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Letter to the Editor

An Urgent Call for Experimental Validation of the "Computational Unified Field

Theory" (CUFT) New 215t Century Scientific Paradigm — the "Non-Continuous"

Accelerated Expansion of the Physical Universe, Possibly Around the Jewish
"Rosh Hashanna", Sep. 8"-10", 2018

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

Twenty-first century Physics is undergoing a "Paradigmatic Shift" from the Old "Material-Causal" Paradigm of
Relativity Theory (RT) and Quantum Mechanics (QM) towards the 'Computational Unified Field Theory's" (CUFT)
New 'A-Causal Computation' Scientific Paradigm of 21 century Theoretical Physics; The CUFT was shown capable
of unifying resolving the basic theoretical inconsistency between RT and QM, challenged some of the most basic
assumptions of Modern Physics including: challenging the "Big-Bang" ("material-causal") Model, Einstein's General
Relativity's Equation's ("material-causal' assumption), discarded "dark-matter" and "dark-energy" as "superfluous"
(e.g., "non-existent"!), postulated that it may be capable to "reverse time" (contrary to both RT and QM), and transfer
information or even certain physical effects at a rate transcending RT's assumed "Speed of Light Barrier" etc. Two
Special Issues have been published (and over 30 scientific articles read by over 20 thousand scientists worldwide)
over the past six years and the CUFT is being presented as the Opening Plenary Talk in several International Physics
Conferences (The International Particle Physics and Astrophysics 2018, Chicago USA; The Asia-Pacific 2018 Physics
Conference, Tokyo Japan); Initial empirical validation for one of the unique "Critical Predictions" of the CUFT (as
opposed to the predictions of both RT and QM) was validated through the "Proton-Radius Puzzle" findings
(published previously).

An urgent direct Experimental Validation of the CUFT as a satisfactory New Paradigm for 21*' Century
Physics — to be tested between the 8" and 10" of September, 2018 may be given based on the CUFT's just
published two new articles published today by the "Global Journal of Science Frontier Research" as part of a "Special
Issue". "Empirical & Theoretical Ramifications of the Computational Field Theory's New 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigmatic Shift in 215 Century Physics "these two articles are:

"Non-Continuous Universal Consciousness Reality Hypothesis" (NCUCRH) of the Computational Unified
Field Theory (CUFT): Empirical & Theoretical Validation.

The Computational Unified Field Theory (CUFT): Can Human Consciousness Affect the Cosmos?

This is because one (of three listed) unique 'Critical Predictions' of the CUFT postulates that the empirically
observed accelerated expansion of the physical universe — may not be "continuous"!; Specifically, due to the CUFT's
discovery of a singular (higher-ordered) "Universal Computational/Consciousness Principle" (UCP) which is
hypothesized to simultaneously compute every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe (at the incredible rate of :
'c?h" = 1.36°° sec)); Its explanation of this accelerated expansion of the universe due to the UCP's accelerated
addition of the number of exhaustive spatial pixels comprising each consecutive "Universal Frames" (UF's); and its
(recent) additional hypothesis that any "Collective Human Consciousness Focus" — may indeed affect this singular
'Universal Consciousness Principle' (UCP), such that it is possible that (for instance) around the New Jewish Year
("Rosh Hashanna") in which Millions of Jews focus in prayer, this may alter- and possible affect- the Universal
Consciousness Principle's accelerated rate of the universe's expansion!? Therefore, one of the possible means of
testing this Non-Continuous Universal Consciousness Reality Hypothesis" (NCUCRH) is to test the rate of the
universe's accelerated expansion "before'- "during’- and 'after- 'Rosh Hashanna' which occurs (this year) on
September 9"(so ideally the testing of this Non-Continuous Universe's Accelerated Expansion Rate should take
place from the 8" through the 10th of September); It is predicted that to the extent that this "Collective Human
Consciousness Focus" can affect the Universal Consciousness Principle's accelerated increase of the number of
exhaustive spatial pixels comprising the physical universe (with each consecutive UF's frame/s it produces)- then it
follows that the Physical Universe's observed accelerated rate of expansion should be found to be altered (e.g.,
"'non-continuous") during the Rosh Hashanna particular day (9"), i.e., possibly be "decreased" around the transition
from the 8" to the 9" and possibly "increased" (e.g., even relative to the 8th rate) from the 10" and onward).

To the extent that such a "Non-Continuous Universal Consciousness Reality Hypothesis" could be verified
experimentally, as predicted solely by the CUFT's Critical Prediction (e.g., as outlined in both articles listed above
published today)then this would offer direct empirical support for the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' (ACC)
Paradigm of 21 century Theoretical Physics, which explains the "origination", "dissolution” (e.g., "in-between" any two



UCP's consecutive UF's frame/s) and "evolution" of the entire physical universe (including every exhaustive spatial
pixel comprising it during each minimal time-point UF's frame/s) based on the operation of the singular (higher-
ordered) Universal Computational/Consciousness Principle... This new CUFT's 'ACC' Paradigm offers an entirely
new (and exciting) conception and understanding of the physical universe — not as "caused" by an initial "Big-Bang"
nuclear explosion, not as evolved by Einstein's (General Relativity) Equations, neither being "propelled" to expand
(at an accelerated rate) by a (non-existent!) "dark-matter" or "dark energy") — but rather as being continuously
'created'- "dissolved'- "re-created'- and "evolved'- solely based on the singularity of this Universal Computational/
Consciousness Principle which possesses certain (intrinsic) properties and characteristics such as: its "Dynamic-
Equilibrium" (Morally-based) principle, its "Supra-Spatial-Temporal Universal Consciousness Reality's Reservoir"
(e.g., containing all "past'- "present' and "future/s*" UF's frames!), its tendency towards creating ever more
"expansive" forms (e.g., from 'inanimate" through "animate": "plants, animals, humans — and possibly up to an
'expanded" Individual Human Consciousness" which can function in a manner equivalent to the "Universal
Consciousness Reality")... Indeed, this New 'ACC" Paradigm of the CUFT places Human Consciousness at a
potentially central juncture in Modern Physics (as possibly indicated by the empirical verification of the Sep. 8th-10th
2018 measurement of a "non-continuous accelerated expansion rate of the physical universe)...

Finally, it may be worthy mentioning two other (recent) unique 'Critical Predictions' of the CUFT which can be
tested at one of the world's leading Accelerators may also establish the CUFT's New ACC Paradigm as the
satisfactory new Paradigm of 21st century Physics (e.g., outlined in the Non-Continuous Universal Consciousness
Reality Hypothesis" (NCUCRH) of the Computational Unified Field Theory (CUFT): Empirical & Theoretical Validation
article published today (as well as in other articles published in the Special Issue(listed above).

It may be therefore of paramount Scientific importance to try and validate experimentally this "time-sensitive"
'Critical Prediction' of the CUFT during the next few days (from the 8th through the 10th of Sep., 2018) — which if
verified could bring about a complete Paradigmatic Shift in 21st century Theoretical Physics...

Dr. Jehonathan Betnwich
Jerusalem, Israel.
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Introduction- Twenty-first century Physics is undergoing a major "Paradigmatic-Shift"-i.e., from the
old "Material-Causal" Paradigm underlying both Relativity Theory (RT) and Quantum Mechanics
(QM) towards the new 'ACausal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm of the 'CUFT'. This basic
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the discovery of a singular (higher-ordered) 'Universal Consciousness Principle' which
simultaneously computes every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe at every minimal time-
point (e.g., "c’’h = 1.45% sec'l); Hence, the scope and purpose of the current article is to
delineate the basic 'Paradigmatic Shift brought about by the CUFT's new 'ACC' outline the major
breakthrough advancement in 21% century Theoretical Physics brought about by this new CUFT's
'A-Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm, explicate the experimental means for validating this
new ACC as a satisfactory "Theory of Everything" (TOE), and describe the new (exciting)
emerging picture of the entire physical universe as a "transient-phenomenal" manifestation of this
singular 'Universal Consciousness Reality'.
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Review: The 'Computational Unified Field
Theory' (CUFT)' New Universe

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

. INTRODUCTION

wenty-first century Physics is undergoing a major
"Paradigmatic-Shift"- i.e., from the old "Material-

Causal" Paradigm underlying both Relativity Theory
(RT) and Quantum Mechanics (QM) towards the new 'A-
Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm of the 'CUFT.
This basic 'Paradigmatic Shift' alters Science's very
fundamental assumptions and conception of the reality
of the physical universe - ie., its origination-
sustenance- evolution- and transcendence based on the
discovery of a singular (higher-ordered) 'Universal
Consciousness  Principle’  which  simultaneously
computes every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe
at every minimal time-point (e.g., "c%h = 1.45* sec'l);
Hence, the scope and purpose of the current article is to
delineate the basic 'Paradigmatic Shift brought about by
the CUFT's new 'ACC' outline the major breakthrough
advancement in 21 century Theoretical Physics brought
about by this new CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' (ACC)
Paradigm, explicate the experimental means for
validating this new ACC as a satisfactory "Theory of
Everything" (TOE), and describe the new (exciting)
emerging picture of the entire physical universe as a
"transient-phenomenal" manifestation of this singular
'Universal Consciousness Reality'...

According to Kuhn's (1962) famous analysis of
the "Structure of Scientific Revolutions" the evolution of
Science may be characterized by an alternation
between phases of "Standard Science" — in which the
scientific inquiry (within a given scientific discipline) can
be described in terms of its reliance upon a given
"Scientific Paradigm"; and phases of a "Paradigmatic
Shift", e.g., in which the given "Scientific Paradigm"
doesn't suffice (any longer) to account in a satisfactory
manner for a plethora of "unexplained scientific
phenomena", in addition to the appearance of apparent
"theoretical inconsistency" between the foundations or
Models in that given 'Scientific Paradigm'’; Indeed,
according to Kuhn, this state of 'unexplained scientific
phenomena' accompanied by a fundamental theoretical
inconsistency found in the foundations of the given
'Scientific Paradigm' calls for a "Paradigmatic-Shift"- i.e.,
the search for an alternative broader (and more
exhaustive) "New Paradigm" which will be able to

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

account for those 'unexplained phenomena' and resolve
any apparent principle theoretical inconsistencies
(found within the Old Scientific Paradigm).

Hence, the current shift from the Old "Material-
Causal" Paradigm to the New 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm signifies such a 'Paradigmatic-Shift' in 21¢
Century Theoretical Physics: this is because there exists
a basic theoretical inconsistency between its two
primary ‘pillars", e.g., Relativity Theory (RT) and
Quantum Mechanics (QM) and there exists a series of
unresolved physical conundrums (such as: "dark-matter"
and "dark-energy" which account for up to 85% of all
mass and energy in the universe but yet cannot be
detected empirically). In contrast, the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm was shown
capable of resolving the principle theoretical
inconsistency between RT and QM and was also able to
resolve the physical conundrums of "dark-matter" and
"dark-energy" (e.g., discarding them as "superfluous'
instead pointing at the accelerated expansion of the
physical universe as caused by the singular higher-
ordered Universal Computational Principle, which is key
in the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm). Indeed, the scope
and purpose of the current article is to elucidate the
basic Paradigmatic Shift represented by the CUFT's new
'ACC' Paradigm, outline the critical empirical validation
means for validating this new CUFT's 'ACC' Paradigm as
a satisfactory new Paradigm for 21* Century Physics,
and delineate the full theoretical significance of the
CUFT's new ACC Paradigms depiction of a "new
universe" which being continuously "produced'-
"dissolved"- "re-produced" and "evolved" by the singular
Universal Consciousness Principle (every "c?/h = 1.45%
sec')...

II. THE CUFT'S 'PARADIGMATIC SHIFT' IN
215" CENTURY PHYSICS

We first begin by outlining the basic
'Paradigmatic-Shift' signified by the CUFT's new 'ACC'
Paradigm: Basically, the (old) "Material-Causal"
Paradigm underlying both RT and QM is based upon a
'material-causal' assumption wherein it is assumed that
any given relativistic (space-time or energy-mass)
'‘phenomenon’ or quantum subatomic (complimentary
space-energy or mass-time) 'target' value is "caused" by
the direct physical interaction between that relativistic

© 2018 Global Journals
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phenomenon or subatomic target and a corresponding
relativistic observer or quantum subatomic 'probe'
element; More generally, the explanation of the
origination- sustenance- and evolution- of the physical
universe, e.g., and every constituent (relativistic or
quantum) phenomenon, target' or element within it — is
based on direct physical interactions between certain
relativistic observers and (space-time, energy-mass)
phenomena, or between particular subatomic 'probe'
and ‘'target' elements: Thus, according to General
Relativity the physical universe was created by an initial
"Big-Bang" nuclear explosion which is assumed to have
'caused" the creation of stars, galaxies, mass, space
and energy; Subsequently, the continuous dynamical
evolution of the physical cosmos is explained through
RT's Einstein's Equations which describe particular
"material-causal" physical interactions between "'massive
objects" 'causing" a 'curvature of space-time", and
conversely the existence of a ‘"causal' relationship
between this "curved space-time" and its "causing" (or
determination) of the "travelling pathways of massive
objects". Likewise, the empirically observed accelerated
expansion of the physical universe is explained in terms
of the existence of a "material-causal' physical
relationship between a purely hypothetical "dark-matter”
or "dark-energy" physical entities which are assumed to
"cause" this accelerated expansion of the physical
universe.

In much the same manner, QM describes the
determination of the 'complimentary' (‘'space-energy' or
'mass-time') values of any subatomic 'target' element as
"caused" by its direct physical interaction with another
corresponding subatomic 'probe' element, e.g., which
"causes" the assumed "collapse" of the "probability wave
function" into the single complimentary value); However,
according to the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm there
cannot exist any such ‘'material-causal' physical
interactions due to the fact that the (singular) Universal
Computational/Consciousness Principle (UCP)
simultaneously computes all exhaustive spatial pixels in
the universe! Instead, the CUFT's new ACC Paradigm
postulates that this singular UCP simultaneously
computes all exhaustive spatial pixels comprising the
entire physical universe at every minimal time-point
(e.g., "c®h = 1.45% sec'l) - giving rise to the extremely
rapid series of Universal Frames (UF's), which also
include all exhaustive "co-occurring" pairs of subatomic
'probe’ and ‘target' elements. Interestingly, this new
conception of the physical universe, e.g., including its
subatomic "quantum" aspect completely revises QM's
currently assumed "collapse of the probability wave
function" assumption - instead, replacing it with a
portrayal of varying degrees of computation
exhaustiveness: according to this new ACC Paradigm,
whenever we set to measure only a single spatial-
temporal point across 'time' and 'space' we obtain a
'single spatial-temporal particle" measurement; If

© 2018 Global Journals

however we set to measure at least two (or more)
simultaneous points (across 'time' and 'space') we
obtain a "multi spatial-temporal wave" measurement!
Indeed, one of the key theoretical breakthrough's
represented by the CUFT's new ACC Paradigm is its
conception of an "exhaustive computational" 'Universal
Frame/s' which includes all exhaustive spatial pixels
computed simultaneously by this singular UCP, e.g.,
comprising the entire physical cosmos at any given
minimal time-point 'Universal Frame'l Viewed from this
exhaustive computational perspective of the UCP's
simultaneous computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels
comprising the entire physical universe at every minimal
time-point Universal Frame/s (UF's) — QM's currently
assumed "collapse of the probability wave function" was
shown to be rejected, instead being replaced by the
UCP's computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels (at
any given minimal time-point UF's) which include all
possible (single spatial-temporal) 'particle’
measurements  (e.g., including any exhaustive
hypothetical subatomic 'probe-target' pair/s) and '(multi
spatial-temporal) 'wave' measurements, as embedded
within the UCP's exhaustive UF's computation.

How does this new CUFT's ACC Paradigm alter
the old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm's basic
understanding of the physical universe? Well, first of all,
the physical universe cannot (any longer) be viewed as
being "caused" by any sort of (direct or indirect) physical
interaction — e.g., at either the quantum or relativistic
levels! This is (once again) due to the simultaneous
computation of the UCP of each and every exhaustive
spatial pixel in the universe at every consecutive minimal
time-point UF's (which negates the very possibility of the
existence of any such 'material-causal' physical
interactions at any single or multiple UF's). Moreover,
this new exhaustive computational understanding of the
CUFT brought about a complete integration of 'space,
'energy', 'mass' and 'time' (as well as of RT and QM)
within a singular 'Universal Computational Formula':

a)  Universal Computational Formula

This complete integration of those four basic
physical features not only signifies a major
advancement in Physics basic understanding of the
universe, i.e., as opposed to RT's only partial integration
of space-time, energy-mass (e.g., "E = Mc? and the
postulated curvature of space-time by mass, and QM's
partial connections between Heisenberg's Uncertainty
Principle's "complimentary paris" (mentioned above); it
also represents a basic discovery of the UCP's
underlying integrated computation of these four basic
physical features, e.g., of 'space', 'energy', 'mass' and
time' — as the degree of "consistency" or "inconsistency"
pertaining to the entire frame' or to a particular 'object’,
e.g., based on the UCP's two 'Framework' and
'Consistency' Computational Dimensions; As previously
described, the UCP computes the two physical features



of 'space' and 'energy' based on the combination of
'frame'- 'consistent' vs. 'inconsistent' computations, and
'mass' and 'time' based on its computation of an 'object'
— 'consistent' or 'inconsistent’ measures (e.g., pertaining
to each and every exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the
universe at every minimal time-point UF's)... Viewed
from this new (singular higher-ordered) exhaustive
computational perspective of the UCP, the complete
integration of 'space', 'energy', 'mass' and 'time' portrays
an entirely new conception of those four basic physical
features not as existing ‘'independently" (or as
possessing "partial-interconnectivity") but rather as
representing  different  complimentary  secondary
computational features of the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality's computation of the degree of
'consistency’ or 'inconsistency' pertaining to each
exhaustive  spatial pixel's 'object’ vs. ‘frame'
computation... Indeed, this new singular integrated
conception of 'space, 'energy', 'mass' and 'time' as
merely representing different complimentary
computational features of the singular Universal
Consciousness  Principle's computation of every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe was shown to be
associated with the CUFT new 'ACC' Paradigm's new
conception of the physical universe — not as existing
‘continuously" and ‘independently" — but rather as
representing only a "transient-phenomenal
manifestation of the singular 'Universal Consciousness
Reality' (UCR).

I1I. THE CUFT'S THEORETICAL POSTULATES

In order to fully appreciate (and comprehend)
the CUFT's new conception of the entire merely a
manifestation of the singular UCR, we need to briefly
outline some of the key theoretical postulates of the
CUFT:

a) The 'Duality Principle'

One of the first theoretical postulates of the
CUFT is the computational 'Duality Principle' which
identified a basic 'Self-Referential  Ontological
Computational System' (SROCS) structure underlying
both RT's and QM's 'Material-Causal' basic Paradigm:
essentially, this basic 'SROCS' structure assumes that it
is possible to determine the value of a given relativistic
('space-time' or 'energy-mass') phenomenon or of any
given subatomic 'target' element based on their direct
physical interactions with a corresponding relativistic
'observer' or subatomic 'probe’ element. But, according
to this new computational 'Duality Principle' is it not
possible to determine the value of any such relativistic
'phenomenon’ or subatomic ‘'target' element solely
based on their direct physical interactions with the
corresponding relativistic 'observer' or subatomic 'probe’
element - because the particular computational
structure of the SROCS inevitably leads to an apparent

"logical inconsistency" and ensuing 'computational
indeterminacy", e.g., which are contradicted by the
empirical capacity of both Relativistic and Quantum
computational systems to determine the values of the
particular given relativistic (space-time, energy-mass)
'phenomenon' or relativistic or quantum (complimentary
'space-energy' or 'time-mass') subatomic target value.
Therefore, the 'Duality Principle' evinces that in order to
determine the particular given value of any relativistic
(space-time, energy-mass) 'phenomenon’ or quantum
(complimentary ~ 'space-energy’  or  'time-mass')
subatomic 'target' element, it is necessary to have a
singular  higher-ordered  'Universal Computational
Principle' which simultaneously computes all exhaustive
hypothetical  relativistic ~ 'observer-phenomenon'  or
quantum 'probe-target' pairs...

b) The
Principle
Hence, the  'Universal Computational/
Consciousness Principle' postulates that there exists a
singular  (higher-ordered) 'Universal Computational/
Consciousness Principle' (UCP) which simultaneously
computes every exhaustive spatial pixel comprising the
entire physical universe, e.g., at every consecutive
'minimal time-point". "c?h" = 1.45% sec' (which
produces a series of "Universal Frames" (UF's)
comprising the entire physical universe at every
consecutive UF's frame/s). This 'Universal
Computational Principle' was later shown to be
equivalent to a (broader) 'Universal Consciousness
Principle' due to the UCP's additional postulate that the
entire physical universe "dissolves" "in-between" any two
consecutive UF's frames — which implies that this
Universal ~ Computational  Principle  (UCP)  also
possesses certain 'Universal Consciousness'
characteristics, i.e., such as its capacity to "produce",
"dissolve", "retain", and "evolve" every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe... It is indeed important to note that
according to this new 'Universal Consciousness
Principle" given the fact that every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe "dissolves" 'in-between' any two
consecutive UF's frames, there cannot be any "material-
causal' physical interaction/s — not only within each
single- or multiple- UF's frames but also across any two
consecutive UF's! This leads to the (abovementioned)
new 'A-Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm which
negates any 'material-causal' physical relationships (or
even interactions) at any single- or multiple- UF's,
instead asserting that the UCP simultaneously
computes all exhaustive spatial pixels in the universe at
any single/multiple UF's. Finally, the discovery of the
'Universal Consciousness Principle' is also associated
with the identification of its three 'Computational
Dimensions', e.g., of 'Framework': (frame' or 'object),
'Consistency' (‘consistent' or 'inconsistent) and 'Locus'
(‘global' or 'local'); Hence, according to the UCP, the four

Universal Computational/Consciousness
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basic physical features of 'space' and 'energy' or 'mass'
and 'time' — are computed based on the UCP's particular
combinations of 'frame' — 'consistent' or 'inconsistent'
combinations, whereas 'mass' and 'time' are computed
by the UCP as the specific combinations of 'object' —
'consistent' or 'inconsistent' measures:

c) The 'Cinematic-Film Metaphor

To perhaps better comprehend the UCP's
computation of these four basic physical features of
'space' and 'energy’, or 'mass' and 'time', the 'Cinematic-
Film Metaphor' was utilized, which (somewhat) likened
between the "computation" of those four basic physical
features found within a "standard film" and the UCP's
computation of these four physical features, e.g., for
each exhaustive spatial pixel/s comprising each
consecutive UF's frame/s: Thus, in the same manner in
which the "energy" of a fast moving "jet" found within a
standard film depiction can be computed based on the
degree of that jet's "displacement" across a given series
of film-frames, and the spatial measure of any given
object (across a given number of fiim-frames) can be
derived from the degree of consistency of that object's
comprising spatial pixels (across the given film-frames),
so it is postulated that the UCP computes the "spatial
and "energy" values of any given (relativistic or quantum)
object — based on the UCP's degree of that object's
"frame-consistent"  ("space") or ‘"frame-inconsistent"
("energy") computation across a series of (extremely
rapid) UF's. Likewise, equivalently to a standard-film's
"'computation" of an object's "mass" or "time" values
which can be computed based on that object's "object-
consistent" ('mass") or "object-inconsistent" ('time")
measures, so the UCP computes any relativistic
'phenomena’s' or quantum subatomic 'target's' "mass" or
"time" values based on that object's — 'consistent' or
'inconsistent' comprising spatial pixels (across the series
of extremely rapid UF's frames). Obviously, there exists
a series of "differences" between the 'Cinematic-Film
Metaphor' and the UCP's postulated production-
"dissolution"- sustenance- and evolution- of the entire
physical universe, such as rate at which the UCP
continuously produces the physical universe (e.g., as
indicated above and previously: "c¥h" = 1.45* sec', as
opposed to the standard film rate of 12-24 frames per
second); Another (somewhat "surprising") difference
found between the 'standard-film' depiction and the
UCP's continuous computation- ‘"dissolution"- and
evolution- of each and every exhaustive spatial pixel in
the universe is that contrary to the standard film
depiction (at least "ordinarily") every physical object
would appear across all of the film frames in which it is
portrayed, e.g., regardless of its relative "mass" — in the
case of the UCP's computation of the relative "mass" of
any given (relativistic or quantum) object (or particle) is
such that relatively "more-massive" objects would
appear across a greater number of UF's than relatively
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"less-massive" objects! (In fact this comprises one of the
CUFT's "differential-critical predictions" differentiating it
from the respective predictions of both RT and QM -
which will be discussed later in this article.)

d) The 'Universal Computational Formula'

As mentioned above (and previously), the
UCP's new definition of these four basic physical
features of 'space' and 'energy' or 'mass' and 'time' as
integrative complimentary measures of the degree of
'frame'- 'consistent'(space) or 'inconsistent' (energy), or
'object’ — 'consistent' (mass) or 'inconsistent' (time')
computation has led to the discovery of a singular
'Universal Computational Formula' which completely
integrates these four basic physical features as
simultaneously computed by the UCP:

Universal Computational Formula

i. The ‘Universal Computational Formula’

c? [Firo3,CreichLon] = s* e
ht m

The uniqueness of this new 'Universal
Computational Formula' (UCF) arises from its complete
integration of those four basic physical features — which
represents a novel discovery in Natural Science: hitherto
Relativity Theory unified between 'space' and 'time' as
"'space-time" (e.g., a four-dimensional integrated entity),
between 'energy' and 'mass' — based on their famous
equivalence: "E = Mc?, and linked between 'space-time'
and its dynamic curvature by mass (e.g., and conversely
the determination of the travelling pathways of massive
objects based on this "curved space-time", as outlined
in Einstein's Equations). Likewise, QM managed to
connect between the two ‘"complimentary-pairs"of
Heisenberg's Uncertainty Principle, e.g., 'space' and
'energy', or 'mass' and 'time'. In contrast, the CUFT's new
'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm manages to
completely integrate and unify between those four basic
physical features — of 'space' and 'energy', 'mass' and
'time' as complimentary measures of the degree of
'consistency’ (e.g., 'consistent’ vs. inconsistent)
computed for any given object (or particle) pertaining to
that object's (or particle's etc.) positioning relative to the
entire 'frame/s' (UF's) or relating to the composition of
that 'object'! In fact, the novelty (and elegance) of this
new UCF is such that it depicts not only a complete
integration of these four basic physical features, but also
portrays basic Relativistic and Quantum features (and
laws) as constituting different integrative aspects of the
Universal Computational Principle's (UCP) simultaneous
computation of those four basic physical features for
each exhaustive spatial pixel comprising the entire
physical universe (at each minimal time-point UF's



frame/s), as represented by the UCF's "Relativistic" and
"Quantum" Format.

1) Relativistic Derivative: exs = m x c?

t h

2) Quantum Derivative: t mc® = s e
h

Indeed, as will be shown later, one of the means
for validating the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm as a satisfactory New Paradigm (for 21¢
Century Theoretical Physics) was proposed previously
through testing the "special-cases" portrayed through
these two Relativistic and Quantum Formats of the UCF
- i.e., of which the "standard" Relativistic "E=Mc* and
QM's '"Uncertainty Principle" complimentary pairs
(simultaneous accuracy measurement) hold.

e) The CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm

As outlined (above and previously) the CUFT's
New 'ACC' Paradigm brings about a basic
"Paradigmatic-Shift" in 21* century Theoretical Physics —
e.g., from the Old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm which
assumes that any relativistic ('space-time' or 'energy-
mass') 'phenomenon' is "caused" by its direct physical
interaction with a given relativistic 'observer', or that any
quantum subatomic ‘'target' particle (complimentary
'space-energy' or 'mass-time) value is ‘"caused" (or
determined) based on its direct physical interaction with
another corresponding subatomic 'probe' element; The
significant shift represented by the CUFT's new 'ACC'
Paradigm revised some of the basic assumptions of
both RT and QM including:

1) RT's basic assumption relating to the 'Big-Bang'
Model which assumes that the entire physical
universe was "caused" by an initial nuclear explosion
which produced all "mass", "energy", stars and
galaxies; since according to the CUFT's new 'ACC'
Paradigm the UCP simultaneously computes all
exhaustive spatial pixels comprising the entire
physical universe (at any minimal time-point UF's)
there cannot exist any such ‘'material-causal"
physical relationships between any (hypothesized)
initial 'Big-Bang' nuclear explosion and the creation
of any "mass", "energy", stars or galaxies (at any
given single or multiple UF's frame/s). Moreover,
since the entire physical universe is hypothesized to
"dissolve" 'in-between" any two consecutive UF's
frames, and then be re-computed (and evolved)
solely based on the UCP consecutive computation
of each subsequent UF's, therefore the CUFT new
'ACC' Paradigm negates the 'Big-Bang' Model as
'incomplete" — i.e., wherein even if the "first" UF's
frame depicted an apparent 'Big-Bang' nuclear
explosion this did not "cause" the origination of the
physical universe (because there cannot exist any
such  'material-causal' physical relationships

between any such 'nuclear explosion' and the
"creation’- or "expulsion" of any exhaustive spatial
pixels existing either in the first- or indeed in any
subsequent- UF's frame/s). More importantly, the
new 'ACC' Paradigm conceives of the entire physical
universe as being continuously computed-
"dissolved" ("in-between" any two consecutive UF's)
- and then "re-computed- and evolved- solely by the
UCP with each consecutive UF's frame!

Negation of the existence of "dark-matter" or "dark-
energy". once again, due to the ACC new
Paradigm's assertion that the UCP simultaneously
computes all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe — which negates the possibility of the
existence of any ‘'material-causal' physical
relationships between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels in any single- or multiple- UF's
frame/s; therefore the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm
negates the existence of "dark-matter' or "dark-
energy" since they are assumed to "cause" the
accelerated expansion of the physical universe.
Instead, the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm postulates
that the accelerated expansion of the physical
universe is brought about solely by the UCP's
accelerated addition of the number of given spatial
pixels to each consecutive UF's frame/s!

Revision of RT's Einstein's Equations' "Material-
Causal" Assumption: Next, the CUFT's new 'ACC'
Paradigm asserts that precisely due to the
impossibility of the existence of any such 'material-
causal' physical relationships between any two (or
more) exhaustive spatial pixels, e.g., at any single-
or multiple- UF's frames; therefore the new 'ACC'
Paradigm revises Einstein's Equations' 'material-
causal' basic assumption: if indeed there cannot
exist any such 'material-causal'  physical
relationships between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels at any single or multiple UF's, then
Einstein's Equations assertion wherein "massive
objects" "cause" a curving of space-time, which then
"causes" those 'massive-objects" (and other) to
move in particular travelling-pathways - s
challenged by this new 'ACC' Paradigm. Instead, the
new 'ACC' Paradigm postulates that the singular
Universal Consciousness Principle (UCP)
simultaneously computes every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the physical universe — giving rise to the
apparent relativistic effects of the "curved space-
time" associated with "massive-objects" (and its
corresponding apparent determination of the
travelling-pathways of massive and non-massive
objects); This apparent curvature of space-time
associated with the presence of massive objects
was recently explained through the distribution of
"high-mass, low energy" vs. "low-mass, high-energy"
objects across any given series of UF's — which
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correspond to the UCP's computation of "high frame
consistency" (e.g., 'high-mass, low-energy') vs. "low
frame-consistency" (e.g., 'low-mass, high-energy')
spatial-pixels' loci (e.g., objects); Indeed, it was
previously shown that such UCP's computation of
high- vs. low frame-consistency (objects)
distribution across a series of consecutive UF's
produces and apparent "curvature of space-time'
adjacent to those loci characterized by 'high frame-
consistency' (e.g., corresponding to high-mass, low
energy "massive objects") as well as to the apparent
determination of the travelling pathways of the
converse low-frame consistency' (high-energy-low
mass) objects [Refereces???] We thus obtain that
the evolution of the physical universe is not driven
by a 'material-causal' physical interaction between
"massive objects" which "cause" a 'curvature of
space-time" (and vice versa a 'material-causal
interaction between such "curved space-time" which
"causes" massive or non-massive objects to "travel
in particular travelling pathways"; But instead, the
dynamical evolution of the physical universe is
driven solely based on the singularity of the UCP
which produces a series of UF's frames comprised
of particular spatial-loci characterized as "high-
frame consistency" (e.g., 'high-mass', 'low-energy')
as opposed to other spatial loci characterized as
"low-frame consistency" (low-mass', 'high-energy') —
which give rise to an apparent "curved space-time"
which seems to be associated with "massive
objects" etc.

f)  The 'Computational Invariance Principle'

Another key theoretical postulate of the CUFT is
the 'Computational Invariance Principle' which asserts
that since only the 'Universal Consciousness Principle'
(UCP) may be regarded as "computationally-invariant"
as it remains constant both "during" its sole computation
of each exhaustive spatial-pixel 's four basic physical
features (of 'space' and 'energy', 'mass' and 'time)
comprising the entire physical universe (for each
consecutive UF's frame/s), as well as solely remains
without the presence of any physical universe 'in-
between" any two such consecutive UF's frames;
whereas those four basic physical features may only be
regarded as "computationally variant', e.g., exist only
temporarily "during" each consecutive UF's frame/s
(solely produced by the UCP) but not "in-between" them
(wherein only the UCP exists); therefore, the
'‘Computational Invariance Principle' asserts that only the
UCP can be regarded as 'constant' and ‘invariant"
whereas the four basic physical features (of 'space' and
'energy’, 'mass' and 'time") may only be regarded as
"tfransient" and "phenomenal'('computationally variant).

g) The 'Universal Consciousness Reality'
A closely related additional theoretical postulate
is the 'Universal Consciousness Reality' postulate which
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postulates that since only the UCP can be regarded as
‘computationally invariant" (e.g., exists uniformly and
constantly both "during" each consecutive UF's frame/s
as well as solely exists "in-between" any two consecutive
UF's frames) whereas the four basic physical features
comprising each exhaustive spatial pixel across the
entire physical universe (of 'space' and 'energy', 'mass'
and 'time') may only be regarded as "computationally-
variant"), therefore the 'Universal Consciousness Reality'
postulate asserts that the entire physical universe, e.g.,
comprised of those four 'computationally-variant' basic
physical features — must be regarded only as a
"'ohenomenal-transient" manifestation of the singular

'‘computationally invariant'  Universal ~ Consciousness
Principle!
h) The UCR  'Supra-Spatial-Temporal  Reservoir

Hypothesis' (UCR-SSTRH)

Next, this 'Universal Consciousness Reality' is
characterized by a novel 'Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir Hypothesis' (UCR-SSTRH) which postulates
that the singularity of the 'Universal Consciousness
Reality' (UCR) also comprises a "reservoir' of all "past"-
"'present’- and "future/s"*- UF's of the universe! (*as
described previously the CUFT's UCR-SSTRH
postulates that there exists multiple potential future/s
which are enacted or chosen by the UCP based on the
'moral-choice/s" of any exhaustive Individual Human
Consciousness, see the "UCR Dynamic-Equilibrium
Principle", below):

i) The 'UCR Inseparability Principle' & 'Omni-present,
Omniscient' Postulates

Succinctly stated, the 'UCR- Inseparability
Principle' postulates that since the Universal
Consciousness Principle computes every exhaustive
spatial pixel comprising the entire physical universe (at
every possible ‘'past-'present- and ‘future/s- UF's
frame/s comprising the abovementioned 'UCR-SSTR),
therefore all exhaustive spatial pixels comprising the
entire physical universe are 'inseparable" from the
singularity of the Universal Consciousness Reality
(UCR)... This also implies that the three different states
of 'Individual Human Consciousness' — e.g., its "waking'-
"dream"- and deep-sleep’- states are "inseparable" from
the singularity of the UCR! Next, the 'UCR Omnipresent,
Omniscient' postulate asserts that since all exhaustive
spatial pixels comprising the entire physical universe —
e.g., at each exhaustive 'past- 'present- and 'future/s'*
UF's frame/s is "inseparable" from the singular UCR,
therefore necessarily this singular UCR "knows" and "is
'present’ in each such exhaustive spatial pixel/s
comprising each exhaustive (past, present, future/s*)
UF's!

j)  'The UCR 'Dynamic-Equilibrium Principle'
The UCR 'Dynamic-Equilibrium
postulates that since all  'Individual

Principle'
Human



Consciousness' comprise ‘'inseparable" elements
comprising the singular UCR (e.g., as evinced also by
the above UCR-Inseparability Principle), and based on a
postulated basic intrinsic property of this singular UCR
which is its inherent tendency towards a "harmonious-
unity"; therefore the 'UCR-Dynamic Equilibrium Principle'
asserts that the UCR operates based on an inherent
tendency towards maintenance of a balanced and
unified consortium of Individual Human Consciousness
entities: this implies that in case there exists a particular
Individual Human Consciousness which choses to inflict
'pain" or ‘'suffering" upon another given Individual
Human Consciousness then the UCR "balances" this
'moral-imbalance" through the 'Dynamic-Equilibrium
Principle' through a delivery of the proportionate degree
of 'suffering/pain' inflicted upon the "inflicting" Individual
Human Consciousness. Hence, the new CUFT 'ACC'
Paradigm asserts that the evolution of the physical
universe is not "caused" by the initially assumed 'Big-
Bang' nuclear explosion but rather propagated by
intrinsic features and tendencies of the UCR - e.g., one
of which is this 'Dynamic-Equilibrium' moral principle
(which sets to "balance" and "harmonize" any "moral
imbalance" found between its embedded Individual
Human Consciousness entities).

k) The 'Individual Human Consciousness Expansive
Spectrum  Hypothesis" &  "UCR-Evolution  of
Consciousness" Theoretical Postulates

The  ‘Individual Human  Consciousness

Expansive Spectrum Hypothesis" (IHCESH) postulate

hypothesizes that another inherent key property of the

UCR which drives the evolution of the physical universe

is its intrinsic tendency to express ever more exhaustive

(or "broader") manifestations of this singular Universal

Consciousness Reality: Specifically, this UCR-ECH

postulates that it manifests a progressive evolution from

"inanimate’, then" animate": "plants", "animals" and then

'humans'- and within humans: a further evolution

towards the "pinnacle" of the UCR evolution which is the

"Universal Consciousness State";Once again, this new

CUFT ACC Paradigm differs from the old 'Material-

Causal' Paradigm's associated Darwin's 'Natural

Selection Principle" (NSP) which assumes that the

evolution of biological (plants, animals and even

humans) is "caused" by their direct physical interaction
with the environment which "selects" only the most
compatible with an organism's particular environment;

This is because where as the old 'Material-Causal' 'NSP'

assumes that evolution is "arbitrary", i.e., "caused" by

‘chance-mutations” in the genetic composition of

particular organisms, and the direct physical interaction

between the environment and those ('genetic-mutated"
and "non-mutated”) organisms which ‘causes" the

"selection" of those organisms that can best survive in

that given environment; the new ACC Paradigm negates

the very possibility of the existence of any such 'material-

causal' physical relationships between any given
organism (e.g., "genetically-mutated" or "genetically non-
mutated") and its environment (due to the UCP's
simultaneous computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels
in the universe at every minimal time-point UF's frame/s);
Instead, the whole evolution of the various 'inanimate’,
'animate”: 'plants', 'animals' and 'humans' forms - is
driven by one singular Universal Consciousness Reality
which manifests ever more expansive forms of this
Universal Consciousness, i.e., expressing its fullest
manifestation in the expanded Individual Human
Consciousness — Universal Consciousness "expanded"
state: Indeed, based on the abovementioned (and
previously delineated) "Ontological Relativism" and
"Universal ~ Consciousness  Reality  Inseparability
Principle" it was shown that just at is the Individual
Human Consciousness "Deep-Sleep" state in which
there exists no 'separation" between the Individual
Consciousness and the Universal Consciousness
Reality, so it is postulated that there exists such an
'expanded" Individual Human Consciousness -
"Universal Consciousness State" in which the Individual
Human Consciousness functions in a manner equivalent
(and in fact ‘'inseparable") from the Universal
Consciousness Reality, e.g., also in its "waking state"; In
fact, the "Individual Human Consciousness Expansive
Spectrum Hypothesis" (IHCESH) converges with the
"UCR-Evolution of Consciousness Hypothesis" in their
common assertion that the evolution of the entire
physical universe is aimed towards the gradual
increasing manifestation ever broader and more
exhaustive expression of 'inanimate', 'animate': plants,
animals and humans and up to the full "expanded"
Individual Human Consciousness Universal
Consciousness State... Viewed in this new UCR light the
entire origination, sustenance, and evolution of the
physical universe is driven by the singular creative UCR
and its inherent tendency towards the expression of ever
broader forms of this singular UCR.

