constructed from the UIR of the
de Sitter group. Then the vacuum state can be defined globally and uniquely [25]. There-
fore, it is now possible to bypass the infrared divergence in the ambient space formalism
since the vacuum state is defined globally [42, 43, 44, 47]. The infrared divergence is due
to the new "gauge-invariant" of the minimally coupled scalar field. This new symmetry,
likewise local symmetries, represents the interaction between scalar and spinor fields in this
formalism [48].
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In this space-time, the super-gravity cannot be formulated without the vector-ghosts
field in the intrinsic coordinate system [49] i.e. a real classical Lagrangian does not exist.
But this problem is also solved in ambient space formalism [26, 45, 50], since the spinor and
its charge conjugation are defined directly from the dS universal covering group, (? (2, 2),
[50, 51, 52]. In the theory of super-gravity in the de Sitter space-time, the massless spin-2,
spin-3/2, and minimally coupled scalar fields play a crucial role and are treated as gauge
fields. These three fields are inextricably linked together and appear in a complete theory
of quantum gravity based on the gauge theory [25, 45, 53].
The next problem which can be easily manipulated in ambient space formalism is the

conformal invariant or conformal gravity. For the conformal invariant, the linear part of
the gravitational field must be represented by a rank-3mixed symmetry tensor field [19, 22].
From the dS gauge gravity in ambient space formalism, a rank-3 mixed symmetry tensor
field can be constructed as a gauge potential [23, 25] then the conformal invariant may be
conserved [46, 54, 55, 56]. The other problems which can be solved in this formalism are: a
finite total entropy of quantum fields in dS space [57], quantum dS-black hole [10, 43, 44]
and # = 4 dS conformal super-gravity [23, 25, 58].
It is important to note that although this formalism may solve some problems of quantum

gravity, there is always the challenge of quantum state collapse and the definition of the ini-
tial conditions in the presence of gravity for an observer. In the next section, the conceptual
problem of perception for an observer in curved spacetime will be discussed.

6. PERCEPTION IN CLASSICAL AND QUANTUM THEORY

As an observer of the natural world, what are our limitations in understanding the physical
system? What is the meaning of understanding and perception of a phenomenon? And how
do these differ in the quantum and classical senses? One of man’s perennial concerns has
been knowing and understanding the world outside the mind. This ambition is not, in all
likelihood, going to change in the near or distant future. It may well be that the root of
all wars, bloodshed, erection of citadels of unjust rulers, and many similar afflictions was
inadequate understanding of the natural phenomenon, assisted by base human traits such as
greed and extreme selfishness.
Moreover, now that humankind seems to have reached a certain kind of maturity and

perhaps the highest degree of scientific and technological advancement, the question arises:
Have we got to the point where we know that understanding the truth of a natural phe-
nomenon is inaccessible to humans? Does anyone understand that its reality is not unique?
And therefore, it is the end of all wars and violence achievable. What exactly do we mean
whenwe say we know something? There are two kinds of understanding of a phenomenon:
classical and quantum theory understandings.
Let us first sum up the classical case. According Avicenna2 perception of a thing consists

of the encapsulation of the form of that thing in the mind, implying that perception can
only come after observation. In a more technical sense, understanding explains the system’s
behavior in terms of the theory’s postulates by a mathematical model. In other words, we
must have a logical connection between the observations and the explanation of the system’s
behavior, an axiomatic formulation. A lack of logical connection will mean we must seek
another axiomatic formulation. In the classical view, the reality of a phenomenon is unique,
and the act of observation only reveals or discovers it.

2Avicenna (980-1037) was a Persian polymath who is regarded as one of the most significant physicians,
astronomers, thinkers, and writers. He has been described as the father of early modern medicine.
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Regarding our perception of reality, we note that perception follows from observation in
the classical physics paradigm. The classical theory seeks to describe what is observed and
predict what is to come, all based on classical mechanics. Thus a consistent description of
the physical world or all observations constitutes an understanding of a phenomenon. In this
sense, the observer thinks that his reality is precisely the truth and the difference between
his reality with the other observer’s reality is the origin of the above problems in the first
paragraph of this section.
From the quantum theory point of view, the concept of understanding is such a highly

sophisticated process that wemust either abandon it or else redefine it. Classical understand-
ing follows from observing natural objects, but according to quantum mechanics, reality
cannot be said to exist before the act of measurement, and the latter changes the system’s
quantum state. It is the act of observation by an observer that makes reality. According to
the principles of quantum mechanics, the physical system is described by the state ket |U〉,
which for an isolated system is a superposition of the relevant Hilbert or Fock space basis
vectors, |U〉 =

