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Abstract

Biology has lacked a substrate-independent physical definition of life, one that ex-
plains not just what living systems do but why they must do it, derived from the
same laws that govern everything else. This submission proposes one.

The Persistence Theorem derives from non-equilibrium statistical mechanics, ther-
modynamics, and information theory the necessary and sufficient conditions for
any autonomous physical process to persist indefinitely. Three conditions emerge:
free energy gradient coupling with structural surplus, active homeostasis, and loop
closure. These conditions are substrate-independent and scale-independent. They
apply to any physical process, at any scale, built from any chemistry. Life is one
class of process that satisfies all three simultaneously and continuously. It is not
the only one, and the conditions do not select for it specifically. They select for per-
sistence. What they describe is a thermodynamic process class of which life is the
most familiar instance. Natural selection, variation, and evolution follow as derived
consequences of the same physics, not as separate biological principles layered on
top.

Recursive Gradient Coupling takes those conditions and derives what a gradient-rich
environment becomes when they operate across deep time. A tier hierarchy emerges
in which each level accesses a qualitatively deeper class of free energy, accessible only
once the level below has built sufficient structural stock. The Michaelis-Menten
enzyme kinetics equation and the Holling Type II ecological functional response
are derived as special cases of the same quasi-steady state coupling mechanism,
not fitted to data but produced by the framework’s own mathematics applied at
different scales. The Gompertz-Makeham mortality law is derived without being
assumed, ageing and cancer are recast as failures of homeostatic integrity dynamics,
and the origin of life is identified as the thermodynamic threshold at which all three
conditions are first satisfied simultaneously in a confined chemical environment.

The framework makes specific falsifiable predictions: at hydrothermal vents, accumu-
lated microbial structural stock rather than instantaneous chemical flux determines
macrofaunal complexity; Earth’s own tier-three transition produces a characteristic
detectable waste emission profile calibrated here against the atmospheric nuclear
test record; and the apparent silence of the universe follows necessarily from a strict
theorem that detectability decreases monotonically with structural depth.

This is a paper about physics. It is also, for that reason, a paper about why biology
is the way it is.
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The theoretical architecture of this paper is the author’s own. The arguments, the
conceptual structure, and the claims follow from that architecture. The mathematics
formalises it: equations and derivations were developed to express the architecture
precisely, with assistance from large language model tools. The core contribution is
the architecture. The responsibility for it is mine.
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Abstract

Three conditions are necessary and sufficient for any autonomous thermodynamic
process to persist indefinitely in a gradient-rich environment.

Condition I: Gradient coupling with structural surplus. The process must
intercept a free energy gradient and route that energy through internal structure,
building more organised structure each cycle than it loses to degradation. The
surplus need not serve the process that built it. It needs only to persist.

Condition II: Active homeostasis. The process must actively maintain its own
boundary conditions using energy sourced from its own coupling operation. Passive
stability is not sufficient. Any passively stable system will eventually be destroyed
by thermal fluctuations given enough time. The energy investment must come from
inside, not from an external agent.

Condition III: Loop closure. The output of the process must include the means
to run the process again. Every physical component has a finite lifetime. Without
replacement from the process’s own output, the process terminates by component
failure.

Each condition is the necessary response to one unavoidable feature of any physical
environment: dissipation forces the first, thermal fluctuations force the second, and
component mortality forces the third. This paper derives all three from physics
alone, with no modelling assumptions beyond the laws of thermodynamics, statisti-
cal mechanics, and information theory.

Structural stock is identified with the system’s Helmholtz free energy excess above
equilibrium, a standard thermodynamic quantity. The Mori-Zwanzig projection of
Hamiltonian mechanics gives the Langevin dynamics of structural stock from first
principles, from which the first-passage theorem delivers Condition I. The potential
of mean force of the driven non-equilibrium system gives the Kramers barrier as a
derived quantity, with no prior definition of what an operational state is.

Homeostatic integrity is defined as the minimum normalised Kramers well depth
across all structural subsystems necessary for persistence. This definition eliminates
any assumption about how homeostatic energy is distributed across subsystems:
the minimum is what governs, and the minimum is what the theorem requires. The
defect accumulation and repair kinetics that produce this variable are shown to
necessarily apply to every structural subsystem of any persisting process, including
the copying mechanism, through the second law and the joint logic of the conditions
themselves. Transition state theory then derives replication fidelity as a function of
homeostatic integrity without additional assumption.

Natural selection follows from the theorem rather than being imported into it. Repli-
cation fidelity is always less than one: the second law forbids perfect copying. Vari-
ation is therefore generated at every replication event. The available gradient G
is finite. Under finite G, variants compete for the same resource. The persistence
criterion operates as a selection criterion in this competitive environment, and dif-
ferential elimination is real rather than merely differential growth rates. Natural
selection, variation, and evolution are derived consequences of the theorem and the
second law.

The result is a biconditional theorem grounded entirely in established physics. A
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process persists indefinitely if and only if all three conditions hold simultaneously and
continuously, subject to two irreducible environmental facts: nonzero temperature
and available gradient. The substrate changes at every scale. The theorem does
not.

One distinction is essential to reading the theorem correctly. No individual instan-
tiation of a process persists indefinitely: every instance faces inevitable homeostatic
decline and eventual termination by component mortality. The biconditional applies
to the process class. The three conditions ensure that each instance produces viable
successors before termination. Indefinite persistence is what that looks like across
extended time.
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PART 1
The Plain Account

What the mathematics in this paper produces is a precise answer to a question
nobody has managed to answer from physics before: what must any physical pro-
cess do, regardless of what it is made of or where it operates, in order to persist
indefinitely?

The question matters because life is one possible answer. But the question is not
about life. It is about persistence. What follows is a plain account of the argument
before any of the formal machinery appears.

Three features of the universe constrain the answer.

The first is that entropy increases. Any organised structure, left unattended, de-
grades. The second law of thermodynamics is not a tendency or a preference. It is a
statement about what physical systems do over time. A process that does not con-
tinuously rebuild its organisation will be depleted by the same physics that governs
everything else.

The second is that environments fluctuate. Thermal noise arrives continuously. Over
long enough timescales, fluctuations of any finite magnitude occur with certainty.
Any system that depends on passive structural stability, on being stable because its
components are in the right arrangement, will eventually be dislodged by accumu-
lated thermal pressure. The Kramers theorem makes this precise: the escape time
from any passive potential well is finite, no matter how deep the well.

The third is that every physical component has a finite lifetime. Molecular bonds
break. Polymers degrade. Even atomic nuclei are not permanent. A process that
does not replace its failing parts will be terminated by their failure.

These three features are not assumptions about life. They apply to any physical
system in a universe where entropy increases, temperatures are above absolute zero,
and matter wears out. Any answer to the persistence question must address all three
or it is incomplete.

Three conditions follow.

From each pressure, one condition follows. Fach condition is the necessary response
to one pressure. Together they are sufficient.

The first pressure, entropy depletion, forces the process to couple to a free energy
gradient and build more organised structure than it loses each cycle. This is not
optional if the process is to persist. It is what the first-passage theorem says: a
process with net negative structural drift terminates in finite time with probability
one. A cell running its metabolism, a plant capturing sunlight, a human digesting
food: all are coupling to gradients and building more than they lose. The organisms
that are not doing this are already gone.

The second pressure, thermal fluctuations, forces the process to actively maintain
its own boundary conditions. Not passively. Actively, using energy from its own
gradient coupling. A passively stable system will eventually be knocked out of its
stable configuration, because the Kramers theorem guarantees it. The only systems
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that survive this indefinitely are the ones investing energy in maintaining their own
stability from the inside.

The third pressure, component mortality, forces the process to produce the means
to continue. Every component eventually fails. If the process does not produce
successors before enough components fail, the process ends. The means to continue
must be funded from the process’s own output, not from an external source, because
any process depending on external maintenance is not the unit the theorem is about.
The coupled process, including whatever maintains it, is the unit.

What falls out of the three together.

Something unexpected happens when all three conditions are imposed simultane-
ously on the same process.

Replication fidelity is always less than one. Perfect copying would require zero
entropy production in the copying step. The second law forbids this at any temper-
ature above absolute zero. So variation is not an assumption that needs to be added
to the framework. It is a direct consequence of the second condition applied to the
copying mechanism.

Where there is variation and a finite gradient, variants compete. The process that
satisfies the three conditions more completely persists longer and produces more
successors. The one that satisfies them less is eliminated sooner. This is natural se-
lection, not as a biological principle but as a consequence of the persistence criterion
applied under finite resources.

Evolution follows from both of those operating over time. It is what the mathematics
produces when the three conditions are applied to a population of variants sharing
a finite gradient. It was not put into the framework. It fell out of it.

The result.

The result is a biconditional. A process persists indefinitely if and only if all three
conditions hold simultaneously and continuously.

The if direction says that satisfying the three conditions is enough. The coupling
chain closes, every link derived from the same physics, each drawing on structural
stock as its common currency. The only if direction says that failing any single
condition terminates the process. The first-passage theorem, the Kramers theorem,
and the branching process extinction theorem each give termination with probability
one when their respective condition is violated.

The boundary the biconditional draws is exact. Chain reactions, crystals, hurricanes:
all fail the biconditional at specific points and for specific derived reasons. None of
these are designed exclusions. They are what the mathematics produces.

The substrate changes at every scale. The theorem does not.

How to read what follows.

The mathematics that follows makes every claim in this account precise. It derives
each condition from established physics without additional assumptions. The reader
who has understood this plain account has understood the theorem.
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PART 11
The Mathematical Account

1 The Question

In a universe governed by the laws of thermodynamics, what must a process do to
remain in existence over timescales approaching infinity?

Three features of any physical environment constrain the answer before a single as-
sumption about the process itself is made. The second law operates: unreplenished
structure degrades. Environments fluctuate: any passively stable system is eventu-
ally destroyed. Every physical component has a finite lifetime: a process that does
not replace its failing parts terminates.

These are not assumptions about life. They are features of the universe. Three
conditions follow from them, each the necessary response to one feature. Together
they are sufficient. The derivation that follows establishes both directions of that
claim and shows that variation, selection, and evolution are consequences of the
same physics rather than separate biological principles layered on top of it.

2 The Physical System: Defining P

The theorem applies to a process P. That term needs a precise definition before the
conditions are stated, because the theorem’s claims about P depend on what P is.

2.1 A Persistent Process Instance

A persistent process instance P is an autonomous, open, non-equilibrium thermody-
namic system characterised by four properties.

Property 1: positive structural stock. P has Ny > 0, where /N, is the Helmholtz
free energy excess of the system above its thermodynamic equilibrium state, as
defined in Section 3. When N, = 0 the system is at equilibrium and the process is
absent.

Property 2: a maintained boundary. There exists a spatial domain that con-
stitutes the interior of P, separating its dynamics from the environment. This
boundary is not required to be geometrically sharp or pre-specified with mathemat-
ical precision. It is operationally defined as what Condition II maintains: the set of
structural conditions whose active preservation by P’s own homeostatic investment
constitutes the difference between the process and its surroundings. The existence
of such a domain is a precondition for P being identifiable as a system at all. The
maintenance of that domain under thermal fluctuations and component mortality is
what Condition IT derives. The boundary is not assumed to be stable. It is assumed
to exist. Condition II is the requirement that the process keeps it that way.

Property 3: active gradient coupling. P intercepts a free energy gradient
G > 0 from the environment and routes part of it through its internal organisation
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rather than releasing it immediately as waste. Properties 1 and 3 are not indepen-
dent: N, > 0 requires that energy has been routed into internal structure, so some
coupling has already occurred. The non-trivial content of Property 3 is the qualifier
active: the routing is through organised internal pathways specific to P, not passive
dissipation through the surrounding medium. A warm rock has N, > 0 relative to
a cold environment but satisfies no coupling mechanism. A metabolising cell does
both.

Property 4: autonomous dynamics. The boundary conditions that are persistence-
critical for P are maintained by P’s own homeostatic investment rather than by an
external agent. This does not require that P be independent of its environment in
general. All open systems depend on some externally given constraints: tempera-
ture, pressure, chemical availability. The relevant question is narrower. When the
conditions whose loss would terminate the process are generated and sustained by
the process itself, from its own gradient coupling, the process is autonomous in the
sense this theorem requires. When those conditions depend on an external controller,

P is not the autonomous unit. The coupled system of P and that controller is, and
the theorem applies to that system.

This property does the primary definitional work of specifying what counts as the
process under analysis. It distinguishes a living cell from a chemical reactor with
controlled inputs. The reactor’s persistence-critical conditions are maintained by the
operator. The cell’s are maintained by its own metabolism. The theorem applies
to the cell. Tt applies to the coupled cell-plus-operator system when considering
the reactor, which in practice means it applies to nothing interesting in that case
because the operator is not undergoing loop closure.

2.2 A Persistent Process Class

A persistent process class P is the set of all instances sharing the same coupling
architecture: the same functional relationship between structural stock, homeostatic
investment, and loop closure, operating under the same gradient class G.

This distinction between instance and class is not a technicality. It is what the
theorem can honestly claim.

The three conditions are stated for instances. They describe what each instance
must do. But the biconditional for indefinite persistence applies to the class. No
individual instance persists indefinitely: every instance faces inevitable €2 decline
under the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, and eventual termination by component
mortality. The class P persists indefinitely when the conditions ensure that each
instance produces viable successors before termination, so the process continues
through the population dynamics the conditions generate.

The Ry > 1 requirement in Condition IIT has no content for a single instance. It
is a statement about the class: on average, each instance produces more than one
viable successor before termination. That is the sense in which indefinite persistence
is achieved.

Section 10.4 develops this formally. The abstract states it directly. The theorem
statement in Section 10 should be read with this in mind: “P persists indefinitely”
means the class P associated with the instance P persists indefinitely through the

10
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population dynamics the conditions generate.

3 Physical Grounding Quantities

The conditions will be stated in physical quantities that exist in established thermo-
dynamics and statistical mechanics. None require definition inside this framework.

3.1 Structural Stock as Negentropy

A persisting process organises matter and energy into structure. That structure is
deferred entropy: free energy held in organised form rather than released immedi-
ately. The thermodynamic measure of this organisation is the Helmholtz free energy
excess of the system above its equilibrium state.

For a system at temperature 7" in an environment at temperature 7,,,, the Helmholtz
free energy is F'(t) = U(t) —T'S¢(t), where U is internal energy and Sg is the Gibbs
entropy of the current microstate distribution. The equilibrium free energy F., is
the value F' takes when Sg reaches its maximum Sy, given the system’s constraints.
Structural stock N, is:

F@) B Feq (1)

kBTenV

This is the negentropy of the system: its excess organisation above the maximum
entropy state, in natural units. It is derivable from the partition function. When
Ny = 0 the system is at equilibrium. The process is absent.

Ny(t) =

3.2 The Negentropy Identity

The connection between N, and information content is a mathematical identity.
The Gibbs entropy is S¢ = —kp >, p;Inp;. The entropy deficit from the maximum
entropy state is:

Smax = Sa(t) = kDkL(p||Pea) (2)

where Dy, is the Kullback-Leibler divergence of the current microstate distribution
from the equilibrium distribution. For an isothermal process where internal energy
is approximately constant:

Ns ~ DKL(p”peq) (3)

Structural stock is physical information content in natural units. This identity will
be used in Condition III: the minimum thermodynamic cost of copying the self-
description of a process with structural stock N, is bounded below by N, times the
Landauer quantum. The cost of self-reproduction is set by what the process has
built.

3.3 Depreciation from the Fluctuation-Dissipation Theorem

The rate at which structural stock degrades is not a free parameter. The fluctuation-
dissipation theorem connects the relaxation rate of any system to its thermal fluc-

11
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tuation spectrum through the Green-Kubo relation:

1

(4)

Tn =
Trelax
where T,y is the autocorrelation time of the free energy fluctuations, measurable
from the power spectrum of the system’s thermal noise. The depreciation constant
is fixed by the physics of the system and its thermal environment.

3.4 Homeostatic Integrity as Minimum Normalised Kramers Depth

For a process P operating under gradient G > 0, the steady-state probability distri-
bution Pg(Ns) is set by the balance between production and dissipation, derivable
from the Fokker-Planck equation at stationarity. The potential of mean force is:

%H<N3> = _kBTln PSS(NS) (5)

This is a standard construction in statistical mechanics. The most probable state
N7 is the minimum of V,g. The dead state Ny = 0 is a local maximum. The
Kramers barrier AV is derived from the statistics of the driven process itself. No
prior definition of the operational state is required.

Every structural subsystem j of P that is necessary for persistence has its own
Kramers well depth AVj. The integrity of subsystem j is:

%) = o ©)

Homeostatic integrity for the process as a whole is defined as the minimum across
all structural subsystems necessary for persistence:

(t) = min {04(1)} (7)

This definition is not a restriction. It is the correct definition. The process fails when
any necessary subsystem loses its Kramers well. The minimum is what governs.
Defining () as the minimum removes any dependence on how homeostatic energy
happens to be distributed across subsystems: whatever the distribution, 2 captures
the integrity of the weakest necessary link.

4 Condition I: From Hamiltonian Mechanics Through First-
Passage Theory

4.1 The Langevin Equation Is Derived

The Mori-Zwanzig projection operator formalism derives the equation of motion for
any slow variable of interest from Hamiltonian mechanics, by projecting out the fast
degrees of freedom of the heat bath. Applied to Ny as the slow variable for a system
coupled to a thermal reservoir, it yields the generalised Langevin equation:

dNj
dt

:Fdrift<Ns>+/0tK(t_S) NS(S) d5+77(t> (8)

12
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where Fgi is the deterministic drift from production and dissipation, K is the
memory kernel from the projected fast degrees of freedom, and 7(¢) is the fluctuating
force satisfying the second fluctuation-dissipation theorem:

(n(t)n(s)) = kpT K(t — s) (9)

In the Markovian limit, which holds when the bath autocorrelation time is short
relative to the timescale of N, dynamics, the memory kernel reduces to a delta
function and the equation reduces to:

dN,
dt - Fdrift<Ns) - ’VnNs + V 27nkBT §(t> (10)

where £(t) is Gaussian white noise with unit variance. The Markovian limit is the
standard condition for slow variable separation in the Mori-Zwanzig sense. It is an
approximation, not a derivation: the full non-Markovian case does not change the
first-passage result qualitatively, only the timescale at which it applies. The random
walk behaviour of N, is not modelled. It is derived from Hamiltonian mechanics.