1) The UCR 'Reversed-Time Goal Hypothesis'

A final theoretical postulate of the UCR recently
discovered is the UCR-Reversed-Time Goal Hypothesis
which further hypothesizes that from the higher-ordered
singular perspective of the UCR's 'Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir Hypothesis' (which comprises all
"past-" "present’- and "future"- UF's) the UCR organizes
the series of the UF's based on the fulfillment of its
general Goal of the (abovementioned ) Evolution of
Consciousness, i.e., based on its organization of the
UF's in their 'reversed-order" from that Goal (in the
"future/s*) towards the "past' including the entire
evolution of all inanimate, animate: plants, animals, and
humans forms and including the UCR's "accelerated
expansion" of the physical universe (through its
accelerated addition of the number of exhaustive spatial
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pixels comprising the entire physical universe with each
consecutive UF's).

IV. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

A comprehensive series of over thirty scientific
articles delineating the CUFT's various experimental and
theoretical facets, ‘differential-critical  predictions',
theoretical ramifications etc. have been published (in
this "Special Issue" and previously) which substantiate
and validate this CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm as a
satisfactory new Paradigm of 21% century Physics; Thus,
for instance, one of the CUFT's unique "differential-
critical predictions" was given indirect empirical
validation as more valid than the predictions of both RT
and QM - as indicated by the empirical findings of the
"Proton-Radius Puzzle": this was indicated by the CUFT's
'differential-critical prediction' wherein relatively "more
massive" particles should be measured as spatially
more consistent across a series of UF's frames, relative
to "less-massive" particles, e.g., due to the new
computation o definition of the UCP for any particle's
given 'mass" — as its computation of the degree of
object (spatial) consistency across frames; Indeed, the
'Proton-Radius Puzzle' findings indicated precisely such
findings indicating that the more massive "Muon" particle
(which "sinks" into the Hydrogen Proton produces a
"spatially more consistent" (smaller, more accurate)
Proton radius than the Proton radius of an equivalent
Hydrogen atom which is encircled by the 'lighter"
electron particle, thereby providing an initial empirical
validation of one of the unique predictions of the CUFT
as significantly different than the predictions of both RT
and QM; A series of additional 'differential-critical
predictions' of the CUFT were stipulated and delineated
which included specific predictions pertaining to the
predicted measurement of "more massive particles"
across a greater number of UF's frames than 'less-
massive " particles, e.g., which were predicted to "not
appear" in a certain percentage of the UF's frames.
Likewise, contrary to the "impossibility" of "time-reversal"
according to both RT and QM the CUFTs ACC
Paradigm predicted that ‘'time-reversal" may be
possible: this may be accomplished via either a precise
recording of the UF's frames' series of exhaustive
spatial-electromagnetic pixels values constituting a
given biological entity (cell, organism, etc.) and
consequent application of particular electromagnetic
stimulation that is necessary in order to '"reverse" the
(recorded) sequence of that organism's constituting
exhaustive spatial-electromagnetic pixels' values (across
the series of UF's frames); Or alternatively, the possibility
of "time-reversal" can be affected based on an
"expansion" of the Individual Human Consciousness to
its "Universal-Consciousness" (‘expanded-waking state)
— which allows such an 'expanded' Individual Human
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Consciousness to operate in a manner equivalent to the
functioning of the 'Universal Consciousness Reality',
thereby being capable of affecting the electromagnetic
value/s of any given exhaustive spatial pixel/s
comprising any given biological organism (or cell, tissue
etc.), thereby allowing such an 'expanded' Individual
Human Consciousness to produce a ‘reversed-
sequence" of that biological organism (cell, tissue or
organ etc) - effectively ‘'reversing-time" for that
biological entity! As will be discussed (below) the
CUFT's new conception of "time" (as well as of "space",
'energy" and "mass") significantly differs from that of
both RT and QM in that "time" (as well as those other
three physical features) is computed solely by the
'Universal Consciousness Principle — as the degree of
‘change" (inconsistency') in a given object (including:
biological cell, tissue, organism) across a given number
of UF's (e.g., rather than is dependent upon the direct
physical interaction between a given relativistic
'observer' and (space-time, energy-mass) 'phenomenon'
or between a subatomic 'probe' and 'target' element/s);
therefore, one of the unique 'differential-critical
predictions' of the CUFT asserted that by modulating the
electromagnetic-spatial pixels' values of all exhaustive
spatial pixels comprising (for instance) an 'amoeba'
(across a given series of UF's) — such that the
modulated exhaustive spatial-electromagnetic values
comprising this 'amoeba’ would produce the "reversed-
sequence" of that amoeba's recorded life-development,
then this would necessarily affect a "reversal of time" for
that amoeba!

Indeed, the CUFT stipulated and outlined a
series of particular 'differential-critical predictions' which
significantly differ from the predictions of both RT and
QM; those include (in addition to the predictions
mentioned above): a prediction that due to the fact that
the UCP computes all exhaustive spatial-pixels
comprising the entirety of the physical universe with
each consecutive UF's frame/s, and then "dissolves" the
entire physical universe 'in-between" any two such
consecutive UF's frames, therefore it predicted that "in-
between" any two consecutive UF's frames each given
particle could not be detected (e.g.,, due to the
"dissolution" of the physical universe 'in-between' UF's
frames)! Additionally, due to the CUFT's postulated
equivalence of the ‘'expanded" Individual Human
Consciousness to the Universal Consciousness Reality
(UCR), and the 'inseparability" of all such Individual
Human Consciousness to the UCR therefore, it was
predicted that Individual Human Consciousness can
affect the physical universe in at least two different
manners:

a) Based on its ‘'expanded' Individual Human
Consciousness' "Universal State of Consciousness"
— such an ‘expanded" Individual Human
Consciousness can affect any exhaustive spatial-



pixel/s throughout the entire physical universe (e.g.,
including any "past', "present' or 'future/s"* UF's
exhaustive spatial pixels), just as the Universal
Consciousness Reality (UCR) computes-
"dissolves'- re-creates- and evolves- all exhaustive
spatial pixels in the universe (in the 'past’, 'present’
or future/s- due to the multiplicity of Individual
Human Consciousness possible "future/s" based on
the "moral-choices" that each such Individual
Human Consciousness chooses, which s
associated with the above mentioned UCR Dynamic
Equilibrium moral balancing mechanism). This
means that one of the 'differential-critical predictions'
of the CUFT is that it should be possible for an
'expanded" Individual Human Consciousness to
affect change in a given Physical System, such as
the abovementioned "time-reversal" in a biological
organism like the 'amoeba’...

b) Based on a "collective-focus" of multiple 'Individual
Consciousness' — especially in their collective ability
to affect a '"responsive change" in the Universal
Consciousness Reality (UCR), of which they are an
"inseparable" part: the CUFT predicted that at such
"special phases" in which a collective group of
Individual Consciousness focuses on a particular
"prayer" (such as the Jewish New Year: "Rosh
Hashana") — it is predicted that at such 'special-
times' (of concerted "collective-focus") there may be
a "non-continuous" accelerated expansion of the
physical universe; In other words, it was predicted
that the currently observed accelerated expansion
of the physical cosmos — may undergo "non-
continuous" "bursts" of accelerated expansion (e.g.,
or a change in the continuous rate of accelerated
expansion) at such 'special-times' associated with a
"collective-focus  of Individual Consciousness"
(prayers) — i.e., such that at these 'special-times' a
"non-continuous burst" in the accelerated expansion
of the physical cosmos can be observed!

Another set of 'differential-critical predictions' of
the CUFT is associated with the CUFT's Mathematical
"Universal Computational Formula" derivations: as
stated above (and previously), the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm manages to completely
unify between the four basic physical features of the
physical universe of 'space' and 'energy', 'mass' and
time' — as secondary computational by-products of the
UCP's singular computation (as well as completely
integrates between RT & QM); This complete integration
is represented by the CUFT's Universal Computational

Formula, which can be represented by its two
'Relativistic' AND 'Quantum’ Formats:
Relativistic Format
Quantum Format
As outlined previously, this  Universal

Computational Formula embeds within it the "special

cases" of both Relativistic and Quantum Laws (marked
in red) — as can clearly be seen in the Relativistic and
Quantum Formats (above). Hence, another 'differential-
critical prediction' of the CUFT pertains to the
mathematical (and empirical) validation of the "special
cases" for the manifestation of these Relativistic and
Quantum Laws, i.e., in which for instance Relativity's "E
= Mc* manifests and QM's Uncertainty Principle
'complimentary pairs" manifest. In other words, a
mathematical (and empirical) validation for this Universal
Computational Formula would comprise of an analysis
(and empirical measurement) of those particular
mathematical (and empirical) conditions which lead to
the manifestation of those (abovementioned Relativistic
and Quantum Laws), as opposed to the empirical
validation of the "standard" Relativistic and Quantum
conditions which are expressed within the (Relativistic
and Quantum Formats of the) Universal Computational
Formula.

As mentioned earlier, an initial empirical
validation of at least one 'differential-critical prediction' of
the CUFT associated with the 'Proton-Radius Puzzle'
findings was given, which clearly supports the CUFT as
a satisfactory new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm ,
e.g., replacing the Old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm
underlying both RT and QM; Further empirical (and
mathematical) validation for this new CUFT's 'A-Casual
Computation' Paradigm can be given through empirical
testing of each of the abovementioned (and previously
mentioned)  particular  CUFT's  'differential-critical
predictions'. What follows is a succinct description of
some of the (potentially far-reaching) theoretical
ramifications of this CUFT's New 'A-Causal Computation'
(ACC) Paradigm of Twenty-First Century Theoretical
Physics: A "New Universe" is discovered which was not
'caused" (or originated) by a 'Big-Bang nuclear
explosion — but rather is continuously being computed-
"dissolved"- (e.g., in between any two consecutive UF's
frames), "re-computed’- and "evolved" at the incredible
rate of 'c’h" = 1.45% sec'! This "New Universe's'
empirically observed accelerated rate of expansion is
not "caused" by any "dark-matter" or "dark-energy" (e.g.,
which were negated by the CUFT) — but rather, the
accelerated expansion of the physical universe is
brought about by the Universal Consciousness Reality's
accelerated addition of the number of exhaustive spatial
pixels comprising each consecutive UF's frame/s! This
"New Universe" is not (any longer) constrained by the
"Speed of Light Constraint" — simply because the UCP's
simultaneous computation of each exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe allows the UCP, as well as the
"expanded" Individual Human Consciousness (which
was shown to function equivalently to the UCP) to
transcend this apparent "Speed of Light Barrier'! This
'New Universe' is also not governed by any "material-
causal" laws (or even physical relationships — at either
the quantum or relativistic levels) — due to the
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simultaneity of the UCP's computation of each
exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the physical universe (at
each consecutive UF's frame/s): Therefore, General
Relativity's 'Einstein's Equations' were challenged -
evincing that there cannot exist any such "material-
causal' physical relationship/s between "massive
objects" and their (assumed) "curvature of space-time"
(or vice versa the determination of the "movement
pathways" of such massive objects as "caused' by
"curved space-time"); rather according to the CUFT's
New 'ACC' Paradigm, the evolution of the physical
universe is solely produced through the UCP's
simultaneous computation of each exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe (as computed by the UCP for each
consecutive UF's frame/s). Moreover, according to the
abovementioned CUFT's "Computational Invariance
Principle" and "Universal Consciousness Reality"
theoretical postulates, the entire physical cosmos, e.g.,
and every exhaustive spatial pixel comprising it only
represents 'computationally-variant' "transient" and
'ohenomenal" manifestation of the only singular
"computationally-invariant"  Universal ~ Consciousness
Reality, which constitutes the only "solid" and "constant"
reality underlying the continuous manifestation- and
"dissolution" of the physical cosmos, e.g., "in-between'
any two consecutive UF's frames (every "c¥/h'=1.45%
sec)! Therefore, perhaps most significantly, is the
realization that this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality (UCR) solely determines this continuous
computation- "dissolution'- and evolution- of each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe; and that even
though this singular UCR possesses a "Free-Will"
(hypothesis) so that it is not bound by any of its
manifested (quantum, relativistic or even UCR features),
it still may be characterized through its intrinsic features
(outlined above and previously), which include (among
others): the 'Dynamic-Equilibrium' (moral principle), an
inherent tendency towards manifesting ever more
exhaustive manifestations of "inanimate", then "animate":
'plants", "animals" and then "humans" — leading up to the
full manifestation of the "Universal Consciousness'
("expanded" Individual Human Consciousness State).
Finally, it was hypothesized that this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality is driven by a "Reversed-Time
Goal Hypothesis" (RTGH) which aims at the evolution of
the entire universe towards a manifestation of the most
exhaustive Universal Consciousness Reality
(as expressed by the Universal Consciousness State in
Humans).

Dedication

This final article (within this Special Issue) is
dedicated to my dear beloved (diseased) Mother Dr.
Tirza Bentwich, my beloved wife, Michal, two beloved
sons, Shoham and Nethanel, and to all of the great
Seers (that beheld this singular Universal Reality) such
as the great Maimonides, Alter-Rabbe Shneur Zalman;
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Rabbi Shimon Ben Yochai, and the Rabbi Milubavitch;
and to all of Humanity — may it grow and expand its
comprehension and realization of the basic underlying
singular Universal Consciousness Reality which is
governed by Goodness and Giving, Morality and Unity
of which we are all but "integral' and 'inseparable"
parts...
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The Universal Consciousness Reality’s
“Camouflage”: The Physical Universe!

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

Abstract- Twenty-First Century Physics is undergoing a major
Paradigmatic Shift — from the current Relativistic and Quantum
“Material-Causal” Paradigm to the Computational Unified Field
Theory's (CUFT) new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm: This
new A-Causal Computation Paradigm was shown to revise our
basic conception of the physical universe which was not
“created” by the “Big-Bang” nuclear explosion but is rather
continuously “re-created” every “c’h” = 1.45% second by a
singular Universal Consciousness Principle computing every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe comprising an
extremely rapid series of ‘Universal Simultaneous
Computational Frames’ (USCF’s)! Indeed, this new ‘A-Causal
Computation’ Paradigm was shown to lead to the recognition
of the existence of a singular ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality’ (UCR) which exists both “during” its production of
each USCF's frame/s and also solely exists without the
presence of the physical cosmos “in-between” any two
consecutive USCF'’s frames. Additional discoveries associated

with  this UCR’s  “Supra-Spatial-Temporal  Reservoir
Hypothesis” of all “past”, “present” and “future*” USCF’s; its
continuous “creation”- “dissolution”- “re-creation’- and

“evolution” of every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe
solely out of its own creative power (named: the “UCR’s
Emptiness Hypothesis”); and the “UCR’s Free-Will
Hypothesis” pointing at the UCR being unbound by any (past,
present or future) physical constraint. Finally, this new
Universal Consciousness Reality is realized as constituting the
sole and singular consistent and continuous “reality” which
underlies- manifests as- and indeed transcends- the apparent
physical cosmos!

. INTRODUCTION: THE COMPUTATIONAL
UNIFIED FIELD THEORY'S NEW PARADIGM

new Computational Field Theory (CUFT)
ABentWich: 2006; 2012 a & b; 2013 a & b; 2014,

2015; 2016; 2017 a-k) was shown successful in
resolving the apparent theoretical inconsistency
between the two major pillars of 20" Century Physics,
namely: Relativity Theory (RT) and Quantum Mechanics
(QM), thereby producing a Paradigmatic Shift in 21
Century Theoretical Physics: The essential key element
in this new ‘A-Causal Computation’ new Paradigm is its
insistence upon the singular computation- “dissolution”-
sustenance- and evolution- of every exhaustive spatial
pixel/s in the entire physical universe based on the
existence of a new hypothetical (higher-ordered)
‘Universal Consciousness Reality! Previous articles
delineating this new CUFT's “A-Causal Computation”

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

Paradigm of 21 Century Physics have highlighted the
‘Computational Invariance Principle’ and its associated
“Universal Consciousness Reality” which essentially
assert that since only the Universal Consciousness
Principle exists both “during” each consecutive USCF’s
frame/s —i.e., solely computing- “dissolving”- sustaining-
and evolving- each exhaustive spatial pixel in the entire
physical universe, and also solely exists “in-between”
any two such consecutive USCF”s frame/s; therefore,
the “Universal Consciousness Reality” postulate assets
that there truly exists only one singular Universal
Consciousness Reality which exists unchanged both
“during” the USCF’s frames — i.e., manifesting as the
entire physical universe, and also exists singularly “in-
between” two such consecutive USCF's frames (e.g.,
without the presence of any physical universe)... Viewed
from this higher-ordered singular perspective of this
Universal Consciousness Reality the physical universe
exists — only as a manifestation of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality and (in a sense) camouflages
the sole and singular existence of this Universal
Consciousness Reality...

Indeed one of the key essential features of the
CUFT's new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm of 21¢
Century Physics is its insistence that underlying all

Inductive and Deductive Scientific entities- and
relationships there exists a singular Universal
Consciousness  Reality which  computes-sustains-

“dissolves” evolves- and transcends- all exhaustive
spatial-pixels in the entire physical universe (e.g.,
including any “computing” device or organ/s such any
human or animal brain or material computer etc.); As
shown above (and previously), the existence and
operation of this singular (Supra-Spatial-Temporal)
Universal Consciousness Reality is therefore not bound
or constrained by any “material-causal” physical
relationships found within the physical universe — but
rather solely computes all exhaustive spatial-pixels in the
entire physical universe (e.g., at any minimal time-point
USCF’s frame/s)! Nevertheless, this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality is characterized by its inherent
Orderly, Law-Driven, Intelligent and “Dynamic-
Equilibrium” (e.g., moral-based) features (as shown
above and previously)... So, while this singular (higher-
ordered) Universal Consciousness Reality is the sole
‘cause” for each exhaustive spatial pixel in the entire
physical universe (i.e., in the “past’, “present” and
“future”), its production- sustenance- “dissolution”- and
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evolution- of all these exhaustive spatial-pixels is
determined (and driven) solely based on its intrinsic
Orderly, Dynamic-Equilibrium, Omni-Present
Omniscient, Intelligent features and inherent propensity
towards exhibiting an ever more expansive
manifestation of this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality (i.e., through its manifestation of inanimate, then
animate: plans animals and the humans — leading up to
the full expression of Universal Consciousness in
humans) properties...

This sole contingency of the origination-
“dissolution”- sustenance- and evolution- of each and
every exhaustive spatial-pixel throughout the entire
physical universe upon these intrinsic Orderly, Dynamic-
Equilibrium, Intelligent properties and manifestation of
fuller  expressions of this singular  Universal
Consciousness Reality was already shown to completely
challenge- and revise- Darwin’s (famous) evolutionary
“Natural Selection Principle”! (Bentwich, 2017k?) This
was due to the simple fact that since the CUFT's new
“A-Causal Computation” Paradigm negates the
possibility of the existence of any “material-causal”
physical relationship/s between any two (or more)

Most generally this new Universal
mathematically in this manner:

exhaustive spatial-pixels (throughout the entire physical
universe) —existing either in the same- or other- USCF’s
frame/s, therefore it was concluded that there cannot
exist any “material-causal” relationship/s between any
given Organism and any exhaustive hypothetical
Environmental Factors, i.e., thereby negating Darwin's
“material-causal” ‘Natural-Selection Principle’! More
generally (and fundamentally), we can apply this new
‘Universal Consciousness Reality’ Paradigm towards a
basic revision of our understanding of all Inductive (and
Deductive) Sciences: This is because due to the
Universal Consciousness Reality solely produces- and
sustains- and evolves- each exhaustive spatial-pixel in
the entire physical universe at every minimal time-point
USCF’s frame/s; and because all of these exhaustive
spatial-pixels necessarily “dissolve” ‘in-between’ any two
subsequent USCF’s frames — i.e., with only this
Universal Consciousness Reality solely existing,
therefore there cannot exist any ‘material-causal’
relationship or even any theoretical ‘material-causal’ law
between any two (or more) such exhaustive spatial-pixels
existing either in the same- or other- USCF’s frames!

Consciousness Reality Based Science may be represented

UCR: {(UCR: s.p. i...>2])USCF1; UCR;(UCF: s.p. i...>2])USCF2; UCR; ..(UCF: s.p.
i...02])USCFn;UCR}
Wherein (s.p. i....0)USCH...z is defined through the (previously outlined) Universal Computational Formula:

Universal Computational Formula:

1 {c?/hJUSCF’s**[i...infinity] =s * t

e*m

Note: [**] wherein each USCF’s frame/s comprises of all exhaustive spatial pixels in the entire physical universe at any given

minimal time point (e.g., ¢%/h).

The key point to be noted is that since each and
every exhaustive spatial-pixel/s throughout the entire
physical universe at every minimal time-point USCF’s
frame/s (e.g., and its four associated physical features
of “space”, “time”, “energy” and “mass”) — is solely
produced by the singular ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality’ and exists only “during” each subsequent
USCF’s frame/s but not “in-between” them; and since
this singular Universal Consciousness Reality also solely
exists “in-between” any two such consecutive USCF’s
frames (e.g., without the presence of any physical
universe), therefore the Universal Consciousness Reality
asserted that the sole and singular Reality is this
Universal Consciousness Reality whereas the entire
physical universe exits only as a manifestation of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality! Moreover, the
recent delineation of some of the intrinsic properties of
this Universal Consciousness Reality indicated that it
represents a “Supra-Spatial-Temporal” unitary whole
which is governed by such Intelligent Laws such as its
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“Dynamic Equilibrium” moral principle, the “Expansion
of Universal Consciousness Reality” Expansive”??? —
which manifests both through the evolution from
inanimate to animate: plants, humans, and leading up to
Universal Consciousness in human-beings, as well as
manifests through the Universal Consciousness
Reality’'s accelerated increase of the number of
exhaustive spatial pixels to each consecutive USCF’s
frames (which points at the continuous creative.

[I. THE NEW “UNIVERSAL CONSCIOUSNESS

REALITY'S EMPTINESS HYPOTHESIS"
(UCREH)

The new emerging picture of the entire physical
cosmos as originated- produced- dissolved- and
evolved- solely by the singularity of the Universal
Consciousness Reality - -i.e., with the physical cosmos
representing only a “transient”, “phenomenal”
manifestation of this singular Universal Consciousness



Reality dramatically alters our basic conception of the
nature and operation of the physical universe! No
longer is the physical universe being hypothesized to
have been created by a “Big-Bang” nuclear explosion —
13.7 Billion years ago, but rather it was- is- and will be-
continuously created “anew” at every minimal time-point
USCF's frame/s (e.g., every c?/h = 1.45% second)!
Likewise, the empirically observed accelerated
expansion rate of the entire physical universe — is not
due to any undetected “dark-matter” and “dark-energy”,
but is rather the result of this singular Universal
Consciousness  Reality’s  increased number  of
exhaustive spatial pixels with every subsequent USCF’s
frame/s! So, too is the evolution of the various Biological
species of plants, animals and humans — is not the
“caused” through Darwin’s “Natural Selection Principle”
but is rather the result of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality’s inherent tendency towards
manifesting ever-more expansive forms expressing the
basic underlying unity and singularity of this Universal
Consciousness Reality!

Indeed, the discovery of the “Supra-Spatial-
Temporal” characteristic of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality, alongside its other intrinsic
“Dynamic-Equilibrium” moral driven balance as well as
its Expansive Universal Consciousness Reality
Hypothesis*** - all point at the fact that there exists a
basic “Computational ~ Asymmetry” between the
‘computationally invariant” Universal Consciousness
Reality which exists continuously (and unchanged) both
‘during” its production of each consecutive USCF’s
frame’s exhaustive set of spatial pixels (and their four
associated physical features of ‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’
and ‘mass’) and also “in-between” every two such
consecutive USCF's frames (wherein this Universal
Consciousness Reality exists solely without the
presence of a physical universe!); and between the only
“transient-phenomenal” existence of the physical
universe, e.g., which only exists “during” the Universal
Consciousness Reality’s production of each consecutive

USCF’s frame/s but ceases to exist (“dissolves”) “in-

between” any two frames! Previously, this basic
‘Computational  Asymmetry” (e.g., between the
‘computationally invariant’  Universal Consciousness

Principle and the ‘computationally-variant’ four physical
features of ‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’
comprising the entire physical universe was referred to

through the “Computational Invariance Postulate”;
Indeed, this ‘Computational Invariance Principle’
asserted that since only the Universal
Computational/Consciousness Principle remains

constant both “during” the USCF’s frames and also
solely exists “in-between” frames whereas the
“computationally variant” four physical features (of
space, time, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’) only exist “during” the
USCF’s frames (produced by this UCP) but not “in-
between” USCF’s frames, therefore only the Universal

Consciousness Principle may be regarded as
“constant” whereas these four basic physical features of
‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ may only be
regarded as “transient” and “phenomenal”...

But, it is suggested that based on the further
development of the CUFT through its recognition of the
singular existence of the “Universal Consciousness
Reality” (postulate) — as a Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Ordered, Omnipresent, Omniscient & Intelligent Reality
which alternates its presentation as a physical universe
(during its sole production of each consecutive USCF’s
frame/s, and intermittently (e.g., “in-between” any two
consecutive USCF’s frames) presents itself singularly
without the presence of any physical universe: this this
basic ‘Computational Asymmetry’ between the Universal
Consciousness Reality’'s singular (and permanent)
existence , and between its manifestation as a “physical
universe” ‘during’ each USCF's frame/s is now
discovered to point at a new “Universal Consciousness
Reality’s Emptiness Hypothesis” (UCREH)! Essentially,
this new ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’s Emptiness
Hypothesis’ postulates that precisely since the physical
universe does not exist in and of itself as an
“independent-objective” reality, but rather exists only as
a manifestation of the singularity of the Universal
Consciousness Reality then the whole existence of the
physical universe (e.g., in and of itself) may only be
regarded as “empty” — it does not exist continuously as
a separate entity, but is rather entirely dependent upon
the creative- sustaining- dissolving- and evolving- power
of the singular Universal Consciousness Reality! Once
again, it may be helpful to utilize the (previously
mentioned) ‘Cinematic-Film Metaphor’ as a somewhat
similar process to the Universal Consciousness Reality’s
extremely rapid (c%h=1.56"%) production of the series of
Universal ~ Simultaneous  Computational ~ Frames
(USCF’s): this is because contrary to our (perceptual)
impression when we sit and observe an ongoing
cinematic film presentation wherein the “physical-reality”
of “trees”, “cars”, “sky” and “Earth” seems “solid” and
‘real” possessing an “objective” and “independent”
“reality”- upon examination we find that in truth, this
apparent “physical world” doesn’t exist in and of itself!
Thus we find that this whole entire ‘physical world’
“‘dissolves” in-between any two subsequent film-frames
(wherein only the pure beam of light exists!) In effect, we
realize that the whole existence- sustenance- and
evolution- of the existence, sustenance and evolution of
the whole ‘film-world’ is entirely dependent upon the
continuous re-production of it by the rapid progression
of the film-frames! In that sense, (too) the “apparent
reality” of the film-world (on the screen) is seen as
‘empty” — i.e., not existing as a solid “reality” in and of
itself but only as “caused” by the film-frames...
Somewhat similar is the situation with regards to the
Universal Consciousness Reality’s continuous re-
production- dissolution- and evolution- of every
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exhaustive spatial-pixel in the entire physical universe at
every minimal time-point USCF’s frame/s: Based on the
discovery of the ‘Computational Invariance Principle’
and associated ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’
postulates and the current Universal Consciousness
Reality Emptiness Hypothesis, we come to realize that
the entire physical universe does not exist “in and of
itself”, it “dissolves” ‘in-between’ any two subsequent
USCF’s frames, and is only “sustained” and “evolved”
based on the continuous creative power of the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality! Hence, the ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’s Emptiness Hypothesis’ posits
that the entire physical universe must be created- and
re-created every 1.45% of a second by this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality — i.e., without there
being any “physical” — “reality” “effects”, or even “laws”
that determine this continuous -reproduction or
evolution of the physical universe (e.g., for instance
based on the previous USCF’s frame/s physical state
etc.)! Therefore, in continuation to the (previously
discovered) ‘Supra-Spatial-Temporal Universal
Consciousness Reality’ which asserted that the entire
physical universe exists only as a manifestation of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality, the new
‘Universal ~ Consciousness  Reality's  Emptiness
Hypothesis’ (UCREH) emphasizes the fact that the
physical universe does not exist “in and of itself” at all,
i.e., but rather that it is continuously created- dissolved-
re-created- and evolved-by this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality!

[11. THE UNIVERSAL CONSCIOUSNESS
REALITY RESERVOIR'S TAPPING
HYPOTHESIS(UCRRTH)

But, if indeed, the entire physical universe does
not “exist” —in and of itself, ceases to exist “in-between”
any two consecutive USCF’s frames and is totally
dependent upon the continuous production- dissolution-
sustenance- and evolution- of the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality, then the immediate emerging
question is: how is this Universal Consciousness Reality
capable of “remembering” and “re-producing” the same
physical universe — i.e., at each exhaustive spatial-pixel
comprising it, and furthermore evolving each of these
exhaustive spatial-pixels with each subsequent USCF’s
frame/s (e.g., as is evident in the previously discovered
accelerated increase of the number of spatial pixels
comprising each subsequent USCF’s frame/s which
gives rise to the accelerated expansion of the physical
universe)?! If no “physical universe” exists “in-between”
any two subsequent USCF's frames, i.e., according to
the above mentioned ‘Universal Consciousness Reality
Emptiness Hypothesis’ and the entire existence-
dissolution- sustenance- and evolution- of each and
every exhaustive spatial pixel throughout the entire
physical universe is entirely dependent upon the creative

© 2018 Global Journals

operation of the Universal Consciousness Reality, then
how is this Universal Consciousness Reality capable of
‘memorizing”-,  “dissolving”-,  “re-creating”-  and
“evolving”- each such exhaustive spatial-pixel at each
subsequent USCF’s frame/s?! The previously mentioned
‘Universal  Consciousness Reality’'s  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir’ (hypothesis) provides a fascinating
answer to this question which is also somewhat akin to
the ‘Cinematic-Film Metaphor’ and opens yet further
exciting possibilities  for our broader scientific
understanding of the nature and boundaries of this
Universal Consciousness Reality which manifests as the
physical universe and also transcends it (e.g., for
instance, “in-between” any two subsequent USCF’s
frames!): Perhaps the best way of getting at this new
“UCR Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir Hypothesis” is
based on the previously utilized Cinematic-Film
Metaphor: when we ask an equivalent question
pertaining to the “disappearance” of the film-world
scene (e.g., on the screen) “in-between” any two
subsequent film-frames - we realize that the
“disappeared” film-scene associated with a particular
film-frame (from the screen “in-between” that particular
film-frame and a subsequent film-frame) simply goes
back to the “reservoir’ of that film’'s disc (or dvd)! In
other words, any particular film-frame is not “lost” — i.e.,
when it is not being presented any longer, but rather
“goes back” or is stored once again within the complete
“reservoir’” of the film's entire collection of frames!
Similarly, then we postulate that all “past”, “present” and
“future” USCF’s frames (including any segment of them)
exists within this Universal Consciousness Reality’s
‘Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir’!

There are only two principle differences
between the “Cinematic-Film Metaphor” and the
Universal Consciousness Reality’s “storage” of all “un-
presented” (e.g. “past” and “future”) USCF’s frames:
first, unlike the cinematic film-frames, which are
separate from the “pure beam of light” — in the case of
the CUFT's Universal Consciousness Reality (which may
be likened to the ‘beam of light’ which exists constantly
both “during” the film frames allowing their images to be
projected on to the screen and also exists solely “in-
between” film-frames) each of the consecutive USCF’s
frames is solely produced by- comprised of- and
“dissolves” into- the singularity of this Universal
Consciousness Reality! In other words, contrary to the
Cinematic-Film Metaphor, in which the fiim-frames are
“separate” from the “projecting-light”, the Universal
Consciousness Reality contains within it the Universal
Consciousness Reality’s Reservoir of all the “past”,
“present” and “future”** USCF’s frames! Second,
dissimilar to the Cinematic-Film Metaphor, in which all
“past”, “present” and “future” film-frames are already
contained and stored within the corpus of the film’s
“‘dvd” — and will not change as a result of the film’s



‘playing-out” (or presentation); in the case of the
Universal Consciousness Reality as delineated
previously, there exist two primary principles (theoretical
postulates) namely: the Universal Consciousness
Reality’s “Dynamic-Equilibrium” and “Multiple-Futures”
which create the potential for more than one “future”
occurrence/s or USCF’s frame/s — i.e., as a result of
Individual Human Consciousness’ (moral) choices
which set in motion the Dynamic-Equilibrium’s
“‘correcting-mechanism” aimed at restoring the
Universal Consciousness Reality’'s unitary (moral)
balance!

When we take into account the previously
discovered possibility  of Individual Human
Consciousness to “expand”- such that its functioning
and operation is not “separate” (or “different”) from the
Universal Consciousness Reality (e.g., termed: the
“Individual Human Consciousness Expanded Spectrum
Hypothesis”, IHCESH, associated with the ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’s Inseparability Principle’), then
we arrive at a new surprising- and potentially quite far-
reaching new theoretical postulate named: The
“Universal Consciousness Reality Reservoir's Tapping
Hypothesis” (UCRRTH)! The ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality Reservoir's Tapping Hypothesis’ (UCRRTH)
simply hypothesizes that given the above mentioned
‘Individual Human Consciousness Expanded Spectrum
Hypothesis® (IHCESH) and the existence of the
‘Universal  Consciousness Reality’s  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir’ which contains all “past”, “present”
and “future”* UCSF’s it may be possible for such an
‘Expanded Individual Human Consciousness’ to access-
(and potentially even affect!) any exhaustive spatial pixel
across all past- present- (and perhaps future*-)
USCF’s!! This new UCRRTH may indeed call for the
scientific investigation of the possibility of human beings

(with such an “expanded” Individual Human
Consciousness to “predict future occurrences”, “affect”
or “know” “non-local” occurrences”™ and even

hypothetically be capable of accessing- knowing- and
“travelling”- to any exhaustive spatial point in any “past”
‘present”- or “future”*-USCF’s frame/s in the universe,
i.e., “instantaneously” for any given single USCF’s
frame/s (e.g., thereby “transcending the speed of light”
barrier as evinced in one of the previous articles in this
Special Issue)! In effect, this means that by tapping into
the potential of the ‘Individual Human Consciousness
Expanded Spectrum’ this new ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality Reservoir's Tapping Hypothesis’ allows
Humanity to access any “past’- “present” (or perhaps
“future”*) exhaustive spatial pixel in the entire physical
universe “instantaneously” — thereby cancelling any
“time” and “space” constraints across the entire
universe, e.g., and obviously transcending the “Speed
of Light” apparent barrier, as well as allowing us to
access up to the farthest boundaries of the physical
universe (including within “Black Holes”) and as far back

into the “past” initial USCF's frames constituting the
physical universe or potentially also into various
potential “‘multiple-futures”* (as previously
explained)!indeed, this last “unlimited” potential of the
‘Expanded Individual Human Consciousness’ is
compatible  with the previously  discovered
“‘Omnipresent”, “Omniscient” characterization of the
Universal Consciousness Reality, e.g., which was
already noted to allow for such ‘Expanded Individual
Human Consciousness’ to access all exhaustive spatial
pixels in the entire physical universe in the “past”,
“‘present” or “future”* USCF’s frame/s — thereby indeed
opening almost “unlimited” possibilities for 21** Century
Physics research..It is therefore hypothesized that all
‘past”’- “present’- and “future” USCF's exhaustive
spatial pixels of the entire physical universe are
accessible to such an “expanded” Individual Human
Consciousness — in the same manner that they are
“accessible” to the Universal Consciousness Reality
which produces- “dissolves”- “sustains”— and “evolves’-
every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe in any
“past”, “present” or “future” USCF’s frame/s, e.g., and
also “stores” them within its “Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir’; and hence that an “expanded” Individual
Human Consciousness which functions equivalently to
the singular Universal Consciousness Reality is also
capable of “accessing”: “producing”- “dissolving’-
“sustaining”- and “evolving”- every exhaustive spatial
pixel throughout the entire physical universe in the
“past”, “present” and “future/s”** (as outlined above
and previously); such that those specific USCF’s frames
that are not being “presented” by the Universal
Consciousness Reality (e.g., at the given “current”
USCF’s frame) are nevertheless “stored” within the
Universal “Consciousness Reality’s  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir”!

Indeed, the theoretical ramifications of this new
Universal Consciousness Reality’s Tapping Hypothesis
are almost “unlimited”, e.g., especially when associated
with the previously mentioned Universal Consciousness
Reality’s Omnipresent- Omniscient- characteristics: As
delineated  previously, due to the Universal
Consciousness Reality’s sole and singular production-
dissolution- sustenance- and evolution- of every
exhaustive spatial-pixel in the entire physical universe
this  singular  Universal  Consciousness  Reality
possesses an “Infinite, Omnipresent and Omniscient”
characteristics pertaining to each of those exhaustive
spatial-pixels throughout the vast universe, e.g., in the
“past”, “present” and “future”* (as explained above, the
Universal Consciousness Reality’s knowledge of any
“future” occurrence is more complex as it involves the
“‘Individual Human Consciousness’™ intrinsic “moral-
choices” which enacts the Universal Consciousness
Reality’s moral based “multiple-futures” potential due to
its “Dynamic-Equilibrium” moral based principle...) This
means that from the perspective of this singular higher-
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ordered Universal Consciousness Reality all “past”,
‘present” and “future”* exhaustive spatial-pixels
comprising the entire physical universe are “known” or
“knowable”, “produced”’- “dissolved”- “sustained”- and
‘evolved”- solely by this Universal Consciousness
Reality! Now, when we take into consideration the
identity of the “Individual Human Consciousness”, e.g.,
in its “expanded” mode with this Universal
Consciousness Reality (e.g., called: the “Individual
Human Consciousness Expanded Spectrum
Hypothesis” (IHCESH) (and its associated Universal
Consciousness Reality’s “Inseparability Hypothesis”) we
reach an at incredible (inevitable) theoretical conclusion
which is that: in the same manner that the Universal
Consciousness Reality possesses an “ infinite”,
‘omniscient”, “omnipresent” knowledge- presence- and
effect- (e.g., “production”-, “dissolution”- “sustenance”
and “evolution”-) of every exhaustive spatial pixel/s in
the entire physical universe so the “expanded” Individual
Human Consciousness possesses too this extraordinary
capacity to know- affect- “reach”- mold- “dissolve”- and
evolve- every exhaustive spatial pixel in the entire
physical cosmos, at every minimal time-point USCF’s
“simultaneously”!! Indeed, it has already been shown
that such “expanded” Individual Human Consciousness
transcends the speed of light and is capable of reaching
every such exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe
‘instantaneously” — once again, just as the Universal
Consciousness Reality does!

