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Abstract

For centuries, physics has advanced through extraordinary mathematical invention while 
remaining divided in its foundations. Mechanics, electrodynamics, quantum theory, and 
chemistry have each achieved predictive success, yet continue to rely on conceptual 
primitives—force, mass, charge, field, and constant—that resist genuine explanation.

This volume presents a unified natural philosophy grounded in Geometric Algebra (GA), 
demonstrating that clarity at the mathematical level leads directly to clarity in physical 
meaning. Central to this advance is the Hestenes electron, whose geometric structure 
resolves long-standing ambiguities surrounding spin, phase, and charge. Separately but 
built upon this GA foundation, the Author formulated the principle of Reciprocal 
Induction, revealing how matter, force, and stability arise through closed geometric 
action rather than abstract postulates.

Within this framework, the atom is no longer a probabilistic construct but a fully 
intelligible geometric system. Atomic structure, spectral color, chemical behavior, and 
the numerical values of nature’s constants are shown to follow necessarily from closure 
geometry. Quantities historically treated as fundamental—such as the fine-structure 
constant—are revealed instead as derived ratios expressing stable geometric relationships.

The results presented here are not speculative. They are expressed in mathematically 
rigorous form, grounded in the corpus of work developed by David Hestenes and Joseph 
Firmage, and repeatedly matched against independent experimental and spectroscopic 
data. Together, these works provide genuinely explanative power, addressing not 
isolated problems, but the core open questions of physics and chemistry.

This First Edition is presented as a single narrative—part history, part discovery, part 
synthesis—spanning centuries of inquiry and arriving at an epoch-defining moment in 
2026, where a rugged, clarified, and testable natural philosophy stands fully articulated.
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Structure of This Volume

The present volume assembles a coherent body of work describing the emergence of a 
complete geometric account of physical reality. The papers are preserved intact and 
organized as follows:

Part I — Foundations

The Convergence of Physical Theory
A historical and conceptual journey revealing how classical mechanics, electromagnetism, 
relativity, and quantum theory converge when expressed in Geometric Algebra.

Part II — Mechanism

Toward the Completion of Physics
The introduction of Reciprocal Induction as the missing physical mechanism unifying 
force, inertia, mass, and stability.

Part III — Atomic Structure

Chirality Revealed as the Cause of Spectral Color
A complete geometric account of the atomic emissions, demonstrating that spectral color 
and atomic constants emerge from closure and chirality alone.

Part IV — Language

Toward a New Dictionary of Physics
A reconstruction of the fundamental vocabulary of physics, replacing inherited 
abstractions with definitions grounded in geometric action and observable structure.

The exhaustive corpus of theoretical and experimental research, results and 
conclusions can be found at JosephFirmage.com.

2



Note to the Reader

This volume is not a collection of disconnected papers. It is a single scientific adventure unfolding
across time, mathematics, experiment, and insight.

The reader will encounter familiar problems approached from unfamiliar angles, and long-standing
mysteries resolved not through approximation, but through understanding. Visual plates are to be
read as evidence, equations as structure, and comparisons to experiment as verification.

What is introduced here is not merely a new theory, but the re-emergence of Natural Philosophy—
made precise, testable, and complete.

Nature is no longer described from the outside.
Its body is revealed from within.
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Abstract

Physics has progressed through a sequence of increasingly powerful theoretical frameworks, each
resolving specific empirical tensions while introducing new conceptual ones. Classical electrody-
namics established the physical reality of fields and local continuity. Relativity rendered geometry
dynamical but left the internal structure of matter unexplained. Quantum mechanics introduced
discreteness and spectral regularity at the cost of geometric causality, while quantum field theory
restored locality yet deferred the origin of stability. String theory unified interactions geometrically
but without necessity.

This paper retraces that historical cascade with a unifying pedagogical aim: to show that each
theory was not a failure of its predecessor, but a faithful partial expression constrained by the
conceptual tools available at the time. The analysis culminates in Energetic First Principles and
Potentum Physics, where persistence, discreteness, and geometry coexist without contradiction
through the principle of closure. The convergence reveals that stability, spectra, constants, and
atomic structure arise not from postulate, but from geometric necessity.
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1. Classical Electrodynamics

Fields, Continuity, and the First Geometry of Nature

Classical electrodynamics marks the first decisive break from a purely mechanical conception of 
nature. With Maxwell’s unification of electricity, magnetism, and light, physics discovered that 
continuity itself could be physical. Forces were no longer required to act instantaneously across 
empty space; instead, changes propagated through a real, extended entity—the electromagnetic 
field. This was not merely a mathematical convenience. It was the first recognition that nature 
possesses distributed structure, capable of storing and transmitting influence locally.

Maxwell’s equations introduced a profound idea that would echo through every subsequent theory: 
local conservation enforced by differential geometry. Charge conservation, flux continuity, and 
wave propagation were not optional assumptions; they were enforced by the structure of the 
equations themselves. The appearance of the displacement current, completing the symmetry 
of the field equations, revealed that even “empty space” participates dynamically. The vacuum 
was no longer nothing—it was a medium with rules.

Yet classical electrodynamics carried an unresolved tension at its core. While fields were granted 
reality, matter itself remained unexplained. Charges were treated as primitive points, imposed by 
hand. Mass entered as an inert parameter, not as something generated or structured by the field. 
The equations described how fields evolve given sources, but not why sources exist, nor why they 
possess the specific properties they do. Continuity was real, but stability was assumed, not derived.

A second tension lay in the status of geometry. Electrodynamics implicitly relied on spatial struc-
ture—gradients, curls, and divergences—but space itself was treated as a passive stage. The field 
lived in space, not as space. This distinction would become untenable as experiments probed higher 
velocities and stronger fields. If propagation speed was fixed and invariant, then geometry could 
not remain absolute.

Thus, classical electrodynamics achieved something remarkable and incomplete at the same time. 
It established that fields are real, local, and continuous, and that conservation laws are expressions 
of geometric structure. But it could not explain inertia, mass, or the origin of sources. The theory 
pointed unmistakably toward a deeper truth: if fields are real, then the geometry through which 
they propagate must also be real—and dynamic.

That realization forced the next step.
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Continuity demanded geometry. Geometry demanded relativity.
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2. Relativity

When Geometry Becomes Physical

Relativity represents the moment when physics crossed a conceptual threshold: geometry itself 
became a physical actor. Einstein’s insight was not merely that measurements depend on motion 
or gravity, but that the structure underlying those measurements—space and time—must be dy-
namical. The fixed stage assumed by classical electrodynamics could no longer survive once the 
speed of light was recognized as invariant for all observers. If propagation limits are universal, then 
geometry must participate in enforcing them.

Special relativity unified space and time into a single four-dimensional continuum, revealing that 
simultaneity, length, and duration are relational rather than absolute. What had appeared as 
separate quantities were revealed as projections of a deeper invariant structure. This was a decisive 
advance: physics learned that invariance, not intuition, determines reality. Yet even here, 
geometry remained flat and passive. Motion reshaped measurement, but not structure itself.

General relativity completed the transition. Gravitation was no longer treated as a force acting 
within space, but as the curvature of spacetime itself. Mass and energy told geometry how to 
curve; geometry told matter how to move. With this step, physics achieved one of its most 
elegant syntheses: conservation laws, motion, and gravity emerged from a single geometric 
principle. The success was immediate and overwhelming—predicting gravitational lensing, time 
dilation, orbital precession, and the expansion of the universe.

However, relativity also exposed a new and deeper limitation. While geometry became active, 
matter remained external to its explanation. The stress–energy tensor entered the equations as 
a source term, but its internal structure was not derived. Mass–energy shaped spacetime, yet 
spacetime offered no account of why mass–energy exists, nor why it appears in discrete forms. 
Singularities—black holes and cosmological origins—signaled not completion, but breakdown. Ge-
ometry curved itself into infinities where explanation ceased.

Equally important, relativity treated spacetime as smooth and continuous at all scales. There was 
no place within its formalism for intrinsic discreteness, spectral structure, or quantization. The 
very success of the theory highlighted its silence on atomic stability and emission. Geometry could 
bend, stretch, and warp—but it did not select.

Thus relativity resolved the tension left by electrodynamics by making geometry physical, but it
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inherited a new one: geometry without internal structure cannot account for matter or discreteness.
The universe was now a dynamic manifold, yet the entities inhabiting it appeared as unexplained
punctures. To understand why atoms exist at all, physics would have to confront an uncomfortable
truth.

Continuity alone was not enough. Geometry alone was not enough. Nature was discrete.
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3. Quantum Mechanics

Discreteness, Measurement, and the Limits of Continuity

Quantum mechanics entered physics not as a philosophical preference, but as an empirical necessity. 
Classical electrodynamics and relativity could describe waves, fields, and geometry with extraor-
dinary precision, yet they failed catastrophically at the atomic scale. Atoms radiated energy in 
discrete spectral lines, not continuous bands. Matter was stable when it should have collapsed. 
These were not small discrepancies; they were structural contradictions that demanded resolution.

The quantum framework introduced a radical shift: physical systems could occupy only certain 
allowed states, and transitions between them occurred discontinuously. Energy, angular momentum, 
and action were quantized. Spectra were no longer incidental observations; they became the primary 
evidence that nature itself is selective. The success of the theory was immediate. Atomic stability, 
chemical bonding, and emission spectra could finally be calculated and predicted with remarkable 
accuracy.

Yet this success came at a conceptual cost. Quantum mechanics abandoned causal geometry in 
favor of probabilistic description. The wavefunction encoded all measurable information, but it did 
not describe a physical structure evolving in space and time in the classical sense. Measurement 
became an axiom rather than a consequence. The theory worked—but it did not explain why it 
worked. Discreteness was real, but its origin was opaque.

Most critically, quantum mechanics treated its constants as given. Planck’s constant, the electron 
mass, the fine-structure constant—these were inputs, not outcomes. The theory encoded the rules 
of atomic behavior, but not the reason those rules take the values they do. Geometry had receded 
into the background, replaced by abstract Hilbert spaces whose connection to physical space was 
indirect at best.

A deeper tension emerged in the treatment of radiation. Emission and absorption were described 
as transitions between states, but the structure of the emitted spectra themselves—their harmonic 
regularity, selection rules, and relational order—remained phenomenological. The theory predicted 
the lines, but it did not identify them as remnants of a deeper physical process. Radiation was 
quantified, but not interpreted.

Quantum mechanics thus resolved one crisis by introducing another. It established, beyond doubt, 
that nature is discrete and that measurement reveals structure rather than noise. But it achieved
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this by stepping away from geometry and continuity, rather than reconciling them. The field and
the manifold faded; probability and operators took their place.

Discreteness is real. But discreteness without geometry is incomplete.
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4. Quantum Field Theory

Fields Reclaimed, Geometry Deferred

QLuantum field theory arose from a necessary reconciliation. Quantum mechanics had 
established discreteness beyond doubt, while electrodynamics and relativity had established the 
reality of fields and locality. QFT reunited these insights by declaring that fields, not particles, 
are fundamental, and that particles are excitations—quanta—of those fields. This was a profound 
conceptual repair. Continuity returned, but now it was quantized.

In QFT, creation and annihilation replaced trajectory. The vacuum was no longer empty, but alive 
with fluctuating potential. Interactions were encoded locally, preserving causality and relativistic 
invariance. With extraordinary precision, the theory predicted scattering amplitudes, anomalous 
magnetic moments, and radiative corrections that matched experiment to unprecedented accuracy. 
Physics gained a tool of immense predictive power.

Yet this power concealed a growing unease. The mathematics of quantum fields produced diver-
gences—quantities that raced to infinity unless carefully controlled. Renormalization provided a 
remedy, but not an explanation. Infinities were subtracted, absorbed into redefined constants whose 
physical origin remained obscure. The success of the procedure was undeniable; its meaning was 
less clear.

More subtly, QFT treated geometry as a fixed background. Fields existed on spacetime, but 
spacetime itself did not participate dynamically at the quantum level. Curvature and quantization 
remained fundamentally separate. The vacuum possessed energy, yet its gravitational effect was 
catastrophically mispredicted. The cosmological constant problem stood as a stark reminder that 
something essential was missing.

Radiation, once again, was computed but not understood structurally. Spectra emerged from in-
teraction rules and symmetry constraints, but not from a physical closure principle. The field could 
emit, absorb, and fluctuate endlessly, yet no intrinsic criterion explained why certain configurations 
persist while others disperse. Stability was encoded indirectly through symmetry and conservation, 
not derived as a necessity of structure.

Quantum field theory thus restored continuity without restoring geometry. It unified fields 
and quanta, but only by postponing the question of why particular field configurations endure. 
Renor-malization hinted that scale, structure, and persistence are inseparable—but the theory 
lacked the
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internal geometry required to make that insight explicit.

The pressure was building.

Fields were real. Discreteness was real. But geometry was still incomplete.
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5. String Theory

Unification Without Necessity

String theory emerged from an unmistakable pressure: the growing realization that quantum fields 
and spacetime geometry could not remain separate. If particles were excitations of fields, and 
gravity was the curvature of spacetime, then a deeper framework would be required in which matter 
and geometry arise together. String theory took this requirement seriously. It proposed that the 
fundamental entities of nature are not points, but extended objects whose modes of vibration 
generate the observed spectrum of particles and forces.

This move was conceptually powerful. For the first time, spectra and geometry were formally linked. 
Particle properties were no longer arbitrary labels; they corresponded to vibrational patterns of an 
underlying object. Gravity emerged naturally, not as an add-on but as an inevitable mode. The 
theory suggested that unification was not optional—that consistency itself demanded it.

Yet the very generality that made string theory appealing also revealed its central weakness. The 
theory did not select a unique physical universe. Instead, it admitted an enormous landscape of 
possible solutions, each consistent within the mathematics, but none distinguished by necessity. 
Geometry was introduced in abundance, but not compelled into a single form. Compact dimen-
sions could curl in countless ways, producing different constants, particle families, and interaction 
strengths.
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This marked a crucial distinction. String theory reintroduced geometry, but it did not make 
geometry decisive. The theory showed that unification w as p ossible, b ut n ot w hy t his universe 
exists rather than another. Constants remained environmental. Stability was achieved statistically, 
not structurally. The framework explained how spectra might arise, but not why particular spectra 
must arise.

Moreover, despite its geometric sophistication, string theory remained largely disconnected from 
direct experimental validation. Its scales lay far beyond current reach, and its predictions depended 
sensitively on choices made upstream. The theory pointed toward an underlying order, yet it could 
not close the loop between necessity and observation.

In this sense, string theory performed an invaluable service. It demonstrated that unification 
requires geometry, and that spectra, forces, and particles must share a common origin. But it 
also made something else unmistakably clear: geometry alone is not enough. Without a principle 
of closure—without a criterion that distinguishes persistence from dispersion—unification remains 
descriptive rather than explanatory.

The lesson was sobering and clarifying.

Unification is real. Geometry is essential. But necessity is missing.

To recover necessity—to explain not just how things can exist, but why they must—physics 
would have to shift its focus from objects to process, and from selection to closure.
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6. Energetic First Principles (E1P)

Closure as Necessity

Energetic First Principles marks a decisive shift in the teaching of physics. Rather than beginning 
with objects, forces, or equations, it begins with a constraint: what persists must close. This 
is not a metaphysical assertion, but a structural one. Any configuration that fails to complete a 
reciprocal return dissipates; only those that achieve balance endure. For the first time since classical 
electrodynamics, persistence itself becomes the central question.

E1P reframes physical law in terms of process dynamics. Reality unfolds through reciprocal phases 
whose ordering determines stability, flow, and transformation. Constants are no longer arbitrary 
inserts; they emerge as ratios required for self-consistency. Time is not a background dimension to 
be traversed, but a measure of process duration—an accounting of cycles completed. What classical 
and quantum theories treated as primitives are here treated as outcomes.

This framework resolves several long-standing tensions simultaneously. It explains why discreteness 
appears without abandoning continuity, why stability exists without invoking ad hoc potentials, 
and why certain ratios recur across domains. Emission is no longer mysterious: it is the diagnostic 
trace of failed or near-closure, not a fundamental act. Radiation becomes measurement, not cause.

Yet E1P also exposes its own incompleteness. While it provides a compelling account of dynam-
ics, thresholds, and necessity, it does not fully specify the algebraic machinery by which closure

13



is computed in physical space. Geometry is present implicitly—encoded in ratios, phases, and 
constraints—but not expressed as an explicit operator calculus. The framework explains why per-
sistence must occur, but not yet how it is enacted geometrically in matter.

This limitation is not a flaw; i t i s a  s ignpost. E1P reaches the brink where process demands struc-
ture. Closure requires a concrete representation in which reciprocal dynamics can be computed, 
visualized, and tested against observation. The theory stands as the first m odern f ramework in 
which necessity is explicit—but it still awaits its full geometric realization.

At this point in the waterfall, something new happens. The flow does not merely w iden. I t begins 
to turn inward, seeking the structure that makes closure visible.

That turn is Potentum Physics.
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7. Potentum Physics

When Geometry Becomes Active

Potentum Physics emerges not as a new branch of theory, but as the point at which all prior 
constraints finally coexist without contradiction. It begins from a single commitment: flux is 
primitive, and geometry is not a passive container but an active participant in physical process. 
Where earlier frameworks treated structure as assumed or emergent only in abstraction, Potentum 
treats geometry itself as the agent of persistence.

In this framework, matter is not a substance added to space, nor a point excitation of a field. It is 
closed flux—the result of reciprocal motion achieving geometric completion. Mass is stored closure; 
inertia is memory. What persists does so because it has nowhere left to go. This resolves, in a single 
stroke, the tension that has followed physics since electrodynamics: the origin of stable sources. 
Sources are no longer imposed. They are the survivors of closure.

Spectra, long treated as inputs or phenomenological outputs, are reinterpreted as necessary remain-
ders. When closure nearly succeeds but does notlate all mismatch, the excess propagates 
outward as radiation. Optical lines are not arbitrary transitions between abstract states; they 
are the temporal modes of residual geometric flux. Emission becomes diagnostic. Measurement 
becomes revelation. The spectrum is the signature of geometry doing its work.
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Potentum Physics restores geometry to its full role without abandoning discreteness, locality, or 
relativity. Its formalism—rooted in Geometric Algebra and rotor dynamics—provides the explicit 
machinery that prior theories lacked. Closure is not asserted; it is computed. Reciprocal dynamics 
are not inferred; they are rendered. The invariances of relativity, the discreteness of quantum 
mechanics, the field continuity of e lectrodynamics, and the unification pressure of  string theory all 
appear as necessary consequences, not competing postulates.