∑

= |=〉〈= |U〉. In the quantum theory paradigm, understanding must be de-
fined based upon the quantum state |U〉; this quantum state allows a probabilistic description
of all observations or different possible realities in the most elegant manner.
Quantum theory teaches us that while the facts and observations are observer-dependent,

the quantum state |U〉 is unique or observer-independent. It is very similar to the hyper-
surface manifold of space-time, which is unique or observer-independent. Still, metrics on
it are observer-dependent. The quantum state is a superposition of the basis vectors in the
Hilbert or Fock spaces; it is not comprehensible in the classical mechanical paradigm be-
cause the act of observation causes the quantum state to "collapse" (or "reduce") into one
of the superposed states |V, C0〉. The latter form is classically understandable, but the state of
the system before measurement, |U〉, (and hence collapse) is not.
The superposition of states implies that the system is at all the quantum states’ basis but

with different intensities. The conventional mind of modern man finds it very difficult to
accept the concept of "everywhere or several states at once" and finds the idea of superposi-
tion unintelligible. Since the quantum state |U, C〉 can probabilistically explain all our possible
observations, the quantum state |U, C〉 may be understandable after various statements and
obtaining the probability of each quantum state basis.
Can we understand the quantum state |U, C〉? Classically, the answer is a resounding "no,"

because, as previously mentioned, understanding a phenomenon in the classical sense can
only come after observation. Still, the quantum state collapses as soon as an observation
is made. However, the answer to the above question is affirmative if we have the initial
state. The system is in a superposition of all the states, and the probability for each of these
states is |2= |2. Moreover, all these states are interrelated since

∑

= |2= |
2
= 1. It implies that a

variation of the others necessarily accompanies any of these coefficients; this is also related
to the question of quantum entanglement, which defies classical understanding. Quantum
entanglement has been observed in countless situations and is a confirmed fact (see [7]). This
entanglement (a superposition of product states) is the greatest challenge to the conventional
way our minds have grown accustomed to thinking and understanding things.
Thus "classical understanding" stems straight from observation and is mathematically ex-

pressed in the Lagrangian system, whereas "quantum understanding" is attained through
the quantum state |U, C〉. We might further assert that "classical understanding" is based on
observed actualities, whereas "quantum understanding" is based on quantum states. It is
these states which express the true nature of things and that there are no "actual objects"
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before the measurement; the actualization occurs with the act of measurement, whereas
the quantum state |U, C〉, which encapsulates the true nature of the system, exists before the
act of measurement and is altered by it. The quantum state |U, C〉 explains every actuality
that we know about the physical object (i.e. the system) in as much as it is a superposition
of numerous states. To the conventionally trained mind, the concepts of "superposition of
states" and "entanglement" are problematic for the human mind. At any rate, we stress that
the critical point at issue here is a kind of "absolute truth" represented by the quantum state,
which is partly lost to us every time we try to encompass it. Further, we can assert that the
actualities in the physical world are none other than collapsed quantum states.
The limitations of the human mind are numerous. As a pertinent example, consider a

globe with a curved two-dimensional surface. Our minds can envisage this object and un-
derstand it, but ourminds have difficulty envisaging and understanding a three-dimensional
sphere (in 4D), even though such "sphere" properties are entirely known. There is no imag-
ination of such a "sphere" in mind even though it is completely familiar to, and well known
by, mathematicians. In Minkowski space and experimental physical systems, where the
initial state can be constructed, the quantum state |U, C〉 can be understood. This state is
essential to quantum engineering [7]. However, the problem is serious for the quantum
universe since the initial state does not in our ability to construct.
Let the universe consider an isolated system whose quantum state is |* 〉. Any observer

cannot observe this quantum state, and, in particular, it cannot be observed by those ob-
servers who are (necessarily) a part of the isolated system. |* 〉 can not be a function of space
and time because it is summed over all the possible space and time variables. It is, therefore,
only dependent upon the configuration of all the different fields of which the universe is
composed. However, as soon as a metric tensor is specified, the universe’s quantum state
collapses into a new state. The new state is the universe’s quantum state for an observer
who perceives it. The metric or the observer can be treated as a background field, which
will not detract from the effectiveness of quantum field theory in curved space. Because the
quantum state collapse occurs only concerning the Hamiltonian of the measuring appara-
tus, which is treated as part of the background. If at a given time C0, the quantum state |U, C0〉
be known, the quantum state at any other time C , |U, C〉, can be found. Thus everything the
cosmologists do may be interpreted as a quest for the initial quantum state, |U, C0〉, which is
a complicated task!

7. CONCLUSION

Although the technical problems of quantumgravitymay be solved and a formulation of it
may be found, the goal of an ultimate understanding of the universe or conceptual problems
cannot be accomplished by the quantum field theory. The quantum state of the universe
|* 〉 is not understandable for an observer due to the entanglement of the observer and
gravity, collapsing the quantum state by observation and a lack of the universe’s initial state.
Conceptual problems of quantum gravity may be only understandable in the approximation
method for an observer far from a black hole and or in the laboratory system. In quantum
theory, it is impossible to reach the certainty for explication of reality. However, it is still the
most qualified referee to address the problem, thereby saving man from illusion, particularly
the illusion of certainty and the ultimate truth.
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The classical understanding is achieved by knowing the reality. Still, the quantum me-
chanical understanding is achieved by knowing the quantum state |U, C〉, with all its limita-
tions, which can be explicitly accomplished for the laboratory system. The quest to under-
stand our relationship with the rest of the world would always be achieved by unification
with the rest.
The gravitational field has no inconsistency with quantum mechanics principally, and

quantum gravity is not visible to us except in the approximate situation since we are also a
part of the source of the gravitational field. The quantum theory has inconsistent principles
i.e. relation between initial state and collapse of quantum state due to the observation, which
becomes a severe challenge for quantum gravity.
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