This means that the potential for our Individual
Human Consciousness to “know”- “affect”- “mold”- and
“evolve”- every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe is
unlimited by the current apparent constraints of Physics
‘old Paradigm”, e.g., the “Material-Causal” Paradigm
underlying both Relativity Theory and Quantum
Mechanics, wherein it is assumed that it is not possible
to transmit any signal or object at a speed greater than
the Speed of Light (e.g., according to Relativity Theory),
or ‘“reverse-time”, i.e., access- or affect- “past’
occurrences (according to both Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics); Instead, the CUFT's new “A-
Causal Computation” Paradigm allows the “expanded”
Individual Human Consciousness to “know’- “affect”-
and “transform”- any “past”- “present”- (or “future”*-)
occurrences, e.g., taking place at any exhaustive
spatial-pixel/s in the physical universe, thereby
transcending the Speed of Light constraint and allows
Humanity and Science to “know”- “access”- and even
“affect”- any point in the cosmos “instantaneously” and
also investigate any occurrence/s in the “past” at any
exhaustive spatial pixel in previous USCF's frames! In
effect this implies that would reach an extraordinary
position as to have access to the entire “corpus” of the
Universal Consciousness Reality's  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir of all “past” “present’- (and
potentially also a certain degree of access to the

(]
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“multiple-futures”, which are nevertheless affected by
the moral-based Dynamic-Equilibrium Principle)...

Indeed, the far-reaching potential implications
of this new discovery regarding the accessibility of
Science to all past-present- (and future*-) exhaustive
spatial pixels of the cosmos are quite “staggering”:
Science would be able to probe Black-Holes, the edges
of the cosmos (and any planet or point throughout the
entire physical universe), the origins of the universe and
its evolution, the evolution and history of our Planet
Earth, its species and any historical event etc...
Nevertheless, in order to Science (and Humanity) to be
able to access this unlimited potential to “know’-
“reach”- and “affect”- every exhaustive spatial pixel in
the physical universe it needs to further investigate this
unlimited potential associated with the “expansion” of
the Individual Human Consciousness and its identity
with the Universal Consciousness Reality! Moreover, it is
suggested that based on the same intrinsic feature of
this singular ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’ which is
the moral-based ‘Dynamic-Equilibrium’ Principle stating
that since the Universal Consciousness Reality
constitutes a singular Supra-Spatial-Temporal reality it
always strives towards a fundamental “moral-balance”,
i.e., it “corrects” any “moral-imbalance” produced by the
infliction of (conscious) pain by one Individual Human
Consciousness on  another  Individual  Human
Consciousness; So, it is hereby hypothesized that in
order for any Individual Human Consciousness to
“expand” into the Universal Consciousness Reality this
necessitates a refinement and attainment of moral-
balance, i.e., so that it would not be possible for any
hypothetical “expanded” Individual Human
Consciousness to “inflict-pain” on any other Individual
Human Consciousness, which is hence termed: The
“Expanded Individual Human Consciousness Moral
Contingency” postulate! In a nutshell, this new
‘Expanded Individual Human Consciousness Moral
Contingency’ postulate hypothesizes that since a basic
feature of the Universal Consciousness Reality is its
moral-based ‘Dynamic-Equilibrium’ postulate (e.g.,
asserting that the entirety of the Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Universal Consciousness Reality constitutes a singular
unity and therefore that any infliction of ‘pain’ by one
Individual Consciousness upon another Individual
Consciousness inevitably leads to a “balancing effect”
of the infliction of parallel ‘pain’ to the inflicting Individual
Consciousness); therefore necessarily the possibility of
the “expansion” of Individual Human Consciousness is
contingent upon an evolution of a Cosmic Morality or
identification of the “expanding Individual
Consciousness” with all other segments of this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality (e.g., all other
exhaustive spatial pixels in the universe in the “past”,
“present” and “future/s”**)!



[V. THE UCR’s “FREE-WILL HYPOTHESIS"

We now come to a new subtle (yet profound)
theoretical understanding associated with these recent
discoveries centering on the singular production-
sustenance- dissolution- and evolution- of each and
every exhaustive spatial-pixel in the entire physical
universe solely based on the operation of the Universal
Consciousness Reality: First, we realized that the entire
physical universe — does not exist “in and of itself”’
(“objectively”) but only as a manifestation of the
Universal Consciousness Reality; Then, we understood
that since the physical universe (and every exhaustive
spatial-pixel within it) does not exist as an “independent-
reality” but only as a manifestation of the singularity of
the Universal Consciousness Reality — we were led to
recognize certain “Law, Order and Intelligence” intrinsic
characteristics of this singular ‘Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Universal Consciousness Reality’, e.g., such as its
‘Dynamic-Equilibrium’  (moral-balance) principle, its
‘Universal Consciousness Reality’s Expansive Spectrum
Hypothesis’ (pointing at its inherent tendency towards
manifesting ever-broader ‘inanimate, animate, and
human’ expressions of the Universal Consciousness
Reality), as well as its continuous increased addition of
exhaustive spatial-pixels to each subsequent USCF’s
frame/s! Subsequently, we further realized the complete
“Emptiness” of this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality —i.e., which produces each and every exhaustive
spatial pixel throughout the entire physical universe not
based on any “previous” or ‘“existing” physical
“features” or “state”, e.g., of a given set of exhaustive
spatial-pixels within a particular single or multiple
USCF’s frames, but rather as solely ordained by this
Universal Consciousness Reality! This amounts to the
recognition of another (new) Universal Consciousness
Reality’s “Free-Will Hypothesis” (FWH), which recognizes
the complete “independence” and “Free-Will” of this
Universal Consciousness Reality; which is not bound by
any “physical laws”, or any “material-causal”
relationships between any two or more exhaustive
spatial-pixels’ features in any “existing” or “previous”
USCF’s frame/s — but is only determined by this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality’s “free-choice” (at any
‘minimal time-point” USCF’s)! We thus come to a
profound new understanding of the physical universe —
which represents only a manifestation of the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality’'s “free-choice” to
create- dissolve- re-create- and evolve- each and every
exhaustive spatial-pixel throughout the entire physical
universe! We realize that whereas this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality “chooses” to create- dissolve-
re-create- and evolve- each such exhaustive spatial-
pixel in the entire physical universe (at every minimal
time-point USCF'’s frame/s) it is not “bound” in any way
by the physical universe’s “current”- or “previous” state,
nor even by the Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir

(hypothesis)! In that sense the Universal Consciousness
Reality is completely “free” — possessing a complete
freedom to “create”- and “evolve” any exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe as it ordains, albeit it seems that
“ordinarily” (or  “statistically”)  this Universal
Consciousness Reality “choses” to follow the ‘Law,
Order & Intelligent’ characteristics (mentioned above
and previously) in its unfolding, sustenance and
evolution of the physical cosmos... Obviously, this new
UCR’s “Free-Will Hypothesis” opens the door for the
recognition of new possibilities for  “Universal
Consciousness Reality’'s Free-Will” based physical
occurrences, e.g., including the possibility wherein
“Individual Human Consciousness” which was shown to
be “inseparable” from this Universal Consciousness
(based on the ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’s
Inseparability Principle’ postulate — may affect such
“UCR’s Free-Will” occurrences or phenomena, as in

prayer)...

V. A NEwW UNIVERSAL CONSCIOUSNESS
REALITY BASED SCIENCE: REVISITING
EINSTEIN'S EQUATIONS

The emerging new picture of the physical
universe — solely as a manifestation of the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality which creates-
dissolves- re-creates- and evolves- each and every
exhaustive spatial-pixel within it (at every minimal time-
point USCF’s frame/s), based on its “Emptiness”
hypothesis, i.e., wherein the physical universe does not
possess any “independent” reality but is rather entirely-
and solely- produced by this Universal Consciousness
Reality forces us to revise our basic conception of all
Scientific inquiry (and disciplines): First and foremost, as
demonstrated above since the only consistent
(‘computationally-invariant’) element which manifests
(and computes) every exhaustive spatial-pixel in the
universe “during” every USCF’s frame/s, and also solely
exists “in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s frames
(without the presence of any physical universe) is the
singular ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’, whereas the
entire physical universe (comprised of the four basic
physical features associated with ‘space’, ‘time’,
‘energy’ and ‘mass’ at each exhaustive spatial pixel/s)
“dissolves” ‘in-between’ any two consecutive USCF's
frames (considered “computationally-variant”); therefore
all Scientific Laws and Theories (e.g., in both Inductive
and Deductive Science) have to be fundamentally
revised based on the recognition that it is solely this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality which creates-
dissolves- re-creates- and evolves- every exhaustive
spatial pixel in the entire physical universe — and
therefore that all (Inductive and Deductive) Scientific
laws, phenomena, and relationships have to be revised
based on this new recognition of the sole reality of this
Universal Consciousness Reality!
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Indeed, a previous article (Bentwich, 2017k)
demonstrated in what manner the discovery of the
Computational Unified Field Theory (CUFT) ‘Duality
Principle’, ‘Computational Invariance Principle’ and
associated ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’ proved
that Darwin’s well-known “Natural Selection Principle”
must be rejected as representing a “material-causal”
relationship which is negated by these basic theoretical
postulates of the CUFT!  Succinctly stated, it indicated
that since Darwin’s ‘Natural Selection Principle’ is based
on a ‘material-causal’ assumption wherein it assumed
that it is the direct physical interaction between any
given biological organism and an exhaustive set of
‘Environmental Factors’ which determine whether this
particular organism will “survive” or be “extinct” — is
negated by the CUFT's “A-Causal Computation”
Paradigm (embodying the CUFT's abovementioned
‘Duality Principle’ ‘Computational Invariance Principle’
and ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’ theoretical
postulates)! This is due to the fact that according to this
CUFT’s ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm all exhaustive
spatial pixels throughout the entire physical universe are
computed  simultaneously  thereby negating the
possibility of any such ‘material-causal’ relationships
between any (two or more)exhaustive spatial-pixels
existing at the same- or different- USCF's frames (e.g.,
given the fact that there cannot exist any “transference”
or any “physical effect/s” across any two separate
USCF’s frames due to the “dissolution” of all exhaustive
spatial pixels “in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s
frames). Instead, the ‘A-Causal Computation’ new
Paradigm of 21 Century Theoretical Physics advocates
that the sole “cause” for the particular series of USCF’s
depicting a progression from inanimate towards
animate: plants, animals and humans is one of the
intrinsic  characteristics of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality, e.g., an innate tendency to
manifest ever broader and “fuller” expressions of this
Universal Consciousness!

In much the same manner, but more generally,
it was already shown that the CUFT's ‘A-Causal
Computation’ Paradigm challenges General Relativity’s
Einstein’s Equations — and hence calls for a general
fundamental revision of all Inductive and Deductive
Scientific Laws: This is because it was already shown
that the CUFT's A-Causal Computation Paradigm
negates Einstein’s Equations due to their reliance on a
basic “material-causal” relationship wherein the state of
“curved Space-Time” based on a certain dispersion of
particular “massive objects” at a given USCF’s frame/s
‘causes” the “movement-pathways” of those- or other-
‘massive-objects’, e.g.,, at a subsequent USCF's
frame/s. This is simply based on the fact that no
‘physical” or “material-entity” or “physical-effect” can
‘pass”- or be “transferred”- from one USCF’s frame/s to
any subsequent USCF's (due to the complete
‘dissolution’ of all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
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physical universe “in-between” any two subsequent
USCF’s)!  Hence, the CUFT's ‘A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm asserted that instead of Einstein’s Equations
suggesting a dynamic ‘material-causal’ relationship
between massive-objects’ curving ‘Space-Time’ and
‘Space-Time’s  determination of the ‘movement
pathways’ of these massive objects — there exists a
singular “cause” for both the ‘curvature of Space-Time’
as well as of the ‘movement-pathways’ of those massive
objects, which is the sole production- dissolution- re-
creation- and evolution- of every exhaustive spatial-pixel
in the entire physical universe by the Universal
Consciousness Reality (at every minimal time-point
USCF's frame/s)!

But, if indeed, Einstein’s Equations (and the
whole of General Relativity) have to be revised based on
the Universal Consciousness Reality’s sole production-
dissolution- re-creation- and evolution- of each and
every exhaustive spatial-pixel in the universe (at every
minimal time-point “c®h” = 1.45* second!), then we
must also revise all other Scientific disciplines (and
Models) accordingly: if indeed there cannot exist any
‘material-causal’ physical relationships between any two
(or more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing either in the
same- or other- USCF’s frame/s and the only “cause”
for the production- dissolution- sustenance- and
evolution- of any exhaustive spatial-pixel in the entire
physical universe is only the singularity of the ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’, then all other Inductive and
Deductive Sciences (and models) must be revised to
reflect this sole dependency of all physical phenomena,
laws and operations strictly based on the Universal
Consciousness  Reality’s  intrinsic  characteristics!
Indeed, a new Universal Consciousness Reality based
Science needs to emerge based on the CUFT’s basic
‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigmatic Shift in Twenty-
First Century Theoretical Physics...

VI. THE PHYSICAL UNIVERSE AS A
“CAMOUFLAGE” OF THE UNIVERSAL
CONSCIOUSNESS REALITY!

Indeed, the “full picture” of the CUFT’s new ‘A-
Causal Computation’ Paradigm is one in which the
physical universe is seen from a completely different
‘computational perspective’: not only the physical
cosmos was not “created” by a “Big-Bang” nuclear
explosion some 13.5 Billion years ago — but is rather
being continuously “created”- “dissolved”- “re-created”-
and “evolved’- every 1.45% seconds anew by the
singular Universal Consciousness Reality through its
extremely rapid production of a series of ‘Universal
Simultaneous Computational Frames’ (USCF’s), e.g.,
just as this singular Universal Consciousness Reality
has produced perhaps the first ‘Big-Bang’ nuclear
explosion USCF’s frame! In that sense, the cosmos is
not less “created” every 1.45% seconds (now), then it

noou



was “created” by this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality with what may have been the first USCF’s frame
some 13.5 Billion years ago... But, this does not reflect
the full scope of the fundamental metamorphosis of
CUFT's new conception of the cosmos that arises from
the recent discoveries of the CUFT's ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’ (UCR), UCR’s ‘Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir’ and ‘Free-Will Hypothesis’ etc.; This
is because based on the discovery of the ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality'- which constitutes the sole
‘unchanging reality” (‘computationally-invariant’) which
both “creates” “dissolves” ‘“re-creates”- and “evolves’-
each and every exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe
“during” each minimal time-point USCF’s frame/s and
also solely exists ‘in-between” any two consecutive
USCF’s frames (e.g., without the presence of a physical
universe); it is now realized that the physical universe
merely  “Camouflages” the singular, true (and
unchanging) reality of this ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality’!

Indeed, the recent (and abovementioned)
unraveling of the Universal Consciousness Reality’s
‘Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir Hypothesis’ (and its
other intrinsic features such as the previously mentioned
‘Dynamic-Equilibrium  Principle’,  ‘Law, Order &
Intelligence’ etc.), alongside its ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality Emptiness Hypothesis’ and even
its UCR’s ‘Free-Will Hypothesis’ — all point at the
complete dependency of the entire physical cosmos
(and every exhaustive spatial pixel within it) upon its
continuous “creation”- “dissolution”- “re-creation”- and
“evolution” by the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality (‘Emptiness Hypothesis); the negation of the
existence of any ‘material-causal’ relationships between
any two (or more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing
either within the same- or other- USCF’s frame/s — which
points at the Universal Consciousness Reality’s
“creation”- dissolution”- re-creation” and “evolution” as
the sole “driving force” of the entire physical universe,
e.g., thereby negating Einstein’s General Relativity’s
Equations (as explained previously and above); Indeed,
this new conception of the physical universe as merely a
manifestation of the Universal Consciousness Reality
even point at this Universal Consciousness Reality’s
“Free-Will”, wherein it is realized that this Universal
Consciousness Reality is not bound (at all) by any
physical feature (law or constraint) of the physical
cosmos to create- and re-create- or evolve any
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe as well as the
entire cosmos as it wills (albeit it normally functions
through its above mentioned characteristics of Law
Order & Intelligence, Dynamic Equilibrium, etc...

As shown above, the generalized representation
of the ‘Universal Consciousness Reality’ portrays it as
the sole unchanging reality that manifests: both as the
physical universe, e.g., “creating’- dissolving”- “re-
creating”- and “evolving”- this physical universe “during”

it's extremely rapid production of each consecutive
USCF’s frame/s, as well the sole and singular existence
of this Universal Consciousness Reality “in-between”
any two such consecutive USCF’s frames; As such, it
becomes clear that the physical universe merely
“‘camouflages” the sole existence of this singular
‘Universal  Consciousness Reality’ - which is
nevertheless the sole originating-  constituting-
dissolving and evolving- reality comprising each and
every exhaustive spatial pixel in the entire physical
universe (as well as the whole entire physical universe)...
The physical universe becomes therefore a “living”
“dynamic” representation of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality! Indeed, even the various
“Physical Scientific Laws” such as the Laws of
Conservation, Gravity, the four basic physical features of
“space”, “time”, “energy” and “mass” — are all seen as
originating- manifesting- existing- and evolving- solely
as created and sustained by this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality... The physical universe does not
exist in and of itself as an “independent reality” but only
as a manifestation of- and indeed as a “camouflage”
for- the “real” reality of the singular ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’ which animates- sustains-
dissolves- evolves- and transcends- each and every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe (as well
as the entire cosmos)!

A CALL FOR EXPERIMENTAL PHYSICISTS
TO TEST THE CUFT'S DIFFERENTIAL-
CRITICAL PREDICTION

VIL

As in in the case of Einstein’s Relativity Theory
(Paradigmatic Shift) — which in the final analysis
“triumphed” over Newton’s Mechanics due to the
empirical verification of Relativity’s Mercury’s perihelion
measurements (due to the curvature of space-time by
the Sun’s mass); So it is suggested that there is an
urgent need for an empirical testing of (one of) the
‘Computational Unified Field Theory’s’ “differential-
critical predictions” (Bentwich: 2006; 2012 a & b; 2013 a
& b; 2014; 2015; 2016; 2017 a-k) namely: that relatively
‘more massive” particles would be measured at a
greater number of USCF’s minimal time measurements
(e.g., or even through sampling of minute time
measurements) than “less massive” particles! Such
empirical testing — if indeed verified experimentally,
wherein a ‘more massive’ particle (such as the Muon)
would be measured at a significantly greater number of
minute-temporal measurements than a ‘less massive’
particle (such as the electron), then this would
(undoubtedly) validate the CUFT as a satisfactory
“Theory of Everything” more valid than both Relativity
Theory and Quantum Mechanics, e.g., based on its
previous extensive body of work indicating its capacity
to resolve the principle theoretical inconsistencies
between RT and QM, its explanation of a series of
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unresolved Physical Conundrums such as “dark-matter,
“dark-energy”, the “Arrow of Time” etc., and its
complete revision of our basic understanding of the
physical universe — not as a “materially-causally”
governed but rather as manifesting (and indeed
“camouflaging”!) the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality which created- dissolves- re-creates- evolves-
and transcends- the entire physical cosmos...
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Dedlcation

This last article of the Special Issue of the
Journal of Pure & Applied Physics (The Computational
Unified Field Theory, A Paradigmatic Shift in 21 Century
Physics) is dedicated to all those “brave new Scientists”



who are willing to contemplate a new (and different)
conception of the physical universe — one which is
“created” a new every 1.45%* second by the singular
Universal  Consciousness  Reality... To  those
“courageous” and “open-minded” scientists who are
eager to find Truth, no matter how “non-common-sense”
it may seem (at least inintially)! May we all tread this
path towards a True (unbiased) Science and ‘march-on’
to allow Humanity to discover and embrace ever higher
realizations of this singular higher-ordered Universal
Consciousness Reality!
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sons, dear beloved friends-family Pinchas Eliyahu (Allen)
& Tamar Meitala.

What if — there may have been a “Big-Bang”
(nuclear explosion) but it did not “create” the universe;
instead, the entire physical universe is being
continuously “created”- “dissolved’- “re-created” and
“evolved’- every 1.45% seconds by the singular
‘Universal Consciousness Reality’... What if — the
universe expands (at an accelerated rate) but it is not
due to any “dark-matter”, “dark-energy” (which does not
exist!?); rather its accelerated expansion is caused by
this  Universal Consciousness Reality’s increased
number of exhaustive spatial pixels that it produces with
every consecutive USCF’s frame/s! What if — “past”,
“present” and “future”* already exist within this Universal
Consciousness  Reality's  “Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir”!? What if there exist certain basic features of
this Universal Consciousness Reality such as its
“Dynamic-Equilibrium” (moral-based) characteristic, or
its inherent tendency to manifest ever more expansive
inamiate, animate: plants animals and humans forms
expressing this singular Universal Consciousness?!
What if- this entire physical cosmos is not independent
of- and is in fact solely created- sustained- dissolved
and evolved- by this Universal Consciousness Reality,
being only a manifestation of- (and a “Camouflage” for-)
this singular Universal Consciousness Reality!? What if —
this Universal Consciousness Reality possesses a “free-
choice” to create- recreate and evolve- any physical
state of the universe (not constrained by any physical
laws or the universe’s current- or future- states)!? What
if= our own Human Consciousness is not “separate”
from this Universal Consciousness Reality (and can
possibly affect this Universal Consciousness Reality’s
creation- dissolution- re-creation and evolution- of any
particular spatial pixels, e.g.,, such as through
prayer etc.)?
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Testing the Computational Unified Field Theory's
(CUFT) 'Differential-Critical Prediction/s":
The Higgs-Boson Particle May Not Exist

Continuously!

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D

[. INTRODUCTION

wenty-first  century  Theoretical  Physics in
Tundergoing a major 'Paradigmatic Shift' due to the

discovery of the 'Computational Unified Field
Theory' (CUFT) - from the current 'Material-Causal
Paradigm underlying both 'Relativity Theory' (RT) and
'‘Quantum Mechanics' (QM) towards the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm; As shown previously,
this 'Paradigmatic Shift' is warranted based on Kuhn's
(1962) well-known rigorous scientific criteria for the
acceptance of a 'Paradigmatic Shift' in Science, which
includes:

a) The existence of a basic "theoretical inconsistency"
between the "pillars" of a given scientific discipline —
i.e., the basic theoretical inconsistency that exists
between RT & QM.

b) Existence of a series of "unexplained phenomena"
which cannot be accounted for by the current
Paradigm: the accelerated expansion of the
physical universe is currently attributed to purely
hypothetical ~ "dark-matter" and  '"dark-energy"
concepts (e.g., accounting for up to 85% of all mass
and energy in the universe) — but they can't be
verified empirically?!

c) Identification- and empirical validation- of at least
one "differential-critical prediction" of the new CUFT
Model which significantly differs from the predictions
of the 'Material-Causal' Paradigm underlying both
RT and QM; Initial empirical validation for one of the
CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' was provided
by Bernaur & Pohl (2014) "Proton-Radius Puzzle'
(see below). Indeed, the goal of this article is to
delineate several direct experimental methods for
empirical validation of the CUFT's 'differential-critical
predictions'.

d) Ideally, this new 'CUFT's' new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm will offer new insights,
empirical predictions, and a broader theoretical
framework going beyond the current strict 'Material-
Causal' Paradigm of RT and QM: i.e., for instance its
complete unification of 'space’, 'time', 'energy' and

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

'space' within a single 'Universal Computational
Formula' (see below), alongside its recognition of a
singular  (computational invariant)  'Universal
Computational/Consciousness Reality' (discussed
below).

One of the intriguing new theoretical
ramifications of this new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm of the CUFT is that it stipulates that there
cannot exist any "material-causal' relationships between
any (two or more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing
either in the same- or different USCF's frames (e.g., at
either the relativistic or quantum levels). This is due to
the CUFT's discovery of a new singular higher-ordered
'Universal  Computational  Principle’ (UCP)  which
simultaneously computes every exhaustive spatial pixel
in the universe —i.e., including its four basic physical
features (of 'space', 'time', ‘'energy’ and 'mass')
constituting any single- or multiple- USCF's frame/s (at
every minimal time-point: "c*’h" = 1.45% sec). This
UCP's computation of those four basic physical features
is based on two (out of three) UCP's 'Computational
Dimensions": "Framework" (frame' vs. 'object), and
"Consistency" (‘consistent' vs. 'inconsistent’), e.g., with
'space' and 'energy' — representing the UCP's 'frame' —
‘consistent' vs. ‘'inconsistent’ measures, and 'mass' and
'time' representing the UCP's 'object’ — 'consistent' vs.
'inconsistent' measures (Figure 1). The key point to be
noted is that "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's
frames there doesn’t exist any physical universe (but
only the singular Universal Computational Principle).
Furthermore, the CUFT's "Computational Invariance

Principle" reasons that since this 'Universal
Computational  Principle’  (UCP)  represents a
'‘computationally-invariant'  principle, i.e., as it exists

singularly both "during" its sole computation of each
exhaustive spatial pixel of any (single or multiple)
USCF's frame, and also solely exists "in-between" any
two such consecutive USCF's frames; whereas those
four physical features (of 'space', 'energy', 'mass' and
'time") are regarded as "computationally-variant' since
they exist only "during" each consecutive USCF's frame
(as solely computed by the UCP) but cease to exist "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames; therefore,
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the 'Computational Invariance Principle' reasons that
only this 'computationally-invariant UCP may be
regarded as 'permanent' and 'continuous' whereas the
four basic physical features may only be regarded as
'phenomenal' and 'transient'...

Finally, another key accomplishment of the
CUFT is its full integration — not only of Relativity Theory
and Quantum Mechanics, but also of these four basic
physical features of 'space!, 'time', 'energy' and 'space’,
e.g., within a singular 'Universal Computational Formula':
Universal Computational Formula (Ucf)

-

Note worthy is this UCF's (Relativistic &
Quantum) Representations' repllcatlon (and
transcendence) of all major RT and QM laws and
relationships, e.g., including the 'Mass-Energy
Equivalence' and Heisenberg's 'Uncertainty Principle'
'‘Complimentary Pairs' accuracy constraint:

1) Relativistic Representation: e xs =

2) Quantum Representation: tmc? = s e
h

m X c?

Several far-reaching theoretical ramifications
were derived from the discovery (and initial empirical
validation) of the CUFT:

a) Based on the CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' (ACC)
Paradigm's assertion regarding the impossibility of
the existence of any "material-causal' physical
relationships between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels (e.g., existing either in the same- or
different- USCF/s frame/s) at the quantum or
relativistic levels, the CUFT's negated the "Big-Bang"
Model which assumes that it was an initial "nuclear
explosion" which "caused" the origination of "matter",
"energy", stars, galaxies etc..

b) Similarly, the new 'ACC' Paradigm's principle
negation of any ‘'material-causal' physical
relationships between any (two or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels comprising the physical universe (at
any single- multiple- USCF's frames) — was shown
to negate the existence of the (purely hypothetical
concepts of) "dark-matter" and "dark-energy"! This is
due to the ACC Paradigm's negation of any
'material-causal' relationship assumed to exist
between ‘"dark-matter" or ‘"dark-energy" and the
accelerated expansion of the physical universe;
Instead, the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm explains
this accelerated expansion of the physical universe
as arising from an accelerated increase in the
number of exhaustive spatial pixels comprising any
consecutive USCF's frame/s.

c) The CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm was also shown to
challenge both RT's and QM's current 'Material-

© 2018 Global Journals

Causal' Paradigm manifesting in RT's "Einstein's
Equations" and QM's  'Probabilistic ~ Wave
Interpretation”: this is because in RT it is assumed
that it is the direct physical interaction between a
"massive-object" and ‘space-time' which "causes"
the "curvature of space-time", and conversely that it
is the direct physical interaction between this
‘curved space-time" which 'causes" those (and
other) "massive-objects to travel in particular
travelling pathways"; But, since the new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm clearly negates the
possibility of the existence of any such 'material-
causal' physical interactions between any (two or
more) exhaustive spatial pixels in the physical
universe (e.g., once again due to the UCP's
simultaneous computation of all exhaustive spatial
pixels at any single or multiple USCF's frames);
therefore the CUFT challenges RT's' Einstein
Equations'’; Similarly, the new 'ACC' Paradigm (of
21 century Physics) challenges QM's assumed
"collapse" of the subatomic ‘'target's' probability
wave-function as 'caused" by its direct physical
interaction with another subatomic 'probe' element;
Instead, the ACC new Paradigm postulates that the
singular UCP simultaneously computes every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe giving rise to
the appearance of the "curvature of space-time"
associated with presence of "massive objects" — that
is not due to any ‘'material-causal' physical
relationship/s between such 'massive objects' and
'space-time', but rather arises from the UCP's
intrinsic computational properties, e.g., of certain
USCF's regions characterized as "high-energy, low
mass" as opposed to other USCF's regions
characterized as "low-energy, high-mass)...

Instead, the emerging new picture of the
universe is one which is continuously being computed-
"dissolved"- re-computed- and evolved- e.g., at every
consecutive minimal time-point:  'c?/h"=1.45% sec'
USCF's frame/s... Hence, also the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm's conception of "mass" —
as "caused" by the Higgs-boson particle, e.g., through
its direct physical interaction with all other basic particles
is challenged (and in fact negated) by this new
Paradigm in 21% Century Theoretical Physics: This is
because if we are to reject the basic possibility of the
existence of any 'material-causal' physical relationship/s
(or even interactions) between any (two or more)
exhaustive spatial-pixels (existing either in the same- or
different- USCF's frames), due to the simultaneous
computation of the UCP of every exhaustive spatial pixel
in the universe (in any single- or multiple- USCF's
frame/s) — then there cannot exist any physical
interaction between the 'Higgs-boson' particle and any
other subatomic particle (once again at any single- or
multiple- USCF's frame/s)... Also, viewed from the



CUFT's 'Universal Computational Formula' perspective,
the "mass" (as well as the 'space', 'energy' and 'time')
physical feature of any given 'Higgs-boson' particle or

M: Z[oj{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] = ofi..

such that

indeed of any other particle — is computed solely based
on the UCP's computation of that particle's "object-
consistent" values (as shown above and previously):

1) 10, (), @} {USCF(i...n)} / h * n{USCF's}

[01{x,y,Z}USCF(n)] - [0i{(x+]),(y+]),(z+])USCF(1...n)] = n * h[USCF(1...n)]

Where in the 'mass' value of an object is
computed based on a measure of the number of times
an "object" is presented "consistently" across a series of
USCF's, divided by Planck's constant.

Therefore, the "mass" of any given particle is not
"caused" by its direct physical interaction with the
'Higgs-boson' particle - i.e., as such subatomic
physical (material-causal) interactions are negated by
the UCP's simultaneous computation of all exhaustive
spatial pixels in the universe (at any single or multiple
USCF's frame/s); Rather, it is solely and singularly being
computed (at every minimal time-point consecutive
USCF's frame) by the singular reality of the UCP (for
each exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe at any
such consecutive USCF's frame/s).

We therefore find ourselves in an "awkward"
theoretical situation in which the conception of "mass"
(e.g., of an object or of a particle) is described in almost
'antithetical' manners by the prevailing RT's and QM's
conceptions — as opposed to its computation by the
CUFT's This is because in Relativity Theory "mass"
constitutes an intrinsic "continuous-constant" physical
property of objects (or particles) which "causes" a
curvature of 'space-time'; In Quantum Mechanics, the
measurement of the "mass" of any subatomic 'target
particle is contingent upon its direct physical interaction
with another subatomic 'probe' element which is
assumed to "cause" the 'collapse" of that 'target's'
(assumed) "probability wave-function" due to its direct
physical interaction with another subatomic 'probe'
element; In contrast, according to the CUFT, the "mass"
of any given particle is computed solely based on the
UCP's computation of that particle's degree of
"consistent" spatial presentations (across a series of
USCF's frames); Moreover, the CUFT negates the very
possibility of the existence of any such 'material-causal'
quantum or relativistic physical interactions, e.g.,
associated with the determination of "mass". This
contrast between RT's and QM's and the CUFT's
conception of "mass" is particularly striking when we
take into consideration a few particular "differential-
critical predictions" postulated by the CUFT as clearly
differentiating it from the corresponding predictions of
both RT and QM:

It was previously predicted by the CUFT that if
we are to compare the appearances of a 'massive' vs. a
less-massive' subatomic particle (across a series of

USCF's frames) we expect to obtain that the 'more
massive particle’ would appear more spatially-
consistent" across a given series of USCF's frames: This
means that: a) the 'more-massive' particle was predicted
to be measured at a greater number of USCF's frames
than the 'less-massive' particle; b) its measurement
should be spatially more "consistent’, i.e., its spatial
measurement should occupy a "smaller size" than the
'more-massive' particle; and c) its spatial measurement
accuracy should be greater than the spatial
measurement accuracy of the 'less-massive' particle;
Intriguingly, an initial empirical validation for this CUFT's
'differential-critical  prediction regarding the more
consistent spatial presentation of the more massive
Muon particle relative to the electron particle was given
by Bernaur & Pohl (2016); they found that the nucleus of
a Hydrogen nucleus that is encircled by a negatively
charged Muon (which is approximately 100 times more
massive than the electron) is found to be approximately
100 times smaller (and its measurement is 100 times
more precise) then the radius of the equivalent
Hydrogen nucleus which is encircled by the electron
particle. This greater "spatial-consistency" of the radius
of a Hydrogen nucleus into which a Muon particle sinks
relative to the measurement of an equivalent Hydrogen
atom that is encircled by an electron, e.g., manifesting
as the Muon-Hydrogen Nucleus' (100 times) smaller
radius and more accurate measurement precisely
confirms the above mentioned CUFT's 'differential-
critical prediction”: this is because according to the
CUFT, the "mass" of any given particle is computed by
the 'Universal Computational Principle' (UCP) as a
measure of the degree of "consistency" of that particle
(‘object) across a series of USCF's frames; Obviously,
according to this 'computational-definition' of 'mass' (as
computed by the UCP at every minimal time-point "c?/h"
= 1.45% sec') the more massive a particle is measured
to be the greater its "spatial-consistency", e.g., its spatial
size and its spatial accuracy (of measurement).
Therefore, Bernaur & Pohl's (2014) 'Proton-Radius
Puzzle' indicating that Hydrogen-Muon Nucleus is
measured as 100 times smaller (and more accurate)
than its equivalent Hydrogen Nucleus encircled by an
electron (which is 100 times lighter in its mass than the
Muon particle) precisely confirms one of the CUFT's
'differential-critical prediction'.
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It may be said that these "Proton-Radius Puzzle"
findings confirm to a large degree several aspects of the
abovementioned (and previous) 'differential-critical
prediction' of the CUFT, as they indicate that the more
massive Muon particle is measured as "spatially more
consistent" than the less massive particle, i.e., both in its
‘proton-radius size" and its ‘spatial measurement
accuracy" (e.g., confirming 'b' and 'c' above aspects of
the CUFT's differential-critical prediction). Indeed, the
purpose of this article is to test the CUFT's new
conception of "mass" as representing the UCP's
computation of an "object-consistent' measure" (as
shown above).

Specifically, the aim of this article is to test three
'differential-critical predictions' of the CUFT associated
with its UCP's (abovementioned) computation of 'mass',
which differentiate it from the corresponding predictions
of both RT and QM:

a) Test the CUFT's 'differential-critical' prediction that
"more-massive" particles would appear across a
greater number of USCF's frames than a 'less-
massive" particle, i.e., above and beyond the
expected increase in the quantum measurement of
more massive particles relative to less massive
particles.

b) Test the CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' that
any given subatomic particle cannot be measured
'in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
(e.g., due to the complete 'dissolution" of all
exhaustive spatial pixels constituting any given
USCF's frame 'in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames); Perhaps most significant (in this
regard) is to demonstrate that the 'Higgs-boson'
particle "doesn’t' exist", i.e., cannot be measured "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames as the
'Higgs' particle is currently assumed to impart
'mass" to all other subatomic particles: If indeed, it
will be shown empirically that the Higgs particle
doesn't exist continuously ‘'in-between" any two
consecutive USCF's frames, then this would imply
that all other particles do not exist "in-between" any
two  consecutive USCF's frames, thereby
substantially validating the CUFT as the new
satisfactory 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm (of
21% century Physics)..