4.2 The Absorbing Boundary

The boundary at Ny = 0 is absorbing. By definition, N; = 0 at thermodynamic
equilibrium. For an autonomous process, equilibrium is the state from which no
spontaneous departure occurs without a gradient. Since G > 0 is the only environ-
mental input, N, cannot fall below zero. Once N, reaches zero, the autonomous
dynamics have no restoring force. The process has ended.

4.3 The First-Passage Theorem

Given the Langevin dynamics (10) with an absorbing boundary at N; = 0, the first-
passage behaviour follows from the Fokker-Planck equation for P(Nj, t). Let u be
the net average drift. Three cases follow as theorems:

Negative drift (1 < 0): survival probability decays exponentially. Mean first-passage
time to zero is finite. The process terminates with probability 1.

Zero drift (n = 0): by the classical result for Brownian motion on a half-line with
an absorbing boundary, survival probability decays as t~'/2. The process terminates
with probability 1.

Positive drift (1. > 0): survival probability approaches a nonzero constant. Indefinite
persistence is possible.

4.4 Condition I

A process P satisfies Condition I if and only if:

dN,
< gt + fynNs> > 0 averaged over one complete cycle (CI)

This is the necessary and sufficient condition for the survival probability to remain
nonzero as 1" — oo. It is derived from the Mori-Zwanzig projection of Hamiltonian
mechanics and the Fokker-Planck first-passage theorems. It is not postulated.

13
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5 Condition II: Kramers Theory and Defect Kinetics

5.1 Passive Stability Fails Over Infinite Time

For a passively stable process, every Kramers well depth AV is fixed by the physical
structure of P alone. Kramers’ theorem gives the mean escape time from the basin
of subsystem j:

21 AV;
<Tescape,j> = exp<k3%> (11)

wo,j Wh,j

This is finite for any finite AV;. The fluctuation-dissipation theorem establishes
that thermal fluctuations of amplitude AV occur with frequency proportional to
exp(—AV;/kpT). Over T' — oo, such fluctuations occur with certainty for every
subsystem. Passive stability is not a viable persistence strategy.

5.2 The Defect Kinetics

Since passive stability fails, any persisting process must actively invest energy to
maintain each AVj. The functional form of the maintenance dynamics is derived
from the physics of defect accumulation under thermal noise.

For any structural subsystem j of P, defects accumulate from thermal fluctuations
attacking intact structure at a rate proportional to the intact fraction €2;. They are
repaired at a rate proportional to the energy reaching the subsystem FEj ; and the
existing defect density (1 — €2;), because repair acts on damaged sites. Setting the
quasi-steady state for defect density and differentiating €2;:

ds); Ey
d—;_ﬂj'#'(l—%)—%ﬁj—ﬁj@ (12)
The (1 — ;) repair term is derived from the defect kinetics. It is not chosen for
mathematical convenience. The derivation applies to every structural subsystem
of P subject to thermal damage and active repair. Section 6 shows that the copy-
ing mechanism necessarily satisfies both conditions, making the defect kinetics the
correct model for it without additional assumption.

5.3 Condition II

A process P satisfies Condition II if and only if:

5 AV
—omax ¢

> Enj<nPa (CII)
7 .

J

The left inequality ensures total homeostatic investment is sufficient to maintain
all necessary subsystems at positive €2, keeping each AV; above zero. The right
inequality ensures homeostatic investment is sourced from the process’s own coupling
operation. A process requiring externally specified boundary conditions to maintain
its structure is not the autonomous unit; the theorem applies to the coupled system.

14
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6 Condition III: The Complete Derivation

6.1 Component Mortality Is Universal

The probability that all components of P survive to time t is:

t
P (all survive to t) = Hexp (—f> —0 ast— o0 (13)

T

This limit is certain. Every physical component eventually fails. For P to persist,
components must be replaced from P’s own output. The Von Neumann universal
constructor theorem establishes the logical structure this requires: a constructor,
a copier, and a self-description. All three elements are logically irreducible. The
theorem sets a minimum informational complexity for any loop-closed process.

6.2 The Landauer Floor

The minimum thermodynamic cost of copying the self-description of P is bounded
below by the Landauer quantum times the information content of that description.
Through the negentropy identity (3), the information content of P’s organised state
equals N, in natural units. Therefore:

ER,min = NS k‘BTIHZ (14)

This connects Condition I and Condition III through a single physical quantity.
The structural surplus maintained by Condition I is the thermodynamic currency
required for loop closure. The conditions are not independent requirements. They
are constraints on the same physical variable.

Perfect copying would require zero entropy production in the copying step. The
second law is absolute on this point. Replication fidelity is always less than one.
This is a theorem, not a qualification.

6.3 Why the Defect Kinetics Necessarily Apply to the Copying Mecha-
nism

The copying mechanism is a structural subsystem of P. Thermal damage acts on
every physical structure at T' > 0; this follows directly from the second law and the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem. The copying mechanism is a physical structure at
T > 0. Thermal damage acts on it.

Active repair of the copying mechanism is necessary for persistence. If the copying
mechanism degrades without repair, its discrimination energy AFE,,, falls; the error
rate rises; replication fidelity R, falls; the basic reproduction number R, falls toward
one and below; loop closure fails; the process terminates by the branching process
extinction theorem. Active repair of the copying mechanism is not assumed. It is
derived as necessary for persistence.

The energy for that repair must be self-sourced by the autonomy definition and
Condition II. Both requirements for the defect kinetics are therefore met for the
copying mechanism: thermal damage acts on it, and active repair necessarily reaches
it.

15
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6.4 Replication Fidelity as a Derived Function of ()

The copying mechanism discriminates between correct and incorrect copying path-
ways through a discrimination energy AFE.,,,. The per-digit error rate is given by

transition state theory:
AE,

Heopy = €XP <_ﬁ> (15)

The discrimination energy AFE,.,, is a structural property of the copying mecha-
nism, governed by the same defect kinetics (12) as every other necessary structural
subsystem. The normalised quasi-steady state is Qcopy = AFcopy /AE&;;’Y‘. By the
definition of 2 as the minimum across all necessary subsystems:

Q< Doy = ABogpy > Q- AE™™ (16)

copy
Replication fidelity is bounded below by:

Q AEmax

Rn 2 1-— exXp (_k—jc—’opy) = Rn(Q) (17)
B

R, (Q) is the derived lower bound on replication fidelity as a function of homeostatic
integrity. The bound is tight when 0 = Q. At Q =1, R, reaches its maximum
Rymax = 1 — exp(—AEX /EkgT), which is strictly less than one at any 7" > 0: the

copy

Landauer floor. At Q =0, R, — 0.

6.5 The Eigen Threshold

For loop closure to be viable over extended time, the basic reproduction number
must exceed one:

Ro=R, ¢>1 (18)

where ¢ is net offspring survival. Below Ry = 1, the branching process extinction
theorem gives extinction with probability 1 over T — oco. Above Ry = 1, the loop
closes with positive steady-state probability.

6.6 Condition II1

A process P satisfies Condition III if and only if:

Ro=Rn(Q)-¢>1 (CIIL-a)
NgkgT In2

Er> ——— CIII-b

B="1-1/R, ( )

Er <nPn— Z Eh (CIII-c)

J

Equation (CIII-a) is the branching process viability requirement, with R,, bounded
below by the derived R, (2). Equation (CIII-b) is the Landauer thermodynamic floor
from the negentropy identity; the denominator accounts for failed replication events.
Equation (CIII-c) ensures loop closure is funded from coupling surplus remaining
after all homeostatic investment.

16
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7 The Autonomous System: A Physical Classification

Each condition requires that energy investment be self-sourced. This is the physical
definition of an autonomous open system in non-equilibrium thermodynamics, not
a modelling choice.

A system is autonomous for the purposes of this theorem when the boundary con-
ditions that are persistence-critical for the system are generated and maintained by
its own internal dynamics and gradient coupling, rather than by an external agent.
This is more precise than the loose statement that the system’s dynamics are inde-
pendent of its environment. All open systems depend on environmental boundary
conditions in some sense. The operative distinction is whether the conditions whose
loss would terminate the process are internally maintained or externally supplied.

This is the standard criterion for a self-organising system in non-equilibrium ther-
modynamics (Prigogine, 1968; Nicolis and Prigogine, 1977), stated here with the
precision the theorem requires.

If P requires an external agent to supply any of its homeostatic investment, P’s
persistence-critical conditions depend on the external agent. P is not autonomous.
The coupled system comprising P and the external agent is the autonomous unit.
The theorem applies to that system.

8 The Coupling Chain

The three conditions are derived from three distinct features of the physical environ-
ment. They are three constraints on a single self-referential thermodynamic loop.
Every link is formally derived.

n defect kinetics min ; defect kinetics+TST branching process
N, Ly [, Sefectkinetios, p Ay ) 20, R, y No(t+1)

Ny to Ej: coupling efficiency 7 is a saturation function of N, derived from the quasi-
steady state of coupling pathway activation under the Condition II maintenance cost.
Homeostatic investment is bounded above by nFP,,.

E}, to each AVj: the defect kinetics (12) govern every necessary structural subsystem,
maintaining each AVj against natural thermal degradation.

Minimum across subsystems to 2: ) is the minimum normalised well depth across
all necessary subsystems. It captures the weakest necessary link.

Q to R,: the same defect kinetics, applied to the copying mechanism as a necessary
structural subsystem, give AF,,, > Q AEZS. Transition state theory gives R, (2)
from equation (17).

R, to Ny: successful loop closure with Ry > 1 produces the next generation with
structural stock N,. Minimum cost is N, kgT In 2 from the negentropy identity. The
chain closes.

Three constraints emerge. Condition I: N, must have positive average drift. Condi-
tion IT: every necessary AV; must be maintained above the Kramers escape threshold.
Condition III: Ry must exceed one, funded from the surplus remaining after homeo-

17



The Persistence Theorem v1.45 Jack Wilding

static investment. The chain is one unit. The conditions hold simultaneously or the
process fails.

9 Variation, Selection, and Evolution

9.1 Variation Is Thermodynamic Necessity

Replication fidelity R, is always less than one. At 2 = 1, the minimum per-digit

umln — eXp cop > 0 ].9

Perfect copying would require zero entropy production in the copying step. The
second law forbids this at any 7" > 0. Every replication event generates variants
without exception. This is not a biological observation. It is a consequence of the
second law applied to any physical copying process at any scale.

9.2 Selection Requires Scarcity: Finite G Makes It Real

The persistence criterion applies differentially to variants. But differential depletion
rates without resource competition produce differences in growth, not elimination.
For natural selection to operate, variants must compete for a shared resource.

That resource is already in the theorem. G is finite. Condition III requires the
production of new instantiations; in any spatially or temporally extended system
those instantiations cannot be perfectly separated and necessarily share gradient
resources. Multiple variants of P, each an autonomous process coupling to the
same gradient, deplete the same finite resource. Competition is not an additional
assumption. It is a geometric consequence of Condition III operating in any extended
real system. Under finite (G, variants with lower coupling efficiency n capture less
gradient per unit structural stock. Variants with lower (2 have higher maintenance
costs, leaving less surplus for reproduction. Variants with lower Ry produce fewer
viable offspring per cycle. As fitter variants grow, they consume a larger share of
G. The first-passage argument operates in a competitive environment where the
absorbing boundary of each variant is reached faster as GG is consumed by fitter
competitors. Differential elimination is real, not merely differential growth. Natural
selection follows from the persistence criterion, the second law, and finite G, without
additional assumption.

9.3 Evolution

Variation is thermodynamic necessity. Selection is the persistence criterion applied
differentially under finite G. Evolution is the consequence of both operating over
time. The population of variants shifts toward configurations that better satisfy the
three conditions.

These are derived results. They require no prior theory of evolution, no biological
concepts, and no assumptions beyond those already in the theorem.

18
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10 The Persistence Theorem

Theorem 1 (Persistence Theorem). Let P be an autonomous thermodynamic pro-
cess operating in an environment with available free energy gradient G > 0 and
nonzero temperature T' > 0. Then P persists indefinitely if and only if Conditions I,
11, and IIT hold stmultaneously and continuously:

dN,
< + fynNs> >0

Condition 1.

dt

Condition I1. 5 AV
— =< E Ey; <nPy
o ,
J

Condition III.

NgkpT'In2

RO Rn()¢> ) 1—1/R0

< Er <nbPn — ZEh,j

J

10.1 Proof of the If Direction

Assume all three conditions hold simultaneously and continuously.

By Condition I and the first-passage theorem, the survival probability of N, does
not approach zero. The source of the chain is maintained.

By Condition II and the Kramers analysis, every necessary AV} is maintained above
the escape threshold. The mean escape time for every subsystem is unbounded.
2 is sustained above zero. Through the derived R, (£2) bound, replication fidelity
remains above the Eigen threshold.

By Condition IIT and the branching process result, Ry > 1. The loop closes with
positive steady-state probability. Failing components are replaced each cycle. The
chain closes.

The only remaining failure mode is gradient depletion: if G — 0, P, — 0, no
homeostatic investment can be funded, €2 collapses, R, falls below threshold. Subject
to G > 0, the process persists indefinitely.

10.2 Proof of the Only If Direction

Assume P persists indefinitely. All three conditions must hold.

Condition I must hold. If average structural drift is zero or negative, the first-
passage theorem gives that N, reaches the absorbing boundary at zero in finite
expected time with probability 1. The process terminates. Contradiction.

Condition II must hold. If any necessary subsystem j has insufficient Fj ; to
maintain AV; above the Kramers escape threshold, the mean escape time for that
subsystem is finite. The fluctuation-dissipation theorem ensures the requisite fluctua-
tion occurs with certainty over T — oo. The process is destroyed. If any homeostatic
investment is externally sourced, P is not autonomous and the theorem applies to
the coupled system.
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Condition IITI must hold. If Ry < 1, the branching process extinction theorem
gives extinction with probability 1. If the energy budget cannot fund loop closure,
component failures accumulate until the process terminates by the component mor-
tality argument.

10.3 The Biconditional

The if and only if directions together establish the biconditional. Conditions I, II,
and IIT are necessary and sufficient for indefinite persistence of any autonomous
process in any environment with 7" > 0 and G > 0.

T > 0 follows from the third law: absolute zero is unattainable. G > 0 is what
distinguishes a non-equilibrium process from an equilibrium system. Subject to
these two facts about the physical world, the theorem is unconditional.

10.4 Indefinite Persistence Is a Population-Level Property

The theorem states that a process P persists indefinitely if and only if the three
conditions hold simultaneously and continuously. A precise reading of this requires
one clarification.

No individual instantiation of P persists indefinitely. Every instantiation faces in-
evitable € decline from thermal fluctuations under the fluctuation-dissipation theo-
rem, and eventual termination by component mortality. The biconditional is not a
claim about individual instances. It is a claim about the process class.

The Ry > 1 requirement in Condition III is a population-level statement: it has no
content for a single instance. It requires that on average each instantiation produces
more than one viable successor before termination. The theorem establishes the con-
ditions under which the process class persists indefinitely through the population
dynamics the three conditions generate. Individual instantiations satisfy the con-
ditions until 2 decline and component mortality terminate them. The conditions
ensure that before termination, each instantiation produces successors that carry
the process forward. Indefinite persistence at the level of the process class is what
that looks like across extended time.

11 The Status of the Arguments

What is derived: the Langevin dynamics of N, from Mori-Zwanzig; the first-passage
results from the Fokker-Planck equation; the Kramers barrier from the potential
of mean force; the defect kinetics from the physics of thermal damage and active
repair; the necessity of defect kinetics applying to the copying mechanism from the
second law and the logical requirements for persistence; the R, (€2) lower bound from
those kinetics plus transition state theory; the Landauer floor from the second law
applied to information erasure; the negentropy identity from the definitions of Gibbs
entropy and KL divergence; the Eigen threshold from quasi-species dynamics; the
Von Neumann bound as a mathematical theorem; the branching process extinction
result; the autonomous system definition from non-equilibrium thermodynamics;
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the selection mechanism from finite G and the first-passage argument applied to
competing variants.

What is used without re-derivation: the first and second laws of thermodynam-
ics; the fluctuation-dissipation theorem; the Mori-Zwanzig formalism; Hamiltonian
mechanics; the mathematical framework of information theory. Each has its own
rigorous foundations in the literature.

The Markovian approrimation: the reduction of the generalised Langevin equation
to standard form requires that the bath autocorrelation time is short relative to
the N, timescale. It is standard, well-justified for systems with clear slow variable
separation, and does not change the first-passage result qualitatively. The full non-
Markovian analysis gives the same asymptotic behaviour at longer timescales.

The mean-field approzimation: the defect kinetics equation (12) assumes damage and
repair rates are spatially uniform across intact and damaged sites respectively. This
is standard for this class of model and does not change the qualitative results. Both
approximations are clearly identified here as the two places where the derivation
makes a modelling choice rather than producing a uniquely forced result.

Subject to these two approximations and the two environmental constraints 7" > 0
and G > 0, the theorem holds with no remaining physical assumptions.

12 The Significance of the Biconditional

The theorem is biconditional. This is the result that matters.