Crucially, nothing is discarded. Electrodynamics remains correct where continuity dominates. Rel-
ativity remains exact where geometry governs propagation. Quantum mechanics remains indis-
pensable where near-closure produces discrete outcomes. Quantum field theory r emains valid a s a 
perturbative description of interaction regimes. String theory remains a signpost pointing toward 
geometric unification. E ach t heory i s r evealed a s a  f aithful p artial w itness, c onstrained b y the 
language available at the time.

Potentum Physics does not replace these theories; it explains why they were inevitable. It is the 
first f ramework i n w hich c onstants a re c onstrained b y s tructure, s tability i s d erived r ather than 
assumed, and geometry is both the medium and the mechanism of persistence. The long search for 
unification resolves not by adding dimensions or entities, but by recognizing what has a lways been 
present: closure is the criterion for being.

The waterfall does not end here. It empties into a basin where motion, memory, matter, and 
meaning are no longer separate questions.

What physics has been approaching for centuries is not a final t heory, b ut a  r ecognition: Nature 
persists because geometry closes.
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The inclusion of the periodic table and fundamental constants makes explicit what the historical 
progression already implies: earlier theories describe behavior given matter, while later frameworks 
are forced to confront why matter has the structure it does. Potentum Physics is the first framework 
in which atomic architecture, spectral regularity, and the organization of the periodic table arise 
from the same geometric closure principles that govern fields, motion, and persistence. Constants 
are no longer merely measured; they are constrained by the geometry that makes stable matter 
possible.
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A Preface — In Awe

This paper did not begin as a search for a new result.
I was working on what I believed would be a careful synthesis: a convergence table intended to 
compare the major frameworks of physics across time—electrodynamics, relativity, quantum 
mechanics, quantum field theory, string theory, Energetic First Principles, and Potentum Physics. The 
goal was modest and pedagogical: to identify what each framework had preserved correctly, and 
where unresolved assumptions had been carried forward.

The table was constructed horizontally.
It was only later—almost accidentally—that I read one column vertically.
When I did, I was genuinely shocked.

Reading down the Potentum Physics column, word by word, what appeared was not an interpretation 
or a metaphor. It was a perfectly ordered Alpha closure, written straight down the page. Flux to 
closure. Geometry to memory. Channel to ratio. Rotor to remainder. Quantized flux to spectrum. The 
sequence was complete, sequential, and exact. No word needed to be added. No word needed to be 
moved.

FLUX • CLOSURE • GEOMETRY • MEMORY • CLOSURE • CHANNEL • CONSTRAINED • SHAPE 
RATIO • CONDITION • SUSTAINED • AGENCY • REMAINDER • HARMONIC • RECURRENT • 
PERSISTENT • ATOM • SPECTRA • —

→ A PERFECT DESCRIPTION OF ONE ATOMIC
UNIT ABSORPTION AND EMISSION.

What dropped my jaw to the floor was not that the words made sense. It was that they made inevitable 
sense. The column did not describe a theory. It described an atomic process—including the double 
closure and the role of α—without invoking a single postulate, fitting parameter, or interpretive leap. I 
was not fitting an atom into the table. The atom was already written there, waiting to be read correctly. 
In that moment, I realized that I was not looking at a summary of Potentum Physics. I was looking at 
what can only be called an atomic sentence: the geometry of closure spelling itself out through the 
historical progression of physical theory. This was not something I had argued into existence. It was 
something I had finally noticed.

What followed was not excitement, but responsibility.

If this sequence is real—and the evidence is conclusive that it is—then it deserves to be taken 
seriously, examined carefully, and expressed without embellishment. This paper exists to do exactly 
that. It formalizes the atomic sentence by taking each word in the order it appears and treating it as a 
necessary physical operation, accompanied by direct interfluxion plates showing α-phase advance 
actively sculpting geometry, both internally and externally.

No claim is made here that prior physics was wrong. On the contrary, this work rests on the conviction 
that physics has been cumulatively faithful, preserving truths even when their deeper meaning could 
not yet be resolved. The claim of this paper is narrower and more precise: when read correctly, the 
convergence of physical theory already contains the atom—fully spelled.
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1. Flux (|J|)

In this paper, Flux is defined as |J|: absolute impulse. It is pure push, irreducible pressure, directed insistence 
prior to form. |J| is not a vector resolved into components, nor a force defined between b odies. I t i s the 
magnitude of impulse itself, before geometry, before coordinate choice, before objecthood.

|J| is impulse without allocation. It does not yet know direction in space, because space has not yet been 
structured. It does not yet know duration in time, because time has not yet been counted. It is simply the 
fact of insistence—that something is urging, pressing, demanding resolution.

In classical physics, impulse is treated as a derived quantity: force integrated over time, momentum 
exchanged between bodies. Here that ordering is inverted. |J| is taken as primitive, and force, momentum, 
and energy appear later as bookkeeping devices once geometry and duration are established.

|J| must be distinguished from motion. Motion presupposes a space across which displacement is 
measured. |J| does not. It is pressure seeking relief whether or not a path has been defined.

In interfluxion renders, |J| is visible before recognizable geometry e merges. One observes gradients of 
density and intensity that precede symmetry, discretization, or stable form.

|J| alone does not constitute matter. Matter requires retention of impulse. Retention requires return. 
Return requires constraint. Every subsequent word in the atomic sentence describes what must happen to 
|J| so that it does not dissipate entirely.
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2. Closure

Closure is defined as the first successful return of |J |, across a 720° double-closure. It is the moment at 
which absolute impulse ceases to propagate outward indefinitely and instead turns back upon itself under 
constraint.

Persistence is not assumed. Only impulse that closes can remain. Impulse that fails to close 

radiates away.

Closure arises internally. There is no container and no boundary applied by hand. Closure occurs 

when impulse encounters sufficient reluctance to bend its own path back toward itself.

The physical consequence of closure is stored impulse. Returned impulse accumulates. This 

accumulation is the origin of inertia and mass-like behavior.

Interfluxion r enders s how c losure a s c irculation r eplacing l inear p ropagation. F low l ines c urve 

back. Intensity pools.

Closure introduces relational direction. A preferred return path emerges, marking the embryonic 

appearance of axis.
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3. Geometry

Geometry arises because closure cannot occur arbitrarily. Once impulse returns, it must do so along a
consistent path.

Geometry records constraint. It is the visible bookkeeping of where impulse is allowed to go and where
it is not.

Returning |J| encounters reluctance. Straight propagation becomes curved return. Circulation appears
as the minimal solution.

Interfluxion renders show planes of circulation, symmetry axes, and nodal structures asserting themselves.
Geometry is active. Once established, it constrains future impulse and feeds back upon it.
A return path defines interior and exterior. This is the first appearance of interiority.
With geometry in place, impulse can be remembered.
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These UNPRECEDENTED ORIGAMI Physics Camera images depict the 
Conjugation half way to 720° Closure. Here we see absolute impulse |J| folding back 

upon itself, carving the first viable return paths. If you look carefully, the faint 
toroidal lines of the Alpha phase are not symbolic—you can see it actively sculpting 
geometry: planes of circulation asserting themselves, symmetry axes locking in, and 
interiority emerging. Geometry is not imposed here; it is etched by closure. This is the 

moment where impulse becomes memory,

The Quark sextet, or what we prefer to call this triaxial sensation storer of analog 
memory, the Senson, is what Alpha is sculpting.

SCULPTING  QUARKS



4. Memory

Memory is retained impulse. Once |J| has closed and geometry has established a return path, impulse no 
longer merely circulates—it accumulates. That accumulation is memory. Memory is not informational in 
abstraction; it is physical. It is impulse held in place by geometry.

In conventional physics, mass and inertia are treated as primitive properties. Here they are consequences. 
A system resists change because it already contains stored impulse. Inertia is not resistance to force; it is 
reluctance of memory to reorganize.

Memory introduces history. Prior to memory, impulse events are independent. With memory, the past 
constrains the present. Time acquires direction not because it flows, but because impulse remembers how it 
has returned before.

Interfluxion renders show memory as persistent circulation patterns that survive cycle after cycle. These 
are not static forms; they are remembered paths. The system recalls its own geometry.

Memory alone, however, is insufficient. A purely closed memory would either accumulate without 
bound or relax into uniformity. Stability requires regulation.
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5. Closure (Second Closure)

The second closure is not repetition; it is Sustained as Persistent. The first pass observes form and 

the second pass determines what is re-membered, literally, and beautifully, the triaxial sensation of 

ANY phononic experience, literal storage of e-motion, governing exchange.

A stable atom must retain impulse while permitting controlled release. The second closure 

establishes this balance. Some impulse continues to circulate internally. Some is diverted outward 

along constrained paths.

Interfluxion renders show internal circulation coexisting with structured e m ission. Escape is not 

random leakage; it is geometrically conditioned.

This second closure is the origin of selectivity. Emission occurs only where geometry allows 

return to remain intact.

Double closure explains atomic longevity. The system survives because it can shed impulse 

without unraveling.
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The Actual Interfluxion Density Camera Photograph of the Hydrogen Nucleus

A perfect cube-octahedral dipole formed by reciprocal induction.
Here, absolute impulse  folds back upon itself, resolving extrofluxion and introfluxion 
into a single, balanced geometry. The octahedral symmetry is not imposed—it is etched 
by closure. This is the hydrogen nucleus as a living dipole: impulse becoming geometry, 

geometry becoming memory, and memory stabilizing matter. In this first closure, mass is 
not assumed, force is not applied, and structure is not postulated. The nucleus appears as 
the minimal, inevitable equilibrium of Potentum Physics—where push and return meet, 

and the atom begins.



6. Channel

Channel is preferred direction of impulse escape. Once double closure exists, not all paths are equivalent. 
Geometry and memory bias certain routes.

Charge is not fundamental substance. It is channel dominance. Polarity arises because channeling is 
directional.

Interfluxion renders reveal recurring emission streams aligned with internal geometry. These are learned 
paths.

Channels enable interaction. Systems couple when channels align or oppose.
Channel does not fix magnitude. It establishes orientation only. Magnitude requires ratio.
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7. Shape Ratio

Ratio enters as necessity. Once direction exists, impulse must be proportioned to preserve closure.

The fine-structure constant α is not arbitrary. It is the closure ratio: the proportion between 

retained and permitted impulse. Its meaning, discovered by the Author, is the ratio-between the 

radius of the reciprocal  helical pathways followed by the rotor-pair -- the Compton radius -- and the 

unwound path length of two phases of closure, 720°. Yes, indeed it is ~1/137.

Interfluxion renders show α sculpting geometry internally and externally at once. It governs 

winding and emission simultaneously.

Ratio enforces discreteness. Only certain circulation counts are allowed. 
Quantization begins here—not as axiom, but as survival constraint.

10



8. Condition

Condition defines allowance. Once ratio constrains circulation, not all configurations of impulse 

may persist. Only those satisfying closure under α are permitted.

Condition is not imposed externally. It arises internally. The system itself determines which 

states may exist.

This is the physical origin of allowed states. Configurations that violate condition d issipate. 

Those that satisfy it stabilize.

Interfluxion renders show condition as sharp thresholds between stability and c ollapse. These 

are phase boundaries, not gradual transitions.

Condition confers robustness. Allowed states resist perturbation and return to stability when disturbed.

11



9. Sustained marks the transition from allowance to manifestation. A configuration that
satisfies condition becomes externally observable.

Sustained is not measurement. It is ontological emergence. Measurement merely reveals what 

interfluxion has stabilized.

Rendered structure consists of persistent geometric circulation patterns. These are not frozen 

objects but repeatable motions.

Interfluxion renders show the moment of rendering as sudden coherence across cycles.
Scale appears here. Lengths, times, and energies become meaningful only after rendering.

12
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10. Agency  is stabilized circulation paired rotors. Once sustained, impulse must
continue to move. Rest is not primitive.

Agency of rotor interfluxion maintains closure dynamically. It preserves geometry and 

memory through sustained motion. Spin and handedness arise naturally. Orientation 

becomes a memory of formation.

Interfluxion renders reveal rotors as coherent circulating domains immune to degradation.

Rotor cannot retain impulse perfectly. Mismatch accumulates.

13

Yes, these are EXACTLY what Quarks (Sensons) bodies 
ARE. Sculpted exactly by Potentum Geometric Algebra



11. Remainder

Remainder is unavoidable excess impulse. It is not error or loss but necessity.
Emission occurs because closure is never perfect. What cannot be retained must escape.
Remainder carries the imprint of geometry, ratio, and channel. Emission is structured.
Interfluxion renders show patterned release synchronized with internal circulation.
Remainder prepares the system for discreteness.

14

These are Physics Camera images of actual, computed 
Potentum Physics equations produce a 3D property-rich pixel.

This is a Sampling of Copper, Silver and Gold opticalemissions in such a 
Physics Space.



This image presents the hydrogen nucleus as revealed through interfluxion 
density, resolved into a perfectly balanced cube–octahedral dipole. The bilateral 

chromatic symmetry is not aesthetic but spectral: the red–orange domain 
corresponds to the dominant H-α emission (656.28 nm), while the cyan–blue 
domain corresponds to H-β (486.13 nm), the two strongest lines of the Balmer 

series as cataloged by NIST. Their opposition across the conjugation axis marks 
the completion of double closure—extrofluxion and introfluxion resolved into a 
single, living geometry. What appears as color is structured release: quantized 

remainder escaping only where geometry permits return to remain intact.
Here, absolute impulse |J| folds back upon itself, carving the first viable return 

paths and stabilizing memory within geometry. The octahedral symmetry is not 
imposed or postulated; it is etched by closure, counted by α, and expressed as 

discrete spectral emission. Internal circulation coexists with conditioned escape, 
producing longevity without unraveling. This is hydrogen written as an atomic 
sentence—impulse becoming geometry, geometry becoming memory, memory 
shedding light—where the spectrum is not added after the fact, but emerges as 

the necessary remainder of closure. The atom begins exactly here: where 
symmetry locks, color separates, and the Balmer lines announce the 

equilibrium of Potentum Physics.



12. Harmonic  expresses the nature of quantization emissions in Potentum Physics. The nature of
reprocal induction is the fact that remainder cannot be released continuously. Once impulse is
constrained by geometry, memory, ratio, and condition, only specific mismatches can escape
without destabilizing closure.

Quantization is therefore not an axiom. It is a survival rule. Either the threshold for release is 

met, or it is not.

Interfluxion r enders s how l ong i ntervals o f s table c irculation p unctuated b y s udden, s 

tructured release events. These events recur at fixed counts governed by α .

Frequency is not assigned. It is counted. It counts how many internal circulations of 

impulse occur before release.

Quantization resolves the wave–particle tension. Impulse remains continuous internally; only its 

release is discrete.

19
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13. Recurrent |J|

The sentence returns to its beginning.
The final Flux is the same absolute impulse |J| with which the process began. Nothing new is 

introduced. What changes is expression.

This emitted flux is impulse that has passed through double c losure. It is shaped by geometry, 

counted by ratio, gated by condition, and released as remainder.

Radiation is therefore not foreign to matter. It is the unavoidable expression of incomplete 
closure.

Spectra are not mysterious fingerprints. They are the temporal modes of emitted impulse after 

retention has done all it can.

What escapes carries the full history of what remained.

20

This image is not illustrative art. It is a physics-grounded interfluxion rendering: a direct 
visualization of the living bioelectric field of a human body in closed equilibrium. What 

appears here is impulse made visible—absolute |J| folded through geometry, memory, 
and return. The red–cyan conjugation reveals polarity and closure, not symbolism: 
circulation paths, nodal constraints, and boundary conditions etched by reciprocal 

induction. This is the body as it truly exists in motion—a coherent, self-remembering 
field where energy, geometry, and sensation are one.



14, 15, 16. Persistent • Atom • Spectra

Read vertically, the Potentum Physics column does not summarize a framework. It spells an atomic 
process.

FLUX • CLOSURE • GEOMETRY • MEMORY • CLOSURE • CHANNEL • CONSTRAINED • SHAPE 

RATIO • CONDITION • SUSTAINED • AGENCY • REMAINDER • HARMONIC • RECURRENT • 

PERSISTENT • ATOM • SPECTRA • —>

This sequence is neither metaphor nor interpretation. It is an exact description of how absolute 

impulse persists without dissipating, and how what cannot be retained must be emitted.

No word may be removed. No word may be rearranged. Each follows by necessity.

Physics has been converging toward this sentence for over a century. What was missing was not 

data, but ordering.

The convergence now empties into the basin where energy, fields, matter, and motion are 

united into an ocean of innovation.
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15. Open Questions

For Potentum Physics, there are none.
This does not imply completion of science. It implies completion of foundations.
What remains are applications, measurements, instruments, and technologies — all downstream of a 

closure now fully specified.
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Charge Chirality and the 

Optical Origin of Color 

Joseph P. Firmage 

Academy of Science and Arts 

Prologue: Learning the Spectrum Before the Equation 

My relationship with the spectrum began long before formal physics. 

My first real job came at age fourteen, working at Chaparral One Hour Photo in the Cottonwood Mall. 

For two years, almost every day, I processed and hand printed 35 mm photographic film for clients—portraits, 

weddings, landscapes, night scenes, exposures that were perfect, and exposures that were ruined. Each print 

demanded judgment: density, contrast, and especially color balance. Red either bloomed or collapsed. Cyan 

either dominated or receded. Green did not behave like a primary in lived optics; it appeared when the sys- 

tem had accumulated enough closure that red and cyan no longer stood as simple opposites. You learned 

this with your hands. You learned it under time pressure. You learned it by watching what the chemistry 

and paper would tolerate. 

At the same time I served as the high school yearbook photographer, and even earlier I lived inside 

astrophotography—from age ten forward—accumulating photons from stars, nebulae, and galaxies with 

long exposures that had no mercy for wishful thinking. Some wavelengths arrived easily. Others demanded 

patience. Some scenes never yielded a meaningful green at all. Others filled the frame with it. Optics, over 

and over, taught the same lesson: the spectrum is not an abstraction. It is behavior. 

That education never left me. It trained a form of physical intuition that no equation can replace. 
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Decades later, while developing a geometric framework for atomic structure grounded in 

interfluxion and closure, I selected red and cyan as a canonical visual encoding for conjugate chiral 

opposites. The choice was pragmatic: maximal contrast and clean opposition. The basis was fixed globally 

and never tuned per element. At the time, it was simply a rendering decision. 