[I. METHOD

Therefore, the proposed method for testing
these three 'differential-critical predictions' comprises of
several different experiments that can verify each of
these predictions:

a) Test the CUFTs 'differential-critical' prediction
whereby a "more-massive" particle would appear
across a greater number of USCF's frames relative to
a "less-massive" particle; at least two experimental
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embodiments for verifying this 'differential-critical
prediction' are hereby suggested

Testing CUFTs 'Less Temporal Measurements of
Less Massive Particles" Prediction: Contrasting
between the number  of  "fine-temporal
measurements" (e.g., see below their mathematical
calculation) in which a 'more massive particle' would
be detected relative to a 'less-massive" particle
(across the same given number of such fine-
temporal measurements): It is suggested to test the
CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' regarding the
appearance of the 'more massive particle' at a
significantly —greater number of fine-temporal
measurements' than the 'less massive particle'
(across the given number of ‘fine-temporal
measurements'); Specifically, in order to test this
'differential-critical prediction' of the CUFT it is
necessary to contrast the number of 'fine-temporal
measurements' in which the 'more-massive' 'Muon'
relatve to the number of ‘'fine-temporal
measurements' in which the 'less-massive' electron
particle would be detected. A key point to be note
is that the temporal resolution of most accelerators
is far less "sensitive" than the hypothesized rate at
which the Universal Computational Principle (UCP)
computes the series of USCF's frames, i.e.,
'c?/h'=1.45% sec' with certain accelerators
reaching almost the speed of light "c = 3.33° sec'
(e.g., regarded as the 'fine-temporal measurements'
accuracy level in this experiment), producing a
magnitude difference of x sec'; Nevertheless, it is
suggested that even if we opt to sample temporal
measurements at such a "decreased" temporal
resolution (below) the speed of light '"c = 3.33°
sec', e.g., in effect sampling a significantly
decreased temporal accuracy level (e.g., x™ sec'
decreased magnitude of accuracy relative to the
rate at which the Universal Computational Principle
(UCP) computes the series of USCF's frames (i.e.,
'c’/h"'=1.45% sec')) ; we can still expect that the
"more massive electron'(relativistic accelerated)
particle would appear at a greater percentage of
these 'c = 3.33° sec' samplings relative to the
number of (decreased accuracy) time-samplings in
which the electron would be detected. As stated
above, in calculating the CUFT's 'differential-critical
prediction' regarding the significantly smaller
number of 'fine-temporal measurements' in which
the 'electron' particle would be detected relative to
the number of such 'fine-temporal points' in which
the 'electron' may be measured, we need to correct
for the known subatomic (quantum theory related)
bias towards a slightly ‘'easier" measurement of
such 'more-massive’ 'Muon' particle relative to the
measurements of a 'less massive' 'electron' particle;



In other words the CUFT's 'differential-critical
prediction' regarding the significantly greater 'fine-
temporal measurements' (FTM) at which the 'more
massive' Muon (M) would be detected relative to the
number of equivalent ‘'fine-temporal measurements'
at which the 'less-massive' electron (e) particle
would be detected should subtract the "quantum
measurement bias" (QMB) towards a more 'sensitive
temporal measurement' of more massive particle:

FTM(M) - QB >FTM(e)

2) A second (almost equivalent) experimental
procedure geared towards testing this 'differential-
critical prediction' regarding the detection of a
'more-massive’ particle at a significantly greater
fine-temporal-measurements'  relative  to  the
detection of a 'less-massive' particle (measured
across the same number of ‘'fine-temporal
measurements), involves the acceleration of a beam
of electrons — to two significantly different velocities
(relative to the speed of light); The proposed
experimental design involves utilizing a special
Accelerator which can accelerate a beam of
electrons at varying velocities up to 99% of the
'speed of light: given the fact that the more
accelerated electrons (relative to the speed of light)
are, the greater is their "'mass" value, we propose to
construct an experimental design wherein the beam
of electrons would be accelerated to two
significantly different levels: a) electrons that will be
accelerated to 99% of the speed of light and hence
their "mass" value would increase considerably
(possessing a "high-mass value", 'HMV'; and b) a
condition in which the beam of electrons would only
be accelerated to roughly 10% of the speed of light,
therefore possessing a relatively "lower mass value'",
'LMV"). Once again, it is suggested that the number
of fine-temporal measurements' (FTM) in which the
'high-mass value electron' (HMV-e) would be
measured (across a given number of FTM) would
be significantly higher than the number of FTM in
which the 'low-mass value electron' (LMV-e) would
be measured (e.g., excluding the above mentioned
"quantum measurement bias" 'QMB):

FTM(HMV-g) - QUB > FTM(LMV-e).

b) Test the CUFTs Non-Continuous Temporal
Existence of the 'Higgs-boson' Prediction
Namely, test the experimental hypothesis

wherein the Higgs-boson particle cannot be detected
"in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames: As
discussed above, despite the far less 'time-sensitive"
measurements enabled by an Accelerator (e.g., which
can only conduct measurements that are below the
speed of light: 'c = 3.33° sec'), which represent a
decreased temporal measurement accuracy in the

magnitude of x’sec' relative to the Universal
Computational Principle's (UCP) rate of computing the
series of USCF's, "c?/h'=1.45" sec'; Nevertheless, it is
hypothesized that it may still be possible to detect the
'non-existence" of the Higgs-boson particle "in-between'"
any two consecutive USCF's frames; However, in order
to be able to adjust the measurement of a "Mid-Point"
(MP) "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
(which involves measurements in the magnitude of
'c®h'=1.45%) by a given Accelerator that can only
measure a minimal ‘fine-temporal measurement' (FTM)
in the magnitude of "c = 3.33° sec!, it is necessary to
carry out several (computational and experimental)
steps, which include:

1) Compute the precise "Accelerators Temporal
Sampling-Ratio" (ATSR)
Compute the above "fine-temporal
measurement' (FTM) divided by the "Universal
Computation Rate" (UCR) (e.g., the Universal

Computational Principle's 'UCP' rate of computing the
series of USCF's frames: "c?/h"=1.45"* sec)):

ATSR = FTM/UCR

This (Accelerator-specific) 'ATSR' value provides
us with a measure of the precise sampling ratio that
exits between the 'Universal Computational Rate' (UCR)
(the rate at which the 'Universal Computational Principle'
UCP computes every consecutive USCF's frame/s) and
the (far-less sensitive) ‘fine-temporal measurement'
(FTM) rate at which the specific Accelerator measures:

2) Measure the presence of a 'Higgs-boson' particle at
a given time "ti".

3) Calculate the "Mid-Point" between this given 'ti1"
USCF frame and its subsequent "ti2" USCF's frame
(USCF-MP-ti{1.5})

USCF-MP-ti{1.5} = USCF-ti2 - USCF-ti1 /2

4) Calculate the
(ADMP)

Adjust this calculated USCF-MP-ti{1.5} based
on the Accelerator-specific 'ATSR' in order to "capture"
this USCF-MP-ti{1.5} by the "decreased" FTM of the
given Accelerator; to accomplish this we simply need to
multiply the calculated USCF-MP-ti{1.5} by the
Accelerator (specific) ATSR value

ADMP = USCF-MP-ti{1.5} * ATSR

"Accelerator-Detectable  Mid-Point"

This ADMP (Accelerator-specific) value provides
us with a calculation of the precise (measurable) time-
point at which the given Accelerator can "detect" the
'Mid-Point' between any such given two consecutive
(USCF-ti1 and USCF-ti2) USCF's frames (e.g., due to its
"synchronization" of a precise cyclic number of USCF's
frames' that elapse from an initial detection of a given
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USCF's Higgs-boson particle existence — with the
'Accelerator's Temporal Sampling-Ratio' ATSR, to
provide the precise Accelerator-Detectable Mid-Point,
ADMP).

5) In fact, due to the reoccurrence of such a 'temporal
mid-point' (TMP) between every two consecutive
USCF's frames

USCF-MP-ti{x}{1.5} = USCF-ti{n+1} - USCF-ti{n} / 2

It is also possible to measure a "Reoccurring
Detectable Mid-Point" (RDMP) thus:

RDMB = USCF-MP-ti{x}{1.5} * ATSR

6) We can now test the CUFT's "Non-Continuous
Temporal Existence of the 'Higgs-boson" Prediction
by trying to measure at any such given RDMP for
the existence of the Higgs-boson patrticle.

7) Moreover, in order to fully validate this second
'differential-critical prediction' of the CUFT, e.g.,
regarding the "Non-Continuous Temporal Existence
of the 'Higgs-boson Particle' we now focus on
detecting the (same) Higgs-boson particle in  the
precise (Accelerator-detectable) time-points at
which the UCP computes each consecutive USCF's
frame/s; (This is based on the CUFT's stipulation
that the UCP computes an extremely rapid rate of
'c?h" = 1.45* sec' of consecutive USCF's frames,
including all of their exhaustive spatial pixels
comprising the entire physical universe at every
minimal time-point USCF's frame/s - which
completely 'dissolve" "in-between" any two such
consecutive USCF's frames, and is then 're-
produced" in the consecutive USCF's frame/s by the
UCP.) Therefore, in order to "capture" this UCP's
stipulated 're-production" of the Higgs-boson
particle with each consecutive USCF's frame/s we
construct the experimental design to aim measuring
those FTM measurements occurring at precisely
each "Detectable Recurring USCF's" (DR-USCFs):

DR-USCFs = USCF-ti{x} = USCF-ti{i..n} * ATSR

Indeed, according to this CUFT's second 'Non-
Continuous Temporal Existence of the 'Higgs-boson'
Prediction, it is predicted that if we alternate between
measurements of "Detectable Recurring USCF's" (DR-
USCFs) — in which the 'Higgs-boson' particle can be
detected, and measurements of "Reoccurring
Detectable Mid-Point/s" (RDMP) — in which the 'Higgs-
boson' particle cannot be detected; we may reach the
inevitable conclusion that the Higgs-boson particle may
not exist "continuously"... More significantly, since the
Higgs-boson particle is currently assumed to impart
"mass" to all other subatomic particles, then to the extent
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that it may be shown empirically to "not-exist" '"in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames, then this
implies that no other subatomic particle/s can "exist' —
"in between" any two consecutive USCF's frames!

c) Test" Non-Continuous Temporal Existence of Other
Subatomic Particles" Prediction

Indeed, to the extent that the above empirical
testing of the "non-existence" of the 'Higgs-boson'
particle 'in-between" any two consecutive USCF's
frames would be verified experimentally, this would lead
to a broader testing of the "non-existence" of other
subatomic particles "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames (e.g., based on the above mentioned
fine temporal measurement' (FTM) which is adjusted to
the Accelerator's ATSR; at least two different
"embodiments" (experimental design and set-up) that
can test this new intriguing 'differential-critical
prediction'

1) Utilizing any given Accelerator to test for the
"dissolution" of various subatomic particles ‘"in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames and
their 're-production" at any consecutive USCF's
frame/s (based on an equivalent experimental
design as listed above — adjusted to the given
Accelerator's specific ATSR value as explained
above).

2) Utilizing the above mentioned special Accelerator
capable of accelerating electrons up to the "speed
of light", we can use the same (above mentioned)
methodology to calculate the Accelerator's ATSR
and RDMB, DR-USCFs which would allow for an
empirical testing of the UCP's "production'-
"dissolution"- and 're-production"- of differentially
accelerated electrons (which possess different
masses).

Needless to say that to the extent that these
CUFT's differential-critical ~ predictions would  be
validated empirically this may bear potentially far-
reaching theoretical ramifications in terms of its
validation of the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm, as well as impart theoretical validity to the
CUFT's broader conception of the physical universe as
being solely computed- "dissolved" (e.g., "in-between"
any two consecutive USCF's frames)- and re-produced-
by the singular 'Universal Computational Principle' (UCP)
with every consecutive USCF's frame/s that it produces.
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The Computational Unified Field Theory: What is
"Time"?

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

[. INTRODUCTION: A MATERIAL-CAUSAL
CONCEPTION OF TIME

ccording to the current 'Material-Causal' Paradigm
underlying both Relativity Theory and Quantum

Mechanics, "time" is an "observer-dependent’,
"uni-directional", "material-causal" entity: Its "flow" is "uni-
directional", i.e., it can only move from the "present" to
the "past" but not from the "future" to the "past"... This is
because, according to Relativity Theory, nothing can
travel faster than the speed of light so no observer can
"catch" any light signal emanating from any "past" even".
According to Quantum Mechanics, following the
'collapse" of the subatomic target's "probability wave-
function" as "caused" by its direct physical interaction
with a corresponding subatomic "probe" element — e.g.,
into a single (space-energy, temporal-mass) value, it is
not possible to "un-collapse" this singular (‘collapsed")
target value back into the (preceding) multifarious
"probability wave function" state... Hence, "time-reversal'
is not possible according to both Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics, which are underlie by the Old
"Material-Causal' Paradigm of 20" century Theoretical
Physics;

In contrast, the new "A-Causal Computation"
Paradigm associated with the "Computational Unified
Field Theory" (CUFT) asserts that "time-reversal" may be
possible based on its discovery of a singular (higher-
ordered) 'Universal Consciousness Reality" which
computes the four basic physical features of "space’,
'energy", 'mass' and 'time";  Since this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality is hypothesized to
compute these four basic physical features for each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe
simultaneously, and since the "progression of time" is
produced through this (singular)Universal
Consciousness Reality's computation of the "degree of
change" associated with a given "object" (e.g., "object-
inconsistent" computation), then it was hypothesized
based on the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm that it may be possible to 'reverse-time"
through a precise recording- of a given object's "spatial-
electromagnetic pixels" across a series of USCF's
frames, and the applicaton of a particular
electromagnetic stimulation to each of that object's
'spatial-electromagnetic pixels' in such a manner as to

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

produce the ‘'reversed-sequence" of 'spatial-
electromagnetic' pixels values comprising that object's
"history"! The key point to be emphasized is that not only
does this new CUFT predicts (one of three) "differential-
critical" predictions which significantly differentiate it
from the predictions of both Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics; More broadly, the new CUFT's 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm conceives of "time" (as
well as of the other three physical features of "mass",
'space" and ‘energy") not as ‘event/observer"
dependent entity, but rather as one of the secondary
(integrative) computational measures derived from the
singularity of the Universal Consciousness Reality's
computation of the three 'Computational Dimensions' at
each and every exhaustive spatial pixels across the
physical universe (e.g., in any "past", "present" or "future"
USCF's frame/s)...

Indeed, the purpose and aim of this article is to
examine and delineate the various aspects of "time" as
conceived by the new CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation'
and its potentially far-reaching theoretical implications in
Physics (and Science more generally).

[I. THE CUFT'S REVISION OF "MATERIAL-
CAUSAL TIME"

Thus, the first step towards fully appreciating
the basic revision in our understanding of "time" (as
conceived of by the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm) is to analyze the basic conception of 'time' by
the current 'Material-Causal' Paradigm underlying both
RT and QM; in RT, time is a property derived based on
the constancy of the speed of light, and based upon the
implicit assumption wherein the measurement of the
passage of time depends on the direct physical
interaction between a given relativistic observer and a
particular (space-time, energy-mass) 'phenomenon'
thus, for example, if we are to take a particular event of
an "explosion" emitting rays of light taking place at a
particular spatial location, the temporal value of "when"
this event took place critically depends on the direct
physical interaction between a given relativistic observer
and the ray of light emitted from that 'explosion',
Obviously, since the speed of light is assumed to be
constant by RT (for all relativistic observers) then the
temporal value of this event critically depends on the
direct physical interaction between the event and the
time it take the ray of light to reach the relativistic
observer. The 'time' of the event doesn't exist an
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'independent" entity, but is rather dependent upon the
direct physical interaction between the event and the ray
of light emanating from the event and the relativistic
observer measuring the temporal value of this event. In
a sense, 'time' "doesn't exist' — independently of the
direct physical interaction between the event and the
relativistic observer, e.g., as mediated by the constant
speed of the ray of light. So, time does not exist
independently of its measurement by a relativistic
observer interacting with a particular phenomenon (or
event).Likewise, in QM, the 'temporal' value of a given
subatomic 'target' entity can only be derived based on
the direct physical interaction between this subatomic
'target's’ 'probability wave-function' and another
subatomic 'probe' element, which "causes" the 'collapse’
of the 'probability wave function' into a singular
temporal-mass (complimentary) value of the measured
target. Therefore, in QM too 'time' only "exists" as a result
of the direct physical interaction between the measuring
'probe’ and ‘'target' elements, but does not exist
"independently" of such measurement.

Likewise in QM, the temporal value of a given
subatomic target entity critically depends upon the
direct physical interaction between that subatomic
'target's' probability wave-function and the measuring
subatomic 'probe' element; Following the direct
subatomic 'probe-target’ elements' interaction, the
target's probability wave-function "collapses" into a
singular (complimentary) space-energy, time-mass
value. Hence, it is only the direct physical interaction
between the subatomic 'probe' and target's (probability
wave function) which produces a (singular) temporal
value for the target. Moreover, once this direct physical
interaction between the subatomic probe and target
element has occurred "causing" the "collapse" of the
target's (assumed) "probability wave function" there is no
possibility of "reversing" this temporal sequence, i.e.,
reverting back to the target's "un-collapsed" wave-
function. In other words, "time" is both dependent upon
the direct physical interaction between the subatomic
'probe' and 'target' elements and it also "flows" only "uni-
directionally'- from "past" (e.g., "un-collapsed" probability
wave function) to "future" (collapsed probability wave
function), but not vice versa. Interestingly, Relativity's
perspective also conforms with such a 'unidirectional’,
'material-causal' assumption, due to its basic
assumption wherein it is impossible to transcend the
speed of light, and therefore it is impossible to "catch"
any light signal emanating from any "past" event (such
as the 'explosion' described above).

We thus see that both RT and QM which are
underlie by the same (old) 'Material-Causal' Paradigm
which conceive of "time" as strictly arising from a direct
physical interaction between an observing entity (e.g.,
be it a relativistic observer or a subatomic 'probe'
element) and a given 'phenomenon' (i.e., 'space-time',
'energy-mass' relativistic object or the subatomic
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particle's 'un-collpased' probability wave function); And
both - RT and QM share the same 'unidirectional
assumption regarding the passage of time. In contrast,
the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm associated
with the Computational Unified Field Theory (CUFT)
greatly expands and revises this strict 'Material-Causal
conception of 'time" as contingent upon the direct
physical interaction of a given observer and
phenomenon and also advances the possibility that
'time' can be "reversed"I This new conception of 'time' by
the CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm arises
from its discovery of a singular higher-ordered Universal
Consciousness Reality which computes the four basic
physical features of 'space’, 'time', 'energy' and 'mass' for
each and every exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe
at every minimal time point USCF's frame (e.g., "c?/h" =
1.45%); As shown previously, the computation of 'time'
(as well as of the other three physical features of 'space’,
'‘energy’ and 'mass) by this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality is carried out by its three
Computational Dimensions of 'Framework'
(frame/object), 'Consistency' (consistent/inconsistent)
and 'Locus' (global/local). Thus, from the singular

(higher-ordered)  perspective  of this  Universal
Consciousness Reality, time' is  computed
simultaneously at each exhaustive spatial pixel

comprising the entire physical cosmos (for each minimal
time-point USCF's frame) — i.e., irrespective of any
physical interaction between a relativistic observer and
(space-time, energy-mass) phenomenon, or indeed
between any subatomic 'probe' and 'target' elements!
Nevertheless, the scientific-ontological validity
of "time" (space energy or mass) is seen not as existing
"independently" of the singularity of the Universal
Consciousness Reality, e.g., as "time" (‘energy', 'mass'
and 'space') "dissolves" in-between' any two consecutive
USCF's frames! Indeed, according to the CUFT's
'‘Computational Invariance Principle' and 'Universal
Consciousness Reality', the only constant and "invariant"
reality is the Universal Consciousness Reality — which
exists both "during" each of the USCF's frames (e.g.,
solely computing 'time', 'space’, 'energy' and 'mass' for
each exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe), and also
solely exists 'in-between' every two consecutive USCF's
(without the presence of the entire physical universe);
Thus, according to this 'Computational Invariance
Principle' only the singularity of the Universal
Consciousness Reality may be regarded as 'constant'
and invariant, whereas those four basic physical
features of 'space’, time', 'energy' and 'mass' only exist
"tfransiently" and "dependently" upon the singularity of
the Universal Consciousness Reality's computation of
them (during' its sole production of each consecutive
USCF's frame). In fact, according to the CUFT's
Universal Consciousness Reality postulate, those four
basic physical features (of 'space', time', 'energy’ and
'mass’) only exist as mere manifestations of the singular



Universal Consciousness Reality, but do not exist
'independently" of it — e.g., as they are solely produced
by this Universal Consciousness Reality and they cease
to exist and ‘dissolve" back into this Universal
Consciousness Reality 'in-between' any two consecutive
USCF's.

Hence, the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm's conception of 'time' revises RT's and QM's
old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm's strict dependency of
time' upon a direct physical interaction between an
observing relativistic observer and a given (space-time,
energy-mass) phenomenon, or between a measuring
subatomic 'probe' element and a corresponding
subatomic 'target' element; Instead, 'time' (alike 'energy’,
'space’, 'mass') is computed solely by the singularity of
the Universal Consciousness Reality (for each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe at every minimal
time-point USCF's frame/s) — independently of any
relativistic or quantum measurement.

I1I. "TIME-REVERSAL" IS POSSIBLE!

Perhaps, the most poignant instance
demonstrating the basic revision of the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm of (RT's and QM's) old
'Material-Causal' Paradigm's conception of time is given
through the CUFT's assertion that "time-reversal' may be
possible; As shown previously, the CUFT asserts the
possibility of 'time-reversal' based on its analysis of 'time'
as arising from the Universal Consciousness Principle's
computation of the degree of change in the
electromagnetic spatial-pixels comprising any given
object across a series of USCF's frames (e.g., 'object-
inconsistent' computation); If indeed, the computation of
'time' is derived from the Universal Consciousness
Reality's computation of the degree of change in a given
object's  (electromagnetic-spatial-pixel)  composition
across a series of USCF's frames, then it should be
possible to 'reverse-time" based on an accurate
recording of a given object's spatial-electromagnetic
pixels' composition across a series USCF's frames,
compute and apply specific electromagnetic stimulation
to each exhaustive spatial-pixel comprising that object
across an equivalent number of USCF's frames such
that the object's sequence of spatial-electromagnetic
pixels' values comprising the series of USCF's frames
would be reversed! The key point to understand is that
unlike both RT and QM, "time" does not exist contingent
upon the direct physical interaction between an observer
and a phenomenon (e.g., relativistic observer and
space-time, energy-mass phenomenon, or subatomic
'probe’ and 'target' elements); Such 'Material-Causal'
assumption shared by both RT and QM implies that
once that particular ‘'observer-phenomenon' direct
physical interaction has taken place, it is not possible to
're-create" it: as indicated above, in QM following the
direct physical interaction between the subatomic

'‘probe’ and ‘'target' elements the subatomic target's
multifarious probability wave-function "collapses" into a
singular (complimentary) 'space-energy', or 'mass-time'
value, thereby negating the possibility of "un-collapsing"
this target's singular complimentary value back into the
probability wave function's multifarious values...
Likewise, Relativity Theory asserts that once a certain
event has occurred, e.g., such as the abovementioned
light-emitting explosion event, it is not possible to travel
at a velocity greater than the 'speed of light' in order to
"catch" that explosion's past ray of light.

Indeed, this "differential-critical prediction" of the
CUFT which significantly differs from the predictions of
both RT and QM is one of three 'differential-critical
predictions' which contrast between specific instances in
which the CUFT significantly differs from both RT and
QM; It is perhaps important to remember (once more)
Einstein's famous response to the question: "what may
be the (desired) 'fate' of his Relativity Theory" to which he
responded: "l wish for my Theory to become a 'special-
case' within a broader theoretical understanding!" This
quote is relevant here since it portrays the new CUFT's
embedding- integrating- and ultimately transcending-
the assumptions of contemporary Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics. How does this new CUFT
challenge and revise the basic assumptions of both
theories? Essentially, the conception of "time" shared by
both RT and QM is based on their underlying 'Material-
Causal' Old Paradigm which assumes that 'time' (as well
as 'space’, 'energy' and 'mass') is "caused" by a direct
physical interaction between a given (relativistic or
quantum) 'observer' and 'phenomenon’, and that once
this direct physical interaction has taken place, it is not
possible to "reverse" it.

Moreover, the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Paradigm'
(of 21%" Century Physics) depiction of 'time' ('space’,
'energy’ and 'mass') — not as "caused" by any direct
physical interaction between a given relativistic
'observer' or subatomic 'probe' and a corresponding
relativistic or quantum 'phenomenon’, but rather as
representing a secondary computational feature being
continuously computed through the singularity of the
Universal Consciousness Reality completely revises our
basic understanding of what "time" is (e.g., as well as of
the three other physical features of 'space', 'energy' and
'mass'); 'Time' ('space', 'energy’ and 'mass) is not
contingent upon any physical measurement but is
computed by the Universal Consciousness Reality for
any exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe — e.g., as the
degree of "change" (inconsistency) that pertains for that
spatial pixel across a series of USCF's frames. So, 'time'
('space', 'energy' or 'mass') — are not contingent upon
their measurement by any relativistic observer or
subatomic probe element, i.e., because they are
computed independently by the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality (simultaneously) at every
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exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe (at every
minimal time-point 'c?/n" = 1.45*) So, by extension, the
whole physical universe — comprised of this Universal
Consciousness Reality's simultaneous computation of
all exhaustive spatial pixels at any such minimal time-
point USCF's frame/s exists 'independently" of any
relativistic observer or quantum probe measurement/s!
In fact, the Computational Unified Field Theory's (CUFT)
new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm of 21 Century
Physics goes further on to postulate that each
consecutive USCF's frame (comprising all exhaustive
spatial pixels in the physical universe at any minimal
time-point USCF's frame/s) — "dissolves" back into the
singularity of this Universal Consciousness Reality and
is retained as a frame "present" or "stored" within this
Universal  Consciousness Reality's  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir...

IV. TRANSCENDING TIME, SPACE &
CAUSALITY

Indeed, this new conception of "time" (as well as
'space", ‘'energy", and "'mass") which  exists
independently of our (quantum or relativistic)
measurements of it, e.g., as solely computed by the
singular (higher-ordered) Universal Consciousness
Reality, significantly alters our basic conception of "time"
(as well as of the three other basic physical features of
'space’, 'mass', and 'energy'); As elaborated previously,
the CUFT's theoretical postulates of the 'Computational
Invariance  Principle’ and associated 'Universal
Consciousness Reality' indicate that since only the
Universal Consciousness Principle is "computationally-
invariant" (that is exists uniformly and consistently both
"during" its simultaneous computation of each
consecutive USCF's frame/s as well as solely exists "in-
between' any two consecutive USCF's frame/s),
whereas the four basic features of 'space’, 'time',
'energy' and 'mass' only exist "during" each consecutive
USCF's frame/s (as solely computed by this singular
Universal Consciousness Principle) and are therefore
deemed ‘"computationally-variant"; This leads to the
Universal 'Consciousness Reality' postulate which
asserts that there exists only one singular 'Universal
Consciousness Reality' which exists consistently and
constantly both "during" each consecutive USCF's
frame/s and also solely exists 'in-between' ay two
consecutive frames, whereas those four basic physical
features of 'space' 'time', 'energy’ and 'mass' merely
represent "transient-phenomenal" manifestations of the
singularity of the Universal Consciousness Reality...

Hence, "time" (as well as 'space', 'energy' and
'mass') cease to exist as ‘'independent-objective"
physical features associated with a consistent physical
universe; Instead, 'time' ('space', 'energy’ and 'mass)
exist only transiently, and phenomenally — in truth, only
existing as a manifestation of this singular Universal
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Consciousness Reality! To re-state Einstein's "radical"
metamorphosis of Relativity's basic conception of 'time";
"time" according to Relativity Theory does not exist as an
"objective-universal' physical property (e.g., '"as a
universal ticking objective-clock") but rather critically
depends on the measurement of a particular relativistic
observer's velocity relative to the constancy of the speed
of light; Or, according to Quantum Mechanics, 'time'
(and its complementary 'mass' pair) can only be
measured based on a particular subatomic
measurement wherein a specific subatomic 'probe'
element directly interacts with the subatomic target's
'‘probability wave function', thereby ‘causing" the
"collapse" of this 'probability wave function' into a
singular complimentary temporal-mass value). In
contrast, the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm asserts that 'time' (as well as 'space’, 'energy’'
and 'mass') is computed independently of any quantum
or relativistic measurements by the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality at each minimal time-point
USCF's frame (e.g., at the incredible rate of c®/h=1.45
). Nevertheless, the existence of 'time' (as well as of the
three other basic physical features) is merely 'transient’
and 'phenomenal’ i.e., it exists only "during" each such
consecutive USCF's frame/s but not '"in-between" any
two frames and it is only a manifestation of the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality (which exists
invariantly' and consistently both 'during' each USCF's
frame/s and 'in-between' any two frames wherein only
this Universal Consciousness Reality exists).

In that sense, the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality transcends the strict limitations
of 'time', 'space' and 'causality’; It was thus shown
(previously) that the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm transcends the strict "causal" boundaries set
by Relativity's postulated 'speed of light barrier' set upon
the transmission of any light-signal across space and
time. This is because based on the CUFT's asserted
simultaneous  computation by the  Universal
Consciousness Reality of all exhaustive spatial-pixels in
the universe at any minimal time-point USCF frame
(e.g., ¢*h=1.45* seconds), it is possible for the
Universal Consciousness Reality — and by extension
also for an "expanded" Individual Human Consciousness
(e.g., based on another CUFT's theoretical postulate of
the ‘'Individual Human Consciousness Expanded
Spectrum Hypothesis, IHCESH'") to similarly compute-
and affect- any exhaustive spatial pixel/s across the
physical universe "instantaneously" for any single USCF
frame, or at the incredible rate of c¥h=1.45*second for
a series of USCF's frames (which transcends the speed
of light barrier)! Likewise, "causality" was negated by the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm — again
due to the simultaneity of the Universal Consciousness
Reality's computation of all exhaustive spatial-pixels in
the universe (at any minimal time-point USCF's frame/s,



c’/h=1.45"2 seconds), which precludes the possibility of
the existence of any 'material-causal" physical
relationship/s between any two (or more) exhaustive-
spatial pixels at any single- or multiple- USCF's frame/s.
So, what we're left with is an entirely new conception of
"time" (as well as the other three basic physical features
and also of ‘'causality"); 'time' is a secondary
computational property computed at each exhaustive
spatial-pixel in the universe by the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality, but its existence is "transient-
phenomenal’, that is it exists only transiently "during"
each consecutive USCF's frame (but not "in-between'
any two consecutive frames) and its existence is
'‘phenomenal’, e.g., merely as a manifestation of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality (and not as an
"independent" reality from it).

Indeed, this new ‘transient-phenomenal'
conception of 'time' led to the (somewhat "surprising")
realization that time can be "reversed", and more broadly
challenged the "Second Law of Thermodynamics" and
the "Arrow of Time" hypothesis: It was shown that based
on the CUFT's (above- and previous- mentioned)
'Individual Human Consciousness Expansive Spectrum
Hypothesis' (IHCESH) postulated capacity to compute
every exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe
(e.g., equivalently to the capacity of the Universal
Consciousness Principle — of which the "expanded"
Individual Human Consciousness is not "separate", as
also stipulated by the CUFT's additional "Universal
Consciousness Reality's Inseparability Principle"), it
should be possible for such 'expanded' Individual
Human Consciousness to reproduce in a 'reversed
spatial-electromagnetic-pixels' order" any given physical
object's- or system's sequence of spatial-
electromagnetic pixels (comprising that object's or
system's) series of USCF's frames, thereby effectively
'reversing-time"! Succinctly states, it was argued that
since the flow of "time" merely represents (according to
the CUFT) the Universal Consciousness Reality's
computation of the degree of change (in a given 'object’)
across a series of USCF's frames, then the re-
production of that object's spatial-electromagnetic
values across a parallel series of USCF's frames
essentially "reverses-time" for that object! Indeed,
another technological application of the same principle
was previously also stated in which a device that would
allow for the precise recording of any given object's
spatial-electromagnetic pixels values (across a series of
USCF's frames) and also compute- and apply- specific
electromagnetic stimulation to all exhaustive spatial
pixels comprising that particular object such that it re-
produces that object's reversed-spatial-electromagnetic
sequence would effectively "reverse-time" for that object
(or phenomenon)...

V. THE "SUPRA-SPATIAL-TEMPORAL
RESERVOIR": "COMPUTED-TIME" VS.
"POTENTIAL- T IME"

A further development and understanding of the
CUFT's new conception of "time" (as well as of 'space,
'energy’ and 'mass') comes from its (previously
mentioned) postulate of the 'Universal Consciousness
Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir'; According
to this 'Universal Consciousness Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir' theoretical postulate, since the
Universal Consciousness Reality 'dissolves" all
exhaustive spatial-pixels of any given USCF's frame/s
("in-between" any two given USCF's frames) and then re-
recreates- sustains- and evolves- all of those exhaustive
spatial pixels in every subsequent USCF's frame/s then it
was postulated that all past- present- and future-*
USCF's frames are ‘'stored" within the Universal
Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir... (*It was also postulated that based on the
capacity of Individual Human Consciousness to choose
various "moral-decisions" which in turn is hypothesized
to affect the Universal Consciousness Reality's
"Dynamic-Equilibrium’, e.g., innate tendency to balance
any "immoral-offence" of one Individual Consciousness
against another Individual Human Consciousness, then
there must exist "'multiple potential future/s" as part of
this Universal Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir). Thus, it is asserted by the CUFT
that the Universal Consciousness Reality contains within
it all past-present- and future/s* USCF's frame/s
(including all exhaustive spatial pixels comprising each
individual USCF's frame/s).

Two integral facets associated with the
discovery of this 'Universal Consciousness Reality's
'Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir' necessitate further
exploration:

a) Understanding of the Universal Consciousness
Reality's "computation-mechanism', i.e., especially
as it relates to "Computed-Time" (e.g., pertaining to
a particular given object existing within a given
series of USCF's frames) vs. the Universal
Consciousness Reality's own production of the
series of USCF's frames (e.g., at the incredible rate
of 'c?/h" = 1.45*?) hereby termed: "Universal-Rate";

b) Understanding what may be the relationship
between this Universal Consciousness Reality's
Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir's "Potential-Time",
i.e., "past’- and "future/s*" USCF's and the "present"
"Computed Time"?

First, we begin with an analysis of the Universal
Consciousness Reality's 'computation-mechanism' — i.e.,
particularly as it relates to the appearance of the
'‘Computed-Time's' extremely rapid series of USCF's at
the rate of "c?h" = 1.45" seconds; Based on the
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CUFT's (previously presented) 'Universal Computational
Formula”:

Universal Computational Formula

which postulated that the Universal
Computational/Consciousness Principle computes each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe, e.g., pertaining
to its four basic physical features of 'space’, 'time,
'energy' and 'mass' at the (incredible) rate of "c?h" =
1.45* seconds; we now address the important question
relating to this "Universal Rate": "'c?/h" = 1.45* seconds
and its relationship to its computation of "Computed-
Time" (e.g., which is one of the above mentioned four
physical features that are computed through the
Universal Consciousness Principle for each exhaustive
spatial pixel in the universe as delineated in the
Universal Consciousness Formula); Perhaps an elegant
manner for depicting the relationship between this
'Universal-Rate' of "c?/h" = 1.45* seconds at which the
Universal Consciousness Principle computes each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe (e.g.,
simultaneously) and its specific computation of the
"temporal-value" of any given particular exhaustive
spatial-pixel is (once again) through the "Cinematic-Film
Metaphor": Imagine a film depicting a fast jet-plane
zooming through the screen and alongside it there is a
slow pedestrian walking (watching this supersonic jet
plane zooming by); we can see that when we compare
the "temporal-value" associated with the ‘jet-plane'
relative to the 'temporal-value" associated with the
'pedestrian’ (walking) we obtain that since the 'temporal-
value' is computed relative to the "Projected-Rate" of the
Cinema-Projector: i.e., as the degree of "inconsistency"
(or change) in any given object relative to the 'Projected-
Rate' (e.g., the Rate at which the frames are projected);
then measurements of 'change' (inconsistency)
performed at the 'jet-plane' would vyield 'less change'
relative to this Cinema-Projector's 'Projected-Rate' (of
change), then for the "slower-changing" pedestrian. This
is simply because the rate of "object-change" in the jet-
plane is lower relative to the 'object-change' for the
pedestrian — since this 'object-change' is computed
relative to the much higher 'Projected-Change' rate
(of the Cinema-Projector). Thus, we obtain that the
‘temporal-value' of any given object (in the film) is given
based on a comparison of that object's 'object-change'
relative to the (higher) 'Projected-Rate’, e.g., with the
temporal-time  "slowing-down" for  "higher-velocity"
objects (less object-change) than for "slower-velocity"
objects...

This 'Cinematic-Film Metaphor' is equivalent to
the CUFT's depiction of the Universal Computational/
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Consciousness Principle's "Universal-Rate" at which it
computes the extremely rapid series of USCF's frame
("'c®h" = 1.45% seconds) and its relationship to its
specific computation of each exhaustive spatial-pixel's
'temporal-value'; That is, it is postulated that the specific
'‘computed-time' for each exhaustive spatial pixel in the
universe is computed by the Universal Consciousness
Principle based on the CUFT's Universal Computational
Formula's ratio between the Universal Consciousness'
'Universal-Rate' ("c?/h" = 1.45* seconds) and any given
object's 'temporal-value' given through the CUFT's
computational definition of "time":

Interestingly, this new realization of the subtle
relationship between the Universal Consciousness
Principle's 'Universal-Rate' and its specifically computed
‘temporal-value' for each exhaustive spatial pixel lends
itself to three immediate (important) theoretical
ramifications: first, it replicates (elegantly) Relativity's
"time-dilation" for fast relativistic objects (as well as for
'massive objects', as described previously). This is
because the temporal value of any given event is
computed based on that event's (or object's) degree of
spatial change relative to the maximal degree of change
of the speed of light (across consecutive USCF's
frames). This implies that the closer an object (or event)
travels relative to the speed of light the smaller is the
ensuing "temporal-value" of that object or event (e.g.,
equivalent to "time-dilation”). Secondly, it (once
again) points at the "dissolution" of "time" 'in-between'
any two consecutive USCF's frames and the broader
(above mentioned) 'Computational Invariance Principle'
and associated 'Universal Consciousness Reality's'
realization that "time" (as well as 'space’, 'energy' and
'mass') cease to exist an ‘independent-objective"
physical property but is rather seen as merely a
manifestation of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality; Third, it points at the fundamental nature of the
Universal Consciousness Reality's 'Universal-Rate' — as a
basic property characterizing this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality 's production- and manifestation-
of the physical universe, e.g., as merely a manifestation
of the singular Universal Consciousness Reality; Indeed,
it is suggested that in the same manner that Relativity
recognized the Constancy of the Speed of Light (for all
relativistic observers) as a fundamental property
characterizing nature, so does the CUFT acknowledges
the 'Universal Rate": "c?/h" = 1.45% seconds as a most
fundamental characterization of the rate at which the
singular Universal Consciousness Reality computes-
"dissolves'- re-creates- and evolves- every exhaustive
spatial pixel in the physical universe! Interestingly, this
new 'Universal Rate' and the 'Universal Computational
Formula' (in which it is embedded) represent a broader
generalization of Relativity's 'Constancy of the Speed of
Light' (e.g., as well as Quantum's properties — such as
for instance its Uncertainty-Principle's complimentary
pairs of 'space and energy' or time and mass' which are



fully embedded and integrated within the CUFT's new
Universal Computational Formula). Indeed, the CUFT's
new 'Universal-Rate": "'c®/n" = 1.45* seconds precisely
embeds- and integrates-Relativity's 'Constancy of the
Speed of Light' together with Quantum Mechanics' (QM)
'h" Planck's constant to describe the rate at which the
Universal Consciousness Reality computes the
extremely rapid rate of the USCF's frames which create-
"dissolve'- re-create- and evolve- the entire physical
universe... So, we obtain that this new Universal-Rate
represents a basic property of the physical universe
(which fully integrates- and transcends- both RT and QM
Models, as represented by the CUFT's full 'Universal
Computational Formula').