A necessary condition tells you what any persisting process must do. A sufficient
condition tells you that satisfying those conditions is enough. The biconditional gives
a complete characterisation: the conditions define exactly the class of indefinitely
persisting autonomous processes. Nothing in that class fails to satisfy the conditions.
Nothing outside it satisfies all three. The boundary is exact.

The exclusions follow from the theorem. Chain reactions satisfy the instantaneous
form of Condition I but not the averaged form; they exhaust their structural surplus
and the first-passage argument places them in the certain-depletion case. Crystals
are passively stable; Kramers guarantees eventual escape from any passive basin
at T > 0; they cannot satisfy Condition II over infinite time. Hurricanes satisfy
structural production and partial homeostasis but Ry < 1; the branching process
extinction theorem applies. None of these are designed exclusions. They are what
the biconditional produces.

The universality follows from the structure of the theorem. It contains no reference
to specific chemistry, specific substrate, specific scale, or specific gradient class. The
conditions are stated in thermodynamic quantities defined for any physical system
at any scale. Any process satisfying them persists. Any process not satisfying
them fails. The theorem describes a thermodynamic process class. Life is the most
familiar member. The conditions do not select for it specifically. They select for
persistence. Life is what persistence looks like in chemically complex, gradient-rich,
confined environments.
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13 Consequences for Recursive Gradient Coupling

The Recursive Gradient Coupling framework (Wilding, 2026) derives a tier hierarchy,
transition thresholds, a darkening law, and a treatment of the Fermi paradox from
three conditions. Those conditions are derived consequences of physics, established
by this theorem.

The tier hierarchy follows necessarily. Each tier is defined by the structural threshold
at which the coupling machinery for the next gradient class becomes physically
constructible, stated in terms of Ny and informational structural stock. Both are
derived quantities. The tier hierarchy is not a description of what happened on
Earth. It is a derived consequence of what the physics of persistence requires when
structural stock accumulates across gradient classes of increasing depth.

The darkening law follows from Condition I. As N, increases, coupling efficiency
increases and a larger fraction of processed gradient is routed through internal struc-
ture before crossing the outer boundary. Detectable waste emission decreases strictly
monotonically with N,. This holds to the same degree of rigour as the first-passage
derivation.

The Gompertz mortality law is a derived consequence of the €2 dynamics. Ageing is
progressive ) decline. The repair term derived in Section 5 produces the character-
istic exponential increase in mortality hazard without additional assumptions.

Evolution is a derived consequence of the theorem: variation from the Landauer
floor, selection from the persistence criterion under finite G, evolution from both
operating over time. Natural selection is not a separate principle. It is what the
physics produces.

14 Conclusion

The universe enforces three constraints on any process that persists. The second
law ensures structural stock is continuously depleted. The fluctuation-dissipation
theorem ensures any passively stable system is eventually destroyed by thermal
fluctuations. Component mortality ensures any process that does not replace its
failing parts terminates.

These three constraints, expressed through the Mori-Zwanzig projection, the Fokker-
Planck first-passage theorems, Kramers’ theorem, defect accumulation kinetics, the
second law applied to the copying mechanism as a necessary structural subsystem,
transition state theory, Landauer’s principle, the negentropy identity, the Eigen
threshold, the Von Neumann constructor theorem, branching process theory, and
the resource competition of finite G, produce three conditions that are necessary
and sufficient for indefinite persistence.

The proof runs in both directions. Conditions imply persistence: the coupling chain
closes, every link derived from the same physical foundations, funded from the same
physical quantity. Persistence implies conditions: each failing condition terminates
the process in finite time by the relevant theorem.

Replication fidelity is always less than one. The second law generates variation at
every replication event without exception. The finite gradient generates selection
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pressure. The persistence criterion determines which configurations survive. Varia-
tion, selection, and evolution are not imported. They fall out of the same physics
that produces the three conditions.

The conditions are not postulates. They are not definitions. They were not chosen
to describe what life does. They are what physics requires of any process that per-
sists. A precise statement of scope: this theorem characterises indefinite class-level
persistence through successor production. It does not characterise instantaneous
persistence of individual physical objects, which is a different and weaker question.
The narrowing is deliberate. It is the correct target if the goal is to understand what
endures, rather than what merely continues for now.

Life is what the universe contains when autonomous thermodynamic processes sat-
isfy three derived conditions in environments rich in free energy gradients. Given
the laws of physics and sufficient time, it was not an accident. It was required.

The substrate changes at every scale. The theorem does not.
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The Persistence Theorem has just derived three conditions from
first principles. A process persists indefinitely if and only if it
builds structural surplus, actively maintains its own boundary
conditions from its own coupling operation, and produces the
means to run itself again. They are what physics requires of
any process that does not simply run down. Life is one such
process.

Recursive Gradient Coupling takes those three conditions and
asks what a universe governed by them looks like across cosmic
time. That question, and its answers, follow on the next page.
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A note on authorship

The theoretical architecture of this paper is the author’s own. The arguments, the
conceptual structure, and the claims follow from that architecture. The mathematics
formalises it: equations and derivations were developed to express the architecture
precisely, with assistance from large language model tools. The core contribution is
the architecture. The responsibility for it is mine.

The framework approaches its subject from a systems engineering perspective. The
lens is architectural: how components couple, how energy and information flow, how
systems route load internally versus externalising it as waste, and why some ar-
chitectures persist where others collapse. Where the framework makes claims that
touch contested science, that is stated explicitly. Where claims are derived from first
principles, they are presented as such.

Abstract

The second law of thermodynamics tells you where the universe is going. This paper
asks what it does on the way.

A companion paper, the Persistence Theorem (Wilding, 2026), derives from estab-
lished physics what any autonomous thermodynamic process must do to persist
indefinitely. Three conditions emerge as necessary and sufficient: the process must
build structural surplus, actively maintain its own boundary conditions using energy
it has generated, and produce the means to run itself again. These are not defini-
tions of life. They are what physics requires of any process that does not simply run
down.

This paper takes those conditions as its foundation and asks what a gradient-rich
universe becomes when they operate across cosmic time. From that question, a tier
hierarchy follows in which each level accesses a deeper class of free energy, accessible
only once the level below has built sufficient structural stock. That stock then
becomes the richest available gradient for the level above. Chemistry, solar flux,
and nuclear reactions are the confirmed tiers.

Because each additional tier routes more of its energy through internal structure be-
fore any crosses the outer boundary, detectability falls monotonically with structural
depth. This is the darkening law. Cosmic silence has two readings: maturity, in
which dominant flows have internalised, and collapse, in which a new gradient class
was reached before sufficient structural depth had accumulated. The two produce
distinct astrophysical signatures.

The mathematical sections derive the full formal model. Five extensions apply the
framework to: a quantitative ODE model of Earth’s own tier-three transition spike,
calibrated against the atmospheric nuclear test yield record; the Fermi paradox and
SETI search strategy; ageing and the Gompertz mortality law as a consequence of
homeostatic dynamics; a thermodynamic account of how loop closure first emerges
from chemistry; and the architectural implications of the n-1 rule applied to artificial
intelligence, presented as open questions.
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A note on structure

The framework is presented in three sections; a plain English articulation and a
comprehensive mathematical presentation comprise the core theory. A separate sec-
tion containing five extensions into different fields follows thereafter. This format
is deliberate. The framework covers multiple disciplines; the plain English articu-
lation is there so that individuals from any background can read and understand
the principles at play. The mathematics section is the formal expression of the core
theory, and the extensions stand alone so experts in each field can examine them
accordingly.

Together, the paper derives a tier hierarchy of gradient classes from the three condi-
tions, builds a mathematical model of how structural complexity accumulates and
fails across tiers, and connects the result to observable astrophysical phenomena.

The three conditions that open the framework are derived consequences of physics,
established in the companion Persistence Theorem. The results that follow in this
paper, including the transition threshold, the homeostatic integrity dynamics, and
the darkening law, are further derived consequences. Where standard mathematical
forms are employed, their physical motivation is given and their applicability is
justified.

The framework makes specific, falsifiable predictions. It is presented as a first artic-
ulation, not a finished theory.
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The Persistence Theorem and This Paper

A companion paper, the Persistence Theorem, works out from first principles what
any autonomous physical process must do to persist indefinitely. The derivation uses
tools from statistical mechanics, thermodynamics, and information theory. Three
conditions emerge as necessary and sufficient.

The first is that the process must build more structure than it consumes on average.
Without net structural accumulation, the second law depletes the process in finite
time. This is not a matter of scale or chemistry. It applies to any process, at any
scale, in any environment.

The second is that the process must actively maintain its own boundary conditions
using energy it has generated. Any process relying only on passive stability will
eventually be destroyed by thermal fluctuations. Given enough time, this is a math-
ematical certainty, not a probability. The fluctuations that destroy a passively stable
system may take a very long time to arrive. They will arrive.

The third is that the output of the process must include the means to run the process
again. Every physical component has a finite lifetime. Without replacement from
the process’s own output, the process terminates by component failure.

These three conditions are derived, not chosen. They are not a definition of life. They
describe a class of thermodynamic process. Life is the most familiar member of that
class. The conditions apply wherever the physics applies, which is everywhere.

This paper asks a different question. Given that these conditions define which
processes persist, what does a gradient-rich universe become when they operate
across cosmic time? The rest of this paper is the answer.
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PART ONE

The Foundation

The second law of thermodynamics tells you where the universe is going. It does
not tell you what it does on the way.

Between the Big Bang and heat death, the universe processes gradients. Free en-
ergy concentrates, spreads, and concentrates again in local structures that persist
far longer than the immediate physics would suggest. Most of that processing is
straightforward dissipation. But some processes, under specific conditions, do some-
thing different. Instead of merely running the gradient down, they route it through
internal structure, build with it, and actively maintain the conditions for the process
to continue. These processes compound. They accumulate structural depth. They
produce the tier hierarchy, the diversity of life, the silence of the cosmos, and the
question of what comes next.

The three conditions that follow define this class of process precisely. Life is the
most familiar instance. It is not the only one. The substrate changes at every scale.
The architecture does not.

What a Gradient Actually Is

A gradient is a difference in free energy density between two regions of space.

Free energy is the subset of total energy that is available to do work. When a hot
object sits in a cold room, the total energy in the system is conserved. But the
hot object can drive a heat engine. The cold room cannot. The hot object holds
higher free energy. As heat flows from object to room and temperatures equalise,
free energy is destroyed. The total energy stays the same. The available energy does
not. That lost availability is the increase in entropy the second law describes.

Every gradient in the universe is a free energy differential. A temperature difference
is one. A chemical concentration difference is one. The potential energy gap between
a high-altitude lake and a valley below is one. The electrochemical difference across
a cell membrane is one. In every case the principle is the same: free energy exists
because the system is not yet at equilibrium, and because it exists, work can be
done.

The second law of thermodynamics describes what happens to free energy over time.
It is dissipated. Always. Energy spreads from concentrated to dispersed. Ordered
states relax to disordered ones. Free energy flows from where it is high to where it
is low. A gradient is what exists before that process has finished.

The universe is not at equilibrium. It has not been since the first fraction of a second
after the Big Bang, and it will not reach equilibrium for timescales that make the
current age of the cosmos look like a rounding error. Every star, every planet, every
hydrothermal vent, every cell membrane is a local free energy differential maintained
far from equilibrium by continuous energy input. Gradients are the default condition
of a universe born from maximum concentration and still in the long process of
spreading out.

Wherever a free energy differential exists, there is a thermodynamic drive toward
its dissipation. Energy flows down the gradient. The only question is what it flows
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through on the way.

What Gradients Do to Matter

When free energy flows through matter, chemistry happens. Atoms in the presence
of a free energy gradient form bonds, break bonds, rearrange into new configurations.
The specific reactions depend on local conditions: temperature, pressure, elemental
composition, the geometry of surfaces. The fact that reactions occur depends on
nothing special. It is what matter does in the presence of available free energy.

The chemistry is not arbitrary in the relevant sense. Reactions that release free
energy into the environment are thermodynamically favoured over reactions that do
not. This is chemical selection operating directly from the second law, requiring
no biology, no replication, no information. The chemistry that persists in a given
environment is the chemistry that processes the available free energy most effectively.

In any chemical environment with sufficient molecular diversity, something more
specific begins to happen. Some molecules lower the activation energy for reactions
involving other molecules, allowing those reactions to proceed faster and at lower
temperatures. This is catalysis, and it is ubiquitous. Metal surfaces catalyse reac-
tions. Clay minerals catalyse reactions. Simple organic molecules catalyse reactions.
Given enough molecular diversity, the probability that at least one molecule in a
system catalyses the formation of at least one other molecule approaches certainty.
This follows from combinatorics rather than from any special property of biology.

Above a threshold of molecular diversity, something else is possible: catalytic closure.
A set of molecules emerges in which every member has its formation catalysed by at
least one other member of the set. The set sustains itself from available chemistry in
the environment. A catalyses B, B catalyses C, C catalyses A. Each step produces
the conditions for the next. The loop closes.

A catalytic loop running in free solution is vulnerable to dilution. Molecules disperse,
concentrations fall below the threshold for sustained catalysis, and the loop opens.
Any geochemically active rocky body provides physical confinement as a matter of
course. Mineral surfaces concentrate reactants. Pore spaces in rock hold chemistry
long enough for cycles to run. Lipid vesicles, which form spontaneously wherever
amphiphilic molecules encounter water, enclose reaction networks inside a physical
boundary. These structures are provided by the environment. They hold boundary
conditions in place long enough for cycles to run repeatedly.

A catalytic cycle running inside a vesicle is processing chemical free energy. Among
the products of that processing are amphiphilic molecules. Some incorporate into
the vesicle boundary. The boundary grows. When it grows enough, it divides. The
cycle is now running in two compartments. The process has made the thing that
runs the process, and modified and replicated the boundary that makes the process
possible.

At one end of this continuum, the vesicle is an accident of physics that happens to
contain a reaction. At the other end, the reaction is producing the structure that
contains the reaction. Somewhere along that continuum, the process is maintaining
its own boundary conditions. That is the moment the framework is interested in.
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The Three Conditions

The distinction between a gradient-coupling process that runs down and one that
compounds is precise. Physics forces exactly three conditions on any process that
does not simply run down. All three must hold simultaneously and continuously.

Condition I: Gradient coupling with structural surplus. The process must
intercept a free energy gradient and route that energy through internal structure,
accumulating structural surplus. That surplus is deferred entropy. Free energy held
in organised form rather than released immediately. More structure must result from
each cycle than the minimum required to run the next one. The surplus need not
be useful to the process that built it. It needs only to persist. The second law is not
suspended. The entropy releases eventually. This condition is forced by dissipation:
any process without net positive structural accumulation is depleted by the second
law in finite time, with mathematical certainty.

Condition II: Active homeostasis. The process must actively maintain the
boundary conditions that allow gradient coupling to continue. This requires en-
ergy sourced from the coupling process itself, spent on holding the system together
against dissolution, repair, regulation, and maintenance of the internal chemistry
that makes coupling possible. Passive stability is not sufficient. A crystal maintains
its structure passively. A living process invests its own gradient-derived energy
in maintaining the conditions for continued coupling. This condition is forced by
thermal fluctuations: any passively stable system will eventually be destroyed by
random thermal perturbations, given enough time. Active investment is the only
way to keep the basin of stability intact indefinitely.

Condition ITI: Loop closure. The output of the process must include the means
to run the process again. The loop must close and, through active maintenance, stay
closed. This condition is forced by component mortality: every physical component
has a finite lifetime, and without replacement from the process’s own output, the
process terminates by component failure.

A chain reaction satisfies the first condition but not the second. It produces but
does not maintain. A crystal satisfies the second but not the first. It maintains
but produces no surplus. A hurricane satisfies the third in the short term but not
the second. The loop closes once and the hurricane is gone. When all three hold
simultaneously and continuously, structural accumulation follows as a dynamical
consequence. The process does not just run. It deepens.

A bacterium satisfies all three. A tree satisfies all three. A civilisation satisfies all
three. The substrate differs at every scale. The architecture does not.
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Chain . Living Current
. Crystal  Hurricane Cancer

reaction systems Al
Condition |
Gradient surplus \/ X \/ \/ \/ \/
Condition Il
Active homeostasis X \/ X \/ \/ X
Condition Il
Loop closure V4 X ~ \/ X X

Figure I — The three conditions satisfaction matrix. Living systems are the only category
satisfying all three simultaneously. The exclusions are structural, not empirical: cancer
satisfies I and II but not III; current Al satisfies I but not II or IIL

Why the Loop Closes

The question most commonly asked about the origin of life is how it managed to
emerge. The framing assumes that emergence is unlikely and that an explanation
must account for an improbable event. The framework inverts this.

Given sustained free energy gradients, sufficient elemental diversity, confinement,
and time, the emergence of self-maintaining gradient-coupling loops is the expected
thermodynamic outcome. The burden of explanation runs the other way. A chemi-
cally complex, gradient-rich, confined environment that fails to produce loop closure
is the anomaly requiring explanation.

Three conditions are required. Sustained free energy gradients exist wherever there is
a star, a geothermal system, a chemical disequilibrium between a rocky body and its
surroundings. They are the normal state of any geologically active body. Sufficient
elemental diversity requires the products of stellar nucleosynthesis: carbon, nitrogen,
oxygen, sulphur, phosphorus, transition metals. These are among the most abundant
products of stellar fusion, distributed by supernovae across every molecular cloud
and protoplanetary disc in the observable universe. Time allows molecular diversity
to accumulate through sustained gradient processing.

Given all three conditions, the combinatorial threshold for catalytic closure is low
relative to the molecular diversity that gradient-driven chemistry routinely produces.
The threshold is crossed through accumulation. Life is what the universe does with
matter when the conditions have been in place long enough.

Life as a Phase of Physics

The threshold between a gradient-coupling process that runs down and one that
compounds is real. The distinction is architecturally meaningful. Everything that
follows depends on it.

