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Abstract

In this paper, we show that a possible relationship between the Hubble-
Lemâıtre constant and the universe holographic complexity can be estab-
lished in the context of a new proposal for the emergence of spacetime,
according to which spacetime must emerge from quantum information en-
coded in quantum correlations without correlate. Such a bridge between the
Hubble-Lemâıtre constant and the universe holographic complexity can shed
some light on the issue of the Hubble tension.

1. Introduction

In recent years, a contention has arisen in the context of cosmology, the
so-called Hubble tension [1, 2, 3]. Such a problem has its origin in a con-
troversy between the early-universe measurements of the Hubble-Lemâıtre
constant H0 provided by the Planck collaboration [4], and late universe mea-
surements provided by SHOES collaboration [5]. Such a discrepancy between
early and late universe measurements of H0 has been confirmed by several
other late universe observations [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12], which have shown
a clear distinction from the early-universe value provided by the Planck col-
laboration.

The early-universe result given by the Planck satellite is based on the
measurement of the Cosmic Microwave Background radiation (CMB) which
was formed when the universe was in its childhood. On the other hand,
the late universe measurements are based on several observations related to

Email address: carlosalex.phys@gmail.com (Carlos Silva)

Preprint submitted to Nuclear Physics B December 12, 2023

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.05267v1


objects formed in an epoch when the universe was more old, and complex,
such as cepheids, quasars, red giants stars, etc. In this way, the early universe
measurement of the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant has provided a value of H0 =
67.4±0.5 km s−1Mpc−1. On the other hand, the late universe measurements
have provided values for the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0 ≥ 70 [5, 6, 7,
12]. For example, the latest SHOES measurement gives us H0 = 73.2 ±
1.3 km s−1Mpc−1 [12].

The difference between the early and late universe measurements amounts
to 4σ to 6σ depending on the datasets considered [2]. Such a discrepancy
has cast doubt on the very constancy of H0, and it has been pointed out as
sufficient to establish a crisis in cosmology, asking for new physics. In such a
context, several proposals have been suggested to mend the ΛCDM model to
explain the discrepancies in the value of H0. A really extensive list of such
proposals can be found in [2].

However, the motto of such proposals consists of mending the ΛCDM
model by introducing new elements for the description of the universe, in a
similar way more and more epicycles were added to the Ptolemaic model to
explain the motion of the planets, i.e., such proposals consist of ad hoc ideas.

In this way, a deeper breakdown of our understanding of the cosmos
becomes necessary to solve the crisis. In this sense, a possible paradigm shift
promoted by a forthcoming theory of quantum gravity could shed some light
on the Hubble tension. However, so far no satisfactory solution to such a
problem has been proposed by any of the candidates for a quantum theory of
gravitational phenomena, like string theory or loop quantum gravity (LQG).

In such a context, the so-called holographic principle has been considered
as a guide to obtain a new view of the world according to quantum gravity.
In this sense, several studies related to the holographic principle have pointed
out a very intriguing possibility: that a sui-generis aspect of quantum gravity
is that spacetime must be not fundamental, as occurs in general relativity,
but ought to emerge from some kind of pre-geometric structure. It can
bring us a crucial modification in our view of the world, leading to deep
modifications in the interpretation of some quantities related to spacetime
like the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant H0.

In such a context, a new proposal for the emergence of spacetime has been
done [13]. According to such a proposal, a type IIB string theory living in a
classical AdS spacetime must emerge from a pre-geometric structure written
in terms of abstract spin networks, describing quantum correlations without
correlate. Such a proposal has established an unexpected bridge between
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string theory and LQG, the main approaches to quantum gravity until now.
The theory introduced in [13] has brought us an interesting additional

understanding of the holographic principle. In this sense, we note that in
its usual form, the holographic principle says that gravitational physics in
D spacetime dimensions can be described by a fundamental quantum theory
in D − 1 dimensions. Thus spacetime geometry is not fundamental but
rather emerges holographically from such a quantum theory living in a lower
dimension.

However, in such a form of the holographic principle, we still need the ex-
istence of a locus (the bulk boundary) from which the bulk itself will emerge.
Such a difficulty is rooted in some ontological questions that still haunt the
issue of spacetime emergence: how could physics exist beyond spacetime?
How could things exist, and become entangled, without some loci where and
when they happen and change?