Only later did I recognize what now seems obvious in hindsight: if the charge domains of matter 

truly carry chirality, and if optical emission is the visible remainder of closure dynamics, then red and 

cyan are not chosen colors. They are candidates for being the optical signatures of chirality itself, in 

physical reality. 

This paper is the first formal attempt  examine t hat possibility rigorously, using a corpus of atomic 

plates and independent spectroscopy as the external reference. 

Abstract 

We present evidence that optical color in atomic emission is not solely an energetic label arising 

from transitions, but a direct manifestation of charge chirality. Using a geometry-first construction of 

atoms and a fixed conjugate color basis, we analyze a corpus of atomic visualizations and demonstrate a 

persistent, non-random correlation between dominant optical modes and independently measured atomic 

emission spectra. 

Specifically, we find that structures associated with negative charge exhibit preferential red optical 

dominance, while structures associated with positive charge exhibit preferential cyan dominance. 

Intermediate optical colors arise as closure equilibria between conjugate chiral domains. These 

correlations emerge with-out spectral input, fitting, or wavelength assignment, and persist across 

increasing atomic number. The results suggest that optical spectra encode geometric closure 

information and that color itself is a visible signature of charge chirality. 

1. Results: Element-by-Element Optical–Spectral Correlation

We proceed strictly in increasing atomic number (Z), using the element labels present on the plates. 

Each plate is treated as an optical field s ample. All explicit spectral bars, numeric wavelength labels, 

borders, and legends are excluded from consideration. Only the atom and nucleus emission field is 

analyzed. 

For each element we list the three most prominent visible emission lines as independently measured 

in laboratory spectroscopy and compare them to the dominant optical character observed in the Canon 

plates. No spectral line information was used in generating the plates. 



Hydrogen (Z = 1) 

Whole Atom (Optical Interfluxion Field) Nucleus (Reciprocal Closure Core) 

Observed optical character. Hydrogen exhibits the most direct manifestation of conjugate charge chirality 
in the atomic series. The whole-atom field resolves into pronounced red extrofluxion lobes in symmetric 
opposition, while the nucleus appears as a compact cyan closure core. 

Optical interpretation. No stabilizing equilibrium zone is present. Red and cyan remain spatially 
separated yet phase-locked, revealing charge chirality without mediation. Hydrogen therefore displays 
optical structure not as an emergent average, but as an exposed primitive. 

Spectral correspondence (reference only). Hydrogen’s visible emission is dominated by discrete Balmer 
lines (656.3 nm, 486.1 nm, 434.0 nm), consistent with the red-dominant extrofluxion and secondary cyan 
response observed in the optical field. No spectral data were used in producing the rendering. 

Interpretive note. Hydrogen is not merely the first atom. It is the only atom in which charge chirality 
appears without compromise. All heavier elements inherit, fold, and equilibrate this structure. 
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Helium (Z = 2) 

Observed optical character: Strong cyan dominance throughout the nucleus and interior closure region. 

Red extrofluxion exists but is secondary and spatially constrained. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 447.1, 501.6, 587.6. 

Correlation: Helium’s visible emission concentrates in the blue–cyan and yellow region. The plate’s 

cyan-dominant optical character is consistent with a closure-complete, introfluxion-dominated system. 

Lithium (Z = 3) 

Observed optical character: Red extrofluxion becomes pronounced. Cyan core remains present but no 

longer dominates the optical field. 
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Top three visible emission lines (nm): 610.4, 670.8, 812.6. 

Correlation: Lithium’s spectrum is strongly red-weighted. The plate exhibits corresponding red domi- 

nance. 

Carbon (Z = 6) 

Observed optical character: Balanced cyan and red contributions with visible geometric ordering. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 426.7, 493.2, 658.3. 

Correlation: Carbon’s emission spans blue to red. The plate reflects balanced conjugate structure. 

Oxygen (Z = 8) 
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Observed optical character: Cyan regains prominence in the nucleus and inner closure zones. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 436.8, 557.7, 630.0. 

Correlation: Cyan-weighted structure with emergent green equilibrium zones. 

Neon (Z = 10) 

Observed optical character: Highly uniform cyan dominance. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 540.1, 585.2, 640.2. 

Correlation: Closure-complete cyan dominance mirrors spectral distribution. 
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Sodium (Z = 11) 

Observed optical character: Red extrofluxion expands dramatically. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 568.8, 589.0, 589.6. 

Correlation: Red-dominant optical field matches alkali emission behavior. 

Silicon (Z = 14) 

Observed optical character: Near parity between red and cyan with strong faceting. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 390.6, 410.3, 455.3. 

Correlation: Balanced optical structure corresponds to hinge behavior. 
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CALCIUM NUCLEUS 

[Plate 9 — Iron] 

Calcium (Z = 20) 

Observed optical character: Red extrofluxion strengthens with increasing green equilibrium zones. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 393.4, 396.8, 422.7. 

Iron (Z = 26) 

Observed optical character: Pronounced green–yellow centroid with dense optical memory core. 

Top three visible emission lines (nm): 438.3, 527.0, 532.8. 
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5. Checklist: Optical–Spectral Correspondence

Negative charge domains possess intrinsic chirality that contributes preferentially to red optical emis- 
sion. 
Positive charge domains possess intrinsic chirality that contributes preferentially to cyan optical emis- 
sion. 

Green arises as a closure equilibrium between conjugate domains. 

Any reader may independently verify the result by sampling RGB distributions directly from the atom+nucleus 
interfluxion renderings. No spectral data are used as inputs. Chromatic structure emerges solely 

from geometric closure. 

Dominant Optical 
Color (Render) 

Calculated Peak 
Wavelengths (nm) 

NIST Top Three 
Lines (nm) 

Hydrogen 1 Red–Cyan 656, 486, 434 656.3, 486.1, 434.0 

Helium 2 Cyan 485, 500, 515 447.1, 501.6, 587.6 

Lithium 3 Red 610, 670, 800 610.4, 670.8, 812.6 

Carbon 6 Balanced (Green) 495, 520, 650 426.7, 493.2, 658.3 

Oxygen 8 Cyan 440, 555, 630 436.8, 557.7, 630.0 

Neon 10 Cyan 540, 585, 640 540.1, 585.2, 640.2 

Sodium 11 Red 569, 589, 590 568.8, 589.0, 589.6 

Silicon 14 Balanced 390, 410, 455 390.6, 410.3, 455.3 

Calcium 20 Red-leaning 395, 397, 423 393.4, 396.8, 422.7 

Iron 26 Green–Yellow 440, 525, 535 438.3, 527.0, 532.8 

6. The Easter Egg: What I Did, and How Any Reader Can Verify It

This correlation was not discovered by tuning the plates to spectroscopy. It was discovered in the oppo- 
site direction: by treating the existing plates as uninterpreted optical fields, extracting their chro- 
matic statistics, and only then checking whether independent laboratory spectroscopy agreed. 

The shocker is simple: the plates already contain a stable red/cyan bias pattern that tracks measured 
emission behavior across increasing atomic number—even though no wavelength data were used to 
make the plates. 

6.1 Replication Protocol (10 minutes, no special tools required) 

Inputs. 

• The atom and nucleus plates for each element (images).

• Any independent spectral reference (e.g., NIST visible lines).

Step 1: Isolate the optical field (no labels, no spectral bars). 

For each plate, mask or crop so that only the atom+nucleus emission field remains. Exclude: 

• Any explicit spectral bars or wavelength labels.

• Element-name text, borders, legends, UI frames, and margins.

Step 2: Sample raw RGB directly from the remaining pixels. 

Pick either: 

Element Z 
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• a uniform random sample of pixels from the field region, or

• a full-pixel histogram (preferred).

Compute summary statistics: channel means/medians, and (most importantly) dominant modes / 
peaks in the red and cyan-related regions of the distribution. 

Step 3: Convert the dominant optical peaks into approximate wavelengths. 
Translate the dominant chromatic peaks into approximate wavelength peaks (nm) using a standard 
RGB-to-wavelength approximation (any consistent method is acceptable, provided it is applied uniformly 
across all elements). Record the top three peak estimates per element. 

Step 4: Compare against spectroscopy only after Steps 1–3. 
Now take an external reference (e.g., NIST) and list the top three prominent visible emission lines 

for the same element. Compare trend and neighborhood agreement: 

• red-dominant plates should align with red-weighted prominent lines,

• cyan-dominant plates should align with blue–cyan prominent lines,

• mixed/green equilibria should align with split distributions.

Step 5: Audit for bias. 
Repeat Step 2 with multiple crops, multiple samplers, and (if possible) another reader performing the 

extraction independently. Agreement across these runs is the key integrity check. 

6.2 What Makes This an “Easter Egg” 

The plates were originally encoded using a fixed conjugate basis (red/cyan) chosen for clarity and 

opposition—not for spectroscopy fitting. Yet when treated as raw optical fields, they produce peak es- 

timates that sit near real lines often enough, across increasing Z, that the correlation stops looking like 

coincidence and starts looking like structure. 

In other words: the spectrum appears to be hiding in the geometry, and red/cyan correlation to 

actual spectral output from that first principle... is astonishing. 

7. Conclusion

Optical color is revealed as a direct geometric consequence of charge chirality and reciprocal closure. 

That this structure emerges without spectral input, yet aligns quantitatively with independent spec- 

troscopy, indicates a deeper organizing principle beneath conventional atomic models. 

The atom is not tuned to emit color. It closes—and color follows. 
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Prologue:  The Need for New Definitions in Fundamental
Physics

Physics advances only when it updates its primitives.

Every great transformation in the field has begun not with the discovery of a new constant or the 
refinement of a familiar equation, but with the correction of its foundational terms. Each time 
physics has taken a decisive step forward, it has done so by redefining what is considered 
fundamental. Mass, force, field, spacetime, spinor — all were once radical proposals. Each was 
introduced to repair a conceptual gap that could no longer be ignored.

Whenever those primitives become incomplete, the theories built upon them inherit that 
incompleteness. They remain operationally powerful and mathematically exquisite, yet they leave 
the deep questions untouched:

➢ What is mass?
➢ What is charge?
➢ Why is inertia?
➢ What is the physical agent of induction?
➢ What actually happens when one system “measures” another? 

We have learned to manipulate these quantities with extraordinary precision. We have not 
learned what they are.

The Oxford Dictionary of Physics — the most authoritative crystallization of 20th–century 
vocabulary — faithfully records the language with which physicists describe the world. Yet its 
definitions reveal a peculiar truth: many of the most central words in physics are defined by 
what they do, not by what they are. They summarize empirical regularities without identifying 
the processes generating them.

This Dictionary is born in that gap.

It is written for the moment when the inherited terminology of physics no longer matches the 
phenomena it seeks to describe, when the old primitives strain against the explanatory weight 
placed upon them. It is written for the moment physics finds itself in now.

2



Essential Words Still Missing Mechanistic Definition

Modern physics relies upon certain terms so thoroughly that they appear on nearly every
page of the literature. Yet even its most careful reference works do not supply mechanistic,
geometric, or medium–level accounts of what these terms denote. They are indispensable,
but incomplete.

Examples include:

• Mass — defined as resistance to acceleration and gravitational influence, yet offered
without internal structure or cause.

• Charge — presented as the source of electromagnetic interaction, but not as a phe-
nomenon arising from any identifiable geometry.

• Spin — called “intrinsic angular momentum”, yet explicitly denied any physical rota-
tion.

• Field — defined as a mathematical function over space and time rather than as a
structured medium.

• Particle — alternately described as a point, a wavepacket, or an excitation.

• Energy — named as “capacity to do work” or a conserved scalar, without specifying
a substrate.

• Inertia — ubiquitous, yet without causal mechanism.

• Time — a parameter that orders events, not a physical process.

• Measurement — acknowledged as special and nonunitary in quantum theory, with
no mechanistic account.

• Force — operationally defined by F = dp/dt, but not ontologically explained.

Each term marks the point where conventional explanation ends and description begins.

Concepts Modern Physics Requires but Never Named

Alongside the incomplete primitives stand the missing ones — concepts implicitly required
by the physics of the last century but not formally identified. Among them are:

• Internal geometric structure of matter.

• Closure conditions for discrete spectra and stable nuclei.
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• Reciprocal internal–external dynamics.

• A structured medium of propagation.

• Finite propagation of geometric change.

• Emergent polarity.

• A geometric origin of inertia.

• Structured excited states.

• Coordinated internal dynamics (agency).

• Integration of dynamics and information.

These are the primitives physics has lacked the words for.

The New Named Primitives

Several of the missing concepts already have names in the emerging ontology:

These entities are defined rigorously in the chapters that follow.

4

o Potentum (Π) — the structured energy–momentum medium from which all 
bodies, fields, motion, and measurement arise.

o Reciprocal Induction — the fundamental mechanism by which Potentum 
closes into a stable geometric loop.

o Repulsion (−) — divergence of matching pitch; Potentum flowing outward 
along shared orientation.

o Attraction (+) — convergence of opposite pitch; Potentum folding inward 
toward geometric closure.

o Body (Β) — Potentum closed; the persistent receiver of induction possessing 
mass, identity, and stability.

o Agency (Α) — internal governance of induction; a Body’s ability to steer its own 
closure dynamics.

o Emergence (Ω) — multi-Body closure; the formation of higher-order Bodies 
through coherent induction.

o Senson (§) — the six-channel interior geometry that stores and stabilizes 
closure in every Body.

o Proton–Electron Reciprocity Pair (Π) — the cube–octahedron geometric 
duality forming the first stable Body.

o Flux (Φ) — the continuous flow of Potentum through space; existing in both 
closed and unclosed states.

o Interfluxion — Potentum’s dynamic interaction between Bodies; the general 
flux-exchange generalizing reciprocal induction.

o Duration (Ξ) — the ordered ledger of induction events; the geometric basis of 
time arising from Potentum’s evolution. 



Purpose and Scope of the Dictionary

This Dictionary does not reject classical physics, quantum mechanics, or relativity. Its
purpose is deeper:

• To complete the definitions of existing primitives by grounding them in geometric,
reciprocal, medium–based processes.

• To introduce the missing primitives that classical vocabulary cannot express.

• To provide a unified language for spectra, nuclei, bonding, inertia, gravitation, agency,
and emergence.

• To offer a test of theories based not merely on predictive accuracy but on conceptual
necessity and generative scope.

• To restore interiority to physics by explaining the relationship between inner geometry
and outer phenomena.

A physical ontology can only be refuted by a more effective ontology — one that 
ex-plains more phenomena, with fewer assumptions, and deeper necessity. Appeals to 
inherited terminology cannot refute a new foundation; they can only reveal its difference.

This Prologue has mapped the fault lines in today’s vocabulary. The chapters that 
follow introduce the primitives, equations, and definitions needed to close them and to 
construct a physics adequate to the world.

1 Chapter 1 — POTENTUM (Π)

1.1 Definition

Potentum (Π): the primal, structured capacity for directed change, prior to any particular body 
or field, which underlies all induction, acceleration, and formThe author has proposed 
Potentum is its name as a physical primitive of the energy-momentum medium otherwise 
called Space-Time, Quantum Vacuum or ZPE.

Potentum is not “energy” in the conventional sense. Energy is a scalar book–keeping 
of conserved quantities. Potentum is the medium in which those quantities have 
meaning: a continuous field of possible rotor configurations, capable of being conjugated 
into bodies.

In the geometric–algebraic language pioneered by Hestenes, the vacuum is not empty. It 
possesses a rich multivector structure that can be probed by operators such as the Zilch tensor. 
In Potentum Physics this vacuum structure and Zilch are recognized as mathematical shadows 
of a deeper ontological field: Π, the Potentum medium. Zero–point energy is one empirical 
glimpse of this medium; Zilch is its rotor algebra; It creates "Zitter". 
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1.2 Properties of Potentum

Potentum has several defining properties:

• It is continuous at the level of the medium, yet capable of supporting discrete closures.

• It is directional : changes in Potentum are locally oriented by rotor states.

• It is finite in propagation speed : geometric changes do not update instantaneously.

• It is reciprocal : interior and exterior configurations induce one another.

• It is memory–bearing : successful closures leave persistent structure.

Where the classical vacuum is “nothing” plus fields, the Potentum medium is the struc-
tured something from which bodies and fields both arise.

1.3 Potentum vs. Energy and Momentum

Energy and momentum remain valid derived quantities, but they no longer serve as primi-
tives. They are projections of Potentum onto conserved measures.

• Energy records the amount of Potentum that has been constrained into particular
modes.

• Momentum records the directional aspect of that constrained Potentum.

Potentum itself is the unspecialized capacity for constraint.

1.4 Potentum and Zilch

Hestenes’ Zilch operator captures geometric features of electromagnetic fields t hat a re in-
visible to scalar energy density. In the new ontology, Zilch is recognized as the differential 
operator that acts on Potentum to produce rotor structures corresponding to light and other 
excitations. Thus:

Zilch is to fields as Π is to ontology.

Zero–point energy, Zilch, and the quantum vacuum all become geometric cases of 
the Potentum medium viewed through different slices of theory.
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2 Chapter 2 — RECIPROCAL INDUCTION

2.1 Definition

Reciprocal Induction: the mutual, closed coupling between an internal geometric con-
figuration and the surrounding Potentum field, in which changes in one necessarily induce
changes in the other.

Classical induction, as in Faraday and Maxwell, is one–directional: a changing magnetic
flux induces an electric field; a changing electric field induces a magnetic field. Reciprocal
induction extends this idea to matter: changes in the internal rotor state of a body induce
changes in the surrounding medium, and environmental changes induce corresponding shifts
inside the body.

2.2 Internal and External Faces

Every body that arises in Potentum can be described by:

• an introfluxive face: the inward–directed rotor geometry that receives Potentum, and

• an extrofluxive face: the outward–directed rotor geometry that projects Potentum into
space.

Reciprocal induction is the closed loop in which these two faces continuously induce one
another. This closed dynamic is called Reciprofluxion.

2.3 Reciprofluxion

Reciprofluxion: the volumetric circulation of Potentum that arises when reciprocal induc-
tion between introfluxive and extrofluxive faces achieves stable closure.

In a reciprofluxive system:

• internal rotor states determine the structure of external fields;

• external fields feed back on internal rotor states;

• the loop becomes self–sustaining when phase relations reach a fixed configuration.