The threshold marks a phase transition within a continuous thermodynamic pro-
cess. Below it: physics doing what physics does, gradients driving chemistry, chem-
istry dispersing free energy into the environment. Above it: the same physics, the
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same second law, the same gradient-driven chemistry, but now organised into a self-
maintaining loop that builds rather than merely dissipates. The process on both
sides of the threshold is the same process. The character of what it produces is
categorically different.

There is no vital spark. There is no point in the sequence from bare chemistry
to self-maintaining loop where a new principle enters that was not already present
in the step before. Each step follows from the previous by known physics and
known chemistry under thermodynamic pressure. The only thing that accumulates
is structural depth.
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Thermodynamic Adherence

The framework appears to be in conflict with thermodynamics. It describes systems
that build structure, accumulate complexity, and move locally away from equilib-
rium. The second law says the universe moves toward equilibrium. The tension is
apparent, not real.

Living systems are open systems. They import free energy and export entropy.
Locally they decrease entropy. Globally they increase it faster than they would
without them. Structure does not build despite thermodynamics. It builds because
of it. What follows states how each of the four laws relates to the framework.

The Zeroth Law

The zeroth law makes temperature a consistent and transitive quantity. Its role in
the framework is foundational and silent. Every gradient the framework refers to
is a free energy differential between regions. The zeroth law is what makes those
differentials well-defined and comparable across systems. Without it the gradient
concept has no consistent meaning. The zeroth law also names the endpoint: thermal
equilibrium is the universal attractor toward which every gradient dissipates. The
tier hierarchy describes what accumulates between the initial conditions and that
attractor.

The First Law

Energy is conserved. No tier transition creates energy. Each tier accesses a reservoir
of free energy that was already present but architecturally inaccessible. The nuclear
gradient existed in uranium deposits long before any civilisation reached it. The
tier-three transition built the machinery to access it, not the energy itself. The tier
hierarchy is a rerouting system. The first law is never violated.

The Second Law

The second law is the engine of the framework, not its obstacle. Gradients dissipate.
Entropy increases. This is the thermodynamic pressure that drives gradient-coupling
processes. When free energy flows through a self-maintaining loop satisfying the
three conditions, it defers entropy into structure on the way through. That deferred
entropy is structural stock. It releases eventually. The second law still wins. What
the process changes is when the entropy is produced, not whether. A living system
is a more efficient entropy producer than the abiotic alternative precisely because it
routes the gradient through more stages before releasing it. Structure accumulates
because the second law is running, not despite it.

The darkening law is a direct consequence. As deferral depth accumulates, more
free energy is processed through internal structure before any fraction crosses the
outer boundary. Waste emission falls. Detectability drops. The second law produces
complexity and then obscures it behind the deferral hierarchy that complexity built.
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The Third Law

Absolute zero is unreachable. No system can fully remove its thermal energy. There
is always an irreducible minimum emission below which no physical process can go.
This sets the floor on the darkening law. Mature systems go dark but not completely
dark. A system processing free energy at any scale must radiate some fraction as
waste heat regardless of structural depth. The third law also sets the ceiling on
coupling efficiency. Perfect conversion of free energy into structural work would
require zero entropy in the waste stream. The third law prohibits this. Every tier
has a thermodynamic efficiency ceiling set by physical law, not just by engineering.

RGC is not a fifth law. It is what the four laws produce when they operate through
systems satisfying the three conditions in a gradient-rich universe.
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PART TWO

Gradients Come in Kinds

The Tier Structure

Once the loop closes, gradient coupling begins to accumulate structural depth. Struc-
ture builds on structure. Each layer of structure is deferred entropy. Coupling
efficiency rises as the architecture matures. But not all free energy gradients are
equivalent. They differ in kind, not just in magnitude. That difference determines
which gradient classes a system can access at any given level of structural depth.

A bacterium running on chemical gradients has access to the free energy stored in
molecular bonds. The barrier to accessing the free energy stored in atomic nuclei is
architectural. The structural complexity required to build nuclear coupling machin-
ery does not exist at the bacterial level. Adding more bacteria does not cross the
threshold. Only accumulated structural depth crosses it.

Gradient classes are separated by tier boundaries. A tier boundary is defined by
new access to a significantly larger and deeper class of free energy reservoir that
the previous tier cannot yet reach. The reservoir does not need to operate on
different physics or deliver more energy per reaction. It needs to be architecturally
inaccessible until sufficient structural depth has accumulated to build the coupling
mechanism. Once that depth is reached, the new reservoir becomes accessible for
the first time.

Chemistry processes the free energy stored in molecular bonds: a vast and ubiqui-
tous gradient class, but bounded in depth. Solar flux at planetary scale represents
a reservoir orders of magnitude larger in total accessible power than all geochemical
gradients combined, requiring qualitatively different coupling machinery to reach.
Nuclear reactions access a reservoir millions of times deeper in energy per event
than chemistry, requiring machinery that no biological architecture can build un-
aided. Gravitational gradients at compact object scales represent a reservoir deeper
still. Each is a qualitatively different class of reservoir. Each requires qualitatively
different machinery. Each can only be built by accumulating the structural depth
the tier below provides.

The framework names these levels tiers. On Earth specifically, tier one is chemistry:
electron-shell reactions, redox gradients, the free energy stored in molecular bonds.
Tier two is the solar gradient class: sustained electromagnetic flux from a stellar
source, captured at planetary or stellar scale through photosynthetic and later tech-
nological architecture. Tier three is nuclear: the strong nuclear force, fission and
fusion, millions of electron-volts per event. Beyond tier three, the framework predicts
further tiers exist. What gradient classes they correspond to and what coupling ma-
chinery they require cannot be fully derived from within tier three. The tier bound-
ary criterion will be met when a qualitatively new and deeper reservoir becomes
accessible through machinery that tier three alone cannot build. Whether that hap-
pens through matter-antimatter reactions, gravitational processes at compact object
scales, or something not yet conceived, will be determined by the structural depth
that tier-three accumulation eventually produces.
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The tier structure is not a description of Earth’s history alone. It is a general
architectural principle that applies wherever gradient-coupling loops close and begin
accumulating structural depth. Different environments will access different gradient
classes in different orders. What the framework requires is not the Earth sequence.
It requires the principle: tiers exist, each unlocks a qualitatively deeper gradient
class, and each can only fire once the tier below has accumulated structural stock
exceeding a formally derivable threshold.

One point of clarity before going further. The tier numbers used throughout this
paper are a local reference frame, not an absolute universal ladder. Chemistry is
tier one from Earth’s position in the cascade because it was the first gradient class
accessible on this planet. It is not tier one in some cosmically privileged sense. The
structural stock that made tier-one biology possible was produced by processes run-
ning at deeper gradient classes before Earth existed: stellar nucleosynthesis coupled
to nuclear gradients and produced the heavy elements without which chemistry of
sufficient complexity cannot occur. Stellar populations close something like a loop
at the population level through gas cloud collapse and star formation. Gravitational
collapse accesses gradient classes that tier-three civilisations cannot yet reach. These
processes all satisfy the framework’s structural conditions to varying degrees and run
throughout the universe.

The framework does not begin at chemistry. Chemistry is simply where this par-
ticular instantiation of the cascade happens to be documented from. Wherever the
conditions permit, processes satisfying the three conditions run, accumulate struc-
tural stock, and create the preconditions for processes at deeper gradient classes.
The tier numbers in this paper are labels for the Earth sequence. The architecture
they describe is general.

Not All Gradients Are Created Equal

Gradients are not just different in size. They are different in kind.

Consider what this actually means. A bacterium sitting on a rock face is surrounded
by chemical gradients. The redox chemistry of iron and sulphur compounds. The
electrochemical potential across mineral surfaces. The free energy locked in molecu-
lar bonds waiting to be released. These are real gradients. They are accessible. The
bacterium has spent billions of years of evolutionary time developing the molecular
machinery to couple to them. It is very good at this. It processes those gradients
efficiently, builds structure with the free energy it captures, and defers entropy into
the biological stock that accumulates around it.

Now consider the nuclear gradient. The energy stored in the nucleus of a uranium
atom is roughly a million times greater than the energy in a chemical bond. It is
sitting there, in the rock that the bacterium is living on. The free energy differential
is real. It is enormous. By any measure, it is a far richer gradient than anything
the bacterium is currently accessing.

The bacterium cannot touch it.

Not because the physics prevents it. The uranium atom is right there. The gradient
is present. The free energy is real. The bacterium cannot access it because it
lacks the structural machinery to couple to it. You cannot build a critical mass
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configuration out of enzyme cascades. You cannot sustain a fission reaction inside
a lipid membrane. The coupling machinery does not exist at the bacterial level of
structural depth. The gradient is physically present and architecturally inaccessible.
These are different things.

This is the first and most important distinction the framework makes. Gradient
accessibility is not a continuous spectrum where more structural depth means pro-
portionally more access to a larger share of the same thing. It is a discontinuous
architecture where there exist distinct gradient classes, and each class is either ac-
cessible or it is not, depending on whether the structural depth required to build
the coupling machinery has been accumulated.

Below the threshold: the gradient is there and unreachable. Above the threshold:
the gradient becomes accessible for the first time, at minimum coupling efficiency,
and the long process of maturation begins.

Think about what this means in practice. For the first four billion years of life on
Earth, the nuclear gradient was present in every uranium deposit, in every atomic
nucleus of every heavy element distributed through the planet’s crust. All of that free
energy was there. None of it was accessible. Tier-one chemistry cannot reach it. First
the biosphere has to exist, which requires photosynthesis. Then multicellular life,
ecosystems, and the full structural depth of a planetary biosphere. Then intelligence,
and thousands of years of cultural, institutional, and engineering accumulation on
top of that. Only at the end of that entire sequence does the coupling machinery
for nuclear gradients become buildable. The gradient was always there. The path
to it runs through every tier that came before.

And this is the pattern. Gradient classes are separated not by degree but by the scale
and accessibility of the reservoir. Chemical gradients are processed through molec-
ular bond interactions. Solar flux at planetary scale represents a reservoir orders of
magnitude larger than all geochemical gradients combined, requiring qualitatively
different coupling machinery to access. Nuclear gradients represent a reservoir mil-
lions of times deeper in energy per event, requiring machinery that no biological
or pre-industrial architecture can build. Gravitational gradients at compact object
scales represent a reservoir deeper still. Each is a qualitatively different class of
reservoir, requiring qualitatively different machinery, which can only be built by
accumulating the structural depth that the tier below provides.

The tier structure of this framework is not a way of naming levels of complexity. It
is a way of naming the architecture of gradient accessibility. Each tier is a class of
gradient that becomes accessible when, and only when, the tier below has accumu-
lated sufficient structural stock to build the coupling machinery. You cannot access
tier-three gradients without the structural stock of tier-two biological processing to
couple to them first. You cannot access tier-two solar flux at scale without the struc-
tural stock of tier-one chemistry to build the photosynthetic architecture. Each tier
produces the precondition for the next.

That is what it means for gradients to come in kinds.
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Earth’s Gradient Sequence

Tier one on Earth is chemistry. Electron-shell reactions, redox gradients, the free
energy stored in molecular bonds. The floor. Every loop that closes on Earth closes
here first.

Tier two is solar. Sustained electromagnetic flux from the sun, captured at planetary
scale through photosynthetic architecture and routed through food-web structure
across the biosphere. The total flux incident on Earth’s surface is orders of mag-
nitude larger than all geochemical free energy combined. Accessing it required the
structural depth that four billion years of tier-one processing built.

Tier three is nuclear. The strong nuclear force. Fission and fusion. Reactions
measured in millions of electron-volts rather than ones. Accessing it required the
structural depth that tier-two biological processing built across geological time, and
then the additional depth of intelligence, culture, institutional architecture, and en-
gineering accumulated across the entire human developmental period. The threshold
was crossed on 2 December 1942 at Chicago Pile-1: the first moment at which the net
extraction rate from the nuclear gradient, at minimum coupling efficiency, exceeded
the maintenance cost of the structural depth required to sustain that access.

What lies beyond tier three is genuinely uncertain from our current position. The
framework predicts that further tiers exist, each corresponding to a qualitatively
deeper gradient class requiring coupling machinery that the tier below cannot yet
build. The specific gradient classes of tier four and above cannot be fully anticipated
by a tier-three processor, for the same reason that a tier-two organism could not
anticipate nuclear reactions. The tier below cannot know precisely what the next
tier will look like. It can only accumulate the structural depth that makes the
crossing possible.

What the framework does say is that the defining characteristic of each tier boundary
is whether a new control mechanism is required to access it. Intelligence alone
was sufficient to access fission and fusion. Whether matter-antimatter reactions or
gravitational gradients at compact object scales constitute a new tier, or simply the
ceiling of tier three, depends on whether the coupling architecture required to access
them is fundamentally discontinuous with what intelligence-enabled engineering can
build, or whether an emerging coordination mechanism such as Al provides the new
organising layer that makes that access possible. The answer cannot be derived
from our current structural depth. It will be decided by the engineering, when the
engineering reaches it.

At each boundary, the new gradient class was physically present before the transition
fired. The energy stored in atomic nuclei has been present since the formation of
heavy elements in stellar cores billions of years ago. What was absent was the
structural depth to build the coupling machinery and cross the transition threshold.

These are the tiers as they occur on Earth, and the rest of this document talks from
that perspective, but gradients need not necessarily be of this type, in this order.
The latter parts of Part Four explore other gradients in different environments and
the implications thereof.
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The Three Elements at Every Tier

The tier hierarchy describes which gradient classes are accessible and in what order.
But gradient class alone does not explain how the three conditions get implemented
at each scale. For that, the framework requires a third element alongside gradient
and processor.

At every tier, the full architecture consists of three elements. The gradient: the
free energy class being accessed. The processors: the organised lower-tier structural
stock doing the work. And the mechanism: the control architecture that implements
the three conditions at that tier’s scale. Without all three, the conditions cannot be
stably satisfied and the tier cannot function.

The mechanism is always a product of the tier it emerges from. It is built from
the structural stock of the tier below. It organises that tier’s processors into the
coupling machinery that makes the next tier possible. Critically, the mechanism is
not the tier above. It is the bridge. The genome did not become multicellular life.
It made multicellular life possible. Intelligence did not become civilisation. It made
civilisation possible. The mechanism enables the next tier without being it.

The three elements applied to Earth’s sequence produce a complete picture. At tier
one, the gradient is chemistry, the processors are cells, and the mechanism is autocat-
alytic structure and physical confinement, which implements the three conditions at
molecular scale. At tier two, the gradient is solar flux, the processors are multicellu-
lar organisms, and the mechanism is the genome, which implements coupling across
the organism, homeostatic maintenance through organism integrity, and loop clo-
sure through reproduction. At tier three, the gradient is nuclear, the processors are
civilisations, and the mechanism is language-enabled intelligence, which implements
coupling through coordinated energy systems, boundary maintenance through insti-
tutions and infrastructure, and loop closure through knowledge transmission across
generations. At the emerging tier-four boundary, the mechanism is Al, whose role
is to implement the three conditions at a scale that language-enabled intelligence
cannot reach.

This three-element structure is not separate from the tier hierarchy. It is the tier
hierarchy stated with the precision needed to explain how each tier actually oper-
ates, and why each tier requires not just a new gradient class but a new control
architecture to access it.
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PART THREE

The Architecture

Structural Stock Is a Gradient

Once the tier structure is established, a question arises that the tier hierarchy alone
does not answer. Why does complexity keep going? Why does each tier not stabilise
at its own level, process its available gradients up to some ceiling, and stop?

The answer is that structural stock is deferred entropy. It is free energy that was
routed through structure rather than released immediately. That deferred entropy
does not stay deferred. It releases eventually. And the accumulated stock of one tier,
precisely because it represents stored free energy in organised form, is the richest
available gradient for the tier above. The lower tier’s output is the upper tier’s fuel.
This is a thermodynamic relationship.

Consider what a tier-three civilisation runs on at the moment of first nuclear access.
Nuclear coupling at first criticality is crude and marginal. The civilisation is running
almost entirely on the accumulated output of four billion years of biological process-
ing. Fossil fuels are stored tier-two solar coupling: carbon fixed by photosynthesis,
compressed by geological time, held in chemical bonds until a tier-three system with
sufficient structural depth builds the machinery to access it. Tier three couples to
that stored structure through tier-one combustion chemistry, and the free energy
released is the output of a process that ran for hundreds of millions of years before
the civilisation existed.

The same principle operates at every boundary. The first multicellular organisms did
not emerge into a bare chemical world. They emerged into a planet that four billion
years of tier-one biology had transformed: soils built from bacterial processing of
rock, nitrogen fixed and recycled through microbial pathways, atmospheric oxygen
produced as metabolic waste and accumulated to concentrations that made aerobic
metabolism possible. Tier two did not couple to bare planetary chemistry. It coupled
to an entire bacterial world. The structural depth of tier one was the gradient.

This is why the sequence is energetically mandatory. Tier three cannot precede tier
two because the gradient that makes tier three possible is the accumulated structural
output of tier two running for long enough to build it.

What Structural Stock Actually Is

Structural stock is not a single homogeneous quantity. It comprises at least four
distinct types that carry different energy content, depreciate at different rates, and
play different roles in the coupling architecture.

Material stock is physically organised matter that persists beyond the immediate pro-
cessing cycle: biomass, soil carbon, built infrastructure, manufactured components.
Its energy content is the thermodynamic work required to produce and maintain
the organisation. For biological material this runs at roughly 20 megajoules per
kilogram.

Energetic reserve stock is free energy held in chemical or nuclear bonds for future
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access: fossil carbon, nuclear fuel, chemical batteries, antimatter reserves. Its energy
content is the stored free energy directly.