We now come to discuss the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm's discovery of the
principle difference between "Potential-Time" and
"Computed-Time": based on the above mentioned (and
previous) delineation of the Universal Consciousness
Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir, e.g., which
contains all "past'- "present'- and "future/s*" USCF's
exhaustive spatial-pixels we recognize the existence of
'Potential-Time'": that is, the potentiality of all 'past,
'present’ and 'future/s*' events, objects, occurrence/s
and phenomena - as already existing in a "potential-
format' within the singularity of this Universal
Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir! In contrast, "Computed-Time" refers to the
actual USCF's frame/s that are being computed, e.g., on
an ongoing continuous basis by this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality: this 'Computed-Time' therefore
refers to the continuous "present" USCF's frame that is
being computed by this singular  Universal
Consciousness Reality. Therefore, in effect, it may be
said that the 'Computed-Time' represents a "present-
continuous" embodiment taken from the totality of the
Universal Consciousness Reality's exhaustive Supra-
Spatial-Temporal  Reservoir's  'Potential-Time'.  Once
again, the utilization of the 'Cinematic-Film Metaphor'
may be helpful at this point: when we watch a cinema
film ‘'rolling-out we can differentiate between its
'Potential-Time' which would refer to all 'potential "past"
and "future" film-frames that are not being presented at
the exact "present" frame... In contrast, 'Computed-Time'
can be seen as the 'actual-frame" that is being
presented at any given moment in the film's presentation
— which constitutes one of multitude "potential-frames"
comprising the entire film... It is important to note,
however, that there exists one principle difference
between the 'Cinematic-Film Metaphor' and the CUFT's
description of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality's  Supra-Spatial-Temporal  Reservoir  which
contains all exhaustive 'Potential-Time' USCF's frames
and also embodies any "current" 'Computed-Time' USCF
frame/s: This difference is that whereas in the
'Cinematic-Film Metaphor' both the 'Potential-Time'
exhaustive pool of (yet) "un-presented" film-frames (and

all of their comprising exhaustive spatial-pixels) as well
as all '‘current' 'Computed-Time' USCF's frames — remain
constant irrespective of their sequential presentation
through the continuous film presentation; in the case of
the singular Universal Consciousness Reality's
continuous production of the (extremely rapid)
sequence of USCF's frames, as will be pointed out
(below), it is stipulated that the actual presentation of
each ‘'present' (sequential) USCF's frame - and
particularly the 'Dynamic-Equilibrium' (e.g., moral-based)
"free-will choices" made by any Individual Human
Consciousness comprising the entirety of given
exhaustive spatial pixels comprising each "present
(e.g., 'Computed-Time') USCF's frame/s does alter all
"past" and "future/s*" USCF's frames' potential pixels! This
is because, whereas in the Cinematic-Film Metaphor all
exhaustive 'past’, 'present' and 'future/s*' film-frames are
"fixed" and pre-determined by the producer of the film
and cannot be altered during the progressive
presentation of the film, in the real case of the Universal
Consciousness Reality's ongoing production of the
consecutive series of USCF's frames: due to the
previously  delineated 'Dynamic-Equilibrium'  Moral
Principle which recognizes the singular unity of all
apparently "separate" Individual Human Consciousness'
and the innate "balancing-mechanism" of this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality to "correct" any "moral-
imbalance" that may have occurred in case one given
Individual Human Consciousness afflicts "pain" or
"suffering" upon another 'Individual Consciousness';
Hence, the Dynamic-Equilibrium Principle postulated
that in such case the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality would initiate a 'balancing-effect' that would force
the "inflicting-pain' Individual Human Consciousness to
experience precisely the same quality and intensity of
'suffering’ (or 'pain’) that the "inflicted" Individual Human
Consciousness has to endure... So, the principle
difference between the Cinematic-Film Metaphor and
the singular 'Universal Consciousness Reality's'
continuous computation associated with the (ongoing)
origination- sustenance- and evolution- of the entire
physical universe is that in the (unique) case of the
Universal Consciousness Reality's operation, the free
"moral-choices" that each Individual Human
Consciousness takes affects- and indeed alters- all
'past" and ‘future/s*" related USCF's frames'
occurrences, e.g., based on the above mentioned
'Dynamic-Equilibrium' intrinsic propensity of the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality (as further described
below).

VI. THE "BI-DIRECTIONAL TIME-FLOW
HyrOTHESIS" (BDTFH)

A further development of the CUFT's new
conception of "time" is its 'Bi-Directional Time-Flow
Hypothesis' (BDTFH) which stipulates that based on the
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earlier discovery of the 'Universal Consciousness Supra-
Spatial-Temporal Reservoir' and 'Individual Human
Consciousness  Expansive  Spectrum  Hypothesis'
(IHCESH) it may be possible to affect a "two-directional
flow of time"! This is due to the fact that according to the
Universal ~ Consciousness'  Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir Postulate all "past-", "present-" and "future"*-
USCF's frames (including all of their exhaustive spatial
pixels) are "stored" within this Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir; This means that from the expansive
perspective of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality, all "past'- "present"- and "future’- USCF's frames
(and all of their exhaustive spatial-pixels, objects, and
occurrences) is accessible to — and can be reproduced-
by this singular Universal Consciousness Reality (e.g.,
which is also supported through the CUFT's additional
"Universal Consciousness Reality's Infinite Omniscient,
Omni-present" postulate previously presented asserting
that all past- present- and future/s* USCF's exhaustive
spatial pixels are "knowable" and "producible" by this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality); Therefore,
according to the 'Individual Human Consciousness
Expansive Spectrum Hypothesis' which postulates that
Individual Human Consciousness possesses the
potential to "expand' and function in a manner
equivalent to the Universal Consciousness Reality, then
this such 'expanded' Individual Human Consciousness
can access- produce- and evolve- any "past'- "present'-
or "future/s*'- USCF's frames stored within the 'Universal
Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir'... Hence, it should be possible for such an
'expanded' Individual Human Consciousness to
successively produce (for instance) a series of USCF's
comprising say the life of a given "amoeba" (e.g., or
indeed any other object that exists or that existed
anywhere in the universe!) in a "reversed" sequence',
i.e., such that its presentation would comprise of the
USCF's frames in the 'reversed-time flow", from its
'aging" state to its "young" state. In much the same
manner, it was previously stipulated that a technological
equivalent embodiment can be produced which can
record any given object (e.g., such as a biological
'amoeba" organism) across a series of USCF's frames,
i.e., comprising all of its constituting exhaustive spatial-
electromagnetic pixels values at any given USCF/s
frame across the series of USCF's frames comprising its
biological life-span, and then apply a particular
electromagnetic stimulation directed to each one of its
constituting spatial-electromagnetic pixels in such a
manner as to re-produce a "reversed-sequence" of that
‘amoeba’'s' constituting spatial-electromagnetic  pixels
across a parallel series of USCF's frames, e.g., de-facto
"reversing" that amoeba's biological-time!

Hence, the "Bi-Directional Time-Flow
Hypothesis" (BDTFH) stipulates that due to the existence
of all exhaustive 'past'- "present- and "future/s"*-
USCF's spatial pixels as stored within the Universal
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Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-Temporal
Reservoir, and due to the possibility to access- and
"reverse'- any given series of USCF's frames' exhaustive
spatial pixels either through an "expanded" Individual
Human Consciousness, or indeed based on the above
mentioned technological manipulation of specific
electromagnetic simulation of any given object's
(or phenomenon's), it should also be possible to
'reverse time", that is allow time to "flow" both in its
"ordinary-direction" from the past to the future, or
reverse' its flow, e.g., from the future/s* to the past...
Interestingly, the above described (new) discovery of the
CUFT's Universal Consciousness Reality's difference
between 'Potential-Time' and 'Computed-Time' (and its
associated Individual Human Consciousness' Free-Will
Hypothesis which can alter all related 'past- and 'future-
USCF's frames' occurrences and phenomenon spatial
pixels) opens-up completely new possibilities for further
scientific exploration, e.g., relating to the possibility of an
"expanded" Individual Human Consciousness to access-
and potentially affect- any Potential-Time "past' or
"future/s"* occurrence/s etc.

THE "INDIVIDUAL HUMAN
CONSCIOUSNESS FREE-WILL
HyrPOTHESIS" (IHCFWH)

VII.

The final development of the CUFT's new
conception of "time" — not as dependent upon any
Relativistic or Quantum measurement, nor as a
unidirectional strict "stream" that flows from the "past" to
the "future", but not vice versa (e.g., but rather based on
the above mentioned 'Bi-Directional Time-Flow
Hypothesis' potentially flowing in both directions); we are
reaching a final 'Individual Human Consciousness Free-
Will Hypothesis' (IHCFWH) which combines with an
earlier "Universal Consciousness Reality Dynamic
Equilibrium  Principle": According to the 'Universal
Consciousness Reality Dynamic Equilibrium Principle,
due to the singularity of the Universal Consciousness
Reality, which exists both "during" each consecutive
USCF's frame/s (e.g., computing every exhaustive
spatial-pixel in the universe and its four associated
physical features of 'space’, time', 'energy' and 'mass')
and also solely exists "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames, the 'Dynamic-Equilibrium' Principle
postulates that there exists a basic innate tendency of
this singular Universal Consciousness Reality to
'balance" any "moral-imbalance", i.e., in case one
Individual Human  Consciousness  afflicts  "pain"
(or ‘"suffering") upon another Individual Human
Consciousness  since  both  Individual  Human
Consciousness comprise inseparable parts of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality; this means
that in order to "balance" any such affliction of 'suffering'
by one Individual Consciousness to another Individual
Consciousness, the 'Afflicting-Individual Consciousness'



would have to experience an equivalent 'degree of
suffering’ to that which the ‘Inflicted-Individual
Consciousness'.

But, this means that there exists a "Free-Choice"
for each Individual Human Consciousness, which allows
it to choose 'moral-decisions' (e.g., whether to
consciously inflict suffering or not to inflict suffering —
and vice versa to 'benefit' or 'affect-positively' any other
Individual Human Consciousness at any point in time);
Indeed, according to this new 'Individual Human
Consciousness Free-Will Hypothesis' (IHCFWH), the
moral-choice/s that any such Individual Human
Consciousness chooses (towards any other single or
multiple Individual Human Consciousness) brings about
a natural 'Universal Consciousness Reality's Dynamic-
Equilibrium' selection of one of multiple possible
"future/s"* for each associated Individual Human
Consciousness based on the moral/immoral (positive or
negative) conscious motivation of each of the involved
Individual Human Consciousness... Hence, we obtain a
far more complex (and fascinating) conception of "time"
— especially of "Potential-Time" and its manifestation as
"Computed-Time" based on this additional 'Individual
Human Consciousness Free-Will Hypothesis' and
associated 'Universal Consciousness Reality Dynamic
Equilibrium' Principle: no longer is 'Computed-Time' a
"fixed" property executed within the exhaustive pool of
the 'Universal Consciousness Reality's Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir', but rather the 'moral-choices' that
each Individual Human Consciousness opts (e.g., in the
'past’, "present" or "future/s'*) affect a proportionate
'balancing-act' of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality associated with its Dynamic-Equilibrium Principle
to alter the pool of spatial-pixels' events embedded
within the exhaustive 'Universal Consciousness Reality's
Supra-Spatial-Temporal Reservoir's' Computed-Time...
To revert back to the 'Cinematic-Film Metaphor', contrary
to the ordinary-film instance, in which all "past',
'present’- and "future/s*" stored film-frames within the
exhaustive pool of the film's entire series of frames, in
which the presentation (or "role-out") of any single- or
multiple- film's frame/s cannot alter (in any way) any
"future" or "past" film-frame; in the unique case of the
Universal Consciousness Reality, according to the
Individual  Human  Consciousness  Free-Choice
Hypothesis' the moral choices executed by each
Individual Human Consciousness at any single- or
multiple- USCF's frame/s can- and does- affect- the
singular Universal Consciousness Reality's Dynamic-
Equilibrium 'balancing-act' of future/s* (and potentially
also of past) USCF's frames' occurrences.

We therefore obtain a completely new
understanding of time" — not as strictly depending upon
any relativistic or quantum measurement/s, nor as
flowing "uni-directionally" (e.g., from the past to the
future but not vice versa), nor as being "fixed" (e.g.,
based on past relativistic or quantum effects); but rather,

as being computed continuously by the singular
Universal Consciousness Reality for each exhaustive
spatial-pixel/s in the physical universe and as being
interactively affected by 'past- 'present- and 'future/s'*-

USCF's  frames' comprising Individual Human
Consciousness' moral-choices (and the Universal
Consciousness Reality's balancing 'Dynamic-

Equilibrium' mechanism)... This new conception of
'time" (as well as of the other three basic physical
features of 'space', 'energy’ and 'mass) as being
continuously computed by a singular (unitary) 'Universal
Consciousness Reality' significantly alters our basic
understanding of the physical universe as being totally
dependent upon- and merely a manifestation of- a
singular Universal Consciousness Reality. Finally, this
new conception of "time", "space", "energy" and "'mass" is
also associated with the centrality of Individual Human
Consciousness, which is seen as truly 'inseparable"
from the singular Universal Consciousness Reality as
well as possesses the potential to "expand" and alter
any exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe,
'reverse-time', and can also affect certain "past'-
'present’- and "future/s*-" occurrences based on
moral/immoral conscious actions which "trigger-off" the
Universal Consciousness Reality's 'Dynamic-Equilibrium'’
balancing principle.
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The "Double-Faceted Universal Consciousness
Reality”: A Theoretical Review

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

. INTRODUCTION

wenty  First  Century  Physics is  being
Tmetamorphosed by the discovery of the
“Computational Unified Field Theory” (CUFT) , i.e.,

from its “old” “Material-Causal” Paradigm to the CUFT’s
newly discovered “Universal Consciousness Reality’s ‘A-
Causal Computation’ Paradigm! Hence, The purpose of
this last article within this Special Issue is to summarize
and encapsulate the far reaching theoretical implications
of the CUFT's new Universal Consciousness Reality
which replaces and transcends Relativity Theory (RT)
and Quantum Mechanics (QM): As described
extensively in the fourteen articles within this Special
Issue (and previously: Bentwich: ?7?7) the empirical
validation of at least one of the Computational Unified
Field Theory’s (CUFT) “differential-critical predictions”,
e.g., associated with the “Proton-Puzzle” findings,
alongside its resolution of the principle (apparent)
theoretical inconsistency between RT and QM; as well
as of a series of unresolved “Physical Conundrums”
(e.g., such as “Dark-Energy” and “Dark-Matter”, the
“Arrow of Time” etc.) position the CUFT as a satisfactory
“Theory of Everything” (TOE) and establishes it's new
‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm as a novel alternative
to the current ‘Material-Causal’ Paradigm underlying
both RT and QM: Succinctly stated, this new ‘A-Causal
Computation’ is based on the discovery of a singular
higher-ordered Universal Consciousness Reality which
is responsible for the computation- “dissolution”-
sustenance- and evolution- of all exhaustive spatial
pixels comprising the entire physical universe at every
minimal time-point USCF’s frame/s (e.g., which is being
solely produced by this singular  Universal
Consciousness Reality). Indeed, according to the CUFT,
this Universal Consciousness Reality computes each
consecutive USCF’s frame/s at the incredible rate of
“c?/h” = 1.45%1 which comprises all exhaustive spatial
pixels in the physical universe, e.g., including their four
associated physical features of “space”, “time”,
“energy” and “mass”; Additionally, the CUFT posits that
“‘in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s frame/s, only
the singularity of the Universal Consciousness Reality
exists — i.e., with no presence of the physical universe
“in-between” any two such consecutive USCF’s frames!
The principle metamorphosis that this new
Universal Consciousness Reality brought about in

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

Twenty-First Century Theoretical Physics stems from the
fact that it advocates an “A-Causal Computation” new
Paradigm, i.e., wherein the entire physical universe is
being computed “simultaneously” (at every such
minimal time-point USCF's frame/s: “c?/h” = 1.45%!), as
opposed to the “Old Material-Causal” Paradigm of
Relativity Theory and Quantum Mechanics! In a nutshell,
this new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm was shown
to negate the possibility of the existence of any
“material-causal” physical relationship/s (between any
two or more exhaustive spatial pixels in the entire
physical universe) at either a relativistic or quantum
level, e.g., due to the “simultaneity” of this Universal
Consciousness Reality’s computation of any such
exhaustive spatial pixels at any single or multiple
USCF’s frames, and the “dissolution” of the entire
physical universe “in-between” any two consecutive
USCF’s frame/s (e.g., which prevents the transference
of any physical effect or phenomenon across any two
consecutive USCF'’s frames)! This principle negation of
any ‘material-causal’ (quantum or relativistic) effect or
phenomena dramatically altered- and revised-the old
‘Material-Causal’ Paradigm’s conception of Relativity
Theory and Quantum Mechanics:

[I. THE CUFT REVISES RELATIVITY'S AND
QUANTUM’'S CONCEPTION OF THE
UNIVERSE

Thus, General Relativity Theory’s conception of
the physical universe as being governed by Einstein’s
(famous) Equations which postulate that mass curves
‘space-time’ and conversely this curvature of space-time
determines the movement pathways of ‘massive
objects’ — was proven invalid due to the impossibility of
the existence of any such ‘material-causal’ (interactive)
physical relationships between “curved space-time” and
“massive-objects”! Specifically, it was shown that since
no physical universe exists “in-between” any two
consecutive USCF’s frames, and since each exhaustive
spatial pixel throughout the entire physical universe is
produced “simultaneously” by the (singular) Universal
Consciousness Reality, then there cannot exist any
‘material-causal’ physical relationship/s between any
given ‘massive-object/s’ and ‘curved space-time’, e.g.,
either within any single USCF’s frame/s or across any
two consecutive USCF'’s frames! Hence, the CUFT's
new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm brought about a
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profound change in the way that this new Universal
Consciousness Reality views and explains the
origination, sustenance and evolution of the entire
physical cosmos; Instead of Relativity Theory’s origin of
the entire physical universe from a nuclear “Big-Bang”
explosion which is currently assumed to have created all
of the mass, energy, galaxies, etc. (some 13.5 Billion
years ago), the CUFT's ‘A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm explains the origins of the physical universe —

as being continuously “created”, “dissolved’- “re-
created” — and “evolved” solely based upon the
Universal Consciousness Reality’'s extremely rapid

computation of the series of USCF’s frames (e.g., every
“c’/h"=1.45" second!) Once again, to utilize the
‘Cinematic-Film Metaphor’ for Universal Consciousness
Reality’s continuous origination of the rapid series of
USCF’s comprising the entire physical cosmos — in the
same manner that we cannot say that the “first-frame” in
a given film has “created”- or “caused”’- the “second”,
“third” etc. frames, but rather that the “producer” of the
film has arranged all of the frames in that fim in a
particular order; in the case of the Universal
Consciousness Reality, it is hypothesized to originate at
every “c’h"=1.45% second! The entire physical
universe, e.g., just as it produced the ‘“first-frame”
depicting a ‘Big-Bang’ nuclear explosion... Moreover,
since there cannot be any “transference” of any physical
effect, “matter”, or phenomenon - from any given
USCF’s frame/s to any subsequent USCF’s frame/s
(e.g., due to the “dissolution” of the entire physical
universe ‘“in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s
frames), therefore the new ‘A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm negates Relativity’s posited evolution of the
cosmos based on the interactive physical relationships
between ‘space-time’ and its ‘curvature by massive
objects’ (and vice versa this assumed ‘curved space-
time’s’ “causing” ‘massive objects’ to travel in particular
pathways): Instead, the CUFT’s ‘A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm asserts that the origination- “dissolution-*
(e.g.,” in-between” any two consecutive USCF's
frame/s) and evolution of any exhaustive spatial-pixel in
the universe (as well as of the entire physical universe) is
solely dependent upon the continuous computation of
each exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe by this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality (at every
minimal time-point  “c?h”"=1.45% second!)in this
manner, “Dark-Matter” and “Dark-Energy” were “swept
away” and rejected as “superfluous” (e.g., “non-
existent”) - e.g., not “causing” the accelerated
expansion of the physical universe, but rather that the
universe is expanding (at an accelerated rate) simply
due to one of the intrinsic features of this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality; which is its
“accelerated” increase of the number of exhaustive
spatial pixels for each subsequent USCF’s frame/s! In
other words, the physical cosmos expands — not as
‘caused” by any “non-existent” “Dark-Matter” or “Dark-

© 2018 Global Journals

Energy” (which is currently assumed to account for up
to 90% of all “mass” and “energy” in the universe but
could not be detected empirically, akin to the
“superfluous” “Ether” concept which could also not be
verified empirically prior to Einstein’s 1905 Relativity
Paradigmatic Shift!) Instead, the accelerated expansion
of the entire physical cosmos and its overall evolution —
must be attributed solely to the computation-
dissolution-  re-creation- and evolution- of each
exhaustive spatial pixel within it by this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality at every minimal time-point
“c?/h”"=1.45*second!

In much the same manner, the discovery of the
singular  Universal  Consciousness Reality also
challenged and fundamentally revised Quantum
Mechanics’ conception of the origination and dynamics
of any hypothetical subatomic “target” particle or
phenomenon: this is because according to Quantum
Mechanics, any subatomic quantum “target” particle (or
phenomenon) may only be determined based on that
subatomic target’s “probability wave function’s collapse”
— which is “caused” by its direct physical interaction with
another subatomic “probe” element; But, since the
CUFT’s new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm negates
the possibility of any “material-causal” interaction
between any two (or more) exhaustive spatial pixels,
e.g., including those subatomic “probe” and “target”
elements (existing either in the same- or other- USCF'’s
frames), therefore the new A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm negates QM'’s postulation regarding the
“‘collapse” of the “subatomic target's probability wave
function” as “caused” by its direct physical interaction
with another “subatomic probe element’! Instead, the
CUFT advocates (once again) an instantaneous
computation of all exhaustive spatial-pixels comprising
the same USCF'’s frame/s, e.g., including any two given
subatomic “probe” and “target” elements... In fact, the
new conception of the CUFT's A-Causal Computation
Paradigm goes even further to elucidate the fact that
there exist “single  spatial-temporal”  “particle”
measurements, “multi-spatial-temporal” “‘wave”
measurements — which are both embedded within the
exhaustive USCF’s frame/s measurement that includes
all ‘single spatial-temporal particle’ and ‘multiple spatial-
temporal wave’ measurements! Indeed, it is based on
this exhaustive theoretical framework of the CUFT's
Universal Consciousness Reality’s computation of all
exhaustive spatial-pixels (embedding within it both the
‘particle’ and ‘wave’ measurements) that the new ‘A-
Causal Computation’ Paradigm was able to resolve the
apparent theoretical inconsistency that seems to exist
between RT’s “speed of light limit” for the transmission
of any physical signal across space and time and QM'’s
“‘guantum-entanglement” phenomenon (e.g., which
suggests that a measurement of a given “entangled

particle” “instantaneously affects” its other entangled



particle’s  “complimentary  properties” - thereby
apparently violating the ‘speed of light constraint’ for
transmitting any physical signal or effect!); This is
because according to the CUFT new ‘A-Causal
Computation’ Paradigm, the Universal Consciousness
Reality computes simultaneously all ‘single-spatial-
temporal particle/s’, and all ‘multi-spatial-temporal wave’
measurements as embedded within the Universal
Consciousness Reality’s exhaustive USCF’s frame/s
computation; Hence, what appears to be two “separate”
‘single-spatial-temporal’  “entangled particles” — are in
truth but different segments of the same ‘multi-spatial
wave’ measurement, which in turn is computed
simultaneously as part of the exhaustive USCF'’s
frame/s! This implies that in reality — it is not that one
“entangled-particle” interacted with the other ‘entangled
particle’ (e.g., at a speed greater than the Speed of
Light), but rather that these two ‘entangled particles’
represent “equivalent points” alongside the same
(‘multi-spatial-temporal’) “wave” measurement which
therefore yields “equivalent complimentary-pairs” values
for these two particles (as explained previously); this
explanation was also tied with another fascinating
insight brought about by the CUFT’s new ‘A-Causal
Computation’ Paradigm (of 21* Century Physics), e.g.,
wherein it was realized that the Universal
Computational/Consciousness Principle computes the
four basic physical features of ‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’
and ‘mass’ based on its three ‘Computational
Dimensions’ of “Framework” (‘object’ vs. ‘frame’),
“Consistency” (‘consistent’ vs. ‘inconsistent’) and
“Locus” (‘global’ vs. ‘local’); it was thus shown that in
the same manner that one cannot perceive at the same
time a “half-empty” glass and a “half-full” glass, so do
the two computational levels “frame” — consistent and
inconsistent (‘space’ and ‘energy’) or of “object” -
consistent and inconsistent (‘mass’ and ‘time’)
necessarily comprise exhaustive computational pairs,
e.g., giving rise to Heisenberg’'s Uncertainty Principle
‘complimentary-pairs”  simultaneous  measurement
accuracy constraint!

[II. TRANSCENDING RELATIVISTIC &
QUANTUM CONSTRAINTS

Indeed, it turned out that this novel (singular
higher-ordered) CUFT’'s Universal Consciousness
Reality’s ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm was
successful in  resolving the apparent theoretical
inconsistency between RT and QM and moreover fully
integrated them within the singular theoretical framework
of the Universal Consciousness Reality’s “Universal
Computational Formula”, which delineates the Universal
Consciousness Principle’s extremely rapid simultaneous
computation of every exhaustive spatial pixel in the
entire physical cosmos (e.g., including its four

associated ‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ physical
features).

Universal Computational Formula (Ucf)

392 = sl.e
ht m
1) Relativistic Representation: e xs = m X ¢?
t h
2) Quantum Representation: t mc® = s e
h
Indeed, several fascinating facets of this

singular Universal Computation Formula were unraveled
which include: its replication- yet transcendence- of both
guantum and relativistic known relationships (and laws);
the discovery of the extraordinary rate at which this
(singular) Universal Consciousness Reality computes
the series of minimal time point: “c?/h” = 1.45*! USCF'’s
frames comprising the entire physical universe; and the
complete unification of the four basic physical features
of “space”, “time”, “energy” and “mass” — as secondary
computational measurements of the degree of “change”
(inconsistency”) or “un-change” (consistency) at any
exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe (e.g., computed
by this Universal Consciousness Reality)!

Thus, as outlined previously, the two
“Relativistic” and “Quantum” formats of the (singular)
Universal Computational Formula  highlight  the
replication and embedding of key relativistic and
quantum relationships within the broader theoretical
framework of the CUFT's Universal Consciousness
Reality’s ‘A-Causal Computation’ new Paradigm of 21°
Century Theoretical Physics:

Beyond that, the new Universal Computational
Formula exemplifies the merely “transient” and
‘phenomenal” nature of those four basic physical
features of ‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ and
hence of the whole physical universe as existing only
“during” each Universal Consciousness Reality
produced USCF’s frame/s but not “in-between” any two
such consecutive USCF’s frames (as indeed posited by
the CUFT's ‘Computational Invariance Principle’,
Universal Consciousness Principle and , Universal
Consciousness Reality theoretical postulates!  Finally,
the far reaching theoretical ramifications derived from
this (singular) Universal Computational Formula are that
‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ are no longer
“separate” from each other — as they all represent
different computational derivatives of the same singular
Universal Consciousness Reality’s exhaustive
computation of the degree of ‘“consistency” or
‘inconsistency” as pertaining to computational
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measurements of a single “object” or relative to the
entire “frame” being depicted (by the Universal
Consciousness Reality) across a series of USCF’s
frames (as represented by the three “Computational
Dimensions” of “Framework” (frame/object),
“Consistency” (consistent/inconsistent) and “Locus”
(global/local)!

Indeed, by fully integrating Relativistic and
Quantum relationships and based on the extraordinary
discovery of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality’s singular computation of every exhaustive
spatial pixel/s in the entire physical universe, e.g., which
recognizes the four basic physical features of ‘space’,
‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ as (integrated) secondary
computational products of the singular ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’, the CUFT new Universal
Consciousness Reality’s new ‘A-Causal Computation’
Paradigm has opened an entirely new, broader, and
very exciting perspective on the true nature of the
physical universe — i.e., as merely representing a
“transient”, “phenomenal” manifestation of the singular
(“computationally invariant”) Universal Consciousness
Reality (which exists “unaltered” both “during” each
USCF’s frame/s and also solely exists without the
presence of any physical universe “in-between” any two
consecutive USCF’s frames)!  The ensuing theoretical
conception of the physical universe — not as “caused”
by any “material-causal” ‘Big-Bang” nuclear explosion,
or as governed by Einstein’'s General Relativity’s
‘material-causal’ relationships  between “massive
objects” curvature of “space-time” (which is conversely
assumed to determine the travelling pathways of those
‘massive objects’), nor as propelled by a “superfluous”
(e.g., non-existent!) “dark-matter” or “dark-energy”
(Bentwich: ??7); but rather as being continuously
created- “dissolved”- “re-created”- and evolved- by the
singular Universal Consciousness Reality completely
alters our basic conception of the physical universe —
which merely represents a “transient-phenomenal”
manifestation (e.g., “computationally-variant”)
manifestation of the singular permanent (“computational
invariant”) Universal Consciousness Reality which both
creates- and transcends- the physical universel!

[V. AN “ANIMATING” OMNISCIENT INFINITE
SUPRA-SPATIAL-TEMPORAL UNIVERSAL
CONSCIOUSNESS REALITY

Indeed, the “new picture” of the physical
universe changes dramatically with the discovery of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality’s “Supra-
Spatial-Temporal  Omniscient  (Omnipresent)  Infinite”
characterizations (as outlined in this Special Issue):
Given the fact that all “past”- “present”- and “future”*
USCF’s frames are “stored” within this singular
‘Universal  Consciousness Reality’s  Supra-Spatial-
Temporal Reservoir”, then this brought about a profound
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change in our basic conception and understanding of
the physical cosmos as being “animated” and in fact
representing only a sort of a “camouflage” which in truth
is only a manifestation of the singularity of this Universal
Consciousness Reality (*as explained previously, due to
the moral-based  “Dynamic-Equilibrium”  principle
associated with this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality suggests that “multiple-futures” exist which are
dependent upon the moral choice/s of the “Individual
Human Consciousness”!) This new realization
profoundly revised our conception of the physical
universe and our scientific ontological knowledge of it:
thus, for instance, since this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality computes- dissolves- re-creates-
and evolves- every exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the
universe (at every minimal time-point “c®h” = 1.45%I)
this was shown to imply that this Universal
Consciousness Reality “cognizes” and is “Omniscient”
(and Omnipresent) at every such exhaustive spatial-pixel
in the universe, e.g., in any “past”, “present” or “future”
USCF’s frame/s! As such it revised Godel's
Incompleteness Theorem’s apparent inherent
Mathematical constraint imposed upon the possibility to
construct any consistent finite Mathematical System:
instead, the discovery of the new Universal
Consciousness Reality’s Infinite  Omniscient Supra-
Spatial-Temporal Reservoir implied that whereas any
Logical-Mathematical System is “nullified” by the
Universal Consciousness Reality’s ‘A-Causal
Computation” Paradigm (e.g., which negates the
possibility of the existence of any ‘material-causal’
relationship/s existing either within the same- or
different- USCF’s frame/s including any such ‘Logical-
Mathematical System!); Nevertheless, this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality does in fact “cognize”
and is in fact “Omniscient” regarding any exhaustive
spatial-pixel in the universe in the “past”, “present” and
“future”*, thereby opening new and profound
possibilities for both deductive and inductive Science!
Indeed, one of the first instances in which this
CUFT's Universal Consciousness Reality’s new ‘A-
Causal Computation’ Paradigm of 21% Century Physics
has already shown to negate- and call for a basic
revision- of the old “Material-Causal Paradigm” was in
the case of Darwin’s Natural Selection Principle (based
Evolutionary Theory): It was shown that since Darwin’s
Natural Selection Principle is based upon this old
‘Material-Causal’ assumption wherein it is assumed that
it is the direct physical interaction between any given
biological organism and an exhaustive set of
‘Environmental Factors’ — which “causes” this organism
(and all of its potential descendants) to “survive” or be

“extinct”; and since the CUFT's new ‘A-Causal
Computation” Paradigm strictly negates the very
possibility of any such ‘material-causal’ physical

interaction/s between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial-pixels (e.g., existing either in the same- or



different- USCF’s frames), therefore Darwin’s Natural
Selection Principle was negated by this new ‘A-Causal
Computation’ Paradigm! Instead, a new Universal
Consciousness Reality based understanding of the
workings of this Universal Consciousness Reality, which
creates- dissolves- re-creates- and evolves- any
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe, e.g., including its
apparent intrinsic characteristic to evolve the physical
forms from “inanimate”, through “animate”: “plants”,
“animals”, “humans” — and up to the full manifestation of
a Universal Consciousness within human
Consciousness! Other significant examples for the
profound necessary change throughout the whole of
Deductive and Inductive Science are: the challenging of
General Relativity’s “Einstein’'s  Equations”, “Dark-
Matter” and “Dark-Energy”, the “Second Law of
Thermodynamics” (outlined in this Special Issue).

V. A DOUBLE-SIDED UNIVERSAL
CONSCIOUSNESS REALITY!

Perhaps another final significant derivative of
the discovery of this new profound Universal
Consciousness Reality is the realization that this
Universal Consciousness Reality possesses “two
facets”, i.e., the “physical” facet derived from the
Universal Computational Formula which delineates the
“mechanics” of the Universal Consciousness Reality’s
computation of the four basic physical features of
‘space’, ‘time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ through its three

Computational Dimensions (e.g., at the rate of
“c’h"=1.45%1); and the “Individual  Human
Consciousness Expansive  Spectrum  Hypothesis”

(IHCESH) facet, which is associated with the CUFT's
earlier  discovery  wherein Individual Human
Consciousness possesses the potential to function in an
identical manner to the Universal Consciousness
Reality, i.e., in its “expanded” format (in the waking state
of Individual Consciousness): According to this IHCESH
postulate of the CUFT Individual Human Consciousness
(in its “expanded” form) can produce- “dissolve’-
sustain- and evolve- any exhaustive spatial pixel in the
universe at any minimal time-point USCF/s (“c®h” =
1.45*) — just as the Universal Consciousness Reality
does! Moreover, due to the fact that according to the
‘Supra-Spatial-Temporal Infinite Omniscient
Omnipresent Reservoir’ postulate of the CUFT, which
posits that the Universal Consciousness Reality “stores”
all ‘past- ‘present- and ‘future’* USCF’s frames,
therefore it follows that such an “expanded” Individual
Human Consciousness must also be capable of
accessing (and even potentially “affecting”!) any
exhaustive spatial pixel/s throughout the entire physical
cosmos in the “past”, “present” or “future”! The gist of
the difference between these “two sided-facets” of the
singular Universal Consciousness Reality is that
whereas the ‘physical’ facet focuses on those

(‘transient-phenomenal’) physical features of ‘space’,
time’, ‘energy’ and ‘mass’ (associated with each
exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe) — which exist
only at any given USCF’s frame/s but “dissolves” “in-
between” any two consecutive USCF's frames; and
moreover its ontological stance is only “transient-
phenomenal” — merely representing the singular reality
of the Universal Consciousness Reality; the “internal-
facet” of this Universal Consciousness Reality — which
may be “accessible” by the “expanded” Individual
Human Consciousness is not likewise “limited” to the
“present” USCF’s frame that is being presented, e.g., in
terms of our physical measurements or our ability to
manipulate any particular spatial-pixel/s.

In order to emphasize this principle difference
between the (‘internal’) ‘Expanded Individual Human
Consciousness’ facet of the (singular) Universal
Consciousness Reality and its (‘external) ‘physical’
facet, let us perhaps utilize one of the previously (three)
“differential-critical predictions” of the CUFT (which
differentiate it from both RT and QM - one of which has
received initial empirical validation through Bernaur and
Pohl’s 2014 “Proton-Radius Puzzle”): namely, the “Time-
Reversal Hypothesis”! According to this ‘Time-Reversal
Hypothesis’ (see Bentwich: 2017?77?) it may be possible
to “reverse-time” in one of two methodologies: a) based
on the precise recording of the particular ‘spatial-
electromagnetic pixels’ of any given object (which
changes with time such a biological organism or tissue
etc.) across a series of consecutive USCF’s frames and
subsequently to apply such ‘electromagnetic-
stimulation’ which may “reverse” those spatial-pixels’
particular electromagnetic-spatial values (across the
same number of USCF’s recorded); and b: to employ
the “Expanded Individual Human Consciousness” to
access- or indeed alter- any “past’- “present’- or
“future”** USCF’s frame/s’ depiction of any given object
(or phenomenon)! Hence, the (principle) difference
between these two facets of Universal Consciousness
Reality (e.g., in the particular case of “time-reversal”) is
that whereas the “external-physical” facet may only
reverse any given USCF's frame/s depiction of a given
object (or phenomenon) based on that object’s
previously recorded spatial-electromagnetic pixels’
values, the “internal-Expended Individual Human
Consciousness” facet allows for accessing- and
potentially altering- any “past”- “present”- or “future”**-
USCF’s configuration of any exhaustive spatial pixel/s
(potentially) throughout the entire physical universe! To
utilize the previously outlined ‘Cinematic-Film Metaphor’
analogy for this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality (in the specific case of ‘time-reversal’ described
above) - the ‘external-physical’ facet may be
represented as the manipulation of a certain number of
USCF’s frames’ depiction of a given object (e.g., in
order to reverse its sequential electromagnetic spatial-
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pixels values), whereas the ‘internal-Expanded Individual
Human Consciousness’ facet may be represented as
the accessing- and even altering- of any “exhaustive
spatial pixel” which exists in any of the film-frames!

VI. DiscussioN: THE NEw 'UNIVERSAL
CONSCIOUSNESS REALITY' SCIENTIFIC
HoORIZONS

An (exciting) emerging development of this
Universal Consciousness Reality Science is the
realization that it possesses a “two-facets” — i.e., as it
appears from the perspective of the physical cosmos,
and as it appears from the perspective of an “Expanded
Individual Human Consciousness” perspective! To
utilize the (previously outlined) “Cinematic-Film
Metaphor”, these two facets of this singular Universal
Consciousness Reality may be likened to looking at the
production of the film from the perspective of the
“screen” (upon which it is projected) as opposed to
analyzing the film from the perspective of the
“projector”; Indeed, following this (refined) Cinematic-
Film Metaphor may be quite fruitful in understanding the
full scope and potential of the ‘Computational Unified
Field Theory’s’ to elucidate the new emerging picture of
the entire cosmos as solely produced by the singularity
of the Universal Consciousness Reality (and the intrinsic
potential of our Individual Human Consciousness that is
closely associated with this Universal Consciousness
Reality)! This is simply because if we were to examine-
and possibly affect- any “physical occurrence/s” or
“physical features” taking place on the Cinematic Film
Screen, we could approach this issue from two different
perspectives: a) from the perspective of this Screen
(itself), or b) from the perspective of the dynamics of the
Cinematic-Film dynamics (e.g., frames, rate of
projection, or even the entire “dvd” and its “playing-out”
across the screen!) It is suggested that in this regards
this ‘Cinematic-Film Metaphor’ may be quite equivalent
to the “Two Sided Facets” of the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality:

Indeed, as shown previously, the CUFT
delineated the Universal Consciousness’ Reality’s
computation- “dissolution”- sustenance- and evolution-
of every exhaustive spatial pixel throughout the entire
physical universe (at every minimal time-point “c?/n” =
1.45*1) which comprises the extremely rapid series of
USCF’s frames originating, sustaining and evolving the
entire physical cosmos! Moreover, it was shown
(and deduced) that since only the Universal
Consciousness Reality exists both “during” each such
consecutive USCF’s frame/s and also exists “in-
between” any two USCF’s frames (without the presence
of any physical universe), therefore only this Universal
Consciousness  Reality exists  ‘“invariantly”  (e.g.,
consistently and permanently) whereas the entire
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physical cosmos exists only as a manifestation of this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality (and even as a
mere “‘camouflage” for this singular  Universal
Consciousness Reality!) Hence, our entire perception-
and understanding of the physical cosmos is altered
(altogether) — pointing at its merely “transient” and
‘phenomenal” existence, e.g., existing only “during” but
not “in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s frames
and only representing a manifestation of the singularity
of the Universal Consciousness Reality! This (profound)
metamorphosis of the physical universe — from its
current ‘Material-Causal’ stance which views the
universe as originated by the “Big-Bang” nuclear fusion
and whose expansion is accelerated based on the
(empirically undetected) “Black Matter” and “Black
Energy” or as existing based on ‘material-causal’
“collapse of the subatomic target’s probability wave
function” which is “caused” by its direct physical
interaction with another subatomic “probe” element;
towards the Universal Consciousness Reality’s new
Paradigm which views the every exhaustive spatial pixel
in the universe, e.g., at any “past”, “present” or “future”
USCF’s frame/s as solely and singularly produced-
“dissolved”- sustained and evolved- by the Universal
Consciousness Reality brings us closer and closer to
the recognition of the two facets of this Universal
Consciousness Reality, i.e., akin to the abovementioned
two possible perspectives for perceiving- and potentially
also affecting- any exhaustive spatial pixel’'s associated
physical features...