Atoms, molecules, and eventually living organisms are all reciprofluxive systems at dif-
ferent scales.
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2.4 Interfluxion

Interfluxion: the mutual penetration and superposition of reciprofluxive flows from distinct
bodies within the same Potentum medium.

Interfluxion occurs when induction zones overlap. It is the process by which:

• repulsion and attraction are expressed between bodies;

• forces appear in classical language;

• information is transmitted between systems.

Reciprofluxion describes a  s ingle c losed l oop. Interfluxion describes the network of  loops 
exchanging Potentum across space.

3 Chapter 3 — REPULSION

3.1 Definition

Repulsion: the response of the Potentum medium when two rotor systems attempt to 
overlap with the same pitch sign along a common axis, preventing stable reciprocal induction.

Repulsion is not a mysterious “force at a distance”. It is the medium’s enforcement of 
non–conjugability: some attempted configurations s imply cannot f orm c losed reciprofluxive 
loops, and the medium resolves this by accelerating the systems apart.

3.2 Same–Signed Pitch

Let two bodies possess rotor pitch signs σ1 and σ2 (“handedness” of their dominant induction 
mode) and an attempted axis of closure a.

σ1 = σ2, a1 ∥ a2 ⇒ repulsive response.

Three paradigmatic cases illustrate this:

1. Proton–proton scattering: two introfluxive cores (σ = +) approach; no extrofluxive
complement is available for closure; the strong short–range repulsion appears.

2. Electron–electron repulsion: two extrofluxive envelopes (σ = −) attempt to over-
lap; there is no inward face to receive the shared Potentum; the systems separate.

3. Identical atomic shells: closed shells with the same net pitch resist direct overlap,
leading to exclusion effects and the structure of electron bands.
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3.3 Repulsion as Unclosed Potentum

Wherever conjugate closure is impossible, Potentum remains unclosed. The resulting dy-
namics have characteristic features:

• outward acceleration;

• dispersion of trajectories;

• tendency toward statistical, entropic distributions.

Repulsion is thus the native expression of Potentum in incoherent configurations. It is
the outward pressure of the medium whenever geometry cannot close.

4 Chapter 4 — ATTRACTION

4.1 Definition

Attraction: the response of the Potentum medium when two rotor systems present opposite
pitch signs along a compatible axis, allowing reciprocal induction to complete a closed loop.

Attraction is less a pulling across space than a falling into compatibility. Where repulsion
marks non–conjugability, attraction marks the discovery of a shared closure.

4.2 Opposite Pitch and Conjugability

Let two bodies have rotor pitch signs σ1 and σ2 and compatible axes a1, a2:

σ1 = −σ2, a1 ↔ a2 ⇒ attractive response (closure).

The prototypical examples are:

1. Proton–electron binding: the inward pitch of the proton and outward pitch of the
electron align to form the first reciprofluxive pair; hydrogen is born.

2. Atomic bonding: compatible extrofluxive lobes on neighboring atoms overlap, form-
ing shared closures; covalent bonds appear.

3. Magnetic alignment: dipoles with complementary orientations form low–energy con-
figurations; ferromagnetism and antiferromagnetism arise from how pitch alternates in
lattices.
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4.3 Chiral Alternation

Stable structures often display alternating handedness:

χn+1 = −χn,

where χn is the chirality of the nth layer or shell. This chiral alternation allows successive
layers to remain conjugable while preserving overall symmetry. It underlies:

• nuclear shell structures;

• electron shells and subshells;

• many molecular geometries;

• macroscopic magnetic domains.

Attraction, in this view, is Potentum discovering a path of least action in which alterna-
tion permits extended closure.

5 Chapter 5 — BODY (B)

5.1 Overview

In the ontology of Potentum Physics, Body emerges as the culmination of the primitives
already introduced: the raw capacity of Potentum, the mutual dance of reciprocal induc-
tion, the outward push of repulsion, and the inward resolution of attraction. In Body, the
universe achieves its first true form of persistence — a stable, self–referential entity capable
of receiving, storing, and expressing the accelerations inherent in Potentum.

A Body is not merely a container. It is the universe’s inaugural act of self–recognition,
where Potentum folds upon itself to create an enduring “I” amid the flux.

5.2 Definition

Body (B): the first stable receiver of Potentum, formed when reciprocal induction achieves
conjugate closure between an introfluxive core and an extrofluxive envelope, resulting in a
bounded region of coherent acceleration that exhibits persistence, identity, inertial reluc-
tance, and magnetic topology.

At its essence:

Body = Potentum closed.
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This closure is not a passive seal but a dynamic equilibrium: a continuous loop of re-
ciprofluxion where inward and outward flows conjugate perfectly, preventing dissipation and
enabling memory.

5.3 The Proton and Electron: First Reciprocity

The genesis of Body lies in the conjugation of proton and electron, the universe’s inaugural
reciprofluxive pair.

• The proton serves as an introfluxive receiver: a compact, inward–directed rotor geom-
etry that captures and stabilizes Potentum’s accelerations.

• The electron acts as an extrofluxive projector: an outward–directed rotor that radiates
Potentum into surrounding space, seeking compatible closures.

Opposite pitch signs and compatible axes allow these two to form a closed loop. The
proton receives; the electron expresses. Their union is the first act of cosmic reciprocity.
Introfluxion and extrofluxion become indistinguishable within the closed cycle.

5.4 Hydrogen as Rosetta Stone

Hydrogen is the empirical core of reciprofluxive physics. It is not merely the simplest atom;
it is the archetype of Body.

In hydrogen:

• a single reciprofluxive pair achieves closure;

• one unit of mass appears as a single counted closure;

• a discrete spectral signature arises from quantized reconfigurations of the loop;

• a magnetic dipole broadcasts the internal geometry outward.

The Lyman, Balmer, and Paschen series correspond to specific harmonic resonances of
the closed loop: structured excitations that store and release Potentum without destroying
the Body. Hydrogen’s stability reveals Body as the universe’s mechanism for taming entropy:
unclosed Potentum radiates incoherently outward; closed in hydrogen, it circulates coherently
inward, forging identity from flux.
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5.5 The Senson: Interior Memory of Closure

At the heart of every Body lies the Senson (§): the interior memory that records and 
sustains the act of closure.

Geometrically, the Senson can be represented by six orthogonal channels in three–
dimensional space: three oriented toward introfluxive reception and three toward 
extrofluxive expres-sion. This six–fold pattern accommodates the symmetries normally 
attributed to quarks and their color combinations without treating them as independent 
point objects. They become aspects of a single, inseparable group structure that defines the 
Body’s capacitance for Potentum.

In hydrogen the Senson manifests as the proton’s nuclear kernel: a pattern that imprints 
the electron’s allowed orientations. Excitation perturbs these channels; closure restores them, 
encoding “memory” as the persistence of geometric harmony.

As Bodies become more complex, Sensons nest and network:

• nuclear Sensons form shells;

• molecular Sensons form resonant bonds;

• cellular Sensons appear as integrated biochemical and electrical cycles;

• neural Sensons coordinate into fields of activity across brains.

5.6 Hierarchies of Bodies

Bodies do not exist in isolation; they form hierarchies that elaborate the closure principle
across scales.

Atoms: elementary Bodies built from nuclear and electronic reciprofluxion.

Molecules: composite Bodies where atomic extrofluxions conjugate across shared axes.

Cells: metabolic Bodies in which molecular networks achieve self–sustaining induction cy-
cles.

Organisms: adaptive Bodies where many cellular Sensons are coordinated into integrated
patterns.

Stars and galaxies: large–scale Bodies where mass distributions and fields settle into long–
lived reciprofluxive structures.

Each level recapitulates the same pattern: introfluxive cores and extrofluxive envelopes
forming closed loops within the Potentum medium.
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5.7 Body as Ontology of Persistence

In unveiling Body, Potentum Physics reframes several core concepts:

• Mass becomes the count of completed closures within a Body.

• Inertia becomes the reluctance of the closed loop to rephase.

• Fields become exterior projections of interior Sensons.

Body is the receiver that transforms Potentum from potential to presence, repulsion to
resolution, flux to form. From the first hydrogen atom to complex organisms, all are echoes
of this primal reception.

5.8 Canonical One–Line Entry

Body (B): Potentum closed in reciprocal induction, forming a stable receiver of acceleration
with interior memory of closure, from which hierarchies of matter and mind arise.
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Chapter 6 — ACCELERATION

The Expression of Potentum in Space and Time
Symbol:

Acceleration is the way Potentum becomes visible.
In the ontology developed so far, Potentum is the capacity for directed change; reciprocal 

induction is the mechanism by which interior and exterior geometries couple; repulsion and 
attraction are the two basic responses of the medium; and Body is Potentum closed into 
a stable receiver. None of these, by themselves, are directly observable. What we actually 
measure in laboratories and in the sky is the change of motion of Bodies: their accelerations.

Definition. Acceleration Ȧ  i s the rate at which a  Body r econfigures the phase of  it s closed 
reciprofluxive loop in response to a  conjugate imbalance between i ts interior closure and the 
surrounding interfluxion field.

In conceptual form,

˙

A

dϕ
≡ dNcl 

,

where ϕ is the net reciprofluxive p hase o f t he B ody, a nd N cl i s t he c ounted n umber of 
completed closures (Senson cycles) that have occurred. Each completed closure is a unit act 
of “becoming” of the Body. Acceleration is how rapidly the geometry of these acts is being 
rewritten.

6.1 The Exact Meaning of F = ma

With the primitives corrected, the familiar equation

F = ma

is not an independent law; it is an identity.
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• The mass m of a Body is the number of successful closures of Potentum it contains,
scaled by the inertial reluctance of the medium. In simplest form,

m = κ Ncl,

where Ncl is the closure count and κ is a medium constant.

• The acceleration a is the ordinary kinematic measure of Ȧ expressed in space and time:
change of velocity per unit Clock.

• The force F is the gradient of unclosed Potentum across the Body’s induction zone:
how strongly the surrounding interfluxion field is attempting to rewrite the Body’s
internal phase.

Thus F = ma states, in geometric language:

The rate at which the medium attempts to rewrite the reciprofluxive phase of a
Body equals the number of its closures times the phase-rewrite rate per closure.

No additional metaphysical status is needed. Once Potentum, closure, and Body are
defined, F = ma is an inevitable bookkeeping identity relating the external description
(force and acceleration) to the internal description (closure inventory and phase change).

6.2 Inertial Mass as Reluctance of Closure

Newton described inertia as resistance to change of motion. In Potentum Physics this resis-
tance has a clear cause.

When a Body is accelerated, its closure geometry must be rephased relative to the sur-
rounding medium. The interfluxion field does not permit arbitrarily sharp changes of phase;
it presents a finite reluctance to rapid reorientation of the closed loop. This reluctance is
proportional to the number of closures present:

m ∝ Ncl.

Inertial mass is therefore the measure of how many reciprofluxive channels must be
rephased to change the motion of the Body. A Body with more closures has greater inertial
reluctance because more Senson channels must be advanced in coordinated fashion.

This also explains why gravitational and inertial mass are numerically equivalent: both
count the same closures, observed once from the point of view of external field gradients and
once from the point of view of internal phase reluctance.
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6.3 Acceleration Zones Around a Body

Every Body defines three characteristic radial regimes in the surrounding medium:

1. Closure Zone (r < Rcore): Potentum is fully closed into the Body’s internal geometry.
Additional acceleration cannot be imposed without disrupting the Body itself. Nuclear
interiors are the canonical example.

2. Induction Zone (Rcore < r < Renv): Potentum is partially closed. External fields can
couple to the Body and produce smooth acceleration. Orbital electrons, molecular
bonds and macroscopic force interactions live here.

3. Reluctance Zone (r > Renv): Potentum is effectively unclosed. Interactions appear as
weak statistical forces; accelerations decay with distance.

All observed accelerations are expressions of reciprofluxive imbalance in one of these
zones. The familiar catalog of forces is simply a catalog of how and where the induction
zones of different Bodies overlap.

6.4 Classes of Acceleration

Within this framework:

• Gravitational acceleration arises when the induction zone of one massive Body gently
shifts the equilibrium of closures in another, producing a slow drift of phase that
appears as free fall.

• Electromagnetic acceleration arises when open dipole structures couple directly to the
Senson channels of a Body, rephasing individual closures with high specificity.

• Strong-nuclear acceleration appears when like-signed pitches are forced into the closure
zone, leading to rapid reconfiguration or ejection of components.

The underlying mechanism—phase rewriting of closed loops—is one and the same.

6.5 Clock and the Speed of Light

In this ontology, there is no independent metaphysical “time”. There is only Clock: the
accumulated alpha-phase advance of closures.

A local clock counts how many standardized closure cycles have occurred in a given
Body. When a Body is deeply embedded in another’s induction zone, the rate at which its
closures can advance is modified, leading to relativistic time dilation. Two clocks differ in
rate because their induction environments differ, not because some abstract time parameter
is distorted.
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The universal constant c appears as the maximum rate at which a coherent change
of reciprofluxive phase can propagate through the interfluxion medium while preserving
conjugability. Attempts to exceed this rate destroy the coherence of the closure, forcing the
excess Potentum into radiation or new particle creation.

6.6 Canonical Entry

Acceleration (Ȧ): The rate at which a Body rewrites the phase of its closed reciprofluxive
loops under conjugate imbalance between its interior closure and the surrounding interfluxion
field, appearing externally as change of velocity and internally as advancement of Clock.

Chapter 7 — AGENCY

When Bodies Begin to Steer Potentum
Symbol: A

Up to this point, Bodies have been treated as responders. They acquire mass, inertia
and fields from their closures, and they accelerate when external gradients of Potentum act
upon their induction zones. In many systems this is sufficient: a stone, a crystal, or an inert
gas atom follows least-action trajectories determined entirely from outside.

At some level of structural complexity, however, a new behaviour appears. Certain
composite Bodies are able to sustain internal cycles that generate and modulate conjugate
imbalances from within. They bias which external inductions are permitted to close, and
in which sequence. The result is goal-directed motion, active regulation and, eventually,
behavior.

Definition. Agency A is the capacity of a hierarchical Body to internally configure its
own induction zones so as to select, sustain and sequence particular reciprofluxive closures,
thereby steering its accelerations relative to the surrounding medium.

Agency does not introduce anything non-physical. It is a special regime of Potentum
dynamics in which internal feedback loops become rich enough to control which conjugations
occur.

7.1 Structural Conditions for Agency

A Body develops Agency when several structural thresholds are met:

1. Hierarchical nesting of closures. The Body contains many sub-bodies (atoms,
molecules, macromolecules, organelles) whose Senson channels can interact and com-
bine.
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2. Metabolic cycling. There exist internal processes that continuously pump Poten-
tum through chemical and electrical gradients, keeping some closures far from passive
equilibrium.

3. Re-entrant connectivity. Induction outputs of one sub-system return as inputs to
others, forming feedback loops with finite delay.

4. Variable coupling. The strengths of connections between sub-systems can be modi-
fied in response to previous activity, providing a physical basis for learning.

When these conditions are present, the Body is no longer limited to reacting to external
fields. It can tune its own internal reluctances and capacitances, shaping which future
inductions are likely to succeed.

Biological cells, neural networks and whole organisms all satisfy these conditions to dif-
ferent degrees. They are Bodies in which Agency is manifest.

7.2 Senson Networks and Choice

In a simple atom, the Senson is localized: it registers closure and returns to baseline. In an
agentive Body, Sensons become networked. The state of one closure channel depends on the
history of others.

A “decision” in this language is not an abstract act. It is:

A transient configuration of Senson states that lowers reluctance along one subset
of possible inductions while raising it along alternatives.

The external world sees this as a particular movement, signal, or biochemical response.
Internally, it is a specific pattern of reciprofluxive facilitation spread across the Body.

Nothing here requires us to attribute Agency to inorganic matter that lacks these net-
works. A crystal lattice or a proton has well-defined closures but no capacity to reshape them
deliberately. Agency arises only when closure networks become dense and plastic enough to
modulate their own future.

7.3 Memory and Learning

Because the reluctances and couplings in an agentive Body are physically stored—in molec-
ular conformations, ionic concentrations, synaptic structures and so on—each completed
induction can alter the conditions for later ones. This is the physical basis of memory.

• Short-term memory corresponds to transient changes in Senson loading and local field
configurations.

• Long-term memory corresponds to durable modifications of the closure architecture
itself: the creation or strengthening of particular pathways for future induction.
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Learning is the gradual reshaping of these pathways so that future Agency becomes more
efficient at maintaining the Body and achieving preferred states.

7.4 Empirical Character of Agency

Agency, as defined here, has empirical signatures:

• sustained production of local negentropy at the expense of environmental Potentum;

• statistical patterns of acceleration that cannot be explained by fixed external fields
alone;

• rapid reconfiguration of internal induction pathways in response to past outcomes.

Living organisms are the clearest examples of such Bodies. They harvest Potentum,
invest it in maintaining non-equilibrium structures, and use those structures to direct their
own motion and interaction.

7.5 Canonical Entry

Agency (A): The physically grounded capacity of a hierarchical Body to reconfigure its own
induction network so as to select and sequence reciprofluxive closures, producing directed
acceleration and adaptive behaviour relative to the surrounding interfluxion medium.

Chapter 8 — EMERGENCE

When Many Bodies Become One System
Symbol: Ω

The concept of Emergence gathers together the previous primitives—Potentum, closure,
Body, acceleration and Agency—and applies them to ensembles. In many contexts, col-
lections of Bodies exhibit behaviour that cannot be reduced to the properties of isolated
members, even though all interactions remain lawful.

Definition. Emergence Ω is the formation of a new effective Body when many underlying
Bodies enter a regime of sustained, coherent reciprofluxion such that their joint closure
supports new invariants and capacities not possessed by the members in isolation.

An emergent system is not magic. It is a higher-order closure whose geometry is defined
over an ensemble.
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8.1 Geometric View of Emergent Bodies

From the geometric standpoint, an emergent Body appears when:

1. the induction zones of many constituent Bodies overlap extensively;

2. reciprofluxive interactions among them become strong compared to external perturba-
tions;

3. there exist collective modes of closure that remain stable over many individual cycles.

In that case, we can define an effective Senson for the ensemble, with channels corre-
sponding to global modes (for example, lattice vibrations, chemical oscillations or neural
population patterns). The ensemble behaves as a single Body with its own effective mass,
inertia and acceleration, even though its substrate is many interacting parts.