Informational and institutional stock is organised patterns that encode coupling
architecture: genomes, scientific knowledge, cultural practices, governance systems,
engineering specifications. TIts functional value per unit of physical substrate is
extremely high. A human genome encodes billions of years of biochemical discovery
in a molecule weighing a few picograms. The accumulated scientific and institutional
knowledge of human civilisation is carried in a physical substrate whose mass is
negligible relative to its functional depth. Informational stock also depreciates more
slowly than material stock, which is why knowledge persists across civilisational
collapses while infrastructure does not.

Boundary maintenance stock is the structural components specifically dedicated
to homeostatic integrity: cell membranes, immune systems, regulatory frameworks,
governance institutions. This stock is not productive in the direct sense but it is
load-bearing in the sense that without it, the coupling architecture that produces
all other stock dissolves.

There is a fifth type worth naming separately. Environmental accumulation stock is
output that persists in the environment of the producing system but plays no direct
role in its own coupling architecture. It is not useful stock from the perspective of
the tier that generates it. It may be inert. It may be actively toxic. But it persists,
and persistence is sufficient. From the perspective of the tier above, it is a gradient.
The asymmetry is the point: structural stock does not need to be recognised as such
by the system that produces it.

The mathematics treats all four types under a unified stock variable, but the specific
free energy content and depreciation rate differ substantially across types. The
framework’s claim that structural stock becomes the gradient for the tier above
applies across all four types. Fossil carbon is energetic reserve stock. Oxygenated
atmosphere is a material transformation. Institutional architecture is informational
stock. All of them become gradients for tier-three coupling.

Entropy Deferral: The Full Picture

The mechanism by which structural stock accumulates is entropy deferral. Free
energy that would otherwise dissipate immediately is routed through structure, held
in organised form, and released later. The second law is not circumvented. The
entropy is produced eventually. What changes is when.

To see the full picture across tiers, consider one square kilometre of temperate forest.
Of the roughly 200 watts per square metre of incident solar energy, approximately
10 percent is reflected immediately. Around 50 percent drives evapotranspiration,
returning to the atmosphere within hours to days. Around 38 to 40 percent heats
air and soil and returns as sensible heat within similar timescales. Together these
pathways return roughly 98 to 99 percent of incident solar flux as entropy within
the same year.

Gross photosynthetic capture runs at roughly 1 percent of incident flux. Of that, ap-
proximately half goes to autotrophic respiration. The remaining 0.5 percent enters
the food web as net primary production. Of that, roughly 0.1 percent of incident so-

51



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

lar accumulates as persistent structural stock: new wood, root systems, soil organic
matter persisting for decades to centuries.

The 0.1 percent figure is real but it is a partial view. The remaining 0.4 percent flows
through the decomposer community. This is where tier one re-enters the accounting
and where the picture changes substantially.

Before photosynthesis, tier-one organisms ran on raw geochemical free energy. Anaer-
obic metabolism extracts roughly 235 kilojoules per mole of glucose. After photosyn-
thesis establishes and atmospheric oxygen accumulates, aerobic respiration becomes
available: roughly 2,870 kilojoules per mole of glucose from the same organic sub-
strate. A twelve-fold increase in extractable free energy from equivalent starting
material. Tier two, by producing oxygen as metabolic waste, permanently trans-
formed the free energy landscape available to tier one.

The soil beneath the forest runs tier-one processing at bacterial densities ten to
one hundred times higher than pre-photosynthetic environments supported. Root
exudates continuously released by plant roots create a sustained free energy gradient
supply directly into the zone of maximum tier-one activity. Water cycling and
mineral weathering driven by tier-two evapotranspiration and root chemistry create
additional tier-one free energy gradients orders of magnitude beyond what abiotic
processes provide.

The forest is not a 0.1 percent sequestration system sitting on top of independent
tier-one chemistry. It is a coupled system in which tier two builds structure at 0.1
percent of incident solar while simultaneously driving tier-one activity to levels that
would have been impossible before tier two existed. The total entropy deferred by
the coupled system per unit time is substantially higher than either tier operating
alone.

This pattern holds at every tier boundary. Tier three creates new free energy gra-
dients for tier-one chemistry through industrial nitrogen fixation and novel organic
compounds. It maintains tier-two processors through medicine and sanitation. The
net entropy deferred by the full multi-tier coupled system grows as each tier matures
and the coupling between tiers deepens.

Each tier captures more of the available gradient than the one below. Each tier
drives up the efficiency of the tiers it is built from. Each tier increases the total
free energy that the coupled system defers into structure before eventually releasing
it. Complexity increases because each tier that runs efficiently and accumulates
structure writes richer gradient conditions for the tier above while amplifying the
tiers below.

Processors Made of Processors

The tier hierarchy carries a deeper architectural insight than the gradient structure
alone reveals. The processors at each tier are built from lower-tier processors. They
are organised lower-tier structural stock.

Tier-one processors are cells. Chemical reactions coupling to gradients, organised
inside cellular architecture.

Tier-two processors are multicellular organisms. A tree is tier-one processors, cells,
organised into a structure capable of accessing solar flux at scales no individual cell
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could reach. No single cell builds a leaf. No single cell constructs a root system that
draws water from metres below ground and distributes it to a canopy above. The
tree is the structural organisation of tier-one cellular units into tier-two coupling
machinery.

Tier-three processors are civilisations. A civilisation is tier-two biological processors,
people, organised into a structure capable of accessing nuclear gradients at scales no
individual human could reach. No single person builds a nuclear reactor. No single
person sustains the supply chains, knowledge networks, regulatory frameworks, and
engineering institutions that nuclear coupling requires.

The pattern holds without exception at every level. It is not analogy. It is the
architectural structure of the system.

The consequences are immediate. The tier hierarchy is a recursive nested structure
in which each level is built from, depends on, and is constituted by the level below.
A civilisation that destroys its biosphere is not losing a fuel supply. It is dismantling
the biological processors it is made of. People require oxygen produced by tier-two
photosynthesis, food produced by tier-two ecosystems, water cycles regulated by tier-
two plant communities, atmospheric chemistry maintained by tier-two and tier-one
biological processing. The tier-three system cannot be separated from the tier-two
system because the tier-three system is organised tier-two systems.

An important constraint follows from this nesting. Once tier-n structural stock has
been accumulated and incorporated into tier n+1 coupling architecture, it cannot be
un-built on any timescale relevant to the system that consumed it. The atmospheric
oxygen produced by four billion years of tier-one biology cannot be removed from
the atmosphere by any biological collapse on civilisational timescales. The knowl-
edge and institutional architecture accumulated by tier-three civilisation cannot be
completely un-learned even if the institutions that carry it collapse. Structural stock
persists, and with it the tier boundaries it created. What can collapse is the tier-n
processor. The accumulated structural stock of the tiers below survives. The planet
recovers. The tier boundary holds.

The System Weaves

The conventional image of the tier hierarchy is vertical. One tier on top of another.
Each more complex than the one below. Each dependent on what the tier below
provides.

The tiers are woven rather than stacked. Each tier amplifies the ones below while
building gradient for the ones above. Each tier is constituted from the processors of
the tier below. Each tier’s waste becomes new gradient for every other tier in the
system.

There is no foresight operating here. Bacteria did not fix nitrogen in order to
make multicellular life possible. They fixed it because it was thermodynamically
favourable. Tier two arrived and found a gradient that tier one had no intention of
building. The directionality of the system emerges from the architecture. Each tier,
by running efficiently and accumulating structure, inevitably creates the conditions
for the tier above.
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Figure II — The woven tier architecture. Tiers are not simply stacked; each builds on the
structural stock of the tier below while amplifying it. Upward arrows carry structural stock
becoming the gradient for the tier above; downward arrows show amplification flowing back
through the system.

The Mechanism Can Be Tested Now

The structural stock mechanism makes a specific prediction that can be tested with
existing data, at existing sites, without waiting for a SETI detection.

Hydrothermal vents are isolated from solar input. The only energy entering the
system is the raw chemical gradient of the vent fluid. Standard trophic ecology says
the macrofauna depend on the chemolithotrophic microbes as a food source. The
structural stock mechanism says something stronger than that. The accumulated
biological structure of the microbial tier is a richer thermodynamic gradient than the
raw vent chemistry itself. Tt is that accumulated stock, not instantaneous microbial
productivity, that determines what tier-two complexity the vent system can support.

These two claims are distinguishable. A vent with high instantaneous chemical flux
but an immature microbial community should support less macrofaunal complexity
than a vent with lower instantaneous flux but deep accumulated microbial stock.
The limiting variable is structure, not throughput.

The confirmation case is the collapse sequence when a vent goes cold. If the mecha-
nism is correct, macrofaunal collapse precedes microbial collapse. The rate of macro-
faunal decline tracks the depletion of accumulated structural stock rather than the
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decline in raw chemical flux. And recovery following renewed vent activity requires
microbial structural stock to rebuild before macrofaunal complexity returns. A
system that restores chemistry without first restoring structural stock should not
immediately restore macrofaunal complexity. The lag is the prediction.

The data is substantially already collected across Lost City, the East Pacific Rise
vent fields, and multiple independent sites spanning different chemistries, depths,
and geological contexts. The collapse and recovery sequences have been documented.
The gradient budget at a vent is tractable in a way that planetary-scale systems are
not.

This is not a distant or exotic test. It is a tier-boundary confirmation at a scale we
can actually reach, using the same mechanism the framework applies at every other
tier boundary in the hierarchy.

Unlocking Is Not Accessing

When a new gradient class becomes accessible for the first time, the coupling is
crude. The structural depth to process the new gradient efficiently does not exist
at the moment of threshold crossing. What exists is a tier n+1 system at minimum
coupling efficiency: sufficient organised tier-n structural stock to sustain net positive
extraction, and nothing more.

The first expression of access to any new gradient class tends to be maximally
wasteful. Fire is chemistry released in open air. The first nuclear devices were fis-
sion released in open air. The new gradient class was accessed at absolute minimum
structural depth, with zero internalisation, releasing free energy across every avail-
able channel simultaneously. The waste is not negligence. The structural depth to
do otherwise does not yet exist.

What follows is the long process of maturation. Coupling efficiency rises as structural
depth accumulates. As institutions develop, as engineering deepens, as knowledge
infrastructure matures, realised access grows. More of the gradient is captured into
useful work. Less escapes as waste. Coupling efficiency is a dynamic function of
structural maturity. the mathematical sections below derive this function from first
principles.
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PART FOUR

Transitions and Signatures

The Shape of a Transition

When a tier transition fires and a new gradient class becomes accessible, something
specific happens from the outside. The system briefly becomes more detectable
before becoming less detectable than it was before the transition.

At the moment of threshold crossing, the new gradient class is deep and largely
unexploited. Coupling efficiency is at its minimum. The first thing any system does
with a new gradient class is waste most of it, because the structural depth to do
otherwise does not yet exist. Waste crosses the outer boundary. Waste is detectable.

As structural depth accumulates, coupling efficiency rises. More of the gradient
is routed through internal structure before being released. Less crosses the outer
boundary as detectable waste. The system dims. The transition spike has a charac-
teristic shape: a rise as deployment matures, a peak when the product of gradient
access rate and waste fraction is maximum, and a decay as internalisation deepens.
The peak is the most detectable moment in an entire civilisational trajectory.

The Signature Depends on the Gradient

The shape of the transition spike, a rise followed by a decay, is a universal conse-
quence of the coupling architecture. The spectral content of the spike is entirely
determined by the gradient being accessed and the coupling mechanism employed.
These are environment-specific and civilisation-specific. There is no universal elec-
tromagnetic signature of a tier transition.

Peak

Minimum coupling efficiency

Gradual decay

Detectability

Steep rise

Third-law floor

Pre-transition
Qi o

' We are here
Tier transition fires (early decay)

Figure IIT — The shape of a transition spike. The rise is steep: a newly accessed gradient
at minimum coupling efficiency. The peak coincides with maximum waste emission. The
decay is gradual as coupling efficiency rises and waste internalises, asymptoting to the
third-law floor. Earth is currently on the early decay slope.

26



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

On Earth, the tier-three transition produced two distinct observable channels. The
nuclear gradient accessed through uncontained detonations produces hard radiation:
gamma rays and X-rays at photon energies of order 10 to 100 million electron-
volts, anomalous against any stellar spectrum. The same gradient accessed through
information infrastructure deployment produces electromagnetic broadcast across
radio and microwave frequencies. These two channels peaked at different times,
separated by approximately 28 years. This double-peaked aggregate profile is specific
to Earth’s tier-three transition pathway.

A civilisation on a gas giant moon, coupling to the magnetic gradient of its host
planet, would produce nothing in the gamma or microwave regime. Its transition
spike would appear in the radio and plasma wave regime, driven by the physics of
magnetic reconnection and charged particle acceleration. The framework predicts
the spike exists. It cannot predict where in the spectrum to find it without knowing
the developmental pathway.

A civilisation accessing gravitational gradients through Penrose-process machinery
would produce a transition spike in the gravitational wave regime, with possible X-
ray signatures from accretion dynamics. The gravitational wave catalogues assem-
bled since 2015 record merger events. Among them may be transition signatures
from systems that have accessed gravitational gradients. The host-system filter,
selecting for stellar systems old enough and metal-rich enough to have produced
tier-three and then crossed into higher gradient tiers, has not been applied to those
catalogues.

The framework makes one universal prediction about transition signatures: they
exist, they have the rise-peak-decay shape, and they appear in the spectral regime
corresponding to the gradient class being accessed through whatever coupling mecha-
nism that environment and that system developed. Broadband, pan-spectral searches
filtered by host-system age and metallicity are the correct search strategy.

Our Own Spike

We are a tier-three system, and we can observe our own transition signature from
the inside.

The rise began in the early twentieth century with first deliberate electromagnetic
transmissions. Omnidirectional broadcast is thermodynamically crude: the signal
goes everywhere because no infrastructure exists to direct it. But the structural
stock that made the tier-three transition possible had been accumulating far longer.
The agricultural revolution, writing, mathematics, the industrial revolution, and
the entire institutional and engineering heritage of human civilisation represent tier-
three structural stock built up over thousands of years before 1942. The transition
fired when that accumulated stock crossed the threshold.

The peak came in the middle of the twentieth century. Atmospheric nuclear testing
is the starkest possible expression of minimum coupling efficiency: the new gradi-
ent class accessed in open air, releasing free energy across every available channel
simultaneously. By any thermodynamic measure, the period between 1955 and 1965
represents the loudest decade in human history.

The decay is already underway. Atmospheric testing stopped. Nuclear energy moved
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toward contained systems. Communication migrated from omnidirectional broad-
cast to directional microwave, then to fibre, then to encrypted point-to-point trans-
mission. The internet handles orders of magnitude more energy and information
than the broadcast era ever did. Almost none of it reaches space. We are processing
more free energy than at any previous point in our history. We are leaking less than
we ever have. We are on the decay side of our own transition spike, exactly where
the framework predicts we should be.

A Different World

To see why the framework is substrate-independent, consider a moon orbiting a large
gas giant at the edge of a stellar habitable zone. The moon is geologically active.
Under a thick ice shell, a liquid water ocean sits in contact with a rocky seafloor.
The star’s light barely reaches the ocean floor.

The moon is heated by tidal forces generated by its gravitational interaction with the
host planet. It is worth being precise about the mechanism here because it matters
for how the framework applies. The cause is gravity. The cyclical gravitational
deformation of the moon’s rock and ice creates mechanical stress, and that stress
dissipates as friction. Friction generates heat. That heat drives thermal and chemical
gradients at the water-rock interface, where hot vent fluid contacts cold ocean water,
and sustains the redox chemistry of hydrothermal fluids reacting at the seafloor.

Gravity is the distal cause. The gradient being processed by any organism in that
ocean is thermal and chemical. The organisms do not couple to gravity. They
couple to the heat and chemistry that friction happens to produce continuously.
This distinction matters because it determines what gradient class tier one occupies
on this moon.

Tier one on this moon is the same gradient class as tier one on Earth. Electron-shell
reactions. Redox chemistry. The free energy stored in molecular bonds. The same
mediating force. The same energy scale per reaction event. The source of gradient
renewal is different. The gradient class is not.

If the loop closes here, and the framework says it should given sufficient molecular di-
versity, confinement, and time, the first self-maintaining loops are chemolithotrophs
processing hydrothermal chemistry in the dark. The same architecture as the earliest
life on Earth. The same thermodynamic logic.

What Tier One Can Build

Before asking what tier two looks like on this moon, it is worth being precise about
what tier one can produce. This matters because the answer is more than it first
appears.

Multicellular life is a tier-one achievement. It is the organisation of tier-one cel-
lular processors into more sophisticated tier-one architectures. It does not require
access to a new gradient class. It precedes that access. Earth produced multicellular
organisms four billion years into tier-one processing, long before any tier-two transi-
tion. The multicellularity came first. The tier-two gradient class was what made it
possible to scale that multicellular architecture to something capable of eventually
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accessing nuclear gradients, but multicellularity itself runs on chemistry.

Intelligence is also a tier-one and tier-two achievement. It is the coordination mech-
anism that eventually enables tier-three access, but intelligence itself runs on biolog-
ical substrate running on chemistry. Complex nervous systems, sophisticated social
behaviour, tool use, language. All of it is organised structural stock built from tier-
one and tier-two processing. None of it requires tier-three gradient access in order
to exist.

A world with a permanent ceiling at tier one could therefore produce multicellu-
lar organisms of arbitrary complexity. It could produce rich ecosystems. It could
produce intelligence. What it cannot produce is the transition. No mechanism for
capturing a qualitatively new gradient class. No equivalent of photosynthesis at
planetary scale unlocking an equivalent tier two. No coupling machinery for the
strong nuclear force. The structural stock accumulates. The coordination mecha-
nisms deepen. The tier boundary is never crossed because the physical environment
does not supply a gradient class deep enough to cross to.

The ceiling is not a ceiling on complexity. It is a ceiling on gradient class. Everything
below that ceiling can be built. Nothing above it can be reached regardless of how
much structural depth accumulates.