On the other hand, according to the proposal introduced in [13], the
AdS bulk, including its boundary, must emerge from quantum correlations
only. Not correlations among things, but only correlations. In this way, the
most intriguing feature of such a perspective about the quantum nature of
gravity is that the fundamental objects describing the pre-geometric regime,
from which spacetime must emerge, consist of quantum correlations. Not
correlations among things, but only quantum correlations.

In this case, if no correlations among things but only quantum correla-
tions must weave spacetime, then one has a way to overcome the obstacles to
the emergence of spacetime based on the existence of things to be connected
through quantum entanglement, mainly the necessity of some loci where such
things would exist. It is interesting to note that, it matches some ideas pro-
posed by Mermin about an interpretation of quantum mechanics where only
quantum correlations exist as the fundamental elements of physical reality
[14, 15].

Related to the issue of the emergence of spacetime from quantum in-
formation, it has been pointed out that quantum complexity must have a
crucial role in the weaving process of spacetime by quantum entanglement
[16]. In such a context the second law of quantum complexity has been pro-
posed, which is similar to the second law of thermodynamics. According to
such law: ”If not already saturated, the quantum complexity of a system
will increase with an overwhelming probability towards its maximal value”
[17, 18].

In the present work, we propose that a possible solution to the Hubble
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tension must rely on the very nature of the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant. In
this way, we shall demonstrate that H0 can be related to the universe’s
holographic quantum complexity, and we will show how the discrepancies
among the values obtained to H0 when one considers the early and late
universe measurements can rely on a natural aspect of the universe: the
evolution of its complexity throughout time according to the second law of
holographic complexity.

The paper is organized as follows: in sections (2), we shall review the
results related to the new paradigm for the holographic principle introduced
in [13]. In section (3), we shall address some basic concepts related to holo-
graphic quantum complexity. In section (4), we shall demonstrate how the
Hubble constant can be related to holographic complexity and how it can
alleviate the Hubble tension. The section (5) is devoted to conclusions and
discussions.

2. A relational approach to quantum gravity: branes as quantum

reference frames and abstract spin networks.

The AdS/CFT correspondence establishes a duality between a type IIB
string theory living in a AdS5×S5 bulk and the quantum physics of strongly
correlated many-body systems living on the bulk boundary. The AdS/CFT
correspondence consists of a non-perturbative treatment to superstring the-
ory, establishing the most successful form of the holographic principle.

An interesting version of such correspondence was proposed by Emparan,
Kaloper, and Fabri [19], and independently by Tanaka [20]. According to
such a proposal named by Gregory as the Black Hole Holographic Conjecture
(BHHC) [21, 22], a classical gravitational theory living in a AdS5 × S5 bulk
described by a type IIB string theory must be holographically related to a
semiclassical gravitational theory living on the bulk boundary.

On the other hand, an extension of such a conjecture has been intro-
duced recently [23]. According to this new proposal, string theory living in
the AdS bulk must be holographically related not to a semiclassical theory
but to a quantum gravity theory. In such a context, the fundamental ele-
ments belonging to such a quantum gravity theory consist of U(1) holonomy
structures similar to the Loop Quantum Cosmology spin networks [23].

Such results allow us to address interesting problems such as those related
to the big bang singularity in AdS/CFT [24, 25], and the Immirzi ambiguity
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in LQG [26]. Moreover, it has been possible to obtain a positive cosmological
constant induced on the AdS boundary in this context.

On the other hand, the results found out in [23] open the doors for an
even more interesting perspective. It is because it gives us not only a way
to quantize spacetime but also they can modify the underlying space-time
structure itself. It could impose an intrinsic inconsistency in the combination
proposed in [23] because, in such a reference, standard AdS/CFT results have
been used in the bulk while the boundary space-time structure may have been
dismantled by quantum effects.

However, what could be a stumbling block to such results can open the
doors to what may be the main lesson of the holographic principle: that
spacetime must be not fundamental, as occurs in general relativity, but emer-
gent. Such an idea has been suggested as a sui generis feature of a future
theory of quantum gravity, having already been addressed in both LQG [27]
and string theoretical contexts [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33].

In this way, it has been taken into account the idea that spacetime must
be an emergent entity in [13]. To carry out such an idea, two fundamental
elements must be considered: quantum reference frames and the quantum
correlations among them. In this case, it has been argued that in the context
of the theory introduced in [23], the role of quantum reference frames can be
assumed by branes, due to their U(1) holonomy structure [13]. Specifically,
branes can turn to be conceived as quantum clocks, i.e., temporal quantum
reference frames [27, 34, 35].