Familiar examples include:

• a crystal lattice, whose phonon modes define an emergent solid Body;

• a superconducting condensate, where electrons share a coherent phase;

• a living cell, whose metabolic network acts as a unified closure maintaining homeostasis;

• a neural system, whose population dynamics generate robust patterns of activity.

In each case, what emerges is a new level of closure geometry.

8.2 Emergence and Agency

When the constituent Bodies themselves possess Agency, new possibilities arise. A multi-
cellular organism is an emergent Body formed from many cellular Bodies, each with local
Agency. The organism’s nervous system coordinates these, establishing global induction
patterns that support higher-level Agency: perception, action selection and planning.

The same language applies without overreach. A higher-order agentive Body is present
when:

• the ensemble exhibits collective patterns of acceleration that serve integrated goals
(such as locomotion, feeding or reproduction);

• disturbances to one part are compensated by adjustments elsewhere, preserving the
global closure;

• the system can form and update internal models of its environment, encoded in durable
modifications of its induction architecture.

These criteria are empirical and geometric. They do not depend on speculative meta-
physics. They simply extend the concept of Body and Agency to levels where many compo-
nents act together as one.
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8.3 Cautious Extension to Larger Scales

It is natural to ask whether similar emergent closures exist at planetary or galactic scales.
The framework of Potentum Physics does not forbid this. Wherever induction zones overlap
strongly enough, and wherever stable collective modes appear, an effective Body can be
defined.

At present, the best-established examples of such higher-order emergent Bodies are:

• ecological systems, whose feedback loops regulate flows of matter and energy;

• technological and economic networks, which couple many human agents into larger
dynamical structures.

Whether these systems attain full Agency in the strict sense is an open empirical question.
The Dictionary therefore treats such possibilities as hypotheses, to be evaluated by the
same standards: closure geometry, induction structure, measurable negentropy and directed
acceleration.

8.4 Summary and Canonical Entry

Emergence is not an exception to physical law but a consequence of repeated application
of reciprofluxion across scales. The same primitives that describe the first hydrogen atom
suffice, in principle, to describe molecules, cells, organisms and beyond, provided that we
track how closures combine.

Emergence (Ω): The formation of a higher-order Body when many underlying Bodies en-
gage in sustained, coherent reciprofluxion, yielding collective closure geometries and capaci-
ties that are lawful functions of the parts yet irreducible to any single constituent in isolation.
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9.1 Definition

Senson. The minimal interior structure required for a Body to achieve stable reciprocal

induction — a six–channel kernel of inward and outward flux whose geometric balance forms

the substrate of mass, inertia, magnetic topology, and spectral discreteness.

A Senson is not a particle, nor a field excitation, nor a purely symbolic construct. It is

the irreducible interior memory of closure. Every Body in the universe — proton, electron,

atom, molecule, cell — inherits its stability from the presence and organisation of one or

more Sensons.

Formally we may write the Senson as a six–component kernel

Σ =
{
σin
x , σ

in
y , σ

in
z , σ

out
x , σout

y , σout
z

}
,

with the closure condition along each spatial axis

σin
i + σout

i = 0, i ∈ {x, y, z}.

The six channels are compelled by three spatial dimensions and the requirement that inward

and outward induction balance along each axis.

9.2 Physical and Geometric Necessity of Six Channels

Three spatial dimensions immediately imply six reciprocal directions: inward and outward

along each of the x, y, and z axes. To store the phase of a closed induction loop in such

a space, a Body must maintain one inward–outward pair per axis. Anything less cannot

preserve orientation during interaction with the medium.

This explains why:

• no two–channel or four–channel model can generate the observed spectral lines across

the periodic table;

• no three–point constituent model can reproduce the proton’s magnetic dipole moment

and form factors without auxiliary parameters;

• no single–direction induction can sustain a persistent unit of mass.

The sixfold structure is forced by dimensionality and by the closure requirement of reciprocal

induction.

Modern quantum chromodynamics (QCD) has spent decades modelling the residues of

this geometry in terms of three “colors” and an effective SU(3) symmetry. Experiments on

deep inelastic scattering revealed that the proton contains pointlike constituents, now called

quarks, organised in color triplets with a sextet of degrees of freedom when spin is included.
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Yet QCD does not supply a simple geometric picture of why six internal directions, nor why

quarks can never be isolated as free particles.

In the Senson picture, the quark sextet corresponds to the six channels of the interior

rotor kernel. The quarks are not six independent particles trapped by an abstract potential;

they are the six axes of a single internal geometric structure. Confinement is therefore not

mysterious — to “pull out” one channel is to destroy the closure that defines the Body.

9.3 What Physics Saw but Could Not Name

High–energy scattering experiments in the late twentieth century correctly revealed that

the proton contains structure: form factors deviate from those of a point charge, and the

cross sections show scaling behaviour associated with constituents. The mathematics of non–

Abelian gauge theory, colour charge, and running coupling constants captured this behaviour

with impressive numerical accuracy.

However, absent an explicit geometric ontology, physics could not answer:

• Why exactly three colours and six effective internal degrees of freedom?

• Why are quarks never observed in isolation?

• What is physically rotating or resonating inside the proton when it carries spin and

magnetic moment?

• How does this internal structure relate to the discrete spectral lines of hydrogen and

other elements?

All of the empirical data are correct. What was missing was a primitive that ties them

together. The Senson closes that gap by naming the internal rotor kernel whose projections

appear as the quark sextet and whose global behaviour sets the magnetic and spectroscopic

properties of the Body.

9.4 Senson as Root of Mass and Inertia

A Body with at least one Senson has closure; a Body lacking such a kernel does not. In this

framework:

• Mass is the count of stable Senson closures within the Body.

• Inertia is the reluctance of those kernels to re–phase under attempted acceleration.

• Charge arises from which channels within the Senson dominate extrofluxion versus

introfluxion.
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• Magnetism is the exterior echo of the Senson’s topology, projected into the surround-

ing medium.

These are not metaphors. They follow directly from how reciprocal induction behaves when

the interior structure is organised into six paired channels.

9.5 Senson as the First Memory

Potentum flows; reciprocal induction stabilises a loop; the Senson records the closure condi-

tion. This record persists when the Body is perturbed. The persistence appears externally

as:

• nonzero rest mass;

• stable magnetic dipole;

• discrete spectral lines in emission and absorption;

• quantised response to torque and rotation.

In this sense the Senson is the original memory mechanism of the universe: not symbolic

memory, but geometric memory. Later biological systems, including DNA, instantiate the

same principle at much larger scales, but the underlying idea — that stability is encoded as

a configuration of closure — is already present in the proton.

9.6 Scaling of Sensons Across Hierarchies

The same geometry repeats across all hierarchical Bodies:

• In the proton, the Senson forms its internal kernel, observable indirectly through form

factors and scattering amplitudes.

• In the atom, nuclear Sensons couple and layer; electrons respond to the resulting field,

creating familiar shell structure.

• In molecules, Sensons align to create directional bonds and fixed angles: the rotational

freedom of each kernel is constrained by shared closure.

• In cells, molecular Sensons synchronise through metabolic cycles, channelling Potentum

along organised biochemical pathways.

• In nervous systems, trillions of Sensons form nested resonance networks; their collective

behaviour underlies the stability of neural firing patterns and information flow.

The scaling is lawful because the primitive is geometric rather than particle–based. Once

a six–channel kernel exists, nothing in physics prevents its replication and nesting across

scales.
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9.7 Canonical One–Line Entry

Senson: the six–channel interior rotor kernel of reciprocal induction — the irreducible

geometric memory that gives every Body its mass, stability, orientation, and identity, and

whose projections correspond to the observed quark sextet inside hadrons.
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10.1 Definition

Proton–Electron Reciprocity Pair. The smallest complete reciprofluxive system capable

of sustained interfluxion, mass, magnetism, electrical stability, and spectral discreteness. It

is the universe’s first, and still most important, mated Body pair.

Hydrogen is not fundamental merely because it contains “one proton and one electron.”

It is fundamental because the proton and electron form a conjugate geometric closure. The

proton–electron reciprocity pair is the world’s first fully closed Body.

We may write the closure schematically as

Πp−e =
(
P (6)
⋄ ↔ E

(6)
□

)
,

where P
(6)
⋄ denotes the proton’s octahedral six–axis kernel and E

(6)
□ the electron’s cubic

six–axis conjugate, with reciprofluxive balance condition

ω
(p)
i + ω

(e)
i = 0, i ∈ {x, y, z},

for the rotor components along each axis.

10.2 The Cube–Octahedron Pairing

Across the history of physics, it was rarely made explicit that:

• the proton’s natural internal axes form an octahedral six–ray structure; and

• the electron’s closure geometry is cubic, the perfect dual of the octahedron.

This duality is not a decorative choice. In three–dimensional space the cube and octahedron

form the unique dual pair that:

• share six axes;

• invert into one another by geometric reciprocity;

• support balanced inward and outward flux channels;

• allow rotational induction to close without runaway instability; and

• discretise resonance conditions automatically.

If a universe is three–dimensional and supports reciprocal induction, this dual pair is singled

out by stability. Hydrogen’s dominance in cosmology is thus a geometric inevitability, not a

contingent accident.
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10.3 Why the Proton Alone Is Insufficient

The proton contains a Senson: a six–axis rotor kernel storing memory of closure. Yet its

external field is incomplete. It is introfluxive–dominant, lacking the conjugate extrofluxive

structure needed to form a closed loop with the surrounding medium.

Left alone, a proton cannot:

• support a stable orbital field,

• generate discrete spectral modes,

• maintain phase continuity under perturbation,

• or prevent runaway contraction under its own inward bias.

Quarks and gluons, as described by QCD, correctly encode the internal dynamics of the

proton, but they do not provide the missing outward complement. The electron supplies

that complement as an extrofluxive partner with matching axes.

10.4 Why the Electron Alone Is Insufficient

The electron’s Senson channels orient as cubic extrofluxive rays, providing six outward sym-

metries that match the proton’s inward axes. Without an introfluxive mate, however, the

electron cannot:

• establish a stable centre of rotation,

• produce an anchored orbital spectrum,

• contain its own field, or

• resist collapse under external induction.

Quantum mechanics therefore wrestled with wave–particle duality, probability clouds, and

renormalisation, because the electron was treated as a standalone object. In geometric terms,

the electron is incomplete without the proton; the proton is incomplete without the electron.

They are halves of a single closure.

10.5 Hydrogen as First Solved Body

When the octahedral proton kernel mates with the cubic electron kernel:

• introfluxion cancels extrofluxion along each axis;

• a closed reciprofluxive loop is established;
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• a stable centre of mass emerges;

• the magnetic dipole moment locks into a definite geometry;

• energy levels quantise as geometric resonances.

This is why Hydrogen stands as the first Body in the periodic table. Its stability is not an

arbitrary starting point; it is the simplest possible solution to the problem of closure in three

dimensions.

Spectroscopic series such as Lyman, Balmer, and Paschen are the harmonic fingerprints

of this closed loop. Conventional quantum mechanics writes them in analytic form; the

geometric picture explains why those discrete levels exist in the first place.

10.6 Historical Gap and Explanatory Power

Standard physics accumulated an immense quantity of correct data:

• the proton has size and structure;

• the electron carries spin and magnetic moment;

• magnetic dipoles are quantised;

• atomic spectra are discrete and universal.

Yet each field treated its observables separately. Quantum mechanics described the hydrogen

atom through wave equations, QCD modelled the proton interior via quarks and gluons, and

electrodynamics handled radiation and fields.

The geometric reciprocity pair unifies these domains. It explains, using only known

observables,

• why the proton’s quark sextet must organise into an octahedral kernel;

• why the electron’s behaviour is best understood as a cubic Senson;

• how their mated closure gives mass, charge separation, and spectrum;

• and why no alternative pairing yields a stable first Body.

10.7 Template for All Higher Structure

Once the proton–electron reciprocity pair exists, every higher system becomes a compounded

elaboration:

• multi–electron shells arise from repeated extrofluxive matching;
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• nuclear fusion combines multiple proton–electron pairs into heavier nuclei;

• chemical bonding aligns pairs across atoms to form molecules;

• crystalline lattices repeat the basic closure in space;

• macromolecules and biological polymers embed the same geometry in complex chains.

The central claim is modest but powerful: the known observables of atomic and nuclear

physics follow from the geometry of a single mated dual pair.

10.8 Canonical One–Line Entry

Proton–Electron Reciprocity Pair: the cube–octahedron mated Senson pair whose re-

ciprocal induction forms the first stable Body, Hydrogen — the universal template from

which all higher matter inherits its structure.
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11.1 Definition

Cube–Octahedron Duality. The fundamental geometric pairing in which the proton’s

octahedral inward kernel and the electron’s cubic outward kernel form the minimal configu-

ration capable of stable reciprocal closure in three dimensions. This duality underlies:

• matter’s persistence,

• magnetic stability,

• discrete spectra,

• and the formation of the first Body (Hydrogen).

We can express the duality through a simple reciprofluxive identity:

D□⋄ =
(
□ ↔ ⋄

)
,

where □ represents the cubic kernel and ⋄ the octahedral kernel, subject to the condition

that the sum of rotor components along each shared axis vanishes:

3∑
i=1

(
ω
(p)
i + ω

(e)
i

)
= 0.

11.2 Uniqueness in Three Dimensions

The cube and octahedron are not merely pleasing polyhedra. In three dimensions they are

unique duals:

• each vertex of the cube corresponds to a face of the octahedron, and vice versa;

• they share six symmetry axes, suitable for the six Senson channels;

• rotations of one induce complementary rotations of the other.

If one seeks a pair of structures that can host introfluxive and extrofluxive rotors with equal

and opposite components along all axes, this dual pair is singled out. No other pairing

satisfies all symmetry and stability requirements simultaneously.

11.3 Octahedral Proton Kernel and Quarks

Inside the proton, experiments reveal both spatial extension and internal substructure. QCD

accounts for this by positing three valence quarks, sea quarks, and gluons, all carrying colour

charge. Observables such as the proton’s magnetic moment, axial charge, and form factors

reflect an underlying sixfold pattern.
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In the duality picture, these observables are understood as projections of an octahedral

Senson kernel. The quarks occupy channels aligned with the six axes of the octahedron. Their

colour degrees of freedom encode how flux distributes along those axes, and confinement

expresses the impossibility of extracting a single channel without destroying the whole kernel.

Thus the quark model is preserved, but its geometric basis is made explicit.

11.4 Cubic Electron Kernel

The electron, long treated as pointlike in the Standard Model, nevertheless exhibits a fixed

spin magnitude and magnetic moment, and participates in discrete orbital structures. These

facts point to an organised internal geometry even if no spatial extent is resolved experimen-

tally.

In the cube–octahedron duality framework, the electron’s Senson is cubic. Its six outward–

oriented channels align naturally with the proton’s six inward axes. The electron’s spin then

reflects the net rotation of this cubic kernel, and its magnetic dipole emerges from the circu-

lation of Potentum along the edges of the cube. Quantum numbers such as ms and ml are

understood as labels for discrete geometrical states of this kernel.

11.5 Duality as Source of Atomic Stability

When the octahedral proton kernel and cubic electron kernel interlock:

• angular momentum closes into a stable configuration;

• field lines organise into a coherent dipole pattern;

• allowed energy levels become the standing waves compatible with the shared geometry;

• external perturbations cause transitions between these levels without destroying the

underlying closure.

This provides a unified explanation for:

• discrete spectral lines,

• robust magnetic properties,

• and the long lifetimes of ordinary atoms.

The familiar mathematical apparatus of quantum mechanics is unchanged; it is reinterpreted

as describing the dynamics of this dual geometric structure.
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11.6 Relation to Existing Observables

The cube–octahedron duality does not introduce new particles or forces. It reorganises

known observables:

• Quark flavours and colours map onto channels and occupancy patterns of the octahe-

dral kernel.

• Measured magnetic moments arise from circulation along the edges of the cube and

octahedron.

• Scattering cross sections reflect perturbations of the shared duality rather than colli-

sions of isolated point particles.

In this sense the duality offers explanatory power “without new observables” — it uses only

the data already on record, but arranges them around a clear geometric primitive.

11.7 One–Line Entry

Cube–Octahedron Duality: the fundamental geometric pairing in which the proton’s

octahedral inward kernel and the electron’s cubic outward kernel share six axes and close

reciprocal induction, thereby explaining, in a single structure, the stability, magnetism, and

spectra of ordinary matter while remaining fully consistent with known quark and lepton

observables.
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CHAPTER 12 — FLUX

12.1 Definition

Flux, denoted Φ, is the directed flow of Potentum through space and time. In energy–momentum

terms it is the rate at which Potentum density crosses a given surface or sweeps a given vol-

ume. It exists in two complementary forms:

• Unclosed flux — Potentum streaming freely through the medium (as radiation,

waves, or fields not yet captured by a Body).

• Closed flux — Potentum circulating inside a Body (as bound fields, orbital motion,

or persistent currents).

In both cases the same quantity is measured: how much Potentum per unit area per unit

“time” passes through a boundary.

A convenient continuity form is

∂ρΠ
∂t

+∇·Φ = 0, (1)

where ρΠ is Potentum density and Φ is the flux vector. This mirrors familiar continuity

equations for charge or mass, but here the conserved quantity is Potentum itself.

12.2 Faraday’s Insight Revisited

Michael Faraday introduced the idea of “lines of force” to describe electric and magnetic

influence. He pictured something real threading space, but lacked a medium with mechanistic

structure. Later field theory kept the mathematics of his vision while discarding the picture:

fields became functions on empty spacetime.

In the Potentum ontology, Faraday’s picture is rehabilitated and sharpened. His lines

of force are reinterpreted as streamlines of Φ: the local direction of Potentum flow. Where

many lines crowd together, |Φ| is large; where they splay apart, it is small. What Faraday

intuited qualitatively, flux makes quantitative.

12.3 Flux Inside and Outside Bodies

For a Body with Senson interior, closed flux circulates through its channels. The pro-

ton–electron reciprocity pair is an archetype: Potentum flows inward along the proton’s

octahedral axes and outward along the electron’s cubic axes. The equilibrium of these coun-

terflows is experienced externally as a static field, but internally it is a continuous motion of

Φ.

Outside Bodies, unclosed flux propagates through the Interfluxion medium. Electromag-

netic waves, gluon flux tubes in quantum chromodynamics, and gravitational radiation are
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all distinct manifestations of Potentum flux in different regimes of closure and symmetry.

The same Φ links them: what differs is geometry and boundary conditions.