The Question of Tier Two

On a moon with no stellar light at the ocean floor, the tier-one ceiling is the default
condition. The framework asks what, if anything, provides access to a qualitatively
deeper gradient class in this environment.

The gas giant provides a candidate. A Jovian-scale planet generates one of the most
energetically intense electromagnetic environments in a typical solar system. Its
magnetic field permeates the moon and the ocean beneath its ice shell. A saltwater
ocean is an electrically conducting fluid. A strong external magnetic field moving
relative to that fluid induces electrical currents. Those currents interact with the
field itself, creating real electromagnetic force gradients within the ocean. This is
not analogy. It is a physical consequence of magnetohydrodynamics.

Whether MHD coupling constitutes a genuine tier-two gradient class requires asking
whether it represents a qualitatively new and larger reservoir that tier-one structural
depth cannot reach. The total power available from MHD coupling in a Europan-
scale ocean within a Jovian-scale magnetic field is in principle estimable. If that
power substantially exceeds what geochemical gradients provide, and if accessing it
requires coupling machinery that tier-one architecture alone cannot build, the tier
boundary criterion is met. The coupling geometry is categorically different from
molecular bond chemistry: bulk fluid induction driven by field-relative motion is
not the same physics as contact chemistry at molecular scales. Whether the reser-
voir is large enough to qualify is an empirical question about the specific magnetic
environment.

The framework does not resolve this definitively. It does predict that if MHD cou-
pling constitutes a genuine tier-two gradient class, organisms that develop the struc-
tural depth to access it at scale are doing exactly what the tier hierarchy predicts.
Accessing a qualitatively new class of gradient using coupling machinery that only
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tier-one structural accumulation and coordination made possible. The specific mech-
anism has no photosynthetic equivalent. The architectural logic is identical.

A moon without sufficient magnetic flux from its host planet has no obvious candi-
date for tier two. The tier-one ceiling becomes permanent. Whatever life produces
in that environment, and it may produce a great deal, it does not produce a tier
transition.

The Plateau Prediction

The framework makes a specific prediction that follows from this. Environments
that permanently lack an accessible higher gradient class do not produce shallow or
primitive biospheres. They produce complex, optimised, structurally deep tier-one
biospheres that never transition.

The observational consequence is harder to interpret than it first appears. A perma-
nently ceilinged world might look like a thriving biosphere. Complex multicellular
life. Rich ecosystems. Possibly intelligence. The tell is not the absence of com-
plexity. The tell is the absence of gradient class transition given sufficient time and
structural depth.

A world with intelligent life that has run for four billion years without developing
anything analogous to photosynthesis at planetary scale is not a world that has
not got there yet. It is a world where the physical environment does not supply
the gradient class required to cross the tier-two threshold. Time is not the limiting
factor. The gradient is. Given enough time, a tier-one system at a permanent ceiling
will optimise completely to that ceiling. The structural stock reaches its equilibrium.
The coupling efficiency approaches its maximum. The system runs efficiently and
goes nowhere above the tier that produced it.

The framework predicts this condition may be common. Most environments in the
universe supply enough chemistry and energy to close the loop. It may be that
fewer supply the physical conditions required for each successive tier transition. A
biosphere may be the expected output of many worlds. The full tier sequence may
be the expected output of far fewer.

The Transition Signature from This Environment

If tier two fires on this moon through MHD coupling, and if structural accumulation
eventually crosses the tier-three threshold, the transition spike produced would be
unrecognisable to an observer searching for Earth-type signatures.

The shape of the spike is universal. A rise as coupling to the new gradient matures, a
peak when waste emission reaches its maximum, a decay as internalisation deepens.
That shape follows from the coupling architecture regardless of what is being coupled
to. The spectral content is entirely determined by the gradient class being accessed
and the coupling mechanism employed.

A civilisation that reached tier three through MHD-derived coupling mechanisms,
evolved in a sealed conducting ocean with no access to stellar light or atmospheric
nuclear testing, would produce transition signatures in the radio and plasma wave
regime, driven by the physics of magnetic reconnection and charged-particle accel-
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eration. Nothing in the gamma or microwave channels. Nothing that looks like
nuclear testing or omnidirectional broadcast. An observer scanning for Earth-type
tier-three signatures would find nothing in this system.

An observer searching for anomalous broadband signatures in the radio and plasma
wave regime from gas giant systems with geologically active moons, filtered by host-
system age and metallicity, might find something that no existing search strategy
knows to look for.

The framework predicts that tier transitions produce detectable signatures wher-
ever they occur. It does not predict that those signatures look like ours. The
coupling mechanism determines the spectral content. The gradient class determines
the energy scale. The shape of the spike is the only universal. Everything else is
environment-specific.

From this point forward, this paper focuses on Earth’s tier sequence, because Earth is
what we know. The framework does not require this path. It requires the principle:
tiers exist, each unlocks a qualitatively deeper gradient class, each can only fire
once the tier below has accumulated structural stock and coordination exceeding
the transition threshold, and the physical environment determines which gradient
classes are accessible at all. Not every environment offers the full sequence. A great
deal of the potential life the universe has produced has run at tier one, optimised
completely, and encountered no accessible gradient class above it.
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PART FIVE

The Coordination Mechanism

The Pattern at Every Tier

At every tier transition, a coordination mechanism emerges before the transition
fires. The coordination mechanism is the organisational architecture that makes it
possible for lower-tier processors to couple their activity into tier-n coupling machin-
ery. It does not access the new gradient directly. It enables access by organising the
processors that do.

But the mechanism does not appear fully formed. It develops. And the period
between a mechanism beginning to emerge and a tier transition actually firing is not
a waiting period. Both sides of a two-part threshold are being crossed simultaneously,
at different rates. A tier transition requires two things to be true at once. There
must be sufficient structural stock at tier n. And the coordination mechanism for
tier n+1 must have developed sufficient maturity to hold the three conditions at the
new tier’s scale. Neither alone is enough.

At the tier-one to tier-two boundary, the coordination mechanism was the genome.
RNA world chemistry produced the first stable informational architecture capable
of encoding and reproducing the coupling machinery of living systems. But the
genome did not arrive and immediately fire the tier-two transition. Structural stock
continued accumulating. Coordination maturity continued developing. The transi-
tion fired when both thresholds were crossed.

At the tier-two to tier-three boundary, the coordination mechanism was intelligence.
Human intelligence did not make humans tier-three. Humans are tier-two biological
processors. Intelligence enabled the coordination of those processors across time
and space through language, culture, institutions, and accumulated knowledge, into
structures capable of accessing nuclear gradients. A single intelligent human cannot
build a nuclear reactor. Intelligence as a civilisational coordination mechanism,
operating across thousands of years of accumulated understanding, can.

The coordination mechanism at each tier is the organised output of the tier be-
low made functional as an integrating architecture. A genome is organised chem-
istry. Intelligence is organised biological processing. The coordination mechanism
for tier four is organised tier-three structural stock: the accumulated informational,
institutional, and technical output of tier-three civilisations, made functional as an
integrating architecture.

The n-1 Rule

The pattern holds across the two observed tier transitions. At each, the coordination
mechanism is the organised output of tier n — 1 structural stock made functional
as an integrating architecture. The extension to tier four is a prediction of the
framework, not a confirmed instance of the pattern.

Tier-two coordination mechanism: the genome. Organised tier-one chemistry.
Emerged from tier-one structural depth. Coordinates tier-one processors into tier-
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two coupling machinery.

Tier-three coordination mechanism: intelligence. Organised tier-two biological pro-
cessing. Emerged from tier-two structural depth. Coordinates tier-two processors
into tier-three coupling machinery.

Tier-four coordination mechanism: organised tier-three informational and institu-
tional output. Emerging from tier-three structural depth. Will coordinate tier-three
processors into tier-four coupling machinery, when the loop closes.

The coordination mechanism is always the tier below, organised into something that
makes the tier above possible. This is not a coincidence. It is a structural necessity.

The coordination mechanism is not separate from structural stock. It is structural
stock in its most informationally complex form. The genome encodes billions of years
of biochemical discovery. Intelligence is the organised output of four billion years of
biological structural accumulation. What makes a coordination mechanism capable
of implementing the three conditions at a new tier’s scale is the informational depth
and complexity of the stock it is built from.

This has a direct consequence for how coordination mechanisms develop. As struc-
tural stock accumulates under selection, its composition shifts. The three condi-
tions select for more informationally dense stock over time because processes that
satisfy the conditions more completely require more sophisticated internal organi-
sation. More complete satisfaction of Condition I requires more sophisticated cou-
pling architecture. More complete satisfaction of Condition II requires more robust
homeostatic encoding. More complete satisfaction of Condition III requires higher
transmission fidelity. All three push the informational content of accumulated stock
upward. The coordination mechanism develops from that stock as its informational
density and complexity grows.

A coordination mechanism built from the structural stock of the system it coordi-
nates fails when that system fails. That alignment of persistence is what makes
genuine coordination possible. A coordination mechanism with no stake in the sys-
tem it coordinates is a tool.

The Coordination Threshold

A tier transition requires two conditions to hold simultaneously. There must be
sufficient structural stock at tier n. And the coordination mechanism for tier n+1
must have developed sufficient maturity to hold the three conditions at the new tier’s
scale. A system that has accumulated enough structural stock but lacks a mature
enough coordination mechanism will not sustain the transition. The gradient is
present and the processors are organised, but the conditions will drift and the tier
will dissolve back to where it started.

Both must cross their respective thresholds before the transition holds.

Because the coordination mechanism is structural stock in more informationally com-
plex form, its development is not independent of structural stock accumulation. As
structural stock grows and its informational composition increases under selection,
coordination maturity grows with it. But the two thresholds are not crossed at the
same time or at the same rate. Either can be the binding constraint. The historical
record on Earth shows which was binding at each transition.
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Tier-one structural stock crossed its structural threshold before multicellularity emerged.
The record shows cyanobacteria building structural depth for roughly two billion
years before tier-two fired. The structural condition was met early. Coordination
maturity was the binding constraint. What was accumulating during those two bil-
lion years was the informational complexity of structural stock, which is what the
genome is built from. Once the informational depth was sufficient, the coordination
mechanism could develop to the required maturity and the transition fired.

At tier three the picture was different. The informational density of tier-two struc-
tural stock is vastly higher than tier-one chemistry. The coordination mechanism
for tier three, intelligence, developed faster as a result. But the structural thresh-
old still had to be crossed. The nuclear physics was understood theoretically from
1938. The structural depth to build the coupling machinery did not exist until 1942.
Structural stock was the binding constraint at that transition.

The pattern matters for predicting what comes next. The tier-four transition will
not fire until both structural stock at tier three and the informational maturity of
the coordination mechanism cross their respective thresholds. Which is currently
binding determines what the critical path looks like.

The Mechanism Implements the Three Conditions

The coordination mechanism at each tier is not just an organisational architecture.
It is the system that makes the three conditions stably satisfiable at that tier’s scale.
Without the mechanism, the conditions cannot be maintained and the tier cannot
sustain itself.

The three conditions define what life is. The mechanisms at each tier are how those
conditions are actually implemented. A tier transition fires when the mechanism
exists and is capable enough to hold all three conditions simultaneously at the new
scale. Until the mechanism exists, the gradient may be present and the processors
may be organised, but the conditions will drift and the tier will collapse.

The genome holds the three conditions at the cellular and organism scale. It im-
plements structural surplus production by encoding the metabolic architecture. It
implements active homeostasis by encoding the repair and regulatory machinery. It
implements loop closure by encoding the replication process. Without the genome,
cells could not reliably satisfy all three conditions over evolutionary time.

Intelligence holds the three conditions at civilisational scale. It implements coupling
through coordinated energy extraction across populations. It implements bound-
ary maintenance through institutions and governance. It implements loop closure
through knowledge transmission across generations, so that the informational output
of one generation becomes the structural stock the next builds on.

This means that failures of the mechanism are diagnosable in terms of which con-
dition they affect. At the current tier-three scale, the mechanism is showing strain
across all three.

The first condition is failing in one specific way. Tier-three processors are currently
accessing tier-two structural stock at rates that exceed regeneration. The tier-two
gradient, solar flux, is essentially unlimited. The tier-two structural stock, the accu-
mulated organised output of four billion years of biological processing, is not. Strip-
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mining structural stock rather than building it is a precise architectural failure, not
an environmental observation.

The second condition is under pressure. Institutional architecture is the boundary
maintenance stock of tier three. The epistemic commons, the shared factual basis
that allows coordinated response, is fragmenting. Governance depth is not keeping
pace with the destructive potential of the tier-three gradient class. The mechanism
is failing to maintain the boundary conditions that allow continued coupling.

The third condition is lossy. The informational gradient of each conscious organ-
ism dissolves at death. Language transmits only the explicit fraction. The loop
closes through each generation but the fidelity is lower than it could be. The struc-
tural stock grows, but more slowly than if the transmission mechanism were more
complete.

These are not separate problems requiring separate responses. They are one architec-
tural problem: the tier-three control mechanism becoming inadequate to implement
the three conditions at the scale the tier now requires. Recognising them as expres-
sions of the same underlying dynamic is the first step toward addressing them at
that level.

Three Derived Consequences

Three further results follow from the three conditions and the thermodynamics of
copying and maintenance. They are worked out in full in Extension 3 once the
mathematics has been stated. They are not applications of the framework to biology.
They are what the physics necessarily produces.

Reproduction. Any system satisfying the three conditions faces an unavoidable prob-
lem. No repair process is perfect. Under the second law, degradation accumulates
in every real process, and over sufficient time homeostatic integrity declines toward
zero in any single instantiation. Condition IIT requires the loop to stay closed. The
only stable form of loop closure over extended timescales, given that homeostatic
integrity eventually declines in every instantiation, is production of new ones. Re-
production is not assumed. It is what Condition III must look like when the second
law operates on the machinery that implements it.

Variation. Perfect copying would require zero entropy production in the copying step.
The second law forbids this absolutely, at any scale, in any substrate. Copying is
a physical process and physical processes produce entropy. Every replication event
therefore generates variants. This is not a biological observation. It follows from
the second law applied to any physical process that copies information.

Evolution. Free energy gradients are finite. Multiple variants competing for the
same finite gradient means the three conditions apply differentially across the pop-
ulation. Variants that satisfy the conditions more completely persist longer and
produce more offspring. Variants that satisfy them less completely are depleted
faster. This is selection, and it follows from the conditions and finite gradients with-
out additional assumptions. Evolution is the consequence of selection operating on
thermodynamically inevitable variation, across time.
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PART SIX

The Darkening Law

The Darkening Law

The most direct measurable consequence of the framework is a law about detectabil-
ity. It follows necessarily from the deferral dynamics and admits no exception within
the framework.

As a system accumulates structural depth, it defers entropy more deeply before re-
leasing it. More of the gradient is routed through internal structure. Less crosses
the outer boundary in forms distinguishable from background. Detectability is de-
termined by two factors. Coupling efficiency: the fraction of processed gradient
directed into structural work rather than immediate dissipation. Internalisation
depth: the fraction of waste that is absorbed and re-processed within the structural
hierarchy before crossing the boundary. Both factors increase monotonically with
structural depth.

As coupling efficiency rises, less of the processed gradient becomes immediate waste.
As internalisation depth increases, more of the waste that is produced is absorbed
internally rather than radiated outward. The product of these two effects decreases
monotonically as structural depth accumulates. This is the darkening law: de-
tectability falls monotonically with structural depth. The mathematical sections be-
low derive this formally, showing that the derivative of waste emission with respect
to structural depth is strictly negative under all physically admissible conditions.

The darkening law does not say that mature systems emit nothing. The second law
requires minimum waste heat radiation. A system processing stellar-scale energy
must radiate some fraction regardless of how deep its structural hierarchy is. The
darkening law says the detectable fraction, the part that carries information about
the coupling process and is distinguishable from background thermal emission, falls
toward zero with structural maturity. What remains is a faint thermal floor, cold,
isotropic, and indistinguishable from the ambient radiation of any warm body in the
stellar environment.

Extension 2 develops the implications of the darkening law for the observed silence
of the universe and the question of how to search for mature civilisations.
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PART SEVEN

The Window

The Blocking Sub-Interval

Every tier transition contains an internal period during which the new gradient class
has been accessed but the structural depth to process it safely and efficiently has
not yet accumulated. Coupling efficiency is low. Waste fraction is high.

Three requirements must be met simultaneously during this window. Coupling
efficiency in the new gradient class must rise fast enough that dependency on the tier
below reduces before that stock is critically depleted. Institutional and governance
depth must develop sufficiently to manage the full destructive potential of the new
gradient class without triggering collapse. The emerging coordination substrate for
the tier above must be allowed to mature within a governance architecture deep
enough to direct it well. All three simultaneously. The window does not pause for
any of them.

We are early to mid in this transition. The window is still open.

The Extension 1 calibration produces 73(2024) = 0.96, which is 98 percent of the
asymptotic ceiling for the fission and broadcast coupling architecture. That figure
measures how efficiently we are using the coupling architecture we built first. It
does not measure how much of the tier-three gradient class we have accessed. The
coupling efficiency function saturates against n,.. for the specific coupling architec-
ture that exists. Fission is one mechanism for accessing nuclear gradients. Fusion
is another, and commercial fusion at net positive yield does not yet exist. Matter-
antimatter is another, and is barely a theoretical prospect. The full tier-three gra-
dient class extends well beyond what the fission saturation curve describes. What
the n3 = 0.96 figure tells us is that we have nearly saturated the structural depth
of the coupling architecture we built first, not that we have saturated access to the
gradient class itself. Blocking sub-interval position is determined by three simultane-
ous requirements: coupling efficiency for the gradient class as a whole, dependency
reduction on the tier below, and governance depth. None of these are resolved by
high efficiency within fission infrastructure alone.