Hence, the emerging new  ‘Universal
Consciousness Reality’ based Science opens new
profound horizons for the further development of all
Deductive and Inductive Science: This new “Universal
Consciousness Reality” (UCR) Science realizes that
there exists only one singular Reality which exists both
“during” each USCF's frame/s (e.g., giving rise to every
exhaustive spatial pixel/s throughout the entire physical
cosmos — in the “past’- “present”- and “future”*-) and
also solely exists without the presence of any physical
universe ‘“in-between” any two consecutive USCF’s
frames; It emphasizes the continuous “origination’-
“dissolution”- sustenance- and evolution- of every such
exhaustive spatial-pixel in the universe (as well as of the
whole  cosmos) by this singular  Universal
Consciousness Reality, rather than the old ‘Material-
Causal’ Paradigm which assumes that the universe was
created 13.5 Billion years ago by a Big-Bang nuclear
explosion and is being “propelled” by a (“non-existent”!)
“‘Dark-Matter” and “Dark-Energy”... Indeed, this new
UCR’s ‘A-Causal-Computation’ Paradigm revolutionizes
our whole conception of every inductive and deductive
‘material-causal’ relationship/s, such that it negates the
very possibility of the existence of any such ‘material-
causal’ relationship/s between any (two or more)
exhaustive spatial-pixel/s (existing within any “past’-



“present”- or “future”-* USCF's frame/s)! Hence, this
new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm (of 21 Century
Physics) was shown to negate and revise Relativity’s
‘Einstein’s Equations’ (e.g., due to the impossibility of
any ‘material-causal’ dynamic interaction between any
‘massive-objects’ and the ‘curvature of space-time’),
negate ‘Second Law of Thermodynamics’ (e.g., likewise
due to the negation of any such ‘material-causal’
relationships between the given state of Entropy in any
particular USCF’s frame/s and its assumed increase in
any subsequent USCF’s frame/s), reject Darwin’s
Natural Selection Principle (e.g., due to the negation of
any ‘material-causal’ relationship  between any
‘Environmental-Factors’ and the “survival” or “extinction”
of any given organism or its descendants); Likewise,
Gddel’'s Incompleteness Theorem (GIT) was revised —
i.e., as the whole of Deductive Logic-Mathematics
based on this new ‘A-Causal Computation’ Paradigm
which negates the possibility of the existence of any
‘material-causal’ relationship/s between any exhaustive
spatial-pixel/s including any “computing device” or even
the “human-brain” at any “past”, “present” or “future”*
USCF’s frame/s)!

The new ensuing ‘Universal Consciousness
Reality’ based Science is quite an extraordinary one — in
that it opens almost unlimited “infinite” possibilities for
Science’s understanding (and to a certain extent even
“control”) over all natural (deductive and inductive)
phenomena... This is because one of the far —reaching
theoretical conclusions arising from the new Universal
Consciousness Reality Paradigm of 21 Century Physics
is that since this Universal Consciousness Reality
singularly computes- sustains- “dissolves”- and evolves-
each exhaustive spatial pixel throughout the entire
physical universe, and moreover that none of these
exhaustive spatial pixels (comprising the entirety of the
physical cosmos) exists “permanently” (e.g., in and of
itself), but rather these exhaustive spatial pixels exist
only as a manifestation of the singularity of the Universal
Consciousness Reality — which “holds” all “past’-
‘present”- and even “future”*- USCF's frames’
exhaustive spatial pixels  (within  the  Universal
Consciousness Reality’s Reservoir); therefore it was
inferred that this singular Universal Consciousness
possesses an ‘“Infinite Omnipresent, Omniscient”
knowledge- and effect- over all “past”, “present” and
“future”* USCF’s exhaustive spatial pixels, phenomena
and occurrences! Given the CUFT's discovery of the
(hypothesized) equivalence of the “expanded” format of
the Individual Human Consciousness and the singularity
of the Universal Consciousness Reality, this was then
shown to imply that at least in principle such an
‘expanded” Individual Human Consciousness could
‘know” and also potentially “affect” any “past’-
“present”- or “future”* USCF’s exhaustive spatial pixel/s,
phenomena or occurrences! This implies that to the

extent that Science could probe and utilize this
“expanded” Individual Human Consciousness faculty
(e.g., which was previously shown to exist in all
Individual Consciousness — in the “deep sleep” state, or
indeed “in-between” any two consecutive thoughts or in
a “pure-prayer” or meditation state); then Science can
probe- “know”’- and even affect- every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe (in the “past’, “present”, or
“future”*) USCF’s frame/s! Indeed, in the case of
Godel’s Incompleteness Theorem it was shown that this
new Universal Consciousness Reality’'s Infinite
Omnipresent Omniscient characteristic may allow Logic-
Mathematics to “know” and “resolve” any exhaustive
hypothetical relationship/s (e.g., while at the same time
negating the possibility of any finite logical-mathematical
System to compute any ‘deductive-causal’ relationship
or even interaction — once again due to the simultaneity
of this Universal Consciousness Reality’s computation
of all exhaustive spatial pixel/s existing either in the
same- or different- USCF's frames)!

In the case of the inductive Natural Sciences
this Infinite Omnipresent Omniscient capacities of the
“expanded” Individual Human Consciousness brought
about a ‘dramatic’ transcendence of all apparent
existing constraints on Science’s capacity to probe-
‘know”- and even affect- every exhaustive spatial pixel
throughout the entire physical cosmos: e.g., including
the transcendence of the “Speed of Light Barrier” for
transference of information of effects across space and
time;
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Letter to AAOAJ: "Dark Matter" May Not Exist!

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

. INTRODUCTION

wenty-First Century Theoretical Physics may be in
Ta state akin to 19" century Physics prior to

Einstein's  Relativity Paradigmatic ~ Shift and
Quantum Mechanics discovery; This is because the two
primary pillars of Modern Physics, namely RT and QM
seem inconsistent (e.g., such as the apparent
contradiction that exists between QM's "quantum
entanglement" phenomenon indicating the possibility of
'non-local" instantaneous effects as opposed to RT's
strict constraint imposed upon the transmission of any
signal across time and space (at a speed greater than
the speed of light). Additionally, up to 85% of all Mass
and Energy in the universe cannot be detected
empirically but instead is hypothesized to comprise of
"Dark Matter" and "Dark Energy", which are hypothesized
to "cause" the accelerated expansion of the physical
universe.

Indeed, it is herein suggested that despite
several hypothetical approaches towards the discovery
of 'Dark-Matter' and 'Dark-Energy' (which are succinctly
stated below), the recent discovery- and initial empirical
validation- of a new 'Computational Unified Field Theory'
(CUFT)""™®may challenge the (thus far hypothetical)
existence of 'Dark-Matter' and 'Dark Energy' and offer an
alternative new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm which
may completely unify and integrate between RT and QM
and also provide a satisfactory explanation for a series
of "Physical Conundrums" which also include an
alternative theoretical account for the empirically
observed accelerated expansion of the physical
universe, as well as potentially expand our basic
understanding of the origin- and makeup- of the
physical universe. Thus, despite the fact that the
hypothetical existence of 'Dark-Matter" has been
postulated as early as the 1930's (de Swart, Bertone &
van Dongen, 2017 Nat. Astron. 1, 0059; 2017) and
which further converged with the "Nonbaryonic Dark
Matter" Theory (Peebles, J., Nat. Astron. 1, 0057; 2017)
and the Rubin's work on galactic rotation curves
Nature (542, 32; 2017). Although there are several
prospective experimental approaches which may
provide indirect empirical evidence for the existence of
'Dark-Matter" and "Dark-Energy" including: detection of
imprints of "Dark-Energy" on various energy spectra or
cosmic rays etc. (Conrad & Reimer: Nat. Phys. 13, 224—
231; 2017); or "Dark-Matter" could be detected through
neutrino telescopic measurements (Nat. Phys. 13, 232—
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238; 2017)or through the Canadian Hydrogen Intensity
Mapping Experiment (Nat. Astron. 1, 0037; 2017).

However, this hypothesis is challenged based
on the initial empirical validation of one of the "critical
predictions" of the "Computational Unified Field Theory"
(CUFT) through findings associated with "Proton-Radius
Puzzle"® The CUFT's critical prediction differentiate it
from the corresponding predictions of both Relativity
Theory (RT) and Quantum Mechanics (QM). It predicted
that a more massive particle (such as the 'Muon') would
be measured as more "spatially-consistent" than a less
massive particle (such as the 'electron’) across a series
of (minimal) time-measurements, which was validated
empirically through the 'Proton-Radius Puzzle' findings.
These findings indicated that that the nucleus of a
Hydrogen atom encircled by a 'Muon' particle is
measured approximately 100 times smaller (and more
accurate) than an equivalent Hydrogen atom
surrounded by an electron (which is approximately 100
time slighter than the Muon particle). Since these
'Proton-Radius Puzzle' findings validated the ‘critical
prediction' of the CUFT's — but could not be accounted
for by either RT or QM, therefore the CUFT is considered
a potentially satisfactory Theory of Everything' (TOE);

But, if indeed, the CUFT may be considered a
satisfactory 'TOE' then its new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm challenges the very possibility of the existence
of "Dark-Matter": This is because the basic assumption
underlying the existence of the hypothetical "Dark
Matter" is that this 'Dark-Matter', e.g., which accounts for
up to 80% of all the mass in the universe "causes" the
empirically observed accelerated expansion of the
physical universe. However, the existence of such a
"causal" relationship between "Dark-Matter' and the
accelerated expansion of the physical universe is strictly
negated according to the CUFT's new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm. This is because this 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm states that there exists a
singular  (higher-ordered) "Universal Computational
Principle" (represented by the Hebrew Letter "Yud": ™")
which simultaneously computes every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe at every minimal time-point: "'c?/h"=
1.45% sec. Due to the Universal Computational
Principle's simultaneous computation of every exhaustive
spatial pixel in the universe (e.g., at the incredible rate of
c’/h = 1.45* sec. which produces a series of 'Universal
Frames' comprising all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe), the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm
was shown to negate the possibility of the existence of
any "causal" relationships between any two exhaustive
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spatial pixels in the universe at any single- or multiple-
Universal Frame/s (minimal time-point frame/s).
Therefore, the very existence of 'Dark-Matter" as
'causing" the accelerated expansion of the universe is
negated by the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm. Indeed, this principle negation of the
existence of any 'causal' relationships between any two
(quantum or relativistic) spatial pixels at any single or
multiple 'Universal Frames' (due to the simultaneous
computation of every exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe at any such single or multiple Universal Frames
by the Universal Computational Principle) was also
shown to bear potentially far-reaching theoretical

ramifications: Thus, it was shown that this new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm challenges such basic
assumptions in Modern Physics as the 'Big-Bang'
Model, the "Second Law of Thermodynamics" and the
existence of "Dark-Matter" (and "Dark-Energy").

Another, more directly testable negation of the
existence of "Dark-Matter" by the CUFT's new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm is the suggested empirical
testing of the CUFT's new computational definition of
'mass" as the UCP's computation of the number of times
a given object is presented spatially-consistent across a
given number of (minimal time-point) Universal Frames,
thus:

M: Z[oj{x.y,z} [USCF(M)] = ofi...j-1) {(X), (), @)} {USCF(...n)} / h * n{USCF's}

such that

[0i{x,y,zZ}USCF(n)] - [0i{ (X+]),(y+]),(z+))USCF(...n)] = n * h[USCF(1...n)]

wherein the 'mass' (M) value of an object is computed
based on a measure of the number of times an "object"
is presented "consistently" across a series of USCF's,
divided by Planck's constant.

This new "computational definition" of "mass"
can be directly tested through one of two experimental
conditions:

a) Empirically test another CUFT's 'critical prediction’
(differentiating it from the corresponding predictions
of both RT and QM) wherein a relatively more
massive particle (such as the 'Muon') would be
measured across a greater number of 'Universal
Frames' (or some proportionate sampling of them)
than a less massive particle (such as the 'electron’).

b) Empirically test another CUFT's ‘critical prediction'
predicting that 'in-between" any two consecutive
Universal Frames (c%(2*h) = 1.45%/2 sec' there
would not appear any "mass" bearing particle (e.g.,
including the Boson-Higgs particle assumed to
impart mass to other particles).

Needless to say that to the extent that either
one of these CUFT's 'critical-predictions' would be
validated empirically, this would significantly challenge
the (old) "Material-Causal" Paradigm underlying both RT
and QM (e.g., both assuming the determination of any
given  relativistic ~ space-time  or  energy-mass
'ohenomenon" or quantum complimentary space-
energy or time-mass subatomic "target" values strictly
based on their direct physical interaction with another
relativistic 'observer' or subatomic 'probe' element) — in
favor of the (new) CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm which negates the possibility of the existence
of any such 'material-causal' physical relationship/s
between any two exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe (at any minimal time-point) Universal Frame/s).
Specifically, the empirical validation of the second
above mentioned (b) critical prediction indicating the
"dissolution" of all subatomic particles "in-between" any
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two consecutive Universal Frames (e.g., followed by the
UCP's re-production of all exhaustive spatial pixels at the
subsequent Universal Frame/s) would undermine the
existence of any hypothetical 'material-causal
relationships at either the relativistic or quantum levels,
i.e., including a negation of the existence of 'Dark-Matter'
(and 'Dark Energy"). This would necessitate a complete
revision of 21* century Theoretical Physics based on the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm. Indeed,
one of the significant new discoveries of this new
CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm is its
unravelling of a complete unification of the four basic
features of 'space', 'time', 'energy’ and 'mass' as
secondary (integrated) computational by-products of
the Universal Computational Principle (extremely rapid)
computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
physical universe at every minimal time-point Universal
Frame/s as expressed by the CUFT's Universal
Computational Formula (e.g., which also integrates and
transcends RT and QM as embedded within this
singular higher ordered Universal Computational
Formula:

Universal Computational Formula (Ucf)

’92 = i
h t|m
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Testing the CUFT's 'Differential-Critical
Prediction/s": The Higgs-Boson Particle
May Not Exist Continuously

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D

[. INTRODUCTION

wenty-first  century  Theoretical ~ Physics in

Tundergoing a major Paradigmatic Shift due to the

discovery of the 'Computational Unified Field

Theory' (CUFT); Indeed, the discovery of the CUFT is

bringing about a 'Paradigmatic Shift' from the Old

'Material-Causal' Paradigm underlying both 'Relativity

Theory' (RT) and 'Quantum Mechanics' (QM) towards

the New 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm; As shown

previously, this 'Paradigmatic Shift from the Old

'Material-Causal' Paradigm of RT and QM to the CUFT's

new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm is warranted

based on Kuhn's (1962) famous rigorous scientific
criteria for the initiation of a "Paradigmatic Shift" in

Science: According to Kuhn, the fulfilment of several

scientific criteria are necessary to justify the alternation

between a "Standard Science Paradigm' towards a

"Paradigmatic Shift" (e.g., and the acceptance of a "New

Paradigm" in any given scientific discipline):

a) The existence of a basic theoretical crisis between
the pillars of a given scientific discipline.

b) Existence of a series of "unexplained phenomena"
that the Old Scientific Paradigm cannot account for
— but which can be explained by the "New
Paradigm".

c) Identification of at least one ‘'differential-critical
prediction" that the New Paradigm predicts which is
significantly different than the predictions of the "Old
Paradigm".

d) Empirical Validation of this 'differential-critical
prediction' (as different than then Old Paradigm's
prediction/s).

e) Ideally, the New Paradigm' will also offer new
insights, empirical predictions, and a broader
theoretical framework which expands the "horizons"
of our Scientific Understanding (in a given field and
hopefully also in other fields of Science).

One of the intriguing new theoretical
ramifications of this new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm of the CUFT is that it stipulates that there
cannot exist any "material-causal' relationships between
any (two or more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

either on the same- or different USCF's frames (e.g., at
either the relativistic or quantum levels). This is due to
the CUFT's discovery of a new singular higher-ordered
'Universal  Computational  Principle' (UCP)  which
computes simultaneously every exhaustive spatial pixel
in the universe at every minimal time-point: 'ch" = 1.45
2 sec', which comprises an extremely rapid series of
"Universal ~ Simultaneous  Computational ~ Frames'
(USCF's) comprising all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe at every such minimal time-point. This Universal
Computational Principle is hypothesized to compute for
all exhaustive spatial pixels(e.g., comprising each
consecutive USCF's frame/s) its four basic physical
features of "space", "energy", "mass" and "time", based
on the UCP's three "Computational Dimensions" of
'Framework"  (frame' vs. ‘'object), "Consistency"
(‘consistent' vs. 'inconsistent) and "Locus" (‘global' vs.
local). Specifically, the UCP's two 'Computational
Dimensions' of 'Framework' and 'Consistency' four
possible combinations produce the four physical
features of 'space', and 'energy, 'mass' and 'time'
(respectively) (Figure 1). The key point to be noted is
that "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
there doesn’t exist any physical universe (but only the
singular Universal Computational Principle).
Furthermore, the CUFT's "Computational Invariance
Principle" reasons that since this 'Universal
Computational  Principle’  (UCP)  represents a
'‘computationally-invariant  principle, i.e., as it exists
singularly both "during" its sole computation of each
exhaustive spatial pixel of any (single or multiple)
USCF's frame, and also solely exists "in-between" any
two such consecutive USCF's frames; whereas those
four physical features (of 'space, 'energy', 'mass' and
time'") are regarded as "computationally-variant' since
they exist only "during" each consecutive USCF's frame
(as solely computed by the UCP) but cease to exist "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames; therefore,
the 'Computational Invariance Principle' reasons that
only this 'computationally-invariant UCP may be
regarded as 'permanent' and 'continuous' whereas the
four basic physical features may only be regarded as
'‘Phenomenal’ and 'transient'....

The UCP's computational definitions of 'space’,
'energy’, 'mass' and 'time'
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S: (fi{x,y,z}[USCF()] + ... fj {x,y,z}[USCF(n)]) / h * n{USCF's}

such that

fi{x,y,Z} USCF(i)] = fi{x+(h*n),y+ (h*n),z+(h*n)} [USCF(...n)]

wherein the 'space' measure of any given object
(or event) is computed based on a "frame-consistent"
computation of the UCP which adds the specific USCF's
(x,y,2) localization across a series USCF's [1..n] —

which nevertheless do not exceed the threshold of
Planck's constant per each (n) number of frames (e.g.,
thereby providing the CUFT's definition of "space" as
'frame-consistent' USCF's measure).

E: ((fi{x.y,z} [USCF(n)]) - (fi{(x+n), (y+n), (z+n)) [USCF(...n)]) / ¢ * n{USCF's}

such that

fi{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] > (fi{x+(h*n),y+(h*n),z+(h*n) [USCF(i...n)])

wherein the 'energy' value of any given 'object' (or event)
is computed based on the subtraction of that object's
"frame-pixel/s" location/s across a series of USCF's

M: Z[oj{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] = ofi..

such that

frames, divided by the 'speed of light' multiplied by the
number of USCF's frames (being measured).

JDAX, (v), @} {USCF(i...n)} /h * n{USCF's}

[0i{x,y,zZ}USCF(n)] - [0i{ (X+]),(y+]),(z+))USCF(...n)] = n * h[USCF(1...n)]

wherein the 'mass' value of an object is computed
based on a measure of the number of times an "object"

is presented "consistently" across a series of USCF's,
divided by Planck's constant.

T: Z[oj{x.y,z} [USCF(n)] # o(i...j-1) {(X), (y), @} {USCF(...n)} / ¢ * n{USCF's}

such that

T. 20i{x,y,z}[USCF(n)] — oj{ (x+m),(y+m), (z+m)} [USCF(1...n)] < ¢ * n{USCF's}

wherein the 'time' measure of a given "object" is
computed based on the number of times that 'object' is
presented 'consistently' across a series of USCF's
frames, divided by Planck's constant.

Therefore, according to the CUFT, 'mass', and
time', or 'energy' and 'mass' merely represent secondary
computational by-products of the singular UCP's
simultaneous computation of all exhaustive spatial
pixels' degree of "lack of change" (consistency) or
‘change" (inconsistency') relating to a particular 'object’
(e.g., 'mass'/time') or relative to the entire (USCF) 'frame'
(‘'space'/energy"); In this manner, the UCP was able to
unify and integrate — not only Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics (e.g., as different aspects of the
UCP's singular computation, see 'Quantum' and
'Relativistic' Representations), but also these four basic
physical features within a singular "Universal
Computational Formula":

Universal Computational Formula (Ucf)

392 = S/
h t|'m

1) Relativistic Representation: e xs =
t h

m x c?

2) Quantum Representation: tmc? = s e
h
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Indeed, several far-reaching theoretical
ramifications were derived from the discovery (and initial
empirical validation) of the CUFT:

a) Since the CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm
asserts that there cannot possibly exist any
"material-causal' physical relationship (or even
interaction) between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels (e.g., existing either in the same- or
different- USCF/s frame/s) at the quantum or
relativistic levels, i.e., due to the fact that the UCP
simultaneously computes all exhaustive spatial
pixels comprising any single or multiple USCF's
frames; therefore the CUFT's negated the "Big-
Bang" Model which assumes that it was an initial
"nuclear explosion" which "caused" the origination of
"matter", "energy", stars, galaxies etc..

b) Similarly, since no such 'material-causal' relationship
is allowed by the CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm, therefore the existence of "dark-matter" or
"dark-energy" were negated by the CUFT as
"superfluous"  (none-existent) due to  their
assumption of such 'material-causal' physical
relationship between these 'dark-matter' and 'dark-
energy' hypothetical concepts and their "expulsion"
of the universe's accelerated expansion rate.

c) Both Relativity's Einstein's Equations and QM's
probabilistic wave interpretation are challenged by
the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm:



this is because in both cases it is assumed that it is
the direct physical interaction between a "massive-
object" which "causes" a "curvature of space-time",
and conversely that it is the direct physical
interaction between this "curved space-time" which
'causes" those (and other) "massive-objects to
travel in particular travelling pathways"; But, since
the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm clearly
negates the possibility of the existence of any such
'material-causal' physical interactions between any
(two or more) exhaustive spatial pixels in the
physical universe (e.g., once again due to the UCP's
simultaneous computation of all exhaustive spatial
pixels at any single or multiple USCF's frames);
therefore the CUFT challenges Relativity's Einstein
Equations, as well as QM's assumed "collapse" of
the subatomic 'target's' probability wave-function as
'caused" by its direct physical interaction with
another subatomic 'probe' element.

Instead, the emerging new picture of the
universe is one which is continuously being computed-
"dissolved"- re-computed- and evolved- e.g., at every
consecutive minimal time-point:  "c®/h"=1.45%  sec'

USCF's frame/s... Hence, also the CUFT's new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm's conception of "'mass" —
as "caused" by the Higgs-boson particle, e.g., through
its direct physical interaction with all other basic particles
is challenged (and in fact negated) by this new
Paradigm in 21% Century Theoretical Physics: This is
because if we are to reject the basic possibility of the
existence of any 'material-causal' physical relationship/s
(or even interactions) between any (two or more)
exhaustive spatial-pixels (existing either in the same- or
different- USCF's frames), due to the simultaneous
computation of the UCP of every exhaustive spatial pixel
in the universe (in any single- or multiple- USCF's
frame/s) — then there cannot exist any physical
interaction between the 'Higgs-boson' particle and any
other subatomic particle (once again at any single- or
multiple- USCF's frame/s)... Also, viewed from the
CUFT's 'Universal Computational Formula' perspective,
the "mass" (as well as the 'space’, 'energy' and 'time')
physical feature of any given 'Higgs-boson' particle or
indeed of any other particle — is computed solely based
on the UCP's computation of that particle's "object-
consistent" values (as shown above and previously):

M: Z[oj{x.y,z} [USCF(n)] = ofi...]-1) {(x), (), @} {USCF(i...n)} / h * n{USCF's}

such that

[0i{x,y,Z}USCF(n)] - [0i{ (X+]),(y+]),(z+))USCF(...n)] = n * h[USCF(1...n)]

wherein the 'mass' value of an object is computed
based on a measure of the number of times an "object"
is presented "consistently" across a series of USCF's,
divided by Planck's constant.

Therefore, the "mass" of any given particle is not
"caused" by its direct physical interaction with the
'Higgs-boson' particle - i.e.,, as such subatomic
physical (material-causal) interactions are negated by
the UCP's simultaneous computation of all exhaustive
spatial pixels in the universe (at any single or multiple
USCF's frame/s); Rather, it is solely and singularly being
computed (at every minimal time-point consecutive
USCF's frame) by the singular reality of the UCP (for
each exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the universe at any
such consecutive USCF's frame/s).

We therefore find ourselves in an "awkward"
theoretical situation in which the conception of "mass"
(e.g., of an object or of a particle) is described in almost
'antithetical' manners by the prevailing RT's and QM's
conceptions — as opposed to its computation by the
CUFT's This is because in Relativity Theory "mass"
constitutes an intrinsic "continuous-constant" physical
property of objects (or particles) which "causes" a
curvature of 'space-time'; In Quantum Mechanics, the
measurement of the "mass' of any subatomic 'target'
particle is contingent upon its direct physical interaction
with another subatomic 'probe' element which is
assumed to "cause" the 'collapse" of that 'target's'
(assumed) "probability wave-function" due to its direct

physical interaction with another subatomic 'probe'
element; In contrast, according to the CUFT, the "'mass"
of any given particle is computed solely based on the
UCP's computation of that particle's degree of
‘consistent" spatial presentations (across a series of
USCF's frames); Moreover, the CUFT negates the very
possibility of the existence of any such 'material-causal'
quantum or relativistic physical interactions, e.g.,
associated with the determination of "mass". This
contrast between RT's and QM's and the CUFT's
conception of "mass" is particularly striking when we
take into consideration a few particular "differential-
critical predictions" postulated by the CUFT as clearly
differentiating it from the corresponding predictions of
both RT and QM:

It was previously predicted by the CUFT that if
we are to compare the appearances of a 'massive' vs. a
less-massive' subatomic particle (across a series of
USCF's frames) we expect to obtain that the 'more
massive particle’ would appear more spatially-
consistent" across a given series of USCF's frames: This
means that: a) the 'more-massive' particle was predicted
to be measured at a greater number of USCF's frames
than the 'less-massive' particle; b) its measurement
should be spatially more "consistent", i.e., its spatial
measurement should occupy a "smaller size" than the
'more-massive' particle; and c) its spatial measurement
accuracy should be greater than the spatial
measurement accuracy of the 'less-massive' particle;
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Intriguingly, an initial empirical validation for this CUFT's
'differential-critical  prediction regarding the more
consistent spatial presentation of the more massive
Muon particle relative to the electron particle was given
by Bernaur & Pohl (2016); they found that the nucleus of
a Hydrogen nucleus that is encircled by a negatively
charged Muon (which is approximately 100 times more
massive than the electron) is found to be approximately
100 times smaller (and its measurement is 100 times
more precise) then the radius of the equivalent
Hydrogen nucleus which is encircled by the electron
particle. This greater "spatial-consistency" of the radius
of a Hydrogen nucleus into which a Muon particle sinks
relative to the measurement of an equivalent Hydrogen
atom that is encircled by an electron, e.g., manifesting
as the Muon-Hydrogen Nucleus' (100 times) smaller
radius and more accurate measurement precisely
confirms the above mentioned CUFT's 'differential-
critical prediction": this is because according to the
CUFT, the "mass" of any given particle is computed by
the 'Universal Computational Principle' (UCP) as a
measure of the degree of "consistency" of that particle
(‘object) across a series of USCF's frames; Obviously,
according to this 'computational-definition' of 'mass'

M: Z[oj{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] = ofi..
such that

(as computed by the UCP at every minimal time-point

'c?h" = 1.45% sec') the more massive a particle is
measured to be the greater its "spatial-consistency",
e.g., its spatial size and its spatial accuracy

(of measurement). Therefore, Bernaur & Pohl's (2014)
"Proton-Radius Puzzle' indicating that Hydrogen-Muon
Nucleus is measured as 100 times smaller (and more
accurate) than its equivalent Hydrogen Nucleus
encircled by an electron (which is 100 times lighter in its
mass than the Muon particle) precisely confirms one of
the CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction'.

It may be said that these "Proton-Radius Puzzle'
findings confirm to a large degree several aspects of the
abovementioned (and previous) 'differential-critical
prediction' of the CUFT, as they indicate that the more
massive Muon particle is measured as "spatially more
consistent" than the less massive particle, i.e., both in its
"proton-radius size" and its ‘spatial measurement
accuracy" (e.g., confirming 'b' and 'c' above aspects of
the CUFT's differential-critical prediction). Indeed, the
purpose of this article is to test the CUFT's new
conception of "mass" as representing the UCP's
computation of an "object-consistent" measure":

J-1A{X), (v), @} {USCF(i...n)} / h * n{USCF's}

[0i{x,y,zZ}USCF(n)] — [0i{ (x+]),(y+]),z+))USCF(1...n)] < n * h[USCF(1...n)]

wherein the 'mass' value of an object is computed
based on a measure of the number of times an "object"
is presented "consistently" across a series of USCF's,
divided by Planck's constant.

Specifically, the aim of this article is to test three
'differential-critical predictions' of the CUFT associated
with its UCP's (abovementioned) computation of 'mass',
which differentiate it from the corresponding predictions
of both RT and QM:

a) Test the CUFT's 'differential-critical' prediction that
"more-massive" particles would appear across a
greater number of USCF's frames than a 'less-
massive" particle, i.e., above and beyond the
expected increase in the quantum measurement of
more massive particles relative to less massive
particles.

b) Test the CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' that
any given subatomic particle cannot be measured
"in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
(e.g., due to the complete "dissolution" of all
exhaustive spatial pixels constituting any given
USCF's frame ‘'in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames); Perhaps most significant (in this
regard) is to demonstrate that the 'Higgs-boson'
particle "doesn’t' exist", i.e., cannot be measured "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames as the
'Higgs' particle is currently assumed to impart
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'mass" to all other subatomic particles: If indeed, it
will be shown empirically that the Higgs particle
doesn't exist continuously 'in-between" any two
consecutive USCF's frames, then this would imply
that all other particles do not exist "in-between" any
two  consecutive  USCF's frames, thereby
substantially validating the CUFT as the new
satisfactory 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm (of
21% century Physics)..

[I. METHOD

Therefore, the proposed method for testing
these three 'differential-critical predictions' comprises of
several different experiments that can verify each of
these predictions:

a) Test the CUFT's ‘differential-critical' prediction
whereby a "'more-massive" particle would appear
across a greater number of USCF's frames relative to
a '"less-massive" particle; at least two experimental
embodiments for verifying this 'differential-critical
prediction' are hereby suggested:

1) Testing CUFTs 'Less Temporal Measurements of
Less Massive Particles" Prediction: Contrasting
between the number  of  'fine-temporal
measurements" (e.g., see below their mathematical
calculation) in which a 'more massive particle' would
be detected relative to a 'less-massive" particle



(across the same given number of such fine-
temporal measurements): It is suggested to test the
CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' regarding the
appearance of the 'more massive particle' at a
significantly greater number of ‘fine-temporal
measurements' than the 'less massive particle'
(across the given number of ‘fine-temporal
measurements'); Specifically, in order to test this
'differential-critical prediction' of the CUFT it is
necessary to contrast the number of fine-temporal
measurements' in which the 'more-massive' 'Muon'
relative  to the number of ‘fine-temporal
measurements' in which the 'less-massive' electron
particle would be detected. A key point to be note
is that the temporal resolution of most accelerators
is far less "sensitive" than the hypothesized rate at
which the Universal Computational Principle (UCP)
computes the series of USCF's frames, i.e.,
'c?h'=1.45% sec' — with certain accelerators
reaching almost the speed of light "c = 3.33° sec'
(e.g., regarded as the 'fine-temporal measurements'
accuracy level in this experiment), producing a
magnitude difference of x* sec'; Nevertheless, it is
suggested that even if we opt to sample temporal
measurements at such a "decreased" temporal
resolution (below) the speed of light 'c = 3.33%
sec, e.g., in effect sampling a significantly
decreased temporal accuracy level (e.g., x™ sec'
decreased magnitude of accuracy relative to the
rate at which the Universal Computational Principle
(UCP) computes the series of USCF's frames (i.e.,
'c?/h'=1.45" sec')) ; we can still expect that the
more massive Muon particle would appear at a
greater percentage of these 'c = 3.33% sec'
samplings relative to the number of (decreased
accuracy) time-samplings in which the electron
would be detected. As stated above, in calculating
the CUFT's 'differential-critical prediction' regarding
the significantly smaller number of 'fine-temporal
measurements' in which the 'electron’ particle would
be detected relative to the number of such 'fine-
temporal points' in which the 'electron' may be
measured, we need to correct for the known
subatomic (quantum theory related) bias towards a
slightly  "easier" measurement of such 'more-
massive'  'Muon'  particle  relative to  the
measurements of a 'less massive' 'electron' particle;
In other words the CUFT's 'differential-critical
prediction' regarding the significantly greater 'fine-
temporal measurements' (FTM) at which the 'more
massive' Muon(M) would be detected relative to the
number of equivalent 'fine-temporal measurements'
at which the 'less-massive' electron (e) particle
would be detected should subtract the "quantum
measurement bias" (QMB) towards a more 'sensitive
temporal measurement' of more massive particle:

2)

FTM(M) — QMB >FTM(e)

A second (almost equivalent) experimental
procedure geared towards testing this 'differential-
critical prediction' regarding the detection of a
'more-massive' particle at a significantly greater
fine-temporal-measurements'  relative  to  the
detection of a 'less-massive' particle (measured
across the same number of ‘fine-temporal
measurements), involves the acceleration of a beam
of electrons — to two significantly different velocities
(relative to the speed of light); The proposed
experimental design involves utilizing a special
Accelerator which can accelerate a beam of
electrons at varying velocities up to 99% of the
'speed of light: given the fact that the more
accelerated electrons (relative to the speed of light)
are, the greater is their "'mass" value, we propose to
construct an experimental design wherein the beam
of electrons would be accelerated to two
significantly different levels: a) electrons that will be
accelerated to 99% of the speed of light and hence
their "mass" value would increase considerably
(possessing a "high-mass value', 'HMV'; and b) a
condition in which the beam of electrons would only
be accelerated to roughly 10% of the speed of light,
therefore possessing a relatively "lower mass value',
'LMV"). Once again, it is suggested that the number
of 'fine-temporal measurements' (FTM) in which the
'high-mass value electron' (HMV-e) would be
measured (across a given number of FTM) would
be significantly higher than the number of FTM in
which the 'low-mass value electron' (LMV-e) would
be measured (e.g., excluding the above mentioned
"quantum measurement bias" 'QMB)):

FTM(HMV-g) - QVB > FTM(LMV-e).

Test the CUFTs Non-Continuous Temporal
Existence of the 'Higgs-boson' Prediction: Namely,
test the experimental hypothesis wherein the Higgs-
boson particle cannot be detected "in-between" any
two consecutive USCF's frames: As discussed
above, despite the far less 'time-sensitive"
measurements enabled by an Accelerator (e.g.,
which can only conduct measurements that are
below the speed of light: 'c = 3.33° sec'), which
represent a decreased temporal measurement
accuracy in the magnitude of x’sec' relative to the
Universal Computational Principle's (UCP) rate of
computing the series of USCF's, "c?/h"=1.45" sec’;
Nevertheless, it is hypothesized that it may still be
possible to detect the "non-existence" of the Higgs-
boson particle "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames; However, in order to be able to
adjust the measurement of a "Mid-Point" (MP) "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
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(which involves measurements in the magnitude of
'c?/h'=1.45") by a given Accelerator that can only
measure a minimal ‘fine-temporal measurement'
(FTM) in the magnitude of "c = 3.33° sec it is
necessary to carry out several (computational and
experimental) steps, which include:

1) Compute the precise "Accelerator's Temporal
Sampling-Ratio" (ATSR)
Compute the above "fine-temporal
measurement' (FTM) divided by the ‘"Universal
Computation Rate" (UCR) (e.g., the Universal

Computational Principle's 'UCP' rate of computing the
series of USCF's frames: "c?/n"=1.45" sec):

ATSR = FTM/UCR

This (Accelerator-specific) 'ATSR' value provides
us with a measure of the precise sampling ratio that
exits between the 'Universal Computational Rate' (UCR)
(the rate at which the 'Universal Computational Principle'
UCP computes every consecutive USCF's frame/s) and
the (far-less sensitive) ‘fine-temporal measurement'
(FTM) rate at which the specific Accelerator measures:

2) Measure the presence of a 'Higgs-boson' particle at
a given time "ti".

3) Calculate the "Mid-Point" between this given 'ti1"
USCF frame and its subsequent "ti2" USCF's frame
(USCF-MP-ti{1.5})

USCF-MP-ti{1.5} = USCF-ti2 - USCF-ti1 /2

4) Calculate the "Accelerator-Detectable Mid-Point"

(ADMP)

Adjust this calculated USCF-MP-ti{1.5} based
on the Accelerator-specific 'ATSR' in order to "capture"
this USCF-MP-ti{1.5} by the "decreased' FTM of the
given Accelerator; to accomplish this we simply need to
multiply the calculated USCF-MP-ti{1.5} by the
Accelerator (specific) ATSR value:

ADMP = USCF-MP-ti{1.5} * ATSR

This ADMP (Accelerator-specific) value provides
us with a calculation of the precise (measurable) time-
point at which the given Accelerator can "detect" the
'Mid-Point' between any such given two consecutive
(USCF-ti1 and USCF-ti2) USCF's frames (e.g., due to its
"synchronization" of a precise cyclic number of USCF's
frames' that elapse from an initial detection of a given
USCF's Higgs-boson particle existence — with the
'Accelerator's  Temporal Sampling-Ratio' ATSR, to
provide the precise Accelerator-Detectable Mid-Point,
ADMP).

5) In fact, due to the reoccurrence of such a ‘temporal
mid-point' (TMP) between every two consecutive
USCF's frames
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USCF-MP-ti{x}{1.5} = USCF-ti{n+1} - USCF-ti{n} /2

It is also possible to measure a "Reoccurring Detectable
Mid-Point" (RDMP) thus

RDMB = USCF-MP-ti{x}{1.5} * ATSR

6) We can now test the CUFT's "Non-Continuous
Temporal Existence of the 'Higgs-boson" Prediction
by trying to measure at any such given RDMP for
the existence of the Higgs-boson particle.