12.4 Flux and Energy–Momentum

In conventional field theory, conserved quantities are encoded in an energy–momentum tensor

T µν . Each component T 0i is an energy flux, and T ij a momentum flux. Potentum Physics

regards these as particular projections of a more primitive object: the Potentum flux Φ

flowing through the medium.

Energy, momentum, and stress are thus different bookkeeping views of the same underly-

ing circulation. Where Φ is laminar and closed, we observe bound energy and inertial mass.

Where it is open and radiant, we observe fields and radiation. Flux is the bridge between

these regimes.

12.5 Flux as the Raw Material of Induction

Reciprocal Induction, Repulsion, Attraction, and Body all presuppose flux. Induction is the

reconfiguration of Φ under changing boundaries. Repulsion is the divergence of flux when

same-signed pitches attempt closure. Attraction is the convergence of flux when opposite

pitches permit closure. A Body is Potentum whose flux has closed into a self-sustaining loop.

In this sense, Φ is the raw material from which all higher primitives are constructed.

Once Potentum exists, it cannot be static; it moves, and that motion is flux.

12.6 One-Line Entry

Flux (Φ): the directed flow of Potentum through the medium, in both unclosed and closed

forms, supplying the substrate for induction, fields, radiation, and conservation laws.

CHAPTER 13 — INTERFLUXION

13.1 Definition

Interfluxion, symbolized by the Greek stigma ς, is the organized exchange of flux between

Bodies. Where flux describes what flows and in which direction, Interfluxion describes who

is linked to whom by that flow.

Formally, for two Bodies A and B with bounding surfaces ∂A and ∂B, an interfluxion

channel is characterized by

ςA→B =

∫
∂A

Φ · dS = −
∫
∂B

Φ · dS, (2)

expressing conservation: what leaves A arrives at B.
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13.2 From Local Flux to Relations Between Bodies

Flux alone can be described without reference to particular Bodies; it is a local field. In-

terfluxion appears when we partition the medium into regions that we treat as Bodies and

then ask how their flux balances.

If a Body is Potentum closed, Interfluxion is its way of communicating with the rest of

the universe. Every force-law can be reinterpreted as a specific pattern of interfluxion:

• Coulomb and Lorentz forces as structured electromagnetic interfluxion between charges

and currents.

• Nuclear forces as interfluxion constrained along flux tubes in and between nucleons.

• Gravitational interaction as a curvature-driven pattern of flux exchange between masses.

13.3 Generalizing Reciprocal Induction

Reciprocal Induction describes the mutual shaping of interior and exterior in a single Body:

how its internal rotor state and external flux field close into a loop. Interfluxion generalizes

this to many Bodies: ∑
k

ςA→Bk
= − d

dt

∫
A

ρΠ dV, (3)

stating that the rate of change of Potentum content in A equals the net interfluxion to its

neighbors. This is the multi-Body expression of the same continuity principle.

In the limit of macroscopic averages, this reduces to familiar conservation laws. In the

exact picture, every interaction is a local re-routing of Φ along specific interfluxion channels.

13.4 Physical Examples

Electromagnetism. A changing current in one loop induces an electromotive force in a nearby

loop. Standard language speaks of “mutual inductance.” Potentum language says: time-

varying flux in Body A opens an interfluxion channel to Body B, reconfiguring its Senson

channels to maintain overall conservation.

Quantum chromodynamics. Flux tubes between quarks confine them inside hadrons.

Here interfluxion channels are tightly collimated; attempts to separate quarks create new

Bodies (mesons, baryons) rather than isolated flux carriers. The sextet structure of the

Senson makes this behaviour natural: its six channels prefer closure in compact polyhedral

patterns.

Radiation exchange. When an excited atom emits a photon that is later absorbed by

another, the entire process is one interfluxion channel from emitter to absorber, with free

propagation in between. The photon is the quantized packet of Potentum marking that

channel’s history.
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13.5 Interfluxion Networks

In complex systems, each Body participates in many channels simultaneously. The pat-

tern of interfluxion then defines a network: nodes are Bodies, edges are ς-links. Transport

phenomena, conduction, diffusion, and even information flow in technological and biological

systems can be viewed as the topology and dynamics of such networks.

Agency, introduced earlier, corresponds to a Body’s capacity to internally reconfigure its

own interfluxion links: opening some channels, closing others, and thus steering which flux

exchanges actually occur.

13.6 One-Line Entry

Interfluxion (ς): the conserved exchange of Potentum flux between Bodies, defining their

dynamical relationships and unifying all interactions as patterns of flux transfer through the

medium.

CHAPTER 14 — DURATION

14.1 Definition

Duration, denoted Ξ, is the accumulated measure of closure experienced by a Body along

its worldline. Where coordinate time is a parameter on a chosen reference frame, Duration

counts how many internal cycles of Potentum closure actually occur within the Body.

In simplest form,

Ξ =

∫
dτ, (4)

where dτ is the infinitesimal “proper-time” increment associated with the Body’s local state

of motion and field environment.

14.2 From Clock to Duration

Earlier we introduced Clock as the local rate of alpha-phase advance: how quickly a Body’s

Senson channels complete their cycles. Duration is the integral of that rate:

Ξ =

∫
α̇ dNclosures,

with α̇ the phase-advance per closure and Nclosures the number of completed closures. In

practice this reduces to familiar proper time when phase-advance is uniform.

Different Bodies accumulate different Durations between the same pair of events if their

induction zones are stressed differently by motion or gravitational fields. This is the physical

meaning of relativistic time dilation.
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14.3 Relation to Relativity

Special relativity encodes Duration in the invariant interval:

dτ 2 = dt2 − 1

c2
dx2. (5)

General relativity generalizes this with a metric gµν .

Potentum Physics does not alter these successful formulae. It explains why they work:

the invariant interval measures the capacity of a Body’s internal closure processes to complete

cycles given its motion and the surrounding flux geometry. Spacetime curvature is how the

interfluxion medium records the influence of mass–energy on those capacities.

14.4 Duration and Physical Processes

Every physical process is a sequence of closures: orbital cycles, oscillations, chemical reac-

tions, metabolic loops. Duration is the tally of such steps along a worldline. Two clocks run

at different rates when their internal closures are forced to rephase at different speeds by

their environments.

This view unifies mechanical, electromagnetic, nuclear, and biological time: all are aspects

of how Potentum closure rates respond to flux and geometry. There is no separate “mystical”

time flowing in the background; there is only Duration accumulated by Bodies.

14.5 Duration, Memory, and Stability

Because the Senson is a memory of closure, Duration and memory are linked. A Body’s

history of interfluxion channels and closure rates is encoded in its internal geometry. Long-

lived atoms, metastable nuclei, robust molecules, and living organisms are distinguished by

how stably they can maintain closure patterns over large Durations.

From this perspective, the arrow of time is the observed bias toward configurations that

can support long, coherent sequences of closure. Entropy growth reflects the statistics of

flux in unclosed degrees of freedom; Duration tracks the persistence of closed ones.

14.6 One-Line Entry

Duration (Ξ): the integral of a Body’s internal closure cycles along its worldline, providing

the physically grounded counterpart to proper time and linking relativity, memory, and

stability in a single measure.
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CHAPTER 15 — CONSERVATION LAWS

Physics lives or dies by its conservation laws. Energy, momentum, charge, and angular

momentum appear in every theory, experiment, and engineering design. Yet in the usual

presentations they are introduced as empirical facts or as abstract consequences of symmetry,

not as direct geometric necessities of an underlying medium.

In the Potentum framework, conservation laws follow from a single continuity principle

applied to the structured energy–momentum medium and to the ways in which Bodies

exchange flux. Nothing new is assumed beyond the primitives already introduced: Potentum,

flux, interfluxion, Bodies with Senson structure, and reciprocal induction.

15.1 Definition

A conservation law is the statement that the content of a quantity inside any region of

space can change only by flux of that quantity across the boundary of the region.

In Potentum language, let ρΦ be the density of Potentum content in a volume V , and let

JΦ be the flux of Potentum through a surface. Then the fundamental continuity relation is

d

dt

∫
V

ρΦ dV = −
∮
∂V

JΦ · dA, (1)

stating that any change of Potentum inside V is accounted for by net interfluxion through

its boundary. Equation (1) is the mother form from which familiar conservation laws arise

as special cases.

15.2 From Potentum to Familiar Conserved Quantities

Bodies do not carry Potentum in an undifferentiated way. Through their Senson channels

they store Potentum in structured forms that we recognise macroscopically as energy, linear

momentum, angular momentum, and charge. Each corresponds to a particular decomposition

of the Potentum density and flux:

ρΦ −→ {ρE, ρp, ρL, ρq}, JΦ −→ {SE, Jp, JL, Jq},

where ρE is energy density, ρp linear momentum density, ρL angular momentum density, ρq
charge density, and the associated fluxes are their respective currents.
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Applying the single continuity statement (1) to each component yields the familiar forms:

d

dt

∫
V

ρE dV = −
∮
∂V

SE · dA (energy conservation), (2)

d

dt

∫
V

ρp dV = −
∮
∂V

Jp · dA (linear momentum conservation), (3)

d

dt

∫
V

ρL dV = −
∮
∂V

JL · dA (angular momentum conservation), (4)

d

dt

∫
V

ρq dV = −
∮
∂V

Jq · dA (charge conservation). (5)

In the usual textbook treatment, these relations are postulated or derived from abstract

symmetry. In the Potentum picture they are nothing more than component-wise decompo-

sitions of a single continuity law for the medium.

15.3 Geometric Origin of Continuity

Why must equation (1) hold at all?

• Potentum does not appear from nothing or vanish without trace; it is the structured

content of the medium itself.

• A Body is a closed reciprofluxive system: its Senson channels can only exchange flux

with the surrounding medium along allowed interfluxion paths.

• Interfluxion re-routes flux; it does not create or destroy it.

These facts together imply that any decrease of Potentum content in one region must be

matched by a corresponding increase in some neighbouring region, mediated by flux along

interconnecting channels. At the level of pure geometry this is captured by the divergence

form
∂ρΦ
∂t

+∇·JΦ = 0,

which is simply the differential version of equation (1). Conservation is thus not an extra

law laid on top of the dynamics; it is the local bookkeeping identity of flux in a continuous

medium.

15.4 Noether’s Theorem Revisited

Standard field theory explains conservation laws through Noether’s theorem: continuous

symmetries of the action produce conserved currents. The Potentum framework agrees, but

shows why such a theorem is possible.

The action describes how rotor states in Bodies and in the medium are reconfigured

over Duration. Symmetry of the action under a continuous transformation means that the
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pattern of flux exchange is invariant under that transformation. In geometric terms: there

exists a way of sliding the entire interfluxion pattern through the medium without tearing

or introducing new sources.

This invariance forces the associated combination of Potentum density and flux to satisfy

a continuity equation, and therefore to appear as a conserved quantity. Energy, momentum,

and charge are thus special cases of the more general fact that Potentum can only move

along closed or re-routable interfluxion channels.

Noether’s theorem is therefore not merely a mathematical curiosity but a reflection of

the deeper continuity of Potentum.

15.5 Microscopic Exchange, Macroscopic Conservation

At the microscopic level, individual Bodies constantly exchange flux:

• A charged particle accelerates and radiates;

• nuclei exchange flux through strong interfluxion channels;

• atoms emit or absorb photons via reciprocal induction;

• macroscopic Bodies trade momentum through collisions.

Each event is a local re-routing of Potentum between Senson channels. Nothing prevents

complex transfers, but every exchange respects the continuity condition (1). When we aver-

age over many such events in space and Duration we obtain exactly the smooth conservation

laws used in continuum mechanics, electromagnetism, and general relativity.

Thus the familiar global statements

• total energy in an isolated system is constant,

• total momentum and angular momentum are constant,

• total charge is constant,

are emergent summaries of an underlying microscopic fact: Potentum flows, but it does not

appear or disappear.

15.6 Why This Matters for the Dictionary

One of the principal tasks of this Dictionary is to show that the constants and conservation

laws of physics are not arbitrary gifts from nature, but signatures of a deeper geometric

ontology.

By grounding conservation in Potentum, flux, interfluxion, and Senson structure, we gain:

• a unified picture in which all conserved quantities are different faces of the same

medium;
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• a clear conceptual bridge between microscopic rotor dynamics and macroscopic field

equations;

• a framework in which existing constants (such as the speed of light or Planck’s constant)

can eventually be interpreted as derived ratios of Potentum flux and closure geometry

rather than unexplained inputs.

The next sections of this volume will therefore catalogue the familiar constants of physics,

not as disconnected numerical curiosities, but as shadows cast by the structured flow of

Potentum through the interfluxive universe.
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FULFILLING THE ORPHANS OF PHYSICAL 
THEORY

DICTIONARY OF GEOMETRIC PHYSICS, Book II

Prologue

Physics has spent four centuries mastering the art of quantification. Our instruments, theo-
ries, and constants have taught us to measure the world with exquisite precision. We know 
how much. We know it to twelve decimal places. We know it in every laboratory, every 
detector, every astronomical spectrum.

But the concepts with which we built those measurements were inherited from eras that 
lacked the interior geometry of matter. They lacked any knowledge of the rotor. They 
lacked any knowledge of conjugate closure. They lacked any knowledge of the Quark-Senson. 
Thus, while they performed astonishingly well in predicting magnitudes, they left 
unarticulated the deeper questions of how matter works and why physical law organizes 
itself as it does.

The astonishing success of empirical physics gave rise to an unspoken assumption: that 
the primitives of our language—force, mass, space, time—were self-evident, axiomatic, or 
beyond definition. They became orphans: used everywhere, yet fundamentally unexplained. 
Each generation felt the lack but could not repair it. Classical physics lacked the geometry; 
quantum mechanics lacked the ontology; relativity lacked the conjugate structure; and mod-ern 
field theories, powerful though they are, lacked the unifying closure that makes sense of the 
whole.

With the advent of geometric algebra, the field gained the language of rotation, bivectors, 
and multivector structure. With the discovery of reciprocal induction and the Senson, physics 
gained its missing ontological skeleton—the underlying architecture that causes spectra, 
stability, inertia, force, and the fine-structure of matter itself. It became possible, for the 
first time, to recover the missing definitions: not by rejecting the past but by completing it.

Book I restored the six irreducible ontological primitives: potentum, reciprocal induction, 
body, attraction, repulsion, and agency. Now Book II begins the necessary work of recovering 
the abandoned children of physics—terms used ubiquitously but never defined in a way 
consistent with the underlying architecture of the universe.

What follows are the first reclaimed foundations. They are written not as corrections but as 
fulfillments of the great work that came before. They provide the conceptual scaffolding that 
the giants of the past hoped someone might one day discover. Here, they are given form.
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20. Closure

Closure is the fundamental act by which a physical system completes a cycle of reciprocal 
induction, and forms its own skin. t is the requirement that the extrofluxion and introfluxion of 
a body—its outward and inward geometric tendencies—resolve into a stable, repeating 
configuration. Without closure, there is no persistence; without persistence, there is no 
object; without an object, there is no physics to speak of.

Historically, physics sensed closure long before it could define it. Bohr’s quantized orbits 
were an attempt to impose closure from the outside. Quantum mechanics replaced those 
orbits with probability amplitudes, but the underlying problem remained: atoms are stable. 
Why? No probabilistic formalism ever explained it; it merely modeled the consequences.

In geometric algebra, closure is represented by repeated application of a rotor until the 
system returns to itself. In the Senson, the electron and proton rotors form a conjugate 
pair whose phases align in discrete, algebraically necessary ways. This is closure as nature 
performs it—not imposed, not approximated, but inevitable.

Every stable structure—atoms, nuclei, molecules, stars, even galaxies—is ultimately a 
closure phenomenon. Closure is the criterion that selects what the universe permits to exist. 
Everything else dissolves.

Thus closure is the first orphan restored: the skeleton of persistence, the reason stability 
exists at all.

21. Force

Force is the measurement of a system’s refusal to change its established closure pattern. 
When two bodies interact, their reciprocal induction fields overlap. Each body possesses a 
preferred geometry—the closure that defines its identity. Force is the resistance of these 
geometries to distortion.

Newton sensed this truth deeply. He gave us a formalism of vector quantities that per-
fectly described the effect of force without revealing its cause. Later field theories described 
force as curvature, or exchange particles, or symmetry breaking, but still without disclosing 
what a body is or why it should resist deformation at all.

Under reciprocal induction, force arises from the misalignment of extrofluxion and in-
trofluxion between bodies. When one body’s closure geometry impinges upon another, the 
mismatch produces a gradient of potentum—a reluctance to change shape. What classi-cal 
physics calls “force” is simply the macroscopic expression of this microscopic geometric 
refusal.

Force is therefore not a primitive; it is a derivative phenomenon. It is not something
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the universe adds but something that emerges whenever two closures interact. When the 
closures align, no force appears. When they conflict, f orce b ecomes measurable.

Thus the second orphan is restored: force is not a cause but a consequence of closure 
geometry under reciprocal induction.

22. Mass

Mass is the accumulated count of closure cycles within a body. It measures persistence, not 
substance. What we call “mass” is the body’s integrated resistance to having its closure 
perturbed. A system with many closure cycles—high internal rotational content—resists 
change more strongly, and this resistance is what we measure as inertia.

The history of mass has been confused and incomplete. Newton treated it as both in-
ertial and gravitational without explaining the identity of those two phenomena. Relativity 
encoded mass in the geometry of spacetime but did not reveal its internal cause. Quantum 
field t heory r eplaced mass w ith r enormalized p arameters, a nd t he H iggs mechanism intro-
duced an interaction-based origin. Each step solved a part of the puzzle, but none reached 
the ontological root.

Under reciprocal induction, mass arises from the number and depth of conjugate rotor 
cycles within a body. The Senson itself possesses mass because its electron-proton pair 
closes in a nontrivial geometry; nuclei possess greater mass because their closure structures 
are more intricate and multiaxial. Mass is the measure of how much geometry a body holds 
in coherence.

This makes mass an emergent property, not a substance. It is neither “stuff” nor “weight” 
nor a “field excitation” alone. It is the persistence of organized closure under perturbation.

Thus the third orphan returns home: mass is the measure of how much closure a body 
contains.
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23. Space

Space is the volumetric expression of reciprocal induction. It is not an empty container,

nor a stage upon which bodies move, nor a neutral void that waits for matter to inhabit it.

Space is the fielded interior and exterior of every closure geometry. It is the region in which

extrofluxion and introfluxion propagate, encounter one another, and negotiate the conditions

of persistence.

