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Minor REVISION comments 
 

REFEREE REPORT 
Regrettably, the author does not address the fundamental problem for the quantization of gravity that 
has remained unsolved for a century which is the following: 
 
Einstein's gravitation on a Riemannian space is a "non-canonical" theory, Therefore, its sole 
axiomatically consistent operator image has to be "non-unitary" on a Hilbert space, namely, has to be 
of a class which is known to violate causality (admitting solutions in which effects precede their cause). 
 
The aspect NOT addressed by the author is that the SOLE possible formulation of classical and 
operator gravity without avoiding causality violations is to modify Einstein's gravitation or quantum 
mechanics or both. This is the iso-Minkowskian approach of Sections 8.5 and 8.6 of the monograph 
www.santilli-foundation.org/epr-overview-2021.pdf 
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