7) Moreover, in order to fully validate this second
'differential-critical prediction' of the CUFT, e.g.,
regarding the "Non-Continuous Temporal Existence
of the 'Higgs-boson Particle’ we now focus on
detecting the (same) Higgs-boson particle in the
precise (Accelerator-detectable) time-points at
which the UCP computes each consecutive USCF's
frame/s; (This is based on the CUFT's stipulation
that the UCP computes an extremely rapid rate of
'c?/h" = 1.45* sec' of consecutive USCF's frames,

including all of their exhaustive spatial pixels
comprising the entire physical universe at every
minimal  time-point USCF's frame/s - which

completely 'dissolve" "in-between" any two such
consecutive USCF's frames, and is then 're-
produced" in the consecutive USCF's frame/s by the
UCP.) Therefore, in order to "capture' this UCP's
stipulated 're-production" of the Higgs-boson
particle with each consecutive USCF's frame/s we
construct the experimental design to aim measuring
those FTM measurements occurring at precisely
each "Detectable Recurring USCF's" (DR-USCFs):

DR-USCFs = USCF-ti{x} = USCF-ti{i..n} * ATSR

Indeed, according to this CUFT's second 'Non-
Continuous Temporal Existence of the 'Higgs-boson"
Prediction, it is predicted that if we alternate between
measurements of "Detectable Recurring USCF's" (DR-
USCFs) — in which the 'Higgs-boson' particle can be
detected, and measurements of "Reoccurring
Detectable Mid-Point/s" (RDMP) — in which the 'Higgs-
boson' particle cannot be detected; we may reach the
inevitable conclusion that the Higgs-boson particle may
not exist "continuously"... More significantly, since the
Higgs-boson particle is currently assumed to impart
"mass" to all other subatomic particles, then to the extent
that it may be shown empirically to "not-exist' "in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames, then this
implies that no other subatomic particle/s can "exist' —
"in between" any two consecutive USCF's frames!

a) Test" Non-Continuous Temporal Existence of Other
Subatomic Particles" Prediction: Indeed, to the
extent that the above empirical testing of the "non-



CUFT's
validated empirically this may bear potentially far-
reaching
validation of the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'

existence" of the 'Higgs-boson' particle "in-between"
any two consecutive USCF's frames would be
verified experimentally, this would lead to a broader
testing of the "non-existence" of other subatomic
particles "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's
frames (e.g., based on the above mentioned 'fine
temporal measurement' (FTM) which is adjusted to
the Accelerator's ATSR; at least two different
"embodiments" (experimental design and set-up)
that can test this new intriguing 'differential-critical
prediction":

Utilizing any given Accelerator to test for the
"dissolution" of various subatomic particles 'in-
between" any two consecutive USCF's frames and
their "re-production" at any consecutive USCF's
frame/s (based on an equivalent experimental
design as listed above - adjusted to the given
Accelerator's specific ATSR value as explained
above).

Utilizing the above mentioned special Accelerator
capable of accelerating electrons up to the "speed
of light", we can use the same (above mentioned)
methodology to calculate the Accelerator's ATSR
and RDMB, DR-USCFs which would allow for an
empirical testing of the UCP's ‘"production'-
"dissolution"- and "re-production’- of differentially
accelerated electrons (which possess different
masses).

Needless to say that to the extent that these
differential-critical ~ predictions would be
terms of its

theoretical ramifications in

Paradigm, as well as impart theoretical validity to the
CUFT's broader conception of the physical universe as
being solely computed- "dissolved" (e.g., "in-between"
any two consecutive USCF's frames)- and re-produced-
by the singular 'Universal Computational Principle' (UCP)

with every consecutive USCF's frame/s that it produces.
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An Empirical & Mathematical Program for
Validating the 'Computational Unified
Field Theory' (CUFT)

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D

Absiract- Twenty-First century Physics is undergoing a
Paradigmatic Shift from Relativity Theory (RT) and Quantum
Mechanics (QM) Old "Material-Causal" Paradigm to the
"Computational Unified Field Theory" (CUFT) New "A-Causal
Computation" Paradigm. The new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm challenges such basic assumptions as the 'Big-
Bang' Model, negates the "dark-matter" and "dark-energy" as
"superfluous", challenges and revises RT and QM basic
'material-causal' assumption and introduces a new "Universal
Computational Formula" (UCF) resolves the principle
theoretical inconsistency between RT and QM and fully
integrates 'space', 'time', 'energy' and 'mass' as computed by a
singular higher-ordered 'Universal Computational Principle'
(UCP) which simultaneously computes every exhaustive
spatial pixel in the universe at every minimal time-point: "c2/h".
Initial empirical validation of this new CUFT's 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm is described alongside a complete
'Empirical & Mathematical Program' for validating this new
Paradigm of 21%t century Theoretical Physics.

[. INTRODUCTION

he Computational Unified Field Theory has been
Trecognized as a satisfactory "Theory of Everything"

(TOE)(Brumfiel, 2006; Ellis, 1986; Greene, 2003)
shown capable of resolving the principle theoretical
inconsistency that exists between Relativity Theory (RT)
and Quantum Mechanics (QM). Two 'Special-Issues'
(Bentwich: 2017a-) have been recently published
comprising eleven articles delineating this new CUFT
including their challenging of such basic assumptions
underlying Modern Physics such as: challenging of the
'Big-Bang' Model, Relativity's Einstein's Equations, the
probabilistic interpretation of Quantum Mechanics,
negation of ‘'dark-matter" and ‘"dark-energy" as
"superfluous" (i.e., non-existent), postulating that "time-
reversal' may be feasible and revision of "Second Law of
Thermodynamics"; Essentially, the CUFT identifies a
new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm which postulates
the existence of a singular higher-ordered "Universal
Computational Principle" (represented by the Hebrew
Letter "Yud" ") which simultaneously computes all
exhaustive spatial pixels in the physical universe at every
minimal time-point: "c2/h"=1.45-42 sec', giving rise to
an extremely rapid series of "Universal Simultaneous
Computational Frames" (USCF's) each comprising the
entire physical universe. The CUFT also hypothesizes

Author: e-mail: drbentwich@gmail.com

that "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's frames
there doesn't exist any physical universe but only the
singular Universal Computational (or Consciousness)
Principle (into which the entire physical universe
"dissolves" and from which each consecutive USCF's
frame is produced and evolved)... The principle
difference between this new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm and the current 'Material-Causal' Paradigm
underlying both RT and QM is that according to this new
'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm, due to the 'Universal
Computational  Principle's'  (UCP)  simultaneous
computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels in the
physical universe (at each single/multiple USCF's frame)
there cannot exist any ‘"material-causal" physical
relationships (or even interactions) between any two (or
more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing either on the
same- or different- USCF's frames (e.g., whereas both
RT and QM assume that the determination of any
'space-time', 'energy-mass' relativistic 'phenomenon' or
of any quantum subatomic 'target' value is determined
based on the physical interaction between such
relativistic  'phenomenon’ and another relativistic
observer, or between such subatomic 'target' entity and
another corresponding subatomic 'probe' element).
Ensuing from this CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm stem the above mentioned new theoretical
conclusions that challenge Relativity's Einstein's
Equations which assume a 'material-causal' physical
interaction between 'massive objects" which are
assumed to "cause" the "curvature of space-time" and
conversely assume that it is this "curved space-time'
which ‘"causes" those "massive objects' travelling
trajectories"; as well as the negation of QM's current
probabilistic interpretation wherein it is assumed that it is
the direct physical interaction between the subatomic
'probe’ element with the subatomic 'target's' assumed
"probability wave function" which "causes" this target's
'probability wave function' to "collapse" into a singular
complimentary ‘'space-energy’ or 'mass-time' value
(Giacosa, Francesco, 2014); as well as the negation of
both the purely hypothetical concepts of "dark-matter"
and ‘dark-energy" due to the ‘'material-causal
assumption that the accelerated expansion of the
physical universe is "caused" by the interaction of this
(purely hypothetical) 'dark-matter' and 'dark-energy' with
the exhaustive spatial components of the physical
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universe; The CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm was also shown to negate the 'Second Law of
Thermodynamics' due its implicit 'material-causal
assumption wherein it is assumed that "passage of time"
inevitably "causes" an increase in the "entropic value" of
any given Physical System; Finally, it was shown that
even the Big-Bang Model must be revised based on the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm since
there cannot exist any such 'material-causal' physical
relationship/s between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels comprising the initial 'Big-Bang' USCF's
frame or any subsequent (single or multiple) USCF's
frame...

[I. METHOD

Instead, the CUFT postulates the existence of a
singular 'Universal Computational Formula' through
which  the 'Universal = Computational  Principle'
simultaneously computes every exhaustive spatial-pixel
in the universe, e.g., including its four basic physical
features of 'space' and 'energy' or 'space' and 'time' per
each minimal time-point USCF's frame. According to the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm, this
singular 'Universal Computational Formula' delineates
the UCP's complete integration of these four basic
physical features which stems from the UCP's extremely
rapid (‘c2/h" = 1.45-42 sec') computation of every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe based
on the operation of three "Computational Dimensions",
e.g., "Framework" (frame' vs. 'object), "Consistency"
(‘consistent' vs. 'inconsistent), and "Locus" (‘global' vs.
local). If we focus (initially) on only the two fist
Computational Dimensions, 'Framework' and
'Consistency', we obtain through their four possible
combinations the four basic features of the universe,
namely: 'space' and 'energy', 'mass' and time': 'space'
and 'energy' are seen to comprise the 'frame-consistent'
vs. ‘frame-inconsistent’ computational combinations of
the Universal Computational Principle's 'Framework' and
'Consistency'’ Dimensions. Likewise, 'mass' and 'time'
represent the UCP's 'object-consistent’ vs. 'object-
inconsistent’ computational combinations. The third
Computational Dimension supplements these four basic
physical features of 'space' and 'energy', 'mass' and
'time' with relativistic effects based on the consideration
of the "computational locus" — i.e., of whether the
computation is carried out from the perspective of from
within the object or relative to the whole frame.
Interestingly, it was found that indeed this singular
'Universal Computational Formula' embeds within it
"specific instances" of both RT's and QM's particular
Representations:

Universal Computational Formula (Ucf)

sgz = Sl. €
h t | m
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1) Relativistic Representation: e xs = m X c2

t h

2) Quantum Representation: tmc2 = s e
h

Now, in order to validate the CUFT as a
satisfactory "Theory of Everything" (TOE), we need to
advance in several parallel routes:

a) ldentify particular empirical instances in which the
predictions of the CUFT may be significantly
different than the predictions of both RT and QM,;
and empirically test these ‘'differential-critical
predictions" of the CUFT — e.g., to the extent that
those 'differential-critical predictions' of the CUFT
are validated empirically, then this provides an
unequivocal experimental validation of the CUFT as
more valid than both RT and QM.

b) Mathematically test and validate the CUFT's
'Universal Computational Formula!, i.e., in terms of
its embedding of particular Relativistic and
Quantum Laws as "special-instances" within the
Universal Computational Formula(e.g., Relativistic
and Quantum Representation).

c) Internal Validation of the 'Universal Computational
Formula' visa vis. The CUFT's Computational
Definitions of 'space', 'time', 'energy’ and 'mass';
Another important 'internal-validation' of the CUFT
'critical-predictions' comprises the full mathematical
analysis of the coherency between its computational
definitions of these four physical features and their
complete integration within the singular Universal
Computational Formula (as delineated below).

[1I. RESULTS

Preliminary results indicate an initial empirical
and mathematical validation of the CUFT's above
mentioned ‘critical-predictions' (which cannot be
accounted for by either RT or QM predictions):

a) Initial Empirical Validation: The 'Proton-Radius Puzzle'
Findings

Previously, based on the CUFT's computational
definition of "mass" as a measure of an '"object-
consistent" measure (e.g., specific combination of the
Universal Computational Principle's 'Framework' and
'Consistency’ Computational Dimensions); it was
previously predicted that relatively "'more massive"
particles would be measured as spatially more
consistent across a series of USCF's frames in contrast
to the measurement of relatively "less massive" particles.
Initial empirical validation of this CUFT's critical-
prediction was given through the "Proton-Radius Puzzle"
findings (Bernauer & Pohl, 2014).) which indicated that
indeed the more massive "Muon" particle Hydrogen
nucleus is measured approximately 100 times smaller



(and more accurate) than its equivalent electron-
Hydrogen nucleus — which could not be accounted for
by either RT or QM; As delineated previously, these
'Proton-Radius Puzzle' findings closely correlate with the
CUFT's abovementioned ‘critical-prediction'  which
predicted that such heavier 'Muon' (embedded nucleus)
would be measured spatially "more consistent" than the
lighter 'electron' (related nucleus); Further empirical
validation of this ‘critical-prediction' of the CUFT
comprises a direct comparison of the number of USCF's
frames (e.g., minimal resolution time sampling) in which
the heavier 'Muon' particle may be measured as
opposed to the lighter electron particle: specifically, the
CUFT's 'critical prediction' predicts that such minimal
time resolution measurements would yield a greater
percentage of those time-measurements in which the
Muon particle would be detected in comparison with the
number of measurement in which the (lighter) electron
could be detected (e.g., an empirical result which could
not be accounted for by either RT or QM).

b) Direct Experimental Validation of the CUFT's "Critical-
Prediction"

A further direct experimental validation of the
CUFT's 'critical-prediction' can be tested utilizing a
minute-temporal measurement comparison of the
presence of relatively more massive particles across a
greater number of USCF's frames, in comparison to the
number of USCF's frames in which relatively less
massive particles could be detected; due to the
extremely rapid temporal rate of the Universal
Computation Principle's computation of the USCF's
frames (e.g., "c2/h"=1.45-42sec') such minute-temporal
measurement testing of the difference in the number of
USCF's frames at which more massive particles (such
as the Muon) would appear relative to less massive
particles - the  suggested minute-temporal
measurement experiment would (in practice) "sample" a

given number of USCF's frames (based on the ratio of
the "c2/h"=1.45-42 sec' USCF's computation to the
minimal time resolution of the experimental apparatus)
in order to test the CUFT's prediction regarding the
appearance of the relatively 'more massive' particles
across a (greater percentage of the temporal
measurements than the 'less massive' particle; In fact, it
is hereby predicted that based on the computed ratio of
the USCF's rate ('c2/h'=1.45-42 sec') to the given
Experimental Temporal Measurement, a precise
prediction could be made regarding varying masses of
particles, e.g., in terms of the percentage of their
Experimental Temporal Measurements' presence (based
on the CUFT's computational definition of "mass").

c) Mathematical Validation of the CUFT's 'Universal
Computational Formula'

Another avenue for validating the CUFT as a
satisfactory "Theory of Everything" (TOE) comprises of a
mathematical validation of the CUFT's Universal
Computation Formula (UCF), e.g., as represented in its
Relativistic and Quantum Representations:

1) Relativistic Representation: exs = m xc2
t h

2) Quantum Representation: tmc2 = s e
h

Specifically, it is suggested that an examination
of the Relativistic Representation of the 'UCF!, i.e., in
terms of elucidating the "special-case" of Relativity's
"Energy-Mass Equivalence" (E = Mc2) as embedded
within this Relativistic Representation of the UCF (as
shown above) could reveal the precise embedding of
Relativistic Laws within the broader theoretical
framework of the CUFT's UCF. In particular, an "internal-
validation" of the UCF can be accomplished based on
the CUFT's "computational definitions" of the four basic
physical features of 'space', 'energy', 'mass' and 'time";

St (fi{x,y,z}USCF®@)] + ... fi{x,y,z}[USCF(n)]) / h * n{USCF's}

such that

fi{x,y,z} [USCF(i)] = fi{x+(h*n),y+(h*n),z+(h*n)} [USCF(...n)]

wherein the 'space’ measure of any given object
(or event) is computed based on a "frame-consistent"
computation of the UCP which adds the specific USCF's
(x,y,2) localization across a series USCF's [1..n] —

which nevertheless do not exceed the threshold of
Planck's constant per each ('n') number of frames (e.g.,
thereby providing the CUFT's definition of "space" as
'frame-consistent' USCF's measure).

E: ((fi{x.y,z} [USCF()]) — (fi{(x+n), (y+n), (z+n)) [USCF(i...n)]) / ¢ * n{USCF's}

such that

fi{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] > (fi{x+(h*n),y+(h*n),z+(h*n) [USCF(i...n)])

wherein the 'energy' value of any given 'object' (or event)
is computed based on the subtraction of that object's
"frame-pixel/s" location/s across a series of USCF's
frames, divided by the 'speed of light' multiplied by the
number of USCF's frames (being measured).
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M: z[oj{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] = ofi..

such that

J1A{X), (y), @} {USCF(...n)} / h * n{USCF's}

[0i{xy,Z}USCF(n)] - [0i{ (x+)),(y+]),(z+)USCF(...n)] = n * h[USCF(1...n)]

wherein the 'mass' value of an object is computed
based on a measure of the number of times an "object"

T: 2[oj{x,y,z} [USCF(n)] # ofi..

such that

is presented "consistently" across a series of USCF's,
divided by Planck's constant.

J1)A{X), (y), @} {USCF(i...n)} / c * n{USCF's}

T: 50i{x,y,2} [USCF(n)] = oj{ (x+m),(y+m), (z+m)} [USCF(1...n)] = ¢ * n{USCF's}

wherein the 'time' measure of a given 'object" is
computed based on the number of times that 'object' is
presented 'consistently' across a series of USCF's
frames, divided by Planck's constant.

Further, more detailed mathematical analysis of
the Universal Computational Formula's Relativistic
Representation and its relationship to the "special-case"
of 'E = Mc2' found in Relativity Theory is underway.
Likewise, it is suggested that an examination of the
Quantum Representation of the 'UCF, i.e., in terms of
elucidating the "special-case" of QMs' Heisenberg's
Uncertainty Principle's complimentary pairs (e.g., "mass-
time" and ‘energy-space") Planck's constant (h)
accuracy constraint - could reveal the precise
embedding of Quantum Laws within the broader
theoretical framework of the CUFT's UCF. Specifically,
an implementation of the above mentioned
computational definitions of the four basic physical
features would elucidate the precise embedding of
Heisenberg's Uncertainty Principle's complimentary
pairs' accuracy constraint as a "special-case" within the
CUFT's exhaustive UCF. (Such detailed mathematical
analysis is currently underway.)

IV. DISCUSSION

This article set to construct an Empirical and
Mathematical Program for validating the 'Computational
Unified Field Theory' (CUFT) as a satisfactory 'Theory of
Everything' (TOE); it begun with a demonstration of
Twenty-First Century's basic 'Paradigmatic Shift' from the
current 'Material-Causal' Paradigm underlying both RT
and QM to the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm. The essential difference between the Old
'Material-Causal' Paradigm and the New 'A-Causal
Computation' is that whereas the 'Material-Causal
Paradigm assumes that it is the direct physical
interaction between 'massive-objects' with space-time'
that "causes' those 'massive objects' to travel in
particular travelling trajectories), or that it is the direct
physical interaction between the subatomic 'probe' and
'target' element which "causes" the "collapse" of the
target element's (assumed) 'probability wave function’;
the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm asserts that
there cannot exist any such 'material-causal
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relationships between any two (or more) relativistic or
quantum exhaustive spatial pixels in the physical
universe (e.g., at any single or multiple USCF's frame/s).
Instead, the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm
postulates that the singular 'Universal Computational
Principle’ (UCP) simultaneously computes every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the physical universe relating
to its four basic physical features of 'space’, 'energy’,

'mass' and 'time' — based on the four possible
combinations of two (of its three) Computational
Dimensions, i.e., 'Framework' and 'Consistency"

according to this new CUFT's 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm (of 21st Century Physics) 'space' and 'energy’,
'mass' and 'time' comprise a 'frame-consistent' and
"frame-inconsistent" computational measures of the
'UCP', whereas 'mass' and 'time' represent the UCP's

computation of "object-consistent' and ‘"object-
inconsistent" measures. —
As mentioned above (and delineated

previously), this CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm was shown to resolve the principle theoretical
inconsistency between RT and QM, i.e., based on the
CUFT's discovery of the singular (higher-ordered)
'Universal Computational Principle' (UCP) which embeds
within it RT's single spatial-temporal 'object’ measures
with QMs' 'multi spatial-temporal' 'wave' measure (e.g.,
thereby resolving the apparent contradiction between
RT's strictly "causal' "Speed of Light Constraint' with
QMs' "Quantum-Entanglement' phenomenon — which
are both "embedded' and integrated into the UCP's
exhaustive-simultaneous 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm).  Furthermore, this new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm's negation of the possibility of
the existence of any ‘'material-causal' physical
relationships between any two (or more) exhaustive
spatial pixels in the physical universe (existing at any
single- or multiple-) USCF's frames also led to the
challenging of the "Big-Bang Model", discarded "dark-
energy" and "dark-matter" as "superfluous" (i.e., non-
existent) and also challenged the 'Second Law of
Thermodynamics', i.e., due to the fact that all of these
laws and (purely hypothetical) concepts are based on a
"material-causal" assumption which is negated by the
CUFT's A-Causal Computation' simultaneous



computation all of exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe at any minimal time-point USCF's frame/s.

In order to empirically validate this new 'A-
Causal Computation' Paradigm several mathematical
and empirical "critical-predictions" have been identified
including: a) a critical-empirical prediction regarding the
CUFT's greater "spatial-consistency" of a more "massive"
particle, relative to a "less-massive" particle: Indeed, an
initial empirical validation of this 'critical-prediction' of the
CUFT was given based on the "Proton-Radius Puzzle"
findings wherein the more massive "Muon' (e.g.,
approximately 100 times more massive than its
equivalent negatively charged 'electron' particle) was
measured to possess more 'spatially-consistent
measures, i.e., possessing an approximately 100 times
smaller "nucleus" size (of a Hydrogen atom in which this
Muon "sinks" into) and being 100 times more accurate;
b) A call for Experimental Physicists to directly test the
CUFT's critical empirical prediction, predicting that such
a more massive (Muon) particle would be measured
across a greater number of USCF's frames relative to a
less massive particle (such as an electron): given the
fact that the rate of the Universal Computational
Principle (UCP) is extremely rapid ("c2/h") transcending
even the fastest available measuring device it is
suggested that even a sampling of an "x" number of
USCF's frames provided by a (given) minute-temporal
measuring device would suffice to yield an equivalent
manifestation of this critical-prediction of the CUFT
(namely: that a more massive particle such as the
'Muon' would be measured across a greater number of
given fine-temporal measurements relative to a less
massive particle such as the ‘electron); c¢) A
Mathematical validation of the CUFT's Universal
Computational Formula (UCF), i.e., that would elucidate
the precise mathematical "special conditions" in which
this singular UCF manifests (through its Relativistic or
Quantum Representations) as the known RT or QM
Laws (and phenomenon): two first instances for this
Mathematical Validation were RT's (known) 'Energy-
Mass Equivalence' (E=Mc2) and QMs' Uncertainty
Principle's complimentary pairs simultaneous
measurement accuracy constraint — which were shown
to represent 'special-cases' embedded within the
exhaustive UCF (RT and QM Representations).

Hence, the current article provides an initial
empirical validation of the CUFT as a satisfactory new
'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm which is found to be
more valid than the Old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm of
20th Century Physics, e.g., underlying both RT and QM;
A complete Empirical and Mathematical Program is
outlined which can provide a full theoretical validation for
this new CUFT's 'A-Causal Paradigm' of Twenty-First
Century Physics, e.g., which was already (previously)
shown to embed- integrate- and indeed transcend- the
Old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm's Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics' Models of the physical reality.
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A Computational Unified Field Theory's Epilogue
(CUFT):Possible Reversal of the "Arrow of Time"
and Abolishment of "Death"!

Jehonathan Bentwich, Ph.D.

[. INTRODUCTION

1st Century Physics is undergoing a major
2"Paradigmatic Shift" from its current "Material-

Causal" Paradigm to the new 'A-Causal
Computation'  Paradigm  associated  with  the
'‘Computational  Unified Field Theory' (CUFT); As
described previously [REF??] the need for such a
'Paradigmatic Shift' came about based on the existence
of an apparent theoretical inconsistency between the
two primary pillars of Physics, namely: Relativity Theory
(RT) and Quantum Mechanics (QM) as well as a series
of unresolved 'Physical Conundrums', e.g., including:
"dark-matter" and ‘"dark-energy" (which are purely
hypothetical concepts referring to up to 85% of all of the
mass and energy in the universe which cannot be
observed empirically!?)

One of the emerging new properties of this new
'A-Causal Computation' (ACC) Paradigm is its principle
negation of the existence of any "material-causal
physical relationships between any two (or more)
exhaustive spatial pixels existing either in the same- or
other- Universal Frames (UF's); But, if this 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm is valid (e.g., see below 'Initial
Empirical Validation' of this ACC Paradigm and
prospective 'Call for Experimental Validation'), then it is
suggested that another basic tenet of both RT and QM
has to be revised, i.e., the "Arrow of Time" hypothesis!
According to this 'Arrow of Time' hypothesis, "time" may
only "flow" in one direction: from the "past" to "present"
and "future" — but not vice versal? However, as will be
explained (below) through a "Cinematic-Film Metaphor"
(previously delineated) — just as in a standard cinematic
film progression, we may be able to "roll' the film
"forward" and "backwards", so it is suggested that it
should be possible to manipulate any given "Physical
System" such that it could not only progress based on
this 'Arrow of Time' hypothesis (from the 'past to the
future'), but also in the "reversed order" — from the 'future'
back to the 'past'!? It may (obviously) seem "counter-
intuitive" (initially) to hypothesize that such a "Reversed
Arrow of Time" (RAT) may be possible, but once we take
into account the full depth of the CUFT's new 'ACC'
Paradigm's complete and total negation of any 'material-
causal' physical relationship/s (at either the quantum or
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relativistic levels), we reach the inevitable conclusion
that such RAT postulate is tenable, e.g., and in fact may
even be associated with an important "Universal
Consciousness  Reality's Reversed Time  Goal
Hypothesis" (UCR-RTGH), outlined below; Finally, this
article sets to advance another new theoretical postulate
entitled: the "Abolishment of Death Hypothesis" (ADH),
wherein due to the possibility to "Reverse the Arrow of
Time", and the ACC Paradigm's principle negation of
any 'material-causal' physical relationship between any
two (or more) exhaustive spatial pixels comprising any
single or multiple UF's, therefore it a may be possible to
"abolish death" in any given biological organism, i.e.,
either through a manipulation of a "reversed sequence"
of any biological organism's series of UF's or through a
higher-ordered  Universal Consciousness  Reality's
(equivalent) manipulation...

To fully understand the possibility of a 'Reversed
Arrow of Time' (and potentially its associated
"abolishment of Death") we begin with an analysis of the
'Cinematic-Film Metaphor' which is somewhat equivalent
to certain features associated with the CUFT's Universal
Consciousness Principle's computation of the (extremely
rapid) series of 'Universal Frames' (e.g., comprising all
exhaustive spatial pixels of the universe at every minimal
time-point, "c2/h" = 1.45-42 sec'); The Cinematic-Film
Metaphor likens the UCP's consecutive production of
the rapid series of UF's to a standard film's production of
a series of film-frames: Just as in a film's production the
appearance of any given object's "energy" may be given
through a computation of the degree of "displacement"
of that object across a given number of film-frames, so
the CUFT postulates that the 'energy' value of any given
(relativistic) object or (quantum) particle based on the
UCP's computation of that object's 'displacement
across a series of UF's, e.g., based on the UCP's two
Computational Dimensions of 'Framework'
(frame'/object) and  'Consistency’  (consistent/
inconsistent). Similarly, the CUFT postulates that the
UCP computes the other three basic physical features of
'space’, 'time' and 'mass' based on the possible
combinations of these 'Framework' and 'Consistency'
Dimensions (i.e., with 'energy' and 'space' representing
the 'frame's' inconsistent’ and  'consistent’
computational combinations, and ‘time' and 'mass'
reflecting the UCP's computation of an 'object's' —
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'inconsistent' vs. 'consistent' combinations). Accordingly,
the UCP's computation of '"time" associated with any
given object comprises the UCP's computation of the
degree of that object's exhaustive spatial pixels'
inconsistency' across a series of UF's. Significantly, the
appearance of an "Arow of Time" unidirectional
progression from (that object's) 'past' to 'present' to
'future' changes (e.g., "inconsistencies") arises strictly
due to the UCP's standard computation of the series of
UF's in such a 'unidirectional' sequence; However, it is
hereby hypothesized that akin to the 'Cinematic-Film
Metaphor's' possibility to present any standard fim —
either in its "standard" 'past' to ‘future' sequential
presentation order, or conversely in a "reversed" "future
to past" sequentially ordered presentation; so it may be
possible to manipulate the UCP's consecutive
computation of any given series of UF's pertaining to
any given object — such that the comprising exhaustive
spatial electromagnetic pixels composition across a
given series of UF's would be "reversed"' (i.e.,, from its
"standard" 'Arrow of Time' depiction from 'past to future'),
thereby effectively 'reversing" that object's 'Arrow of
Time' time-flow). ..

To fully comprehend the potentially far-reaching
theoretical and pragmatic implications of such a
possibility to reverse the 'Arrow of Time' (e.g., associated
with any given object's composition across a series of
UF's), we need to review the Paradigmatic Shift
represented by the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation'
Paradigm, i.e., especially in terms of its basic
understanding of the UCP's computation- "dissolution"
(in-between' any two consecutive UF's)- sustenance-
and evolution- of every exhaustive spatial pixel/s in the
universe; Contrary to the 'old" 'Material-Causal
Paradigm associated with both Relativity Theory and
Quantum Mechanics, which assumes that the four basic
physical features of "space", "time", "energy" and "mass"
can be determined solely based on the direct physical
interaction of a given relativistic observer and (space-
time, energy-mass) 'phenomenon’ or between a given
subatomic 'probe' and 'target' particles, and that these
four basic physical features exist "continuously"

[I. METHODS

In order to test an initial empirical verification of
the CUFT's specific prediction, wherein it may be
possible to "reverse' the "Arrow of Time" — ie., as it
pertains to a simple Biological System, we propose the
following Experimental Setup

The Experimental Design comprises of an
Electromagnetic "Sensing-Computing-Stimulating
Device" (SCSD) which is capable of measuring the
precise electromagnetic values of all of the spatial pixels
comprising any given Physical System, e.g., across a
given series of USCF's frames (or even sampling
thereof); Combined with a computing mechanism which
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records those spatial-electromagnetic pixels' values of
the given Physical System, e.g., in this initial Experiment
the Physical System will consist of the single cell
'amoeba" across its entire life-span from 'birth" to
"'aged"; Combined with the SCSD's computation of the
precise "Electromagnetic Stimulation Parameters" (ESP)
necessary to invoke a "reversed-sequence" of the given
amoeba's recorded USCF's frames' particular spatial-
electromagnetic pixels corpus (e.g., at each subsequent
USCF's frame/s).

In other words, the proposed Experiment will
take a single cell 'amoeba' and apply the outlined SCSD
apparatus to its life-span's changing electromagnetic
spatial pixels' vales in order to induce a 'reversed-
sequence" of its exhaustive pool of spatial-
electromagnetic pixel's (values) across its life-span, e.g.
from 'birth" to "aging": such that hypothetically this
amoeba's exhaustive spatial electromagnetic pixels'
values would change from those comprising the "aged"
amoeba's values gradually (i.e., in the precise reversed
USCF's exhaustive spatial pixels' electromagnetic
values) to its "young" exhaustive spatial electromagnetic
pixels values composition!

[1I. DISCUSSION

To the extent that such a SCSD device could be
constructed and to the extent that such a proposed
Experimental Design subjecting a single cell amoeba to
a precise recording- computing- and stimulation
sequence for each of this amoeba's exhaustive spatial
electromagnetic pixels would indicate that indeed this
single cell amoeba ‘'reverses its biological time
sequence"; this would validate one of the key
"differential-critical predictions" of the CUFT, i.e., of
"reversing the Arrow of Time" prediction! This is because
according to the CUFT "time" can be "reversed" — which
stands in a clear contrast to the strict "impossibility" to
"reverse-time", according to the predictions of both
Relativity Theory and Quantum Mechanics; Once
again, according to RT no physical signal can travel at a
velocity greater than the "Speed of Light Constraint'-
hence, it is not possible to "catch" any light signal which
was emitted by any "past' event, e.g., therefore it is not
possible to ‘'reverse-time" Likewise, in Quantum
Mechanics, it not possible to "reverse-time" since any
given subatomic "target" probability wave function is
assumed to "collapse" following its direct physical
interaction with another subatomic "probe" element —
which results in the selection of only one singular
"complimentary" (space-energy, mass-time) measured
target value (e.g., out of the multifarious exhaustive
target values embedded in the "un-collapsed probability
wave function"); Hence, following any such subatomic
direct physical interaction between a measuring
subatomic 'probe' element and any given subatomic
target' probability wave function — there occurs an "un-



reversible" ‘'collapse" of the target's (assumed)
probability wave function (e.g., from its exhaustive
multifarious potential target values to a singular
'‘complimentary' 'collapsed" measured target value).
Therefore, from the perspective of QM it is not possible
to ‘'un-collapse" the already ‘collapsed" singular
subatomic ‘'target particle (complimentary ‘'space-
energy' or 'mass-time') value — following its direct
physical interaction with the subatomic 'probe' element,
and return it back to its exhaustive dispersed "un-
collapsed" probability wave function's multifarious
values; Therefore, ‘time-reversal" is not possible
theoretically either from the perspective of RT or from
that of QM! Hence, to the extent that the CUFT's
differential-critical prediction regarding the possibility of
'reversing-time", e.qg., as it pertains to the case of a
single amoeba's life-span reversal, then this would
comprise a clear validation of one of the CUFT's
differential-critical predictions, thereby validating it as a
satisfactory new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm of
21st century Physics.

The principle difference, then between the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm and the
old 'Material-Causal' Paradigm — e.g., as it pertains to
the "flow of time" is that whereas according to the old
'Material-Causal' Paradigm time flows uni-directionally
from the "past" through the "present" to the "future" (the
'Arrow of Time"); according to the CUFT's new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm '"time" can flow (at least
theoretically) — in both directions, e.g., from the "past to
the future'(as the 'Arrow of Time's ' "unidirectional"
sequence), or indeed also in the "reversed" sequence
from the "future to the past' In order to fully
comprehend this new "exciting" possibility relating to the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm of 21st
century Theoretical Physics, let us review (once more)
the CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm's
computational definition of "time" (as well as of "space",
'energy" and "'mass"): According to the CFUT's new
'ACC' Paradigm, 'time' is computed based on the UCP's
computation of the degree of 'object-inconsistent'
measure across a series of USCF's frames; Specifically
then, from the new ACC Paradigm's perspective the
"flow of time" is not strictly constrained to flow
"uniformly", e.g., according to the 'Arrow of Time', but
can be made to "flow" in the reversed sequence, e.g., in
terms of a given Physical System's exhaustive spatial
electromagnetic pixels sequential USCF's frames'
composition. It is important to mention (at this point) that
this new theoretical possibility to ‘'reverse-time"
according to the CUFT's new ACC Paradigm can be
affected in one of two means: a) through the
abovementioned accurate recording- computation- and
manipulation of the exhaustive electromagnetic spatial
pixels' values of each of a given Physical System' (e.g.,
such as the amoeba case) — in such a manner which
would reverse the electromagnetic spatial pixels' values

sequence (across a given series of USCF's frames); b)
"time-reversal" may also be produced based on the
(previously published) intrinsic possibility of Individual
Human Consciousness to "expand" in such a manner
that it can function equivalently to the 'Universal
Consciousness Reality', i.e., in terms of its simultaneous
computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels comprising
each consecutive USCF frame (constituting the entire
physical cosmos)...This second route for "time-reversal"
can be affected through the utilization of the "expanded"
Individual Human Consciousness mode in such a
manner as to "reverse" any given Physical System's
exhaustive electromagnetic spatial pixels' values across
a given series of USCF's frames (similarly to the first
route's physical manipulation of the amoeba's
exhaustive electromagnetic spatial pixels' values).

The potentially significant theoretical
implications of this new discovery of the CUFT -
advocating the possibility to 'reverse-time" may be
twofold

a) Empirically, the possibility to "reverse-time" — i.e.,
specifically even in the case of reversing "biological-
time" (as in the specific case of an 'amoeba' as
described experimentally in this article) may open
the door for an attempt to "Abolish Death"! This is
simply due to the fact that at least theoretically, if
"time" can be reversed in any given Physical System
— and can even be shown to be '"reversed" in the
case of a simple biological organism such as an
'amoeba’, then it may be the case that "death" can
be averted in the case of such an amoeba, or
indeed may be expanded to apply to more complex
organisms.. Once again, it is important to note that
the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm completely alters
our basic conception of "time", its hitherto assumed
"uni-directional" 'Arrow of Time' flow - instead
advocating an entirely new approach wherein "time"
merely constitutes the degree of change (e.g.,
'object-inconsistency') across a series of USCF's
frames, thereby allowing for the manipulation of
"biological-time" to flow in the reversed order, which
may also bring about the possibility of "abolishing
death" altogether...

b) The second possible theoretical implication
stemming from the CUFT's new discovery of the
possibility to "reverse-time" relates to the broader
exploration of the Universal Consciousness Reality's
origination- sustenance- and indeed ‘"purpose"
behind its consecutive production of any given
Physical System's evolution with 'time': Indeed, we
hereby advance a new 'time-related" theoretical
postulate of the CUFT named: the 'Universal

Consciousness Reality's Reversed-Time Goal
Hypothesis" (UCR-RTGH)
The '"Universal  Consciousness  Reality's

Reversed Time-Goal Hypothesis" (UCR-RTGH)
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Succinctly  stated, this new UCR-RTGH
theoretical postulate postulates that the Universal
Consciousness Reality may organize any given Physical
System based on a ‘"prospective-goal" which that
specific Physical System is selected to fulfilll This new
UCR-RTGH postulate may offer new useful insights to
the further development of Theoretical Physics as well
as other key scientific disciplines (e.g., and unresolved
scientific enigmas such as Darwin's "Natural Selection
Principle" which was shown to be negated by the
CUFT's new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm); As
shown previously, the CUFT's new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm negates any 'material-causal"
physical relationships between any two (or more)
exhaustive spatial pixels existing either in the same- or
different- USCF's frames, e.g., due to the simultaneity of
the Universal Consciousness Principle's (UCP)
computation of all exhaustive spatial pixels comprising
any single USCF's frame. Indeed, this principle negation
of the existence of any possible (relativistic or quantum)
"material-causal'  physical relationships at any
single/multiple USCF's frame/s revolutionized Physics
basic 'Material-Causal' Paradigm underlying both RT
and QM: Specifically it was shown that Einstein's RT's
'Einstein's Equations" must be negated as they are
based on precisely such a 'material-causal' assumed
relationships between "massive objects" and their
‘causing" of the ‘curvature of space-time", and
conversely between this "curvature of space-time by
massive-objects" and its "causing" of the determination
of the "travelling pathways of massive objects". Instead,
the new 'A-Causal Computation' Paradigm asserted that
the origination- sustenance- and evolution- of every
exhaustive spatial pixel comprising the entire physical
universe at each consecutive USCF's frame/s, and even
their complete ‘'dissolution" between any two
consecutive USCF's frames — can only be produced and
computed by the singularity of the UCP. Hence, the new
'ACC' Paradigm negated the 'Big-Bang' Model's
assumption wherein the entire physical universe was
assumed to be created by an initial "nuclear explosion"
which ‘"caused' the creation of all "mass", "energy",
galaxies and space etc.; Instead, the new ACC
Paradigm postulates that the entire cosmos — including
every exhaustive spatial pixel/s comprising it is being
continuously "computed'- "dissolved'- "sustained"- and
"'evolved'- solely based on the (simultaneous)
computation of this singular Universal Consciousness
Reality (e.g., with each consecutive minimal time-point:
'c2/h" = 1.45-42 sec')! This new CUFT's 'ACC' Paradigm
of 21st century Physics therefore also negated the
existence of ‘'dark-matter' and ‘'dark-energy" as
"superfluous" (e.g., as they also assumed the existence
of similar 'material-causal" physical relationships
between these purely hypothetical concepts of "dark-
matter'/'dark-energy" and the continuous explosion and
accelerated expansion of the physical universe).
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Instead, the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm
postulates that the accelerated expansion of the
physical cosmos is due to the accelerated addition of
the number of exhaustive spatial pixels comprising the
entire physical universe — with every consecutive USCF's
frame as computed by the singular UCP Reality. Another
principle negation of a major scientific conception
brought about by the CUFTs new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm is its challenging of Darwin's
Natural Selection Principle basic paradigm of Evolution:
As shown previously, due to the CUFT's new ACC
Paradigm which negates the possibility of the existence
of any 'material-causal' physical relationships between
any (two or more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing
either in the same- or different- USCF's frames, "Darwin's
Natural Selection Principle's" basic assumption whereby
it is the direct physical interaction between any given
organism and its exhaustive set of 'Environmental
Factors' which "causes" that object to "survive" or be
"extinct" was negated! Instead, once again, the new
ACC Paradigm postulated that it is solely the
simultaneous computation of the UCP of every
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe (for each
consecutive USCF's frame/s) which brings about the
apparent "evolution'- and ‘"selection" of any given
organism or specie... Thus, according to this new 'ACC'
Paradigm the evolution of say humans from apes — has
nothing to do with any direct physical interaction
between any given "ancestor' ape organism and its
direct physical environment which seemed to have
favored the evolution of a genetically "mutated" "human
descendent" (e.g., simply because according to this
new 'ACC' Paradigm there cannot exist any direct
physical interaction between any given organism and
any exhaustive set of Environmental Factors); Instead,
the CUFT's ACC Paradigm postulated a new Universal
Consciousness Reality postulate wherein the UCR
advances ever more expansive forms of "inanimate"->"
animate":"plants" =" animals" = " humans" - " expanded
Individual Human Consciousness' forms...