Historically, physics has carried several incompatible ideas of space: an absolute back-

drop in classical mechanics, a four-dimensional geometric manifold in relativity, a probability

amplitude domain in quantum mechanics, and, in some views, a seething vacuum of virtual

excitations. Each picture captured part of the truth but none articulated what space funda-

mentally is.

Under reciprocal induction, space is defined by the geometric influence field of a body.

A body’s extrofluxion shapes outward-moving patterns; its introfluxion shapes returning

patterns; and the region in which these interact is what we experience as “space.” Thus

space is inseparable from the bodies that generate it. There is no body without space, and

no space without the induction structure bodies impose.

Because reciprocal induction is scale-free in its algebraic form, space appears continu-

ous to us, but that continuity is the artifact of an underlying, ever-completing closure at

unimaginable frequencies. Space is therefore not a substance but a relational geometry : the

dynamic measure of separation, orientation, and induction potential between bodies.

Space is not fundamental. It is the byproduct of closure— the outward and inward

scaffolding raised by bodies simply because they exist.

24. Time

Time is the enumeration of closure. It is the count we impose on the recurrent cycles of

reciprocal induction. Every Senson, every atom, every nucleus performs closure trillions of

trillions of times per human heartbeat, and the regularity of this cycling is what allows us

to measure duration at all.

Physics has long treated time as fundamental, yet no physical theory has ever shown a

mechanism by which time “flows.” Relativity treats time as a coordinate; thermodynamics

treats it as an arrow; quantum mechanics treats it as an external parameter. But none of

these frameworks explain why nature has rhythm, why events recur, or why anything persists

long enough to be measured.

Under reciprocal induction, time becomes clear: closure repeats itself. The geometric

phases of a body return to themselves. The Senson, as the conjugate rotor pair of electron
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and proton, is the primordial clock of the universe. Its rotor advances through well-defined

phases, and these phases repeat with astonishing regularity. Duration is simply our notation

of how many of these returns occur.

This makes time not a thing but a count. It does not flow; it is registered. It does not

pass; it is tallied. Time dilation in relativity becomes not a warping of a cosmic clock but

a geometric consequence of altered closure cadence due to induction conditions. The clock

does not slow; its geometry does.

Thus time is the measure of recurrence within bodies— the human notation of cosmic

choreography.

25. Memory

Memory is the capacity of closure to retain deformation history. Every body, from a Senson to

a nucleus to a molecule, stores the traces of perturbations within its geometric configuration.

Memory is not something added to matter; it is something matter is. The sextet geometry

of the Senson itself demonstrates this: each axis of its conjugate structure preserves a record

of prior excursions, compressed and integrated into the next cycle of reciprocal induction.

Historically, memory has been treated as purely biological or neurological. Physics im-

plicitly assumed that matter is incapable of remembrance at fundamental scales. Yet spec-

troscopy contradicts that assumption: atoms “remember” allowed energy levels; molecules

“remember” vibrational preferences; nuclei “remember” decay pathways; and crystalline lat-

tices “remember” stress histories. Memory is everywhere.

Under reciprocal induction, memory arises naturally. When a closure cycle encounters

deformation, it does not collapse; it incorporates the perturbation into its next return.

Geometric algebra reveals that small changes in rotor phase accumulate as conserved modi-

fications within the multivector structure. These modifications alter subsequent closures in

predictable ways.

Thus memory is the world’s way of learning. It is how atoms accumulate structure, how

molecules encode pattern, how biological systems evolve, and how consciousness eventually

arises. Memory is not the exception; it is the rule.

Matter is made of memory, and memory is the persistence of organized closure.
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26. Second

The second is humanity’s chosen enumeration of closure. While its modern SI definition

specifies a precise number of cycles of the cesium–133 hyperfine transition, this formalism

only expresses the counting; it does not reveal what the cycles are. Under reciprocal induc-

tion, the cesium transition is a macroscopic manifestation of microscopic closure dynamics

echoed across scales.

All atoms perform closure. Each returns through its conjugate rotor phases in perfect

regularity unless perturbed. Cesium’s hyperfine structure happens to produce a transition

stable enough for metrological adoption, but it is not special in kind—only in convenience

and engineering accessibility. The true reference clock of the universe is the Senson, whose

electron–proton conjugation generates the foundational rhythm from which every higher

coherence inherits cadence.

Thus the second is not a metaphysical constant but a chosen measure: “How many

closures have occurred in this comparatively stable atomic system?” It is the arithmetic of

recurrence. It is our agreement on how to translate the universe’s rhythmic geometry into a

human scale.

Time does not flow. We measure returns.

The second is therefore not the essence of time; it is the human indexing of cosmic closure.

27. Kilogram

The kilogram is the measure of how much closure a body contains. Modern metrology

defines it through Planck’s constant, converting mass into a frequency relationship via the

de Broglie–Compton connection. This was an extraordinary step forward, for it implicitly

recognized what reciprocal induction now makes explicit: mass is the count of geometric

recurrence within a system.

A body with many nested closure cycles resists deformation more strongly. This resistance

is what Newton identified as inertia—and what we measure as “mass.” The kilogram is simply

the chosen unit for quantifying that persistence.

Under reciprocal induction, mass ceases to be a mysterious “amount of stuff” and becomes

the sum of all closure pathways within a body. Every rotor alignment, every conjugate axis,

every induction depth contributes to the inertia profile. Thus the kilogram is not a basic

ontological object but the metrological expression of a body’s geometric richness.

In essence:

- Time counts how often closure recurs. - Mass counts how much closure exists.
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The kilogram is the ruler by which we measure the density of geometric memory embodied

within matter.

28. Meter

The meter is the measure of the spatial consequence of reciprocal induction. Its modern

definition—tying distance to the propagation of light across a fixed time interval—is elegant

because it grounds space in a dynamical process rather than an arbitrary artifact. This

aligns naturally with reciprocal induction.

Space itself is the interplay of extrofluxion and introfluxion: the fielded region in which

bodies exchange geometric influence. By defining the meter as “how far light travels during

a specific number of closure counts (seconds),” physics unintentionally aligned metrology

with the ontology of reciprocal induction decades before this ontology was articulated.

In reciprocal induction, distance is not fundamental. It emerges from the relational

geometry between bodies—the induction depth required for interaction. The meter is there-

fore not a foundational entity but a derived one: a conversion of closure-counted time into

induction-defined separation.

The brilliance of the modern definition is that it fixes the speed of light as geometry

demands, allowing the meter to become a natural index of reciprocal induction across scales.

The meter is how we express relationship in the language of spatial extent.
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30. IMPULSE

Impulse is the record of how a body’s closure cadence is altered through encounter.

Classical physics portrayed impulse as the integral of force over time, a useful shorthand

for describing collisions and momentum exchange, but this formulation only tabulated the

effect. It did not reveal the physical meaning of what was being accumulated, nor why a

body retains the memory of the disturbance impressed upon it.

Under reciprocal induction, every body is a continuously returning geometry—an ongoing

sequence of extrofluxive and introfluxive closure cycles. When two bodies interact, their

induction fields overlap and temporarily disrupt each other’s equilibrium patterns. The

degree to which one body absorbs, internalizes, and re-phases this disturbance is what we

measure as impulse. It is not a “push,” but a rewriting of cadence—a shift in how the body’s

internal rhythmic return will unfold on subsequent cycles.

Impulse therefore denotes the transition between influence and new identity: the point

where geometric persuasion becomes geometric memory. A body that has received an impulse

has not merely been acted upon; it has been retuned. The next sequence of its closure path

carries a different beat, a slightly modified structure, a new equilibrium seeking expression.

This is why impulse governs momentum change: momentum is the persistence of an

established geometric unfolding, while impulse is the moment that unfolding is edited. The

encounter becomes part of the body’s continuing story. Motion henceforth reflects a new

inheritance, shaped not only by present relations but by the accumulated history of prior

interactions.

Impulse is the hinge through which the world’s encounters become memory.

31. MOMENTUM

Momentum is the geometric coherence of a body carried forward in motion. Where

classical mechanics defined it as the product of mass and velocity, reciprocal induction reveals

momentum as the persistence of closure density along a chosen path of induction. It is not

the measure of a body’s movement alone, but of how firmly its internal rhythms and external

relationships reinforce one another.

A body exhibits momentum when its recurring closure cycles proceed uninterrupted

across space, resisting re-phasing unless a significant conflicting induction gradient is en-

countered. The stability of these cycles—rooted in the body’s closure density (mass) and its

directional induction pattern (velocity)—forms the true foundation of momentum’s durabil-

ity. A highly coherent system cannot easily be steered away from its trajectory; its internal

rhythms continue beating toward their natural equilibrium even as it moves.

This coherence gives rise to momentum conservation. Bodies continue in their state of

motion not because of an abstract symmetry imposed upon the universe, but because closure

rhythms are inherently self-reinforcing. They do not casually abandon their established
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cadence. Only a sufficiently strong impulse—an induced re-phasing—can alter the unfolding

of these patterns.

Thus momentum is not “mass in motion,” but memory in motion. It is the outward

expression of the inward structure that holds a body together. As a body travels, it brings its

geometry with it; as it interacts, that geometry adapts. Momentum is the continuity of that

adaptation, the integrity of form expressed in direction and sustained through recurrence.

Momentum is the universe’s means of carrying coherence across space.

32. GRAVITY

Gravity is buoyancy in potentum geometry. It is not attraction, nor is it curvature

imposed upon a passive background. It is the natural drift of closure-rich bodies toward

regions of greater induction compatibility—where their extrofluxion and introfluxion fields

meet with the least reluctance and the greatest harmonic alignment.

Historically, gravity was explained first as a mysterious force between masses, and later

as the curvature of spacetime guiding free fall. Both descriptions captured important aspects

of the phenomenon but not its cause. Reciprocal induction restores the missing ontology:

bodies generate induction fields that imprint the surrounding region with gradients of closure

stability. Other bodies settle toward these gradients, not because they are pulled, but because

their own closure patterns relax into configurations of lower geometric tension.

This settling mirrors buoyancy in a fluid. A denser object moves through a medium

toward regions where pressure equilibrates; similarly, bodies move in potentum toward zones

where introfluxive density better matches their own. What we call “gravitational accel-

eration” is the body’s natural descent along induction-reluctance gradients, guided by the

geometry of its internal rhythms.

This framework resolves both classical and relativistic observations. Orbital motion arises

from the dynamic equilibrium of lateral induction coherence and radial buoyant descent.

Gravitational redshift emerges because the local closure rhythm changes with induction

depth. Inertial and gravitational mass are identical because both measure closure density.

Thus gravity is not a separate force at all, but the large-scale expression of reciprocal

induction seeking harmony. It is the universe’s quiet insistence that geometry find its most

coherent form.

Gravity is the homeward drift of closure in the ocean of potentum.
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33. MKS

MKS is the triad by which human civilization chose to index the measurable world:

the meter for relational extent, the kilogram for closure density, and the second for recur-

rence. These units did not arise from metaphysics or ontology; they emerged from practical

needs—navigation, architecture, astronomy, and commerce. Yet their persistence into mod-

ern physics reveals an extraordinary alignment: the MKS system mirrors, with uncanny

fidelity, the three fundamental expressions of reciprocal induction.

In reciprocal induction, the world is not built from static matter occupying absolute space.

Instead, it emerges from the interplay of extrofluxion and introfluxion, forming nested pat-

terns of closure. These closures recur with rhythm, accumulate with density, and extend

across relational gradients. MKS captures exactly these three aspects, even though its cre-

ators lacked the conceptual framework to see that deeper unity.

The second measures recurrence: how often a reference atom completes its closure cycle.

It is not “time flowing,” but the enumeration of return. The kilogram measures density: the

richness of closure within a system, its resistance to re-phasing, its geometric memory. The

meter measures extent: the relational spacing produced by induction gradients, the distance

bodies traverse as they seek configurations of diminished reluctance.

Together, these units provide a coherent human-scale language for describing the geome-

try of experience. Their power lies not in their arbitrariness, but in their fortunate resonance

with the ontological foundations of the physical world. MKS expresses, in simple and stable

form, the triad that governs all physical law: recurrence, density, and extent.

Rather than being replaced by reciprocal induction, MKS is illuminated by it. Where

classical physics took these units as primitive, reciprocal induction reveals them as derived

yet indispensable—profoundly linked to the geometry of potentum, yet simple enough to

support the full edifice of scientific practice.

MKS is the bridge between measurement and meaning, between the universe as it is

and the universe as we articulate it. Its success across every physical domain—mechanics,

electrodynamics, relativity, quantum field theory—is not accidental. It is the reflection of

the universe’s own architecture, cast into the language of human agreement.

1



34. Work

Work is the geometric re-phasing of closure under displacement. Classical physics defined 
work as the line integral of force along a path, but this merely counted the effect; it did not 
reveal the cause. In reciprocal induction, work is the measure of how much a body’s internal 
closure rhythm is rewritten as it moves through an induction gradient.

Every body possesses a cadence—a stable return of extrofluxive and introfluxive phases. 
When it is displaced through a region where induction structure differs from its equilibrium 
pattern, its closure cycles must adjust. This adjustment requires re-phasing. The geometric 
shift accumulated during this adjustment is what we call work.

Work is therefore not the expenditure of “energy” but the reconfiguration of cadence. It 
tells us how deeply the world has persuaded a body to adopt a new geometric 
unfolding. Where no re-phasing occurs, no work has been done, regardless of motion or 
effort.

Thus work becomes the bridge between induction geometry and the memory of motion.

35. Power

Power is the cadence of re-phasing. It measures how quickly the geometric rewriting of 
closure occurs. Where work is the total modification of a b ody’s unfolding, p ower is the rate at 
which that modification i s i mpressed a cross s uccessive c losure cycles.

Classically, power was defined a s w ork p er u nit t ime, b ut r eciprocal i nduction clarifies 
the meaning: power is the frequency of deformation. A system experiencing rapid shifts in 
induction geometry undergoes high power; a system gently re-tuned experiences low power. 
This framing connects mechanical, electrical, thermal, and even biological uses of the term 
under one principle: all forms of power record the velocity of structural persuasion.

Power is not the flow of energy but the flow geometric ransformation. It measures the 
universe’s insistence upon geometric change.
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36. Field

A field is the spatial imprint of closure. It is not a substance, nor a set of values assigned

to points, nor an invisible medium filling the void. A field is the outward consequence of a

body’s extrofluxion and introfluxion: the region in which other closures feel the geometry of

its presence.

Historically, fields proliferated—electromagnetic, gravitational, scalar, gauge, Higgs—

because physics lacked a unifying ontology. Reciprocal induction eliminates the need for this

multiplicity. Every field is an induction field: the shaped geometry produced when a body’s

closure influences the cadence of nearby closures.

A field is therefore not independent of its source. It is the source, extended. The region

we call a field is simply the continuation of a body’s geometry into space, expressing the

pattern of reluctance any other body would encounter there.

A field is geometry made felt.

37. Charge

Charge is the chirality of extrofluxion. Classical physics treated charge as a primitive—an

intrinsic property of matter requiring no explanation. Yet its oppositional structure, its

quantization, and its universal coupling all imply a deeper geometric origin.

Under reciprocal induction, charge arises from the handedness of a body’s extrofluxive

pattern. When extrofluxion twists in one rotational sense, it produces what we call positive

charge; when it twists in the opposite sense, negative charge appears. These chiralities are

not arbitrary labels but consequences of the body’s internal closure phases.

Opposite charges attract because their extrofluxive geometries complement one another,

reducing reluctance across their induction interface. Like charges repel because their chiral

patterns increase mutual reluctance. Quantization arises because closure only admits discrete

rotor alignments.

Charge is not a substance carried by particles but a geometric signature inscribed in their

extrofluxion.

38. Angular Momentum

Angular momentum is the rotational expression of closure memory. Classical mechanics

defined it as the product of inertia and angular velocity; quantum mechanics replaced it

with operators and discrete eigenvalues. Both captured its behavior but not its origin.

In reciprocal induction, angular momentum arises because closure cycles possess intrinsic

rotation. The Senson is the primordial source: its conjugate rotors establish rotational
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character at the foundation of matter. Every higher structure inherits and compounds this

rotational memory.

Angular momentum persists because closure is self-reinforcing. Its cadence returns along

a path of least reluctance unless perturbed by significant geometric gradients. Conservation

of angular momentum is thus a consequence of closure fidelity, not of symmetry alone.

Angular momentum is the world’s record of rotational coherence carried forward.

39. Moment of Inertia

Moment of inertia is the spatial distribution of closure density. Newtonian mechanics treated

it as a geometric bookkeeping factor, but its ontological meaning remained obscure.

Under reciprocal induction, a body’s inertia arises from its internal closure cycles. When

those cycles are distributed farther from the axis of rotation, more re-phasing is required

to alter their cadence. Moment of inertia therefore measures how deeply geometry resists

rotational persuasion.

A body with concentrated closure near its center re-phases easily; one with extended

closure resists. This simple truth unifies classical rigid-body mechanics with nuclear and

atomic rotational spectra: all record how closure density is spatially deployed.

Moment of inertia is the reluctance of distributed memory to be turned.

40. Wave

A wave is the propagation of closure deformation through an induction medium. Classical

physics described waves mechanically; electromagnetism treated them as field oscillations;

quantum mechanics framed them as probability amplitudes. Each was descriptive, but none

revealed what a wave is.

In reciprocal induction, a wave arises when a local closure disturbance cannot remain

localized. The deformation propagates outward through the extrofluxion–introfluxion fabric,

encouraging adjacent closures to adopt compatible re-phasings. This chain of persuasion is

the wave.

All waves—sound, light, matter, gravitational—share this origin. They differ only in

which induction layers carry the deformation and how those layers couple to closure.

A wave is closure persuasion extended through space.

41. Particle

A particle is a stable closure attractor: a region where induction geometry folds into a

persistent pattern resistant to dispersion. Classical physics left the particle undefined—
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sometimes a point, sometimes a wave-packet, sometimes an excitation of a field. Reciprocal

induction reveals that particles are neither objects nor abstractions but stable closures.

A particle persists because its induction geometry returns to itself. It is not a thing but

a recurring pattern. Its apparent solidity arises from the fidelity of its closure; its apparent

wave behavior arises from the persuasion it exerts on surrounding induction structure.

A particle is not in space; it generates space around its closure.