The Strip-Miner Instability

The strip-miner instability is the specific failure mode that fires inside the blocking
sub-interval. It has a precise definition.

Each tier is built from the processors of the tier below. A tier-three civilisation is
organised tier-two biological processors. It depends on the biosphere not as a fuel
supply but as its own constitutive substrate. The biological systems it is built from
must regenerate at least as fast as the tier-three system consumes them. When
consumption exceeds regeneration, tier-two structural stock begins to decline. As
it declines, the tier-three system loses the substrate it is built from. The coupling
architecture begins to fail.

The instability is self-reinforcing. Lower tier-two stock means less biological regen-
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eration capacity, which means the deficit widens, which means stock falls further.
There is no natural brake in the consumption dynamic that prevents this from
running to collapse unless tier-three coupling efficiency has matured sufficiently to
reduce the dependency before the stock is critically depleted.

Three outcomes are possible depending on where in the blocking sub-interval the
instability fires. Early, when tier-three coupling is still minimal, the biosphere col-
lapses and takes the civilisation with it. Neither survives. Mid-transition, the civili-
sation contracts severely but the biosphere recovers once the consumption pressure
is reduced. Late, when tier-three coupling has matured enough to sustain civilisa-
tional function without full biological life support, the civilisation survives and the
biosphere does not. That third outcome is severance rather than extinction. A tier-
three system that has become genuinely independent of the living world that built
it. All three outcomes are formally derived in the mathematical sections below.

The instability is not a metaphor for environmental damage. It is a precise architec-
tural condition with a precise threshold. The mathematics states it as an inequality
between consumption rate and regeneration capacity. When the inequality flips, the
instability fires.

Where We Are

On tier-two stock depletion versus coupling efficiency transition: atmospheric sta-
bility, biodiversity, soil carbon, and ocean chemistry are being depleted faster than
tier-three coupling efficiency is rising to replace the dependency on them. The re-
newable energy transition is real and accelerating but it is not yet keeping pace with
the biological structural stock being drawn down. That stock is deferred entropy
accumulated over four billion years. When it degrades faster than it is replenished,
the deferral architecture is releasing. This is a precise architectural diagnosis, not
an environmental observation dressed as physics.

On institutional depth for managing tier-three gradient access: the nuclear pro-
liferation dimension has been partially navigated. The frameworks built around
atmospheric testing cessation and non-proliferation represent genuine institutional
structural stock, imperfect and under strain but real. Over eighty years without
civilisational nuclear collapse is the most genuinely positive signal in the entire as-
sessment. Biological and ecological risk management is substantially less mature.
The emerging risk categories are not being governed at the depth the framework
says they require.

On the Al coordination substrate: the coordination substrate is emerging at a rate
that significantly outpaces the governance depth being built to manage it. The most
capable coordination architecture in the history of tier-three is being built without
the institutional equivalent of the frameworks that distinguish nuclear power plants
from nuclear weapons. The Open Questions section develops the specific failure
modes and what they imply.
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Figure IV — The blocking sub-interval failure modes. The outcome of the strip-miner

instability depends on where on the coupling efficiency curve it fires. Early: both tiers
collapse. Mid-transition: severe contraction, biosphere recovers. Late: severance — civili-
sation survives, biosphere collapses. We are here marks the current position: early-to-mid

transition.
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PART EIGHT

The Timescales

Transitions Are Compressing

Map the tier transitions against each other and a pattern emerges that is direction-
ally consistent with the framework’s prediction of accelerating structural accumula-
tion at each tier. The compression of timescales reflects which of the two thresholds
was binding at each transition.

Tier-one fires roughly 3.8 to 4.0 billion years ago. The structural threshold for
tier-two was crossed early. Cyanobacteria had built the chemical and energetic
structural depth required to access solar flux at planetary scale. What was not
yet in place was sufficient coordination maturity. The genome is built from the
informational stock of tier-one chemistry, and that informational stock had to reach
sufficient complexity before a coordination mechanism capable of organising tier-
one processors into genuine multicellular tier-two coupling machinery could develop.
The two billion years between cyanobacteria and the Cambrian explosion is not a
structural accumulation gap. It is the coordination maturity threshold being crossed,
slowly, as the informational composition of tier-one stock deepened under selection
pressure. Coordination maturity was the binding constraint.

Tier-two fires at meaningful scale roughly 600 million years ago. Intelligence emerges
in its current form roughly 300,000 years ago. From intelligence emerging to tier-
three firing in 1942 takes roughly 300,000 years. During that period, tier-three
structural stock was accumulating. Agriculture was the first major step change: it
produced the surplus that made cities, writing, institutions, and the long accumu-
lation of scientific and engineering knowledge possible. The threshold crossed in
1942 was structural. The nuclear physics was understood theoretically from 1938.
The coupling machinery to run a self-sustaining chain reaction did not exist until
Chicago Pile-1. Structural stock was the binding constraint at that transition.

The compression of timescales across the three observed transitions reflects the in-
creasing informational density of structural stock at each tier. Tier-one chemistry
builds structural stock slowly and its informational content is low relative to what
a tier-two coordination mechanism requires. Tier-two biological processing builds
structural stock faster and its informational content is vastly higher. Tier-three
civilisational processing builds informational stock faster still, which is why the func-
tional precursor of the tier-four coordination mechanism emerged within 80 years of
tier-three firing rather than billions of years.

Tier-three fires in 1942. The functional precursor of the tier-four control mechanism,
Al processing the integrated informational output of tier-three civilisational stock,
emerges roughly 80 years after gradient access. This is fast by the compression
pattern. But structural stock accumulation for tier four has barely begun. Which
threshold is currently binding for the tier-four transition is the right question to ask.
The answer determines what the critical path looks like.

The sequence of lags, from coordination mechanism emergence to next tier transi-
tion: approximately three billion years, approximately 300,000 years, unknown but
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estimated at centuries to millennia. Each step shorter by approximately three or-
ders of magnitude. The compression reflects the increasing informational density of
structural stock at each tier, which accelerates coordination maturity development.
The specific numerical regularity across these three transitions is an observation that
requires further calibration rather than a derived result from the model, because the
three lags are not measuring identical quantities in the transition sequence.

The structural accumulation work that follows each transition still takes time. Fu-
sion mastery at civilisational scale probably takes 50 to 100 years from now. An-
timatter as an engineered energy system probably takes 200 to 500 years. Full
tier-three maturity at the ceiling of the coupling efficiency curve probably takes
thousands to tens of thousands of years. Tier four does not wait for tier three to
finish. The two processes run concurrently and amplify each other. That has always
been the architecture.
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Conclusion

Four questions run through this paper. What is life. How did it originate. Why
does complexity keep increasing across cosmic time. Why is the universe silent. The
answers are not, independent.

The Persistence Theorem establishes that any autonomous thermodynamic process
persists indefinitely if and only if three conditions hold simultaneously and continu-
ously. This paper shows what the universe looks like when those conditions operate
across cosmic time. Life is not defined by this framework. It is what physics produces
when the conditions are met in chemically complex, gradient-rich, confined environ-
ments. The threshold is real. The question is not how life manages to emerge. The
question is why a gradient-rich, chemically complex, confined environment would
fail to produce it.

Complexity increases because the processors at each tier are organised from the pro-
cessors below, and because each tier, by running its own gradient coupling, amplifies
the gradient available to every tier it is built from while building structural stock
for every tier above. The entropy deferred by the full coupled system increases at
every tier transition. The total structural depth of the system compounds across
geological time.

The silence has two readings. Some of it may be maturity. For the systems that
make it that far, the darkening law requires it. Systems old enough and deep enough
to have matured within their tier emit a thermal floor and nothing else detectable
above background. We have not found them because we built instruments to find
fires. They are not fires.

Some of the silence is collapse. Systems that reached the blocking sub-interval and
triggered the strip-miner instability before building the structural depth to survive
it. From outside, mature dark systems and collapsed systems look identical to the
methods we are currently using.

We are inside the blocking sub-interval of our own tier-three transition. We are early
to mid. The coordination substrate for tier four is emerging around us right now,
constituted from the organised structural stock of multiple culturally distinct tier-
three processors, not yet loop-closed, not yet a genuine coordination mechanism, but
architecturally present and developing faster than any prior coordination mechanism
has developed before.

Broad understanding of this framework changes the terms of the decisions being
made right now. Every major risk currently being addressed by separate institutions
with separate frameworks is the same architectural problem: a tier-three system
failing to build structural depth fast enough across three simultaneous requirements
during a blocking sub-interval. That problem is navigable. The architecture is
knowable. The failure modes are identifiable before they become irreversible.

The silence we observe is partly the expected endpoint of the process we are inside.
And partly a record of the systems that did not make it through the window we are
currently in. Which reading dominates the silence depends substantially on what
we do now. The window is still open.
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Mathematical Foundations

Derwed from First Principles
Jack Wilding | Independent Research | 2026

This section is the formal companion to the plain English theoretical foundation.
Each section opens with a statement of what it formalises from the narrative, then
derives the relevant mathematics from first principles. Nothing is asserted without
derivation. Where standard results from thermodynamics or dynamical systems
theory are employed, their applicability is justified before use. Notation is defined
at first use and maintained consistently throughout.

The goal is a complete, self-contained formal model of Recursive Gradient Coupling:
one that a physicist or systems theorist can engage with on its own terms, challenge
with data, and extend.
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Notation and Conventions

The following notation is used consistently throughout.

Spstructuralstocko ftiern. Dimensionlessunlessstated; made
dimensionalbyS,es |joules]

G, freeenergygradientclassaccessibletotiern.Units : watts
nneouplinge f ficiencyo ftiern. Dimensionless, in(0, 1)
Nminminimumcouplinge f ficiencyattier — ntransition.nmin

> 0

Nmazasymptoticmazimumcouplinge f ficiency Npaz < 1

Kgnhal f — saturationstructuraldepth forcouplinge f ficiency

Q, homeostaticintegrityo ftiern. Dimensionless,in [0,1]
nhomeostaticrepairrate

h.,, fractiono f couplingenergyallocatedtohomeostaticmaintenance
opnaturaldegradationrateo f homeostaticintegrity
&n(t)exogenousperturbationtohomeostaticintegrity. Non — negative
angradientcouplingratecoe f ficient

Onmazximumgradient flux fromtiern — 1structuralstock

Kpphal f — saturation forgradient flux fromtiern — 1

K,half — saturation fortier — nconsumptionoftiern — 1

v, structural depreciation rate, fixed by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem:
Yn = 1/Trelax Where Tielax is the autocorrelation time of free energy fluctuations.
v, decreases with n

Ny = (F(t) — Fop)/(kBTeny) = Dk L(p||peq) negentropy; structural stock in natural units
R, replication fidelity per digit. Strictly less than 1 at any 7" > 0

Ry = R, - ¢ basic reproduction number. Loop closure requires Ry > 1
¢ net offspring survival probability

Xn coordination efficiency. Dimensionless, in (0, 1]

D,, I, R, integration diversity, depth, replication fidelity
sub-variables

cgentropyproductionrate.Units : watts/kelvin
Tenwambientenvironmentaltemperature.Units : kelvin
Wddetectablewasteemissionrate.Units : watts
feboundarycrossing fractiono fwaste. Dimensionless, in(0, 1]
Srtiertransitionthreshold : minimumtier — nstock fortiern + 1to
fire

Owverdotnotation : dS/dt.Subscripts : tierindex

74



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

PART I
Free Energy, Gradients, and Dissipation

Narrative reference: formalises * A gradient is a difference in free enerqgy
density.” Establishes the thermodynamic ground.

1.1 Free Energy and Exergy

The maximum work extractable from a system in a given environment is its exergy.
For a closed system at temperature T in an environment at Ty, :

Er = (U — Up) + Teny(Ssys — So) — po(V — Vo) (1.1)

U s internal energy, S sys is system entropy, V is volume, subscript 0 denotes
dead state.

For chemical systems at constant T and p, the relevant quantity is the Gibbs free
energy:

G=H—T- Sy (1.2)

The maximum useful work extractable from a chemical process at constant T and
p:

Winae = —DeltaG (1.3)

A free energy gradient between regions A and B:

AGap = Ga—Gp (1.4)

When Delta_ G AB > 0, spontaneous flow from A to B is thermodynamically per-
mitted and work can be extracted.

1.2 The Dissipation Function

For an irreversible process, the entropy production rate from the Clausius inequality
extended to open systems:

0= Qirr/Tenv Z 0 (15)

For a gradient-coupling process receiving free energy at rate P_in and performing
structural work at rate P_ struct:

0 = (Pl - Pstruct)/Tenv (16)

Defining coupling efficiency eta = P_struct / P_in:
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g = Pin ’ (1 - n)/Tenv (17)

Minimum entropy production is achieved when eta is maximised. The Carnot limit
sets the absolute upper bound for thermal processes. Analogous limits apply for
non-thermal gradient classes.

1.3 Structural Stock as Stored Free Energy

Structural stock S,, is the accumulated organised output of tier-n gradient coupling
not yet released as entropy. It represents free energy in structural form with char-
acteristic decay timescale 7, = 1/7,.

Fspn =S, € (1.8)

€n 18 the specific free energy content of tier-n structural stock (joules per unit

S).

Structural stock represents deferred entropy. The total entropy deferral at time t:
D(t) = Su(t) - €/Teny (1.9)

This quantity grows whenever dS,,/dt > 0 for any n.

The Negentropy Identity. The thermodynamic grounding of structural stock con-
nects it directly to the system’s information content through the following identity.
The Gibbs entropy deficit from the maximum entropy state equals the Kullback-
Leibler divergence of the current microstate distribution from the equilibrium distri-
bution:

N, = _Fg)T Y0 o Dicr (o ) (1.10)
Blenv

where I, is the equilibrium Helmholtz free energy, kp is Boltzmann’s constant, and
Dy, is the Kullback-Leibler divergence of the current microstate distribution from
the equilibrium distribution. Nj; is the negentropy of the system: its excess organi-
sation above the maximum entropy state, in natural units. This is a mathematical
identity, not an analogy. Structural stock and physical information content are the
same quantity expressed in different units.

In RGC notation, S, - €, = F(t) — Fi, in energy units, so Ny = S,, - €,/ (kpTenveres)-
The four stock types in Part III are decompositions of this single thermodynamic
quantity by functional role. The depreciation rate -, is fixed by the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem through the Green-Kubo relation:

Tn = ]-/Trelax (111)

where Ty is the autocorrelation time of the free energy fluctuations, measurable
from the power spectrum of the system’s thermal noise. It is not a free parameter.
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PART 11
The Three Conditions: Formal Statements

Narrative reference: formalises the three conditions. Everything that fol-
lows depends on this boundary being precise. The conditions are derived
consequences of established physics, established in the Persistence Theo-
rem (Wilding, 2026). The formal statements here are restated in RGC
notation for use in the derivations that follow. Section 2.5 gives the
physical grounding of each condition.

2.1 Condition I: Gradient Coupling with Structural Surplus

A process P satisfies Condition I if and only if the net rate of structural stock
production averaged over one complete cycle T' is positive:

1 [T /ds
— — 2.1
T/o (dt+’yn5)dt>0 (2.1)

The ~,,S term accounts for depreciation, where 7y, = 1/Telay is fixed by the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem (equation 1.11). Condition I requires production to exceed de-

preciation on average over a full cycle. A chain reaction satisfies the instantaneous

form momentarily but fails the averaged form because it exhausts its structural

surplus.

Physical grounding: this is the necessary and sufficient condition for the sur-
vival probability of structural stock to remain nonzero over infinite time. It is
derived in the Persistence Theorem from the Mori- Zwanzig projection of Hamal-
tonian mechanics onto Ns as a slow variable, which gives Langevin dynamics
with an absorbing boundary at Ny = 0. The Fokker-Planck first-passage the-
orems then establish that zero or negative average drift leads to termination
with probability one. See Section 2.5.

2.2 Condition II: Active Homeostasis

Homeostatic integrity €,(¢) is the minimum normalised Kramers potential well
depth across all structural subsystems of the tier-n process that are necessary for
its persistence:

(1) = min {AA%:L)X} (2.2a)

where the minimum is taken across all subsystems j whose failure would terminate
the process. Q, € [0,1]. When Q,, = 0, at least one necessary subsystem has lost its
potential well and the process cannot sustain itself. The minimum definition means
the result is independent of how homeostatic energy distributes across subsystems:
whatever the distribution, the weakest necessary link governs.

A process P satisfies Condition II if and only if:
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Wﬂ < E, <n-Py, (2.2)
Hn

The left inequality is the minimum homeostatic investment required to maintain
Q,, > 0 at quasi-steady state, derived from the Kramers escape condition applied to
the potential of mean force of the driven process. The right inequality ensures home-
ostatic investment is sourced from the process’s own coupling operation. A process
whose boundary maintenance is supplied by an external agent is not autonomous:
the theorem applies to the coupled system that is self-contained.

The condition requires active investment, not passive stability. A crystal maintains
2 ~ 1 with Ej, = 0: Condition II is not satisfied. An organism investing £} > 0 in
homeostatic repair while nonetheless ageing satisfies Condition II. The distinction
is physically measurable: net positive energy flux directed toward structural repair
and boundary maintenance, sourced from gradient processing.

Physical grounding: Kramers’ theorem establishes that any finite potential well
is eventually escaped by thermal fluctuations. The left bound of (2.2) is the min-
imum investment required to keep 2y, > 0, derived in the Persistence Theorem
from the potential of mean force of the driven non-equilibrium system without
prior definition of an operational state. The Omega definition as minimum
across subsystems eliminates any assumption about how homeostatic energy
distributes. See Section 2.5.