It is interesting to highlight that, in the context of string theory, a D-
brane can be conceived as an actual physical boundary to spacetime, with the
“other side” of the brane being empty (null and void) of spacetime [36, 37].
In this sense, in the string theoretical context, D-branes can be seen as the
edge of spacetime physics. Such a conception is already in itself at odds with
general relativity. However, the results found in [23] allow us to go beyond the
edge of spacetime and look at the branes revealing the fundamental elements
from which spacetime itself must emerge.

In this sense, a peculiar detail about the scenario introduced in [13] is
that the holonomy structure of branes can be used not only to establish such
objects as quantum reference frames but also to weave the entanglement net-
work among them. It is rooted in the fact that holonomies consist of unitary
transformations connecting two quantum geometrical states, belonging (in
general) to two different Hilbert spaces, through entanglement [38, 39, 40]:
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ĥij : Hi → Hj , (1)

where

ĥijĥ
†
ij = I . (2)

In this way, if we label the His as the Hilbert spaces of the branes in
the equations above, the indices i, j will range as i, j = 1, ..., N , and the
holonomies ĥij must be promoted to U(N) unitary matrices, which will carry
all the quantum information needed to the emergence of spacetime, summing
up in itself a dual role of describing both the quantum reference frames and
the quantum correlations between them.

In fact, in such a construction, one can take, for example, the holonomies
h′
iis to simply correspond to that frozen to define the brane quantum ref-

erence frames, while taking the h′
ijs (i 6= j) to correspond the connections

between them. However, there is no fundamental distinction between such
holonomies.

By following this way, it is possible to draw, from the theory introduced
in [13], an interesting operational construction. To do this, one must realize
that a vector in the representation space of the unitary group corresponds
to an intertwiner with N legs dressed by SU(2) representations [27]. In this
way, the U(N) group elements ĥij , describing the system of N branes, can
be written in terms of basis vectors in the representation space as

ĥij = eMij = I+Mij +
1

2
M2

ij + ... , (3)

where Mij corresponds to a N -leg intertwiner belonging to the representation
space of U(N).

Consequently, the U(N) quantum gravity theory from which spacetime
must emerge can be described by a superposition of intertwiner states, where
the number of intertwiners external legs equals the number of branes sourcing
the AdS bulk geometry, giving in this way the combinatorial rules to the
emergence of the AdS spacetime.

In this point, an important detail is that the intertwiners introduced in
[13] correspond to abstract spin networks. Such objects are graphs labeled by
SU(2) representations, in the same way, we have in full LQG. However, they
carry only combinatorial information, without any reference to a background
geometry or topology.
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In this case, in contrast with the theory first introduced in [23], the degrees
of freedom related to quantum gravity, on a more fundamental level, must
not consist in quantum area states, nor closed string states, but in purely
combinatorial degrees of freedom. In this way, both closed string states
and quantum area states must emerge from the SU(2) combinatorial rules
governing the angular momentum eigenvalues attached to the intertwiner
legs.

For example, by embedding the intertwiners into a manifold, one can
trace a way quanta of area will be written in terms of angular momentum
eigenvalues, by the choice of some area spectrum. Such a procedure can be
used to understand how the geometrical features of such a manifold can be
related to the combinatorial rules governing the intertwiners, in a similar way
we have in usual LQG [41]. Moreover, the way branes will source the AdS
spacetime must be affected by the SU(2) combinatorial rules, which must
have consequences to the spectrum of closed strings in the AdS bulk.

All these results are rooted in a fact of paramount importance related to
the scenario proposed in [13, 23]: that there is not a fundamental distinction
between the holonomies describing the branes and the holonomies describ-
ing the quantum correlations among them. Consequently, even what has
been called quantum reference frames can be understood, fundamentally, as
quantum correlations, and only quantum correlations become fundamental
in such a context [13]. Such a point of view where only quantum correla-
tions are viewed as fundamental agrees with an interpretation of quantum
phenomena introduced by Mermin [15].

In this way, we have a scenario where the commitment of physics with
a locus where and when things would exist and change can be broken. In
this case, the proposal to spacetime emergence introduced in [13] appears
as distinct from that given by the holographic principle in its usual form,
by introducing a new view about the fundamental degrees of freedom of
quantum gravity, which must correspond to quantum correlations only. Not
correlations among things, but only quantum correlations.

