
The Convergence of Physical Theory

Joseph P. Firmage
Academy of Science and Arts

Full JPF Library is found at JosephFirmage.com



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
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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.

16



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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