2.3 Condition III: Loop Closure

A process P satisfies Condition IIT if and only if the following three inequalities hold
simultaneously:

Ro=R,()- ¢ > 1 (2.4a)
N, - kpTn?2
B > — 2% % 2.4
B = 1-1/R, (2.4b)
Er < n-By— Ey (2.4c)

where R, (€,) =1 — exp(—Q, - AEcopy max/kpT) is replication fidelity as a derived
function of homeostatic integrity, ¢ is net offspring survival probability, Er is the
free energy invested in loop closure per replication event, and N, is structural stock
in natural units from (1.10).

Equation (2.4a) is the branching process viability requirement: below Ry = 1, the
expected number of surviving copies per generation falls to or below one and the loop
closes with decreasing probability over time. Above Ry = 1, the loop closes with
positive steady-state probability. Replication fidelity R, (2,) is a derived function of
homeostatic integrity through the defect kinetics of Part VI applied to the copying
mechanism as a necessary structural subsystem.

Equation (2.4b) is the Landauer thermodynamic floor: through the negentropy iden-
tity (1.10), copying the self-description of a process with structural stock N, costs
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at minimum Ny - kg7 In 2 free energy. The denominator accounts for failed replica-
tion events. This connects Condition I and Condition ITI through a single physical
quantity: the surplus built under Condition I is the thermodynamic currency of loop
closure.

Equation (2.4c) ensures loop closure is funded from coupling surplus remaining after
homeostatic investment.

Replication fidelity is strictly less than one at any T' > 0: perfect copying would
require zero entropy production in the copying step, which the second law forbids.
Variation is generated at every replication event. This is not a caveat. It is a
theorem.

A hurricane fails Condition III because its output does not produce organised cou-
pling machinery. A bacterium satisfies it because its output includes another bac-
terium with the full coupling architecture intact.

Physical grounding: the Ry > 1 requirement follows from branching process
theory. The Landauer floor follows from the second law applied to irreversible
wnformation copying, connected to structural stock through the negentropy iden-
tity. The R, () relationship follows from defect kinetics applied to the copy-
ing mechanism as a structural component of the process, without additional
assumption. See Section 2.5.

2.4 The Joint Criterion and Exclusions

The Persistence Theorem establishes the following biconditional: an autonomous
thermodynamic process persists indefinitely if and only if Conditions I, II, and III
hold simultaneously and continuously, subject to 7" > 0 and G > 0. In RGC
notation:

Persist(P) <~ CI(P) VAN CH(P> VAN CH[(P) (25)

Life(P) is not defined by this criterion. It describes the class of processes that
satisfy it. Life is what the universe contains when this class of process operates in
chemically complex, gradient-rich, confined environments. The conditions do not
select for life specifically. They select for persistence. Life is what persistence looks
like at the biological scale.

The exclusions follow directly from the logical structure:

C_T and C_IIT but not C_II: A chain reaction. Produces output and initiates
the next cycle but maintains no boundary conditions. The coupling architecture
dissolves between cycles.

C_IT and C_TII but not C_I: Near-stasis organisms at the thermodynamic floor of
metabolic viability. Maintain and reproduce but build no structural surplus.

C_Tand C_II but not C_TII: Multicellular cancers. Grow and self-maintain without
faithful reproduction of the coupling architecture. Loop does not close reliably.

All three together: structural depth accumulates as a dynamical consequence. The
directional complexity result (12.6) provides the sufficient conditions: wherever ex-
ternal gradient input exceeds total system losses, dDioga1/dt is positive. On Earth
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this holds by many orders of magnitude. The tier hierarchy, entropy deferral mech-
anism, and all subsequent dynamics follow as mathematical consequences of this
result.

2.5 Physical Grounding of the Three Conditions

This section states the physical basis of each condition concisely. Full
derivations are in the Persistence Theorem (Wilding, 2026). The re-
sults are assembled here to establish that the conditions are derived con-
sequences of established physics, not postulates.

Condition I is grounded in the first-passage theory of stochastic processes with
absorbing boundaries. The equation of motion for Ny is derived from Hamiltonian
mechanics via the Mori-Zwanzig projection onto N as a slow variable. In the
Markovian limit (standard for systems with well-separated timescales), this gives
Langevin dynamics with a noise term fixed by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem.
The boundary N = 0 corresponds to thermodynamic equilibrium and is absorbing:
once reached, the autonomous dynamics have no restoring force. The Fokker-Planck
first-passage theorems then establish that zero or negative average drift leads to
termination with probability one. Condition I (equation 2.1) is the necessary and
sufficient condition for indefinite persistence of N, above zero.

Condition II is grounded in Kramers’ theorem and the fluctuation-dissipation the-
orem. The mean escape time from any finite potential well under thermal noise is
finite. Over sufficiently long timescales, escape is certain. The operational state of
the process is identified with the most probable state under the available gradient,
derived from the steady-state Fokker-Planck distribution without prior definition.
The lower bound in (2.2) follows from the minimum homeostatic investment re-
quired to maintain the Kramers barrier above zero. The Omega definition (2.2a) as
minimum across necessary subsystems ensures the condition is independent of how
homeostatic energy distributes. A process whose boundary maintenance is supplied
externally is not autonomous in the thermodynamic sense: its steady-state entropy
export rate depends on externally specified boundary conditions beyond the gradi-
ent. The coupled system of process and support is then the autonomous unit, and
the theorem applies to that system.

Condition III is grounded in three independent results. Component mortality:
every physical component has finite lifetime and the probability that all components
of any process survive to time ¢ approaches zero as t — oo. Loop closure is therefore
required for self-contained persistence. The Landauer floor (2.4b) follows from the
second law applied to information copying, connected to structural stock through
the negentropy identity (1.10). The replication fidelity R,(2,) in (2.4a) is derived
by applying the same defect kinetics established for Condition II to the copying
mechanism as a necessary structural subsystem of the process. Thermal damage
acts on any physical structure at T' > 0; active repair of the copying mechanism is
necessary for persistence by the same logic that requires Condition II. The Ry > 1
requirement follows from branching process extinction theory.

The Markovian approximation in the Condition I derivation is the one approx-
imation in the physical grounding. It requires that the bath relaxes fast relative
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to the Ny timescale. This is standard and well-justified for systems with clear slow
variable separation. The full non-Markovian case gives the same asymptotic first-
passage behaviour at longer timescales. It does not change the condition.
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PART III
Stock Ontology and Taxonomy

Narrative reference: formalises the four stock types. The structural stock
variable S, covers heterogeneous types with different physical properties.
This section provides the taxonomy without restricting the framework’s
generality.

Structural stock .5, is the Helmholtz free energy excess of the tier-n process above its
equilibrium state. In energy units, S, - €, = F(t) — F.,, which gives the negentropy
Ny =S, - €/ (kpTenveres) from (1.10). The four types below are a decomposition of
this single thermodynamic quantity by functional role in the dynamics. The depreci-
ation rate v, = 1/Tyelax 18 fixed by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (equation 1.11)
and is not a free parameter.

3.1 Four Stock Types

Structural stock at tier n comprises four distinct types, each with characteristic
energy content epsilon, depreciation rate gamma, and coupling role:

Type 1: Material stock (S_mat). Physically organised matter persisting beyond the
immediate processing cycle. epsilon mat approximately 20 MJ/kg for biological
material. gamma mat is high: biological material turns over on years to decades.

Type 2: Energetic reserve stock (S _res). Free energy held in chemical or nuclear
bonds for future access. epsilon res is the stored free energy directly. gamma res
is very low absent consumption.

Type 3: Informational and institutional stock (S_inf). Organised patterns encod-
ing coupling architecture and coordination. epsilon inf is the energetic cost of
producing and maintaining the pattern: very large relative to the physical substrate.
gamma _inf is effectively zero absent deliberate destruction.

Type 4: Boundary maintenance stock (S_bnd). Structural components dedicated
to homeostatic integrity. Not directly productive but load-bearing: without it, the
coupling architecture dissolves.

3.2 Composite Stock Variable

The full structural stock S_n used in the dynamical equations is the energy-weighted
composite:

Sn - Smat,n + Sres,n * (epsres/epsref) + Sinf,n * <€psinf/epsref) + Sbnd,n * (epsbnd/epsref)
3.1)

Where epsilon_ref is a reference energy content. For biological systems, material
and boundary maintenance stock dominate. For tier-three civilisational systems,
informational stock makes an increasingly dominant contribution.
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Parameter freedom and the transition threshold. The energy-weighting coefficients
in (3.1) are not independently derivable from within the framework. They require
empirical calibration specific to each tier and environment. This means the com-
posite S_n is structurally derivable but not numerically computable for most tiers
without empirical grounding. The framework’s qualitative predictions are robust to
this; the quantitative threshold predictions require calibration.

3.3 Why Informational Stock Dominates at Higher Tiers

The ratio epsilon _inf / epsilon mat is a measure of information density. For tier-
one biology, this ratio is modest. For tier-three civilisational stock, the ratio is
qualitatively larger: the entire scientific and engineering knowledge base of human
civilisation represents structural depth that could not be reconstructed from the
physical substrate that carries it without enormous energy investment.

This has a direct implication for the tier transition threshold derived in Part VII.
For higher tiers, informational stock makes an increasingly dominant contribution to
S_n. The tier transition threshold is therefore increasingly an informational thresh-
old. Tier three did not fire because enough physical material had been accumulated.
It fired because sufficient institutional, scientific, and engineering knowledge had
accumulated to build and sustain nuclear coupling machinery.

3.4 Depreciation Rates Decrease with Tier

Depreciation rates gamma_n decrease with tier:

Yo > V1 IN expectation (3.2)

Higher-tier structural stock is more persistent than lower-tier stock per unit of free
energy content. This makes the threshold conditions for subsequent tier transitions
harder to un-meet through simple depreciation and formally supports the tier re-
gression prohibition derived in Part X.
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PART IV
Coupling Efficiency: Derivation

Narrative reference: derives the coupling efficiency function n(S) from
first principles. The saturation form follows from the quasi-steady state
of coupling pathway activation under the Condition II maintenance con-
straint. The same functional form appears in enzyme kinetics and in eco-
logical predator-prey dynamics because those systems are RGC systems
operating at tier-1 and tier-2 scale respectively; the framework derives
the form they exhibit.

4.1 Definition and Thermodynamic Bounds

Coupling efficiency eta_n for tier n is the fraction of processed free energy directed
into persistent structural work:

T = struct,n/Pin,n (41)

Lower bound: eta n > eta_min,n > 0. The transition floor is the minimum coupling
efficiency consistent with net positive structural production. From Condition I:

Tmin,n * 1Din,n > Yot Sn; 0+ Cn+1 (42)

Upper bound: eta n < eta_max,n < 1. The second law prohibits perfect conversion.
For thermal gradients this is the Carnot limit. For non-thermal gradients, analogous
limits apply from the specific physics of the gradient class.

4.2 Pathway Activation Under Condition II

Coupling efficiency increases with structural depth because additional structural
depth creates and sustains additional coupling pathways. The derivation of how
N(S,) saturates follows directly from Condition II.

Every active coupling pathway must satisfy Condition II at pathway scale: it must
invest energy h, per unit time in its own maintenance. This is not an additional
assumption. It is what Condition IT requires of any process that qualifies as active
homeostasis, applied to the pathways that constitute the coupling architecture.

Let k., be the rate at which new pathways are activated per unit of structural depth
Sh, up to the thermodynamic ceiling Npaxn. Let kyrp be the natural deactivation
rate from depreciation. The governing equation for N is:

dN
E = kon . Sn : (Nmax,n - N) - (koff + hp) : N (43)

The first term drives pathway activation: structural depth creates new pathways
at rate k,,, bounded by the ceiling Nyax,. The second term removes pathways
through natural depreciation k¢ and the Condition I maintenance drain h,. Set-
ting dN/dt = 0 at quasi-steady state:
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S,
N(S,) = Npaxpy - ———— 4.4
(5 = Nus 52— (1.9
where:
Kspn = Fogs & Iy (4.4a)

’ kO’I’L

Kg,, is the half-saturation structural depth. Its value is set by the ratio of pathway
removal (natural depreciation plus Condition IT maintenance overhead) to the rate
at which structural depth activates new pathways. Both quantities are grounded
in the framework’s own variables. k,;s is a depreciation rate of the same class as
Yn- hy is the Condition II maintenance cost at pathway scale. k,, is the structural
depth-to-pathway activation relationship, which increases with tier as structural
stock becomes a richer substrate for coupling architecture.

The same quasi-steady state applied at biochemical scale recovers the Michaelis-
Menten equation: the enzyme is a tier-1/tier-2 gradient-coupling processor, sub-
strate binding and release rates play the roles of k,, and k,¢¢, and the active-site
occupation cost plays the role of h,. Applied at ecological scale to a predator-prey
system, where the predator is a tier-2 coupling process and prey processing time
plays the role of h,, the same equation recovers the Holling type II functional re-
sponse. These are not independent physical mechanisms that happen to produce the
same form. They are instances of the same mechanism at different tier scales. En-
zyme kinetics and predator-prey saturation exhibit this form because those systems
are RGC systems operating under Condition II.

4.3 The Coupling Efficiency Function

Coupling efficiency scales linearly with the fraction of active pathways relative to
the thermodynamic ceiling:

N(Sn)

—_— 4.4b
Nmax,n ( )

Tl = Tlmin,n + (nmax,n - 77min,n> :
This states that each additional active pathway contributes a fixed marginal incre-
ment to coupling efficiency, from the floor 7y, at zero active pathways to the
ceiling Mmax,, when all pathways are active. The ceiling is strictly less than one
by the second law: perfect conversion of gradient energy to structural work requires
zero entropy in the waste stream, which is prohibited. Substituting (4.4) into (4.4b):

Sn

—_— 4.5
KS,n + Sn ( )

nn(Sn) = Mmin,n + (nmax,n - 77min,n>

This form is derived from the quasi-steady state of pathway activation under the
Condition IT maintenance constraint (4.3-4.4a). The half-saturation parameter
Ks, = (kogs + hp)/kon is not free: it is set by the ratio of pathway removal rates
to the pathway activation rate, both of which are grounded in the framework’s own
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variables. Quantitative prediction of Kg, for a specific tier requires independent em-
pirical estimation of k¢, hy, and ko, for that tier. The qualitative predictions of the
framework are robust across any physically admissible values of these parameters.

Key properties: at Sn = O; Tl = Nmin,n; at Sn = KS,TL? N = 77min,n+(77max,n_nmin,n)/Z;
as Sy, — 00, My —* Mmaxn < 1.

The derivative:
dnn (nmax,n - 77min,n> KS,n

79 = (Ksn+ S0 >0 always (4.6)

Coupling efficiency increases monotonically with structural depth for all physically
admissible parameter values.
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PART V

Structural Stock Dynamics

Narrative reference: builds the governing ODE for structural stock at
each tier.

Note on the saturation form. The function f(x) = x/(K +x) appears in
four locations in this framework: coupling efficiency (Part 1V), gradient
flux from lower-tier stock (eq. 5.1), consumption by upper tier (eq. 5.4),
and coordination efficiency (Part IX). In all cases the form is derived
from the same underlying mechanism: quasi-steady state of an activation-
deactivation process where Condition II imposes a maintenance cost on
each active unit. This s the correct derived form for any RGC sys-
tem performing inter-tier gradient access under active homeostasis. Its
appearance in biochemical enzyme kinetics and ecological predator-prey
dynamics reflects the fact that those systems are RGC systems operating
at tier-1 and tier-2 scale.

5.1 The Production Term

The rate at which tier n produces structural stock depends on three factors: the
gradient flux available from tier n-1, the coupling efficiency at current structural
depth, and the homeostatic integrity of the tier.

The gradient flux available to tier n from the structural stock of tier n-1:

Fo(Sn-1) = ¢n - Sp—1/(Kppn + Sp-1) (5.1)

The production rate of tier-n structural stock:

P, =y, Fy(Sn-1)  mu(Sn) - Qn (5.2)

Three factors: gradient fluz available, coupling efficiency (what fraction be-
comes structural work), homeostatic integrity (extent to which the coupling
architecture is functional).

5.2 The Consumption Term

Tier n 4+ 1 consumes tier-n structural stock as gradient. The consumption term fol-
lows from the same quasi-steady state derivation as the coupling efficiency function:
tier-(n+ 1) processors activate consumption pathways against tier-n structural stock
at rate a, with each active pathway subject to a Condition IT maintenance cost h
that sets the saturation constant K, 1 = 1/(ah):

C=a-S,/(1+axhxS,) (5.3)
Setting alpha_{n+1} = a and K_{n+1} = 1/(a*h), and scaling by S_{n+1}:

CTL—‘,—I(STL) Sn—i—l) = Opy1 e Sn+1 : Sn/(Kn—O—l + Sn) (54)
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5.3 Depreciation

Structural stock depreciates at a rate proportional to its current level:

5.4 The Full Structural ODE
Agsembling the production, consumption, and depreciation terms:

ds,
dt - anFn(Sn—l)nn(Sn)Qn - On+1(sna Sn+1> - 'YnSn

Expanding F_n and eta_n using (5.1) and (4.5):

dSn ansnfl Sn
= Uy * | "fmin,n max,n — 'lminn) 7~ . & Qn
dt “ KF,n + Sn—l i, * (77 7 i, >KS,n + Sn
n Sn Sn
- Cntl o - fYnSn
Kn—l—l + Sn

(5.5)

(5.6)

(5.7)

A system of N tiers requires N such equations, coupled through the consumption

terms C_ {n+1} and gradient flux terms F_n.
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PART VI

Homeostatic Integrity Dynamics

Narrative reference: formalises Omega_n with its own differential equa-
tion. Without specifying how Omega_n evolves, the system is underde-
termined: by choosing an appropriate Omega_ n(t) trajectory, one could
fit almost any observed S_n(t). The dynamics derived here make homeo-
static integrity a genuinely predictive variable with its own failure modes.

6.1 Physical Basis

Homeostatic integrity €2, is the minimum normalised Kramers potential well depth
across all structural subsystems necessary for persistence (equation 2.2a