The results found out in [13] and [23] can be summarized in a new version
of the AdS/CFT correspondence which can be written in the following lines:
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A type IIB string theory living in a classical AdS bulk must

emerge from quantum correlations, without correlate, de-

scribed by abstract spin networks, in the limit where the num-

ber of correlations becomes large. The free parameters of the

theories are related as

96π4α′2gs =
12π

σ
= ∆ , (4)

and

L

l10
= (4πN)1/4 . (5)

In the equation above,

l(10) = g
1

4

s (α
′)1/2 =

1

π

(∆

96

)1/4

. (6)

The Eq.(5) gives us the AdS radius, which defines the bulk geometry
[42], in units of the ten-dimensional Planck length l10. Such an equation has
been borrowed from the usual form of the AdS/CFT correspondence [43, 44].
However, it assumes a new interpretation here since N turns out to be given
by the number of external legs in the intertwiners states which is determined
by the number of quantum correlations from which string theory will emerge.

3. Holographic quantum complexity

A fundamental question that can be raised in the context of the the-
ory introduced in [23] is: How difficult is it to implement the emergence of
spacetime from quantum correlations?

In the context of quantum information, such a question is related to
the issue of quantum complexity, which has been acquiring more and more
importance in several branches of knowledge, including quantum circuits,
emergence physics, chaos theory, networks, cosmology, etc.

Briefly, complexity measures the hardness of a task. For example, in the
context of quantum mechanics, any state has an associated complexity, once
the process of preparing some state, using unitary operations, consists of a
task in itself. By extending such a discussion to quantum circuits, complexity
measures the number of quantum gates necessary to put the circuit to work.
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It has been pointed out that quantum complexity must have a fundamen-
tal role in holography, particularly in the issue of the emergence of spacetime
[45]. In this way, in the context of the holographic principle, it has been
coined the term ”holographic quantum complexity”.

In particular, in the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence, there are
two ways to calculate quantum complexity: the so-called Complexity = Vol-
ume (CV) [46], and the Complexity = Action (CA) [47] conjectures.

Concerning the first, it has been proposed that the holographic complexity
Ch related to some region on the AdS boundary is given by [45]

Ch =
V ol(γ)

8πRAdSG
=

Rd−1
AdS

8(d− 1)π

V ol(R)

ǫd−1
, (7)

where RAdS is the AdS radius, and γ is the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) surface
[29].

In this case, V ol(γ) denotes the volume under the RT surface. Moreover,
ǫ denotes a necessary UV cutoff scale in the boundary theory, and V ol(R)
denotes the volume of the boundary spacelike subregion R which goes as
Rd−1. Here d gives us the number of bulk spatial dimensions.

Interestingly, it has been proposed that complexity must obey a second
law analogous to the second law of thermodynamics for entropy. The second
law of complexity says that: ”If the computational complexity is less than
the maximum, then with the overwhelming likelihood it will increase, both
into the future and into the past” [17]. In this way, holographic complexity
must increase till it saturates at a maximal value [48].

The second law of quantum complexity must have a crucial role in the
investigation of the evolution of the universe due to its relationship with the
second law of thermodynamics. In the next section, we shall demonstrate
that the evolution of the universe’s holographic complexity, in accordance to
its second law can shed some light on the Hubble tension.

4. Holographic complexity and the Hubble-Lemâıtre constant

In the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence we can associate the nec-
essary quantum complexity for the emergence of spacetime with the number
of branes we need to combine to source the AdS bulk.

In such a context, we have an interesting outcome from the AdS/CFT
correspondence: causal diamonds defined on the AdS boundary carry the
necessary holographic information for the emergence of the bulk [49, 50, 51].
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Causal diamonds have occupied an important place in the investigations on
the holographic principle, being considered as the natural unit of holography
in a region of spacetime [52].

In this way, by considering the codifying of the quantum information
necessary to the emergence of spacetime from abstract spin networks to the
universe causal structure, one can consider the embedding of a spin network
into the universe causal diamond by taking each spin network external leg
patching a quantum of area on the universe causal diamond horizon, in a
similar way we have in usual LQG.

In this case, the number of spin network external legs piercing the uni-
verse’s causal diamond horizon will be given as

N ∼
A♦

∆
, (8)

which will correspond to the number of branes necessary to source the bulk
geometry, and in this way to the amount of quantum complexity necessary
to the emergence of the AdS spacetime.