The fascinating new emerging basic feature of
this singular Universal Consciousness Reality leads us
to this new 'Universal Consciousness Reality's Reverse-
Time Goal Hypothesis' (UCR-which postulates that this
singular Universal Consciousness Reality may organize
its continuous consecutive origination of every
exhaustive spatial pixel comprising the entire physical
universe based on its primary Goal to express ever more
conscious, moral forms — ultimately leading to the
"pinnacle" of the UCR evolution of the universe which is
in the form of the "expanded' Individual Human
Consciousness! In other words, instead of Darwin's
Natural Selection Principle which was negated due to it
'material-causal' basic assumption the new UCR-RTGH
postulates that the evolution of any given specific specie
is driven by the UCR-RTGH which "plans" or "organizes"
any successive exhaustive series of USCF's depicting



the evolution of any given specie based on its "end-goal"
which is aligned with the abovementioned basic
motivation of the UCR to express ever more expansive
forms leading up to the human form and ultimately to its
"Expanded Individual Human Consciousness" form! This
new intriguing UCR-RTGH may apply to both an
individual organism as well as to the entire specie —i.e.,
in both cases the UCR is hypothesized to "plan" a
'reversed-time" sequence based on the ‘"end-goal
fulfillment for that particular organism or specie: if for
instance, the UCR's postulated 'goal" for Individual
Human Consciousness is to attain its "expanded" mode
(e.g., it which is "unites" or is "equivalent" to the Universal
Consciousness Reality), then according to this new
UCR-RTGH, the UCR "plans" and "organizes" the entire
sequence of the evolution of humans based on this
overarching goal of evolving human beings towards the
prospective 'Expanded Individual Human
Consciousness' mode... In fact, since as illustrated
previously (and above) the CUFT hypothesizes that the
entire evolution of all 'inanimate', 'animate: 'plants’,
‘animals', and 'humans' is geared towards this general
expansion in forms towards the attainment of the
'Expanded Individual Human Consciousness' form then
it may be said that entire evolution of all inanimate,
animate and human forms in the physical universe are
geared towards the ultimate expression of the fully
'Expanded Individual Human Consciousness' form.
Therefore, from the perspective of this new (progressive)
UCR-RTGH  postulate  the entire  origination-
"dissolution"- sustenance- and evolution- of each
exhaustive spatial pixel in the universe is solely
organized from the "future" to the "past’, i.e., from the
"future" attainment of a fully 'expanded Individual Human
Consciousness' towards all "past" and "present" USCF's
frames' exhaustive spatial pixels' organization.. Indeed, if
we take also into consideration another accompanying
intrinsic feature of this singular 'Universal Consciousness
Reality'- e.g., especially as it pertains to the dynamics of
Individual Human Consciousness' in terms of the
(previously outlined) 'UCR- Dynamic Equilibrium' (moral
principle), we may appreciate the full scope of this newly
postulated UCR-RTGH'":

This is because according to this 'Dynamic-
Equilibrium’ moral principle, the Universal
Consciousness Reality (UCR) is characterized by its
basic moral balancing-principle, which necessarily
counterbalances any infliction of "pain" or "suffering" by
one Individual Consciousness upon another Individual
Consciousness - such that the ‘'inflicting" Human
Consciousness has to endure the same proportionate
"pain" or ‘"suffering" that it inflicted upon another
Individual Human Consciousness. (This is due to the
fact that there does not exist any real "separation"
between the various constituting ‘Individual Human
Consciousness" comprising the same singular unitary
Universal Consciousness Reality — therefore any "moral

imbalance" in  which one Individual Human
Consciousness inflicts pain upon another Individual
Human Consciousness offsets the UCR's 'Dynamic-
Equilibrium' moral principle which brings about an
infliction of 'pain' or 'suffering’ upon the 'inflicting
Individual Human Consciousness' in order to restore the
harmonious unitary wholeness of the singular Universal
Consciousness  Reality. This 'Dynamic-Equilibrium'
(moral principle) is important in the context of the new
UCR-RTGH which we discussed, because - at the
Individual Human Consciousness level, the involvement
of this 'Dynamic-Equilibrium' principle, together with the
operation of the UCR-RTGH implies that we may be able
to account for the various occurrences taking place for
any Individual Human Consciousness through an
understanding of that Individual Human Consciousness'
selection of certain "moral" or "immoral" actions (e.g.,
inflicting 'pain' or 'suffering’ upon another Individual
Human Consciousness), together with the UCR general
overarching basic drive to push every such Individual
Human Consciousness towards fulfillment of its full
"'expanded Individual Human Consciousness" form.
Thus, the new UCR-RTGH postulate may further
advance Physics' basic understanding of the origin-
sustenance- and evolution- of the physical universe
based on the CUFT's new 'ACC' Paradigm which
suggests that the singular UCR may (continuously)
create- "dissolve"- sustain and evolve- each exhaustive
spatial pixel in the universe based on its overarching
UCR-RTGH purpose of evolving the physical universe to
allow ever more expansive (inanimate', ‘'animate"
'plants', 'animals' , 'humans' etc.) forms leading to the
highest most evolved expression of an 'Expanded
Individual Human Consciousness' form. Indeed, such a
UCR-RTGH postulate, e.g., alongside the CUFT's ACC
Paradigm's basic Paradigmatic Shift, i.e., from the old
'Material-Causal' Paradigm towards the new 'A-Causal
Computation' Paradigm places the major focus of 21st
century Physics upon the further investigation and
discovery of the singular Universal Consciousness
Reality's basic characteristics and features pertaining to
its 'Reversed-Time-Goal Hypothesis' program for
evolving the physical universe to fulfill the UCR's
purpose of expressing the fullest and most exhaustive
forms of the Universal Consciousness Reality.

Finally, it may be worthwhile to highlight the fact
that the discovery of this new 'UCR-RTGH' theoretical
postulate may further strengthen the abovementioned
CUFT ACC Paradigm's unique ‘"differential-critical"
prediction regarding the possibility of "time-reversal
(e.g., and by extension also of "death-abolishment'l);
This is because if indeed the Universal Consciousness
Reality may compute- and organize- the entire
sequence of USCF's arrangement from the "future to the
past' — e.g., based on the fulfillment of a particular
overarching "goal" of allowing each inanimate, animate
(plants, animals and humans) to evolve towards the
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ultimate "Expanded Individual Human Consciousness"
form; then this demonstrates the very possibility of the
Universal Consciousness Reality's — arrangement of the
given series of a given 'inanimate’, 'animate’, etc. form in
the ‘reversed-order' e.g., relative to the currently
assumed 'Arrow of Time' unidirectional sequence! But, if
it is possible for the UCR to (implicitly) arrange the given
series of USCF's frames in the "reversed-order" (from the
"future" to the ‘'past'), then based on the
(abovementioned) ‘"Individual Human Consciousness
Expansive Spectrum Hypothesis" (IHCESH) — which
postulates that the ‘"expanded' Individual Human
Consciousness can function equivalently to the
Universal Consciousness Reality, it should be possible
for the "expanded" Individual Human Consciousness to
also access such 'reversed" 'future to past' sequential
order within the exhaustive corpus of (simultaneously
existent) exhaustive USCF's of all "past’, "present" and
"future/s"... Moreover as stipulated above regarding the
Experimental design geared towards validating the
possibility of "time-reversal'- based on the precise
recording- of each and every exhaustive spatial pixels'
electromagnetic value (comprising a given Physical
System such as an amoeba) across a given series of
USCF's frames — and a computation of the necessary
specific electromagnetic stimulation parameters that
need to be applied to each exhaustive spatial pixel
comprising the given Physical System (amoeba) in order
to affect the production of this amoeba's "reversed-life-
cycle" sequence of exhaustive spatial pixels comprising
the amoeba at each previous USCF's frame... Despite
the probable 'instinctive" opposition to the very
possibility of "reversing-time" and (even more so) the
possibility of averting- or abolishing "death", it should be
noted that not only the basic conception of "time" based
on the CUFTs new 'ACC' Paradigm changes
"dramatically" — which allows for a complete revision of
our basic assumptions regarding the uni-directionally
assumed 'Arrow of Time' flow, but also our current
understanding of "life" and "death" also must necessarily
undergo a fundamental metamorphosis: Instead of
"time" existing as a "semi-objective" reality which exists
continuously, e.g., based on the direct physical
interaction between a relativistic observer and a given
relativistic (space-time or energy-mass) 'phenomenon’,
or between a given subatomic "probe" and "target"
elements (e.g., which brings about the "collapse" of the
target's probability wave function) — the CUFT new 'ACC'
Paradigm regards "time" as merely the computation of
the UCP of the degree of "object-inconsistency"
(change) across USCF's frames, e.g., with no particular
constraint imposed upon the "uni-directionality" of the
flow of "time". Therefore, to the extent that the precise
electromagnetic-spatial pixels' values of a given amoeba
(across a given number of USCF's frames) can be
'reversed’, then that amoeba's 'biological time" can
indeed be reversed! Moreover, even the existence of
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"death" may be "averted" or "abolished" based on the
same (abovementioned) reversal of the
electromagnetic-spatial values sequence comprising the
amoeba's life-cycle; This is because according to this
new ACC Paradigm there cannot exist any "material-
causal" physical relationships between any (two or
more) exhaustive spatial pixels existing either in the
same- or different- USCF's frames, so that there does
not exist any "necessary" between the passage of "time"
and an amoeba's (or any other organism's) "aging"!l As
indicated above, the 'ACC' new Paradigm negation of
the 'Material-Causal' old Paradigm's unidirectional 'Arrow
of Time' assumption — arises from the fact that the UCP's
(apparently) "standard" sequence presents the USCF' s
frames in the "past to present to future" order, but this
new ACC Paradigm does not negate at all the possibility
of presenting the given USCF's particular
electromagnetic spatial pixels comprising any given
organism (or Physical System) in the "reversed": "future
to past" order! Hence, both "aging" and "death" do not
represent any "necessary" consequence stemming from
any basic "causal" relationship between the flow of "time"
and the "aging" or "death" of a given organism — but only
represent the "standard" sequence in which the UCP
regularly presents the life-sequence of that given
organism (amoeba). If however, this specific sequence
of exhaustive electromagnetic-spatial pixels can be
'reversed’, e.g.,, such as for example through the
suggested manipulation of the amoeba's
electromagnetic-spatial ~ pixels  values  '"reversed-
sequence", then there is no principle reason that the
amoeba's "death" may not be averted or abolished!
Finally, it should be noted that it is precisely due to the
CUFT new 'ACC' Paradigm which negates the existence
of any "material-causal" physical relationships between
any two (or more) exhaustive spatial pixels in the
universe (at any single- or multiple-) USCF's frames; and
which (instead) postulates that every exhaustive spatial
pixel in the universe is continuously being "computed" by
the singular UCP at every consecutive USCF's frame/s —
followed by its complete "dissolution" "in-between" any
two consecutive USCF's frames; therefore the CUFT
previously stipulated the 'Computational Invariance
Principle' and associated 'Universal Consciousness
Reality' theoretical postulates which essentially assert
that since only the singularity of the 'Universal
Consciousness Reality' exists continuously both "during"
each consecutive USCF's frame/s (e.g., solely
computing every exhaustive spatial pixel's four basic
physical features of 'space’, time', 'energy' and 'mass')
and also solely exists "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames; whereas those four basic physical
features (pertaining to each exhaustive spatial pixel in
the universe) exist only "during" each consecutive
USCF's frame/s (as solely being computed by this
singular UCP) but not "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames (wherein only the singular UCP exists



without the presence of any physical universe); therefore
the 'Computational Invariance Principle' and 'Universal
Consciousness Reality' theoretical postulates assert that
only the ‘"computationally invariant' 'Universal
Consciousness Principle (UCP) may be regarded as
‘real" or "permanent" whereas those four basic physical
features of 'space’, 'time', 'energy' and 'mass' may only
be regarded as "computationally-variant' (e.g., transient
and 'phenomenal); Hence, the 'Universal Consciousness
Reality" postulates that there exists only one singular
'Universal  Consciousness  Reality' which  exists
continuously and uniformly both "during" each
consecutive USCF's frame — giving rise to the four basic
physical features of every exhaustive spatial pixel in the
universe, and also solely exists (without the presence of
the physical universe) "in-between" any two consecutive
USCF's frames, and wherein the entire physical universe
(and every exhaustive spatial pixel comprising it at each
consecutive USCF's frame/s) is seen as not separate
from- and in fact only a manifestation of- this singular
Universal Consciousness Reality! Indeed, viewed from
this new CUFT 'ACC Paradigm's higher-ordered
perspective, since every exhaustive spatial pixel in the
universe 'dissolves" in-between any two consecutive
USCF's frames, and since each exhaustive spatial pixel
is seen as ‘inseparable" from the continuous and
permanent existence of the singular Universal
Consciousness Reality, then in truth that cannot exist
any real "death’, i.e., of any exhaustive spatial pixel in
the universe (including of any biological organism) but
only the alternation between its "appearance" and
"'computation" by the UCP "during" each consecutive
USCF's frame and 'dissolution" — i.e., back into the
singular UCP "in-between" any two consecutive USCF's
frames... Nevertheless, it becomes completely feasible
to ‘'reverse-time" and ‘"abolish-death" through the
abovementioned suggested Experimental Design of a
precise  recording- computing- and  specific
electromagnetic stimulation of every exhaustive spatial
pixel comprising any given biological organism (such as
the amoeba) in such a manner as to produce that
organism's  'reversed-spatial-electromagnetic  values'
across the organism's recorded life-cycle...

Dedlication:

This article is dedicated to my dear beloved
Mother Dr. Tirza Bentwich and my two beloved sons,
Shoham and Nethanel;

It is also dedicated to Science- and Humanity's-
(sincere) quest after Truth (with the deep prayer that It
may not be afraid to "let go" of "old conceptions" (and
Paradigms) in pursuit of the full scope Truth, which
points at the singularity of a Universal Consciousness
Reality which unifies- integrates- and transcends- the
apparent constraints of the old ‘“fragmented"
'Materialistic-Reductionistic' Paradigm. May Humanity
'march-on", reach higher towards this singular higher-

ordered Universal Consciousness Reality which creates-
sustains- and evolves- every exhaustive spatial pixel
throughout the entire physical universe so many times
per second...
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paper that appears not to have adequate numerical treatments of the data will be returned unrefereed.

i)  Discussion should cover implications and consequences and not just recapitulate the results; conclusions should also
be summarized.

j)  There should be brief acknowledgments.

k) There ought to be references in the conventional format. Global Journals recommends APA format.

Authors should carefully consider the preparation of papers to ensure that they communicate effectively. Papers are much
more likely to be accepted if they are carefully designed and laid out, contain few or no errors, are summarizing, and follow
instructions. They will also be published with much fewer delays than those that require much technical and editorial
correction.

The Editorial Board reserves the right to make literary corrections and suggestions to improve brevity.
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FORMAT STRUCTURE

It is necessary that authors take care in submitting a manuscript that is written in simple language and adheres to
published guidelines.

All manuscripts submitted to Global Journals should include:
Title

The title page must carry an informative title that reflects the content, a running title (less than 45 characters together with
spaces), names of the authors and co-authors, and the place(s) where the work was carried out.

Author details
The full postal address of any related author(s) must be specified.
Abstract

The abstract is the foundation of the research paper. It should be clear and concise and must contain the objective of the
paper and inferences drawn. It is advised to not include big mathematical equations or complicated jargon.

Many researchers searching for information online will use search engines such as Google, Yahoo or others. By optimizing
your paper for search engines, you will amplify the chance of someone finding it. In turn, this will make it more likely to be
viewed and cited in further works. Global Journals has compiled these guidelines to facilitate you to maximize the web-
friendliness of the most public part of your paper.

Keywords

A major lynchpin of research work for the writing of research papers is the keyword search, which one will employ to find
both library and internet resources. Up to eleven keywords or very brief phrases have to be given to help data retrieval,
mining, and indexing.

One must be persistent and creative in using keywords. An effective keyword search requires a strategy: planning of a list
of possible keywords and phrases to try.

Choice of the main keywords is the first tool of writing a research paper. Research paper writing is an art. Keyword search
should be as strategic as possible.

One should start brainstorming lists of potential keywords before even beginning searching. Think about the most
important concepts related to research work. Ask, “What words would a source have to include to be truly valuable in a
research paper?” Then consider synonyms for the important words.

It may take the discovery of only one important paper to steer in the right keyword direction because, in most databases,
the keywords under which a research paper is abstracted are listed with the paper.

Numerical Methods

Numerical methods used should be transparent and, where appropriate, supported by references.

Abbreviations

Authors must list all the abbreviations used in the paper at the end of the paper or in a separate table before using them.
Formulas and equations

Authors are advised to submit any mathematical equation using either MathJax, KaTeX, or LaTeX, or in a very high-quality
image.

Tables, Figures, and Figure Legends

Tables: Tables should be cautiously designed, uncrowned, and include only essential data. Each must have an Arabic
number, e.g., Table 4, a self-explanatory caption, and be on a separate sheet. Authors must submit tables in an editable
format and not as images. References to these tables (if any) must be mentioned accurately.
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Figures

Figures are supposed to be submitted as separate files. Always include a citation in the text for each figure using Arabic
numbers, e.g., Fig. 4. Artwork must be submitted online in vector electronic form or by emailing it.

PREPARATION OF ELETRONIC FIGURES FOR PUBLICATION

Although low-quality images are sufficient for review purposes, print publication requires high-quality images to prevent
the final product being blurred or fuzzy. Submit (possibly by e-mail) EPS (line art) or TIFF (halftone/ photographs) files only.
MS PowerPoint and Word Graphics are unsuitable for printed pictures. Avoid using pixel-oriented software. Scans (TIFF
only) should have a resolution of at least 350 dpi (halftone) or 700 to 1100 dpi (line drawings). Please give the data
for figures in black and white or submit a Color Work Agreement form. EPS files must be saved with fonts embedded (and
with a TIFF preview, if possible).

For scanned images, the scanning resolution at final image size ought to be as follows to ensure good reproduction: line
art: >650 dpi; halftones (including gel photographs): >350 dpi; figures containing both halftone and line images: >650 dpi.

Color charges: Authors are advised to pay the full cost for the reproduction of their color artwork. Hence, please note that
if there is color artwork in your manuscript when it is accepted for publication, we would require you to complete and
return a Color Work Agreement form before your paper can be published. Also, you can email your editor to remove the
color fee after acceptance of the paper.

Tirs FOR WRITING A GOOD QUALITY SCIENCE FRONTIER RESEARCH PAPER

Techniques for writing a good quality Science Frontier Research paper:

1. Choosing the topic: In most cases, the topic is selected by the interests of the author, but it can also be suggested by the
guides. You can have several topics, and then judge which you are most comfortable with. This may be done by asking
several questions of yourself, like "Will | be able to carry out a search in this area? Will | find all necessary resources to
accomplish the search? Will | be able to find all information in this field area?" If the answer to this type of question is
"yes," then you ought to choose that topic. In most cases, you may have to conduct surveys and visit several places. Also,
you might have to do a lot of work to find all the rises and falls of the various data on that subject. Sometimes, detailed
information plays a vital role, instead of short information. Evaluators are human: The first thing to remember is that
evaluators are also human beings. They are not only meant for rejecting a paper. They are here to evaluate your paper. So
present your best aspect.

2. Think like evaluators: If you are in confusion or getting demotivated because your paper may not be accepted by the
evaluators, then think, and try to evaluate your paper like an evaluator. Try to understand what an evaluator wants in your
research paper, and you will automatically have your answer. Make blueprints of paper: The outline is the plan or
framework that will help you to arrange your thoughts. It will make your paper logical. But remember that all points of your
outline must be related to the topic you have chosen.

3. Ask your guides: If you are having any difficulty with your research, then do not hesitate to share your difficulty with
your guide (if you have one). They will surely help you out and resolve your doubts. If you can't clarify what exactly you
require for your work, then ask your supervisor to help you with an alternative. He or she might also provide you with a list
of essential readings.

4. Use of computer is recommended: As you are doing research in the field of science frontier then this point is quite
obvious. Use right software: Always use good quality software packages. If you are not capable of judging good software,
then you can lose the quality of your paper unknowingly. There are various programs available to help you which you can
get through the internet.

5. Use the internet for help: An excellent start for your paper is using Google. It is a wondrous search engine, where you
can have your doubts resolved. You may also read some answers for the frequent question of how to write your research
paper or find a model research paper. You can download books from the internet. If you have all the required books, place
importance on reading, selecting, and analyzing the specified information. Then sketch out your research paper. Use big
pictures: You may use encyclopedias like Wikipedia to get pictures with the best resolution. At Global Journals, you should
strictly follow here.
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6. Bookmarks are useful: When you read any book or magazine, you generally use bookmarks, right? It is a good habit
which helps to not lose your continuity. You should always use bookmarks while searching on the internet also, which will
make your search easier.

7. Revise what you wrote: When you write anything, always read it, summarize it, and then finalize it.

8. Make every effort: Make every effort to mention what you are going to write in your paper. That means always have a
good start. Try to mention everything in the introduction—what is the need for a particular research paper. Polish your
work with good writing skills and always give an evaluator what he wants. Make backups: When you are going to do any
important thing like making a research paper, you should always have backup copies of it either on your computer or on
paper. This protects you from losing any portion of your important data.

9. Produce good diagrams of your own: Always try to include good charts or diagrams in your paper to improve quality.
Using several unnecessary diagrams will degrade the quality of your paper by creating a hodgepodge. So always try to
include diagrams which were made by you to improve the readability of your paper. Use of direct quotes: When you do
research relevant to literature, history, or current affairs, then use of quotes becomes essential, but if the study is relevant
to science, use of quotes is not preferable.

10. Use proper verb tense: Use proper verb tenses in your paper. Use past tense to present those events that have
happened. Use present tense to indicate events that are going on. Use future tense to indicate events that will happen in
the future. Use of wrong tenses will confuse the evaluator. Avoid sentences that are incomplete.

11. Pick a good study spot: Always try to pick a spot for your research which is quiet. Not every spot is good for studying.

12. Know what you know: Always try to know what you know by making objectives, otherwise you will be confused and
unable to achieve your target.

13. Use good grammar: Always use good grammar and words that will have a positive impact on the evaluator; use of
good vocabulary does not mean using tough words which the evaluator has to find in a dictionary. Do not fragment
sentences. Eliminate one-word sentences. Do not ever use a big word when a smaller one would suffice.

Verbs have to be in agreement with their subjects. In a research paper, do not start sentences with conjunctions or finish
them with prepositions. When writing formally, it is advisable to never split an infinitive because someone will (wrongly)
complain. Avoid clichés like a disease. Always shun irritating alliteration. Use language which is simple and straightforward.
Put together a neat summary.

14. Arrangement of information: Each section of the main body should start with an opening sentence, and there should
be a changeover at the end of the section. Give only valid and powerful arguments for your topic. You may also maintain
your arguments with records.

15. Never start at the last minute: Always allow enough time for research work. Leaving everything to the last minute will
degrade your paper and spoil your work.

16. Multitasking in research is not good: Doing several things at the same time is a bad habit in the case of research
activity. Research is an area where everything has a particular time slot. Divide your research work into parts, and do a
particular part in a particular time slot.

17. Never copy others' work: Never copy others' work and give it your name because if the evaluator has seen it anywhere,
you will be in trouble. Take proper rest and food: No matter how many hours you spend on your research activity, if you
are not taking care of your health, then all your efforts will have been in vain. For quality research, take proper rest and
food.

18. Go to seminars: Attend seminars if the topic is relevant to your research area. Utilize all your resources.

19. Refresh your mind dafter intervals: Try to give your mind a rest by listening to soft music or sleeping in intervals. This
will also improve your memory. Acquire colleagues: Always try to acquire colleagues. No matter how sharp you are, if you
acquire colleagues, they can give you ideas which will be helpful to your research.
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20. Think technically: Always think technically. If anything happens, search for its reasons, benefits, and demerits. Think
and then print: When you go to print your paper, check that tables are not split, headings are not detached from their
descriptions, and page sequence is maintained.

21. Adding unnecessary information: Do not add unnecessary information like "I have used MS Excel to draw graphs."
Irrelevant and inappropriate material is superfluous. Foreign terminology and phrases are not apropos. One should never
take a broad view. Analogy is like feathers on a snake. Use words properly, regardless of how others use them. Remove
guotations. Puns are for kids, not grunt readers. Never oversimplify: When adding material to your research paper, never
go for oversimplification; this will definitely irritate the evaluator. Be specific. Never use rhythmic redundancies.
Contractions shouldn't be used in a research paper. Comparisons are as terrible as clichés. Give up ampersands,
abbreviations, and so on. Remove commas that are not necessary. Parenthetical words should be between brackets or
commas. Understatement is always the best way to put forward earth-shaking thoughts. Give a detailed literary review.

22. Report concluded results: Use concluded results. From raw data, filter the results, and then conclude your studies
based on measurements and observations taken. An appropriate number of decimal places should be used. Parenthetical
remarks are prohibited here. Proofread carefully at the final stage. At the end, give an outline to your arguments. Spot
perspectives of further study of the subject. Justify your conclusion at the bottom sufficiently, which will probably include
examples.

23. Upon conclusion: Once you have concluded your research, the next most important step is to present your findings.
Presentation is extremely important as it is the definite medium though which your research is going to be in print for the
rest of the crowd. Care should be taken to categorize your thoughts well and present them in a logical and neat manner. A
good quality research paper format is essential because it serves to highlight your research paper and bring to light all
necessary aspects of your research.

INFORMAL GUIDELINES OF RESEARCH PAPER WRITING
Key points to remember:

e Submit all work in its final form.
e Write your paper in the form which is presented in the guidelines using the template.
e Please note the criteria peer reviewers will use for grading the final paper.

Final points:

One purpose of organizing a research paper is to let people interpret your efforts selectively. The journal requires the
following sections, submitted in the order listed, with each section starting on a new page:

The introduction: This will be compiled from reference matter and reflect the design processes or outline of basis that
directed you to make a study. As you carry out the process of study, the method and process section will be constructed
like that. The results segment will show related statistics in nearly sequential order and direct reviewers to similar
intellectual paths throughout the data that you gathered to carry out your study.

The discussion section:

This will provide understanding of the data and projections as to the implications of the results. The use of good quality
references throughout the paper will give the effort trustworthiness by representing an alertness to prior workings.

Writing a research paper is not an easy job, no matter how trouble-free the actual research or concept. Practice, excellent
preparation, and controlled record-keeping are the only means to make straightforward progression.

General style:

Specific editorial column necessities for compliance of a manuscript will always take over from directions in these general
guidelines.

To make a paper clear: Adhere to recommended page limits.
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Mistakes to avoid:

e Insertion of a title at the foot of a page with subsequent text on the next page.

e Separating a table, chart, or figure—confine each to a single page.

e Submitting a manuscript with pages out of sequence.

e In every section of your document, use standard writing style, including articles ("a" and "the").
e Keep paying attention to the topic of the paper.

e Use paragraphs to split each significant point (excluding the abstract).

e  Align the primary line of each section.

e  Present your points in sound order.

e Use present tense to report well-accepted matters.

e Use past tense to describe specific results.

e Do not use familiar wording; don't address the reviewer directly. Don't use slang or superlatives.
e Avoid use of extra pictures—include only those figures essential to presenting results.

Title page:

Choose a revealing title. It should be short and include the name(s) and address(es) of all authors. It should not have
acronyms or abbreviations or exceed two printed lines.

Abstract: This summary should be two hundred words or less. It should clearly and briefly explain the key findings reported
in the manuscript and must have precise statistics. It should not have acronyms or abbreviations. It should be logical in
itself. Do not cite references at this point.

An abstract is a brief, distinct paragraph summary of finished work or work in development. In a minute or less, a reviewer
can be taught the foundation behind the study, common approaches to the problem, relevant results, and significant
conclusions or new questions.

Write your summary when your paper is completed because how can you write the summary of anything which is not yet
written? Wealth of terminology is very essential in abstract. Use comprehensive sentences, and do not sacrifice readability
for brevity; you can maintain it succinctly by phrasing sentences so that they provide more than a lone rationale. The
author can at this moment go straight to shortening the outcome. Sum up the study with the subsequent elements in any
summary. Try to limit the initial two items to no more than one line each.

Reason for writing the article—theory, overall issue, purpose.

e Fundamental goal.

e To-the-point depiction of the research.

e Consequences, including definite statistics—if the consequences are quantitative in nature, account for this; results of
any numerical analysis should be reported. Significant conclusions or questions that emerge from the research.

Approach:

0 Single section and succinct.

An outline of the job done is always written in past tense.

Concentrate on shortening results—limit background information to a verdict or two.

Exact spelling, clarity of sentences and phrases, and appropriate reporting of quantities (proper units, important
statistics) are just as significant in an abstract as they are anywhere else.

(ol olNe]

Introduction:

The introduction should "introduce" the manuscript. The reviewer should be presented with sufficient background
information to be capable of comprehending and calculating the purpose of your study without having to refer to other
works. The basis for the study should be offered. Give the most important references, but avoid making a comprehensive
appraisal of the topic. Describe the problem visibly. If the problem is not acknowledged in a logical, reasonable way, the
reviewer will give no attention to your results. Speak in common terms about techniques used to explain the problem, if
needed, but do not present any particulars about the protocols here.
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The following approach can create a valuable beginning:

0 Explain the value (significance) of the study.

0 Defend the model—why did you employ this particular system or method? What is its compensation? Remark upon
its appropriateness from an abstract point of view as well as pointing out sensible reasons for using it.

0 Present a justification. State your particular theory(-ies) or aim(s), and describe the logic that led you to choose
them.

O Briefly explain the study's tentative purpose and how it meets the declared objectives.

Approach:

Use past tense except for when referring to recognized facts. After all, the manuscript will be submitted after the entire job
is done. Sort out your thoughts; manufacture one key point for every section. If you make the four points listed above, you
will need at least four paragraphs. Present surrounding information only when it is necessary to support a situation. The
reviewer does not desire to read everything you know about a topic. Shape the theory specifically—do not take a broad
view.

As always, give awareness to spelling, simplicity, and correctness of sentences and phrases.
Procedures (methods and materials):

This part is supposed to be the easiest to carve if you have good skills. A soundly written procedures segment allows a
capable scientist to replicate your results. Present precise information about your supplies. The suppliers and clarity of
reagents can be helpful bits of information. Present methods in sequential order, but linked methodologies can be grouped
as a segment. Be concise when relating the protocols. Attempt to give the least amount of information that would permit
another capable scientist to replicate your outcome, but be cautious that vital information is integrated. The use of
subheadings is suggested and ought to be synchronized with the results section.

When a technique is used that has been well-described in another section, mention the specific item describing the way,
but draw the basic principle while stating the situation. The purpose is to show all particular resources and broad
procedures so that another person may use some or all of the methods in one more study or referee the scientific value of
your work. It is not to be a step-by-step report of the whole thing you did, nor is a methods section a set of orders.

Materials:
Materials may be reported in part of a section or else they may be recognized along with your measures.
Methods:

O Report the method and not the particulars of each process that engaged the same methodology.

0 Describe the method entirely.

0 To be succinct, present methods under headings dedicated to specific dealings or groups of measures.

0 Simplify—detail how procedures were completed, not how they were performed on a particular day.

0 If well-known procedures were used, account for the procedure by name, possibly with a reference, and that's all.
Approach:

It is embarrassing to use vigorous voice when documenting methods without using first person, which would focus the
reviewer's interest on the researcher rather than the job. As a result, when writing up the methods, most authors use third
person passive voice.

Use standard style in this and every other part of the paper—avoid familiar lists, and use full sentences.
What to keep away from:

O Resources and methods are not a set of information.
O Skip all descriptive information and surroundings—save it for the argument.
O Leave out information that is immaterial to a third party.
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Results:

The principle of a results segment is to present and demonstrate your conclusion. Create this part as entirely objective
details of the outcome, and save all understanding for the discussion.

The page length of this segment is set by the sum and types of data to be reported. Use statistics and tables, if suitable, to
present consequences most efficiently.

You must clearly differentiate material which would usually be incorporated in a study editorial from any unprocessed data
or additional appendix matter that would not be available. In fact, such matters should not be submitted at all except if
requested by the instructor.

Content:

0 Sum up your conclusions in text and demonstrate them, if suitable, with figures and tables.

0 Inthe manuscript, explain each of your consequences, and point the reader to remarks that are most appropriate.

0 Present a background, such as by describing the question that was addressed by creation of an exacting study.

0 Explain results of control experiments and give remarks that are not accessible in a prescribed figure or table, if
appropriate.

0 Examine your data, then prepare the analyzed (transformed) data in the form of a figure (graph), table, or
manuscript.

What to stay away from:

0 Do not discuss or infer your outcome, report surrounding information, or try to explain anything.

0 Do notinclude raw data or intermediate calculations in a research manuscript.
0 Do not present similar data more than once.
0 A manuscript should complement any figures or tables, not duplicate information.
0 Never confuse figures with tables—there is a difference.
Approach:

As always, use past tense when you submit your results, and put the whole thing in a reasonable order.
Put figures and tables, appropriately numbered, in order at the end of the report.

If you desire, you may place your figures and tables properly within the text of your results section.
Figures and tables:

If you put figures and tables at the end of some details, make certain that they are visibly distinguished from any attached
appendix materials, such as raw facts. Whatever the position, each table must be titled, numbered one after the other, and
include a heading. All figures and tables must be divided from the text.

Discussion:

The discussion is expected to be the trickiest segment to write. A lot of papers submitted to the journal are discarded
based on problems with the discussion. There is no rule for how long an argument should be.

Position your understanding of the outcome visibly to lead the reviewer through your conclusions, and then finish the
paper with a summing up of the implications of the study. The purpose here is to offer an understanding of your results
and support all of your conclusions, using facts from your research and generally accepted information, if suitable. The
implication of results should be fully described.

Infer your data in the conversation in suitable depth. This means that when you clarify an observable fact, you must explain
mechanisms that may account for the observation. If your results vary from your prospect, make clear why that may have
happened. If your results agree, then explain the theory that the proof supported. It is never suitable to just state that the
data approved the prospect, and let it drop at that. Make a decision as to whether each premise is supported or discarded
or if you cannot make a conclusion with assurance. Do not just dismiss a study or part of a study as "uncertain."
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Research papers are not acknowledged if the work is imperfect. Draw what conclusions you can based upon the results
that you have, and take care of the study as a finished work.

0 You may propose future guidelines, such as how an experiment might be personalized to accomplish a new idea.

0 Give details of all of your remarks as much as possible, focusing on mechanisms.

0 Make a decision as to whether the tentative design sufficiently addressed the theory and whether or not it was
correctly restricted. Try to present substitute explanations if they are sensible alternatives.

0 One piece of research will not counter an overall question, so maintain the large picture in mind. Where do you go
next? The best studies unlock new avenues of study. What questions remain?

0 Recommendations for detailed papers will offer supplementary suggestions.

Approach:

When you refer to information, differentiate data generated by your own studies from other available information. Present
work done by specific persons (including you) in past tense.

Describe generally acknowledged facts and main beliefs in present tense.

THE ADMINISTRATION RULES
Administration Rules to Be Strictly Followed before Submitting Your Research Paper to Global Journals Inc.

Please read the following rules and regulations carefully before submitting your research paper to Global Journals Inc. to
avoid rejection.

Segment draft and final research paper: You have to strictly follow the template of a research paper, failing which your
paper may get rejected. You are expected to write each part of the paper wholly on your own. The peer reviewers need to
identify your own perspective of the concepts in your own terms. Please do not extract straight from any other source, and
do not rephrase someone else's analysis. Do not allow anyone else to proofread your manuscript.

Written material: You may discuss this with your guides and key sources. Do not copy anyone else's paper, even if this is
only imitation, otherwise it will be rejected on the grounds of plagiarism, which is illegal. Various methods to avoid
plagiarism are strictly applied by us to every paper, and, if found guilty, you may be blacklisted, which could affect your
career adversely. To guard yourself and others from possible illegal use, please do not permit anyone to use or even read
your paper and file.
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Please note that following table is only a Grading of "Paper Compilation" and not on "Performed/Stated Research" whose grading
solely depends on Individual Assigned Peer Reviewer and Editorial Board Member. These can be available only on request and after

CRITERION FOR GRADING A RESEARCH PAPER (COMPILATION)
BY GLOBAL JOURNALS

decision of Paper. This report will be the property of Global Journals.

Topics

Abstract

Introduction

Methods
Procedures

Result

Discussion

References

XIX

Grades

Clear and concise with
appropriate content, Correct

format. 200 words or below

Containing all background
details with clear goal and
appropriate  details, flow
specification, no grammar
and spelling mistake, well
organized sentence and

paragraph, reference cited

Clear and to the point with
well arranged paragraph,
precision and accuracy of
facts and figures, well

organized subheads

Well organized, Clear and
specific, Correct units with
precision, correct data, well
structuring of paragraph, no
grammar and spelling
mistake

Well organized, meaningful
specification, sound
conclusion, logical and
concise explanation, highly

structured paragraph
reference cited
Complete and correct

format, well organized

Unclear summary and no
specific data, Incorrect form

Above 200 words

Unclear and confusing data,
appropriate format, grammar
and spelling errors with
unorganized matter

Difficult to comprehend with
embarrassed text, too much
explanation but completed

Complete and embarrassed
text, difficult to comprehend

Wordy, unclear conclusion,
spurious

Beside the point, Incomplete

No specific data with ambiguous
information

Above 250 words

Out of place depth and content,
hazy format

Incorrect  and unorganized

structure with hazy meaning

Irregular format with wrong facts
and figures

Conclusion is not  cited,
unorganized, difficult to

comprehend

Wrong format and structuring
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