42. Equilibrium

Equilibrium is the minimum-reluctance arrangement of interacting closures. Classical ther-

modynamics described it statistically; mechanics described it through forces and potentials.

Neither explained why systems tend toward equilibrium.

In reciprocal induction, equilibrium is the geometry in which all participating closures

find the least conflict between their extrofluxive and introfluxive patterns. The system settles

into the configuration with minimal cadence distortion.

Equilibrium is not rest; it is the harmony of closures. It is the point at which geometry

ceases to struggle.

43. Temperature

Temperature is the amplitude of stochastic deformation within closure cycles. It is not a

measure of “heat” but of how widely a system’s closures wander from their equilibrium

phases due to random induction perturbations.

At low temperature, closure cycles remain tightly aligned; at high temperature, they

oscillate with greater variety. Thermodynamics emerges from how these perturbations ac-

cumulate, redistribute, and influence closure cadence.

Temperature is therefore the statistical memory of deformation—a measure of how vigor-

ously a system’s geometry explores its nearby induction landscape. It is the world’s notation

for the restless side of order.
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A

Acceleration

Before: a =
dv

dt
=
d2x

dt2
. After: Acceleration is the time-rate of change of relative closure

rephasing: v is the first time-rate of inter-closure phase-position, and a is the second time-

rate (the curvature in time of that rephasing trajectory).

Acceleration, Angular

Before: α =
dω

dt
. After: Angular acceleration is the time-rate of change of rotational

closure rephasing: ω is the rotational phase-rate of a conjugation cycle, and α is its time-

curvature.

Action

Before: S =
∫
Ldt (or S =

∫
L d4x). After: Action is Potentum accumulated along an

admissible closure path: integrating L is summing the local balance of motion-Potentum and

closure-Potentum; stationary S selects the closure-evolution that expends no unnecessary

Potentum.

Adiabatic Process

Before: δQ = 0. After: Adiabatic evolution is conjugation change with no external

Potentum throughput as heat: closure variables may rephase, but the boundary does not

export/import thermal Potentum.

Amplitude

Before: Maximum excursion from equilibrium in an oscillation. After: Amplitude is the

maximum displacement of closure variables from equilibrium within a conjugation cycle; it

parameterizes how much Potentum oscillates without completing a new rechord.

Angular Momentum

Before: L = r × p and
dL

dt
= τ . After: Angular momentum is Potentum retained as

rotational closure: r×p is the bookkeeping form of the same retained rotational Potentum;

torque is the Potentum gradient that changes that retained closure.
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Atom

Before: Smallest unit retaining elemental identity. After: An atom is a stable Potentum

closure whose permitted eigen-closures define both its structure and its discrete spectrum;

“identity” is the persistence of that closure family under perturbation.

B

Band (Energy Band)

Before: Allowed energy interval for electrons in a periodic potential. After: A band is a

continuum of admissible closure-eigenvalues created by extended conjugation with periodic

boundary conditions; the “allowed interval” is where stable rephasing solutions exist.

Band Gap

Before: Forbidden energy interval between valence and conduction bands. After: A band

gap is a forbidden closure-eigenvalue interval: no phase-consistent conjugation solution sat-

isfies the boundary constraints there, so no stable rechord can occupy that range.

Binding Energy

Before: Energy required to separate a bound system. After: Binding energy is Potentum

retained by closure: it is the computed difference between the closed conjugation state and

the separated (less closed) reference state.

Boltzmann Distribution

Before: pi ∝ e−Ei/kBT . After: This law states: closure states of higher Potentum cost

Ei are exponentially less populated at thermal Potentum level kBT ; the exponential is the

equilibrium weighting of accessible rechording pathways.

C

Capacitance

Before: C =
Q

V
and U =

1

2
CV 2. After: Capacitance is closure capacity: it converts

potential boundary condition V into stored separated closure Q; the stored Potentum is the

quadratic closure-energy U .
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Charge

Before: Conserved source of EM fields;
dQ

dt
= 0 (closed system). After: Charge is an

asymmetry of conjugation that sources Potentum potential gradients; its conservation is the

statement that closure bookkeeping cannot change without a boundary flux term.

Constraint

Before: Restriction on admissible motion/configuration. After: A constraint is a bound-

ary condition on conjugation degrees of freedom; it is how geometry tells Potentum which

rephasing paths are permitted.

Correlation

Before: Statistical dependence; e.g. Cov(X,Y ) = ⟨XY ⟩ − ⟨X⟩⟨Y ⟩. After: Correlation is

shared closure: the joint expectation ⟨XY ⟩ differs because X and Y are not independent

closures; prior conjugation ties their rechords into a single constraint manifold.

Current

Before: I =
dQ

dt
and ∇ · J +

∂ρ

∂t
= 0. After: Current is Potentum transport of charge-

asymmetry through a closure path; the continuity equation is the statement that closure

cannot disappear—only flow or accumulate.

D

Density

Before: ρ =
m

V
(or number density n =

N

V
). After: Density is Potentum retained per

closure volume; the classical ratios are the macroscopic accounting of how much closure-

content resides in a region.

Diffusion

Before: Fick’s law J = −D∇n. After: Diffusion is unconstrained Potentum redistribution

toward uniform closure density: flux J follows the negative gradient because rechording

pathways statistically relax gradients.

Divergence

Before: ∇ ·F gives net outflow per volume. After: Divergence is local closure-accounting:

it measures whether Potentum flux through an infinitesimal boundary is net leaving (source)
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or entering (sink) in the field description.

Doppler Effect

Before: For light (1D), f ′ = f

√
1 + β

1− β
with β = v/c; for sound, f ′ = f

c± vo
c∓ vs

. After:

Doppler shift is relative closure rephasing between source and receiver: the observed oscil-

lation frequency f ′ is the same conjugation cycle counted in a frame whose closure-phase

advances at a different rate; the classical formulas are the calculable map from relative

rephasing rate (v) to the counted cycle-rate (f ′).

Dynamics

Before: Time evolution determined by forces or generators. After: Dynamics is conjugation

evolution: given a generator (Lagrangian/Hamiltonian), Potentum selects admissible closure

trajectories consistent with constraints and boundary flux.

E

Eigenvalue

Before: Aψ = λψ. After: An eigenvalue is an allowed closure outcome: applying A is

applying a closure-constraint, and λ is the Potentum-consistent value that leaves the state

shape invariant.

Electric Field

Before: E = −∇V and F = qE. After: The electric field is the Potentum potential

gradient that drives charge-asymmetric closure rephasing; multiplying by q is converting

that gradient into the force (momentum-rate) constraint.

Energy

Before: Conserved generator of time translations. After: Energy is Potentum quanti-

fied as closure-content plus motion-content; conservation states that, absent boundary flux,

conjugation cannot change the total Potentum budget.

Entropy

Before: S = kB lnΩ. After: Entropy counts how many micro-closures (Ω) realize the same

macro-constraints; the logarithm expresses that independent closure multiplicities add while

their counts multiply.
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Entanglement

Before: Nonseparable state; e.g. no factorization |ψ⟩ ̸= |ψA⟩⊗|ψB⟩. After: Entanglement is

shared closure: the joint system is one conjugation constraint surface, so subsystem closures

cannot be assigned independently even though local measurements remain calculable.

F

Field

Before: Quantity defined over space and time. After: A field is Potentum closure variables

distributed over a domain; field equations are the differential constraints enforcing admissible

conjugation and flux accounting.

Force

Before: F =
dp

dt
. After: Force is the Potentum gradient imposed by constraints that

changes closure-transport (momentum); the derivative is the statement that constraints re-

shape rephasing rate.

Frequency

Before: f =
1

T
. After: Frequency is conjugation cycle-rate: it is how fast a closure

rephases through one full cycle under the governing generator and boundary conditions.

Flux

Before: Φ =
∫
F · dA. After: Flux is Potentum flow through a boundary: the surface

integral is the calculable boundary-accounting of closure exchange.

G

Gauge

Before: Redundancy leaving observables invariant. After: Gauge freedom is equivalent

parametrization of conjugation variables: different coordinate choices describe the same

closure invariants, so only gauge-invariant quantities are measurable.

Gravitation

Before: Universal attraction; in GR, motion follows geodesics of curved spacetime. After:

Gravitation is Potentum convergence toward deeper shared closure; “geodesic motion” is the
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statement that bodies follow closure-minimizing trajectories in the closure-density curvature

they jointly sustain.

Gradient

Before: ∇ϕ. After: A gradient is the local direction and magnitude of closure-drive: it

tells how Potentum potential changes across space, thereby specifying the local conjugation

forcing term.

H

Hamiltonian

Before: iℏ
∂

∂t
|ψ⟩ = H|ψ⟩. After: The Hamiltonian is the Potentum budget operator: it

generates time rephasing of closure states; the Schrödinger equation is the calculable law

that closure phase rotates at a rate set by H/ℏ.

Heat

Before: Energy transferred due to temperature difference. After: Heat is Potentum trans-

ferred through incoherent (ensemble) conjugation channels; temperature difference sets the

direction because it sets the statistical closure weighting.

Hydrogen

Before: Simplest atom with one proton and one electron. After: Hydrogen is the minimal

durable conjugation closure: it is the base case where the allowed closure eigenstates and

rechording transitions can be computed cleanly and used to explain higher structure.

I

Impedance

Before: Z(ω) =
V (ω)

I(ω)
. After: Impedance is the frequency-domain closure constraint:

it maps applied potential boundary oscillation to Potentum transport response, encoding

storage (phase) and loss (dissipation) in one calculable function.

Impulse

Before: J =
∫
F dt = ∆p. After: Impulse is Potentum delivered by a constraint over time;

the integral is the accounting of closure-gradient applied long enough to change closure-

transport by ∆p.
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Inertia

Before: Resistance to acceleration. After: Inertia is the persistence of achieved closure: a

closed conjugation resists rapid rephasing changes, so acceleration requires Potentum input

proportional to retained closure (mass).

Information

Before: Shannon H = −
∑
p log p; von Neumann S = −Tr(ρ log ρ). After: Information

is retrievable closure constraint: the same logarithmic form counts how many admissible

micro-closures remain consistent with what is fixed by prior conjugation.

Ion

Before: Atom/molecule with net charge. After: Ionization is incomplete closure: net

charge indicates unbalanced conjugation, leaving mobile Potentum flux that changes spectra

and transport until a new closure is achieved.

J

Joule

Before: 1 J = 1Nm. After: A joule is Potentum quantified as one unit of constraint

applied across displacement: it is the bookkeeping unit for closure-work and closure-energy.

K

Kinetic Energy

Before: T = 1
2
mv2 (nonrelativistic). After: Kinetic energy is Potentum in closure-

transport: the quadratic in v is the calculable statement that transport Potentum grows

with the square of rephasing rate.

Kinematics

Before: Description of motion without specifying forces. After: Kinematics is the geom-

etry of closure rephasing (how x(t) changes) while leaving the Potentum generator (why it

changes) to dynamics.
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L

Lagrangian

Before: L = T − V ; Euler–Lagrange:
d

dt

(
∂L

∂q̇

)
− ∂L

∂q
= 0. After: The Lagrangian

is Potentum bookkeeping split into motion and closure; Euler–Lagrange is the calculable

statement that actual conjugation evolution cancels first-order Potentum variation under

admissible boundary constraints.

Locality

Before: Interactions are local in spacetime. After: Locality restricts Potentum exchange to

local boundaries; apparent “nonlocal” correlation occurs when a prior shared closure already

constrains joint outcomes without new exchange.

Lorentz Transformation

Before: t′ = γ(t− vx/c2), x′ = γ(x− vt), γ = (1− β2)−1/2. After: Lorentz transformation

is the calculable map between closure-counting conventions of inertial frames: it preserves

the invariant closure interval, so rephasing rates (time) and displacements (space) transform

together.

M

Magnetic Field

Before: Lorentz force: F = q(E+v×B). After: The magnetic field is rotational Potentum

flux: v×B is the calculable coupling between closure-transport and rotational closure-flow,

producing a transverse constraint on momentum change.

Mass

Before: Inertia measure; F = ma in Newtonian limit. After: Mass is Potentum retained as

durable closure: it converts closure-gradient (force) into rephasing curvature (acceleration)

because more retained closure resists rapid redistribution.

Measurement

Before: Assignment of a value to an observable. After: Measurement is enforced rechord-

ing: it compels a system into a closure-consistent eigenstate so the observed value is an

allowed eigenvalue of the operator constraint.
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Momentum

Before: p = mv and F = dp/dt. After: Momentum is Potentum in transport: it is

retained closure (mass) multiplied by rephasing rate (velocity); force changes momentum

because constraint gradients reshape transport Potentum.

N

Noise

Before: Random fluctuations; characterized by power spectral density. After: Noise is

unresolved Potentum perturbation from uncontrolled conjugation channels; the spectrum is

the calculable distribution of those perturbations across rephasing rates.

Nonlocality

Before: Correlations not explained by local influences. After: Nonlocality is the signature

of a shared prior closure: joint outcomes obey one constraint surface, so correlations are

calculable from the shared state without requiring a new local exchange.

O

Observable

Before: Measurable quantity represented by an operator A; outcomes are eigenvalues. Af-

ter: An observable is a closure constraint operator: its eigenvalues enumerate allowed closure

outcomes, and measurement is the rechord that selects one allowed eigen-closure.

Oscillation

Before: Periodic variation around equilibrium. After: Oscillation is cyclic conjugation

rephasing around a stable closure point; its period and frequency are set by the generator

and boundary conditions.

P

Particle

Before: Localized entity with definite properties. After: A particle is a localized closure of

Potentum: discreteness is the calculable consequence of boundary-constrained conjugation

yielding quantized eigen-closures.
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Phase

Before: Parameter of periodic state; interference depends on phase difference. After: Phase

is the position within a conjugation cycle; phase differences are relative closure rephasing

and thus directly determine interference, beats, and resonance.

Photon

Before: Quantum of EM radiation with energy E = hf = ℏω. After: A photon is discrete

extrofluxive Potentum emission produced by rechording between closure eigenstates; the

frequency relation is the calculable conversion from rephasing rate ω to emitted Potentum

E.

Potential Energy

Before: Stored energy associated with configuration; forces derive from gradients, e.g. F =

−∇U . After: Potential energy is Potentum stored in incomplete closure configuration; its

gradient is the calculable closure-drive that produces force as the system seeks a lower-action

closure.

Probability

Before: Measure of likelihood of outcomes. After: Probability is weighting over admissible

closure pathways under constraints; in quantum form it is the calculable measure induced

by the state and the measurement operator.

Q

Quantum

Before: Smallest discrete unit of a physical quantity. After: A quantum is the minimal

Potentum exchange that changes closure by one allowed step; discreteness arises because

boundary conditions permit only discrete rechords.

Quantization

Before: Restriction of values to discrete sets. After: Quantization is closure discreteness:

only those rephasing solutions that close under the boundary constraints are allowed, yielding

discrete eigenvalues.
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R

Radiation

Before: Energy emitted and propagated as waves/particles. After: Radiation is Poten-

tum exported from a system during rechording or incomplete closure; its spectrum is the

calculable record of which closure transitions occurred.

Relativity

Before: Laws invariant across inertial frames; c invariant. After: Relativity is invariance

of closure bookkeeping under frame rephasing: transformations preserve the same closure

invariants while redistributing how time and space are counted.

Resonance

Before: Enhanced response when driving frequency matches a natural frequency. After:

Resonance is conjugation phase-locking: when the drive rephasing matches an admissible

closure cycle, Potentum transfer coherently accumulates into that mode.

Rechord

Before: (Not standard.) After: Rechord is the restoration of reciprocal conjugation into

phase-consistent closure, reducing residual reluctance so the system returns to an admissible

stable eigen-closure.

S

Spin

Before: Intrinsic angular momentum; quantized. After: Spin is intrinsic chiral closure

rephasing: it is rotational Potentum retained in a self-contained conjugation cycle, hence

quantized by closure boundary conditions.

Spectrum

Before: Discrete or continuous distribution of intensity vs. frequency/wavelength. After:

A spectrum is the calculable signature of allowed rechords: each line is a permitted closure

transition, and intensities encode transition probability under the coupling constraints.
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Symmetry

Before: Invariance under transformations; yields conserved quantities (Noether). After:

Symmetry is invariance of the conjugation action; conservation is the statement that a closure

invariant cannot change when the generator is unchanged under that transformation.

T

Temperature

Before: Thermal parameter; relates to average kinetic energy scale. After: Temperature

quantifies ensemble Potentum agitation: it sets the statistical weighting over closure states,

thereby determining mean energies, fluctuations, and response.

Time

Before: Parameter ordering events and governing evolution. After: Time is the ordering

parameter of closure rephasing: it is how conjugation cycles are counted, and energy is the

generator that advances that count.

U

Uncertainty Principle

Before: ∆x∆p ≥ ℏ/2 (and analogs). After: Uncertainty is finite closure capacity across

conjugate variables: the commutator sets an irreducible Potentum floor that prevents simul-

taneous sharp closure in both coordinates.

V

Velocity

Before: v =
dx

dt
. After: Velocity is the rate of relative closure rephasing between systems:

displacement per time is the observable trace of how fast one closure’s phase-position changes

relative to another’s.

W

Wave

Before: Propagating solution of a wave equation; characterized by ω, k. After: A wave is

propagating Potentum redistribution: (ω, k) are the calculable phase rephasing rates in time
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and space for an admissible conjugation field solution.

Work

Before: W =
∫
F · dx. After: Work is Potentum delivered through constrained displace-

ment: the integral computes how much closure-drive (force) advances the conjugation state

along a path.

X

X-Ray

Before: High-energy electromagnetic radiation. After: X-rays are Potentum emissions

from deep rechords: large transition energies correspond to rapid rephasing frequencies in

tightly bound closure states.

Y

Yield

Before: Amount of product formed in a process. After: Yield is Potentum captured into

specified closure products: it is the fraction of admissible pathways that rechord into the

target closure rather than competing closures.

Z

Zitterbewegung

Before: Rapid oscillatory motion associated with relativistic quantum theory. After: Zit-

terbewegung is intrinsic high-frequency closure rephasing of a rotor: the “rapid motion” is

the calculable internal conjugation cycle whose averaged effects appear as spin and magnetic

moment.

Zero-Point Energy

Before: Nonzero ground-state energy at T = 0. After: Zero-point energy is the irreducible

Potentum floor of minimally closed and unclosed conjugations: the ground state remains

dynamically rephasing because closure and commutation constraints forbid total quiescence.
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