In Eq. (8), A♦ = 4πR2
♦ is the area of the universe’s causal diamond

horizon, and ∆ will correspond to the quantum of area defined on it. In the
present context, such a quantum of area will be given by the Eq. (4).

Moreover, the radius of the universe causal diamond is given by

R♦ =
1

H0

∫ ∞

−1

dy
√

Ωm0(1 + y)3 + ΩΛ0

∼
1

H0

, (9)

where Ωm0 and ΩΛ0 correspond to the matter and cosmological constant
density parameters, respectively.

Upon such considerations, we have the following results from the theory
introduced in [13] and [23]: by combining the Eqs. (8) and (9), we can find

NH2
0∆ = constant. (10)

Moreover, from the Eqs. (5) and (6), one can write

N ∼
N3/4L

∆1/4
, (11)
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Consequently, the Eq. (10) can be rewritten as:

1

(N∆)3/4H2
0L

= constant . (12)

On the other hand, from the same equations (5) and (6), together with
the Eq. (9), it is possible to write:

(N∆)1/4

LR♦H0

= constant. (13)

By combining the two results above, we obtain

N
3

2

H3
0

∼

(

N2∆2

LR2
♦

)

Ch , (14)

where we have taken

Ch =
L3

18

R3
♦

(∆1/2)3
(15)

as the universe holographic complexity Eq. (7), for d = 4. Moreover, we
have taken ǫ = ∆1/2 as the UV cutoff scale in the boundary theory.

However, we note from Eqs. (8) and (9), that

N∆ ∼ R2
♦ ∼ H−2

0 . (16)

From Eqs (5) and (9), we have

L ∼ (N∆)1/4

∼ R
1/2
♦ ∼ H

−1/2
0 . (17)

In this way, it is possible to write:

N
3

2

H3
0

∼
1

H
3/2
0

Ch , (18)
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which gives us

1

H
3/2
0

∼
Ch

N3/2
. (19)

Finally, by remembering that the number of branes sourcing the AdS ge-
ometry gives the amount of quantum complexity necessary to the emergence
of spacetime, in a way that each brane can be seen as a quantum gate for
the emergence of the bulk, we can take Ch ∼ N , and obtain

H0 ∼ C
1

3

h . (20)

In this way, we have found out that the value of H0 is related to the
holographic quantum complexity necessary for the emergence of spacetime.

5. - Conclusions and discussions

The so-called Hubble tension consists of the discrepancy between the early
and late time measurements to the Hubble-Lamâıtre constant H0. Such a
problem has driven cosmology to a crisis nowadays.

In such a context, new physics has been required to provide a consistent
explanation of the evolution of the cosmos. Despite the several ideas to
solve the Hubble tension, they consist of ad hoc proposals, not providing the
necessary pathway to explain the discrepancy in the value of the Hubble-
Lamâıtre constant.

In the present paper, we have used the relational approach to quantum
gravity introduced in [13, 23] to find out a relationship between H0 and the
holographic complexity associated with the universe’s causal structure. Ac-
cording to such a proposal, in a different way from general relativity, space-
time must be not fundamental but ought to emerge from quantum informa-
tion encoded in quantum correlations only. Not correlations among things,
but only quantum correlations. It introduces a pure relational approach for
the emergence of spacetime where we do not need a previous locus to things
do exist and might become entangled, as occurs in the usual form of the
holographic principle.

By tracing a new perspective about the nature of spacetime, it is possible
also to trace a change in the understanding of the very nature of the param-
eter H0, by proposing that it must be viewed as a measure of the universe’s
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holographic complexity. As an important consequence of this new view about
H0, we have that it makes possible to link the Hubble-Lamâıtre constant to
the second law of quantum complexity.

Since, in the context of the CV conjecture, it has been argued that holo-
graphic complexity must increase linearly with the number of quantum gates
till it saturates at its maximal value [17, 53, 54], the result above must shed
light on the issue of the very constancy of H0 since one must have the value
of H0 changing with the holographic complexity during the evolution of the
universe. In this case, H0 must increase with Ch till both saturate to a max-
imal value. In this point, H0 must reach not only a maximal value but a
constant behavior too.

In this way, the difference between the values ofH0 given by early and late
universe measurements must consist of a simple testimony that our universe
has evolved from a relatively simple state at their early times to a very
complex place containing galaxies, stars, quasars, black holes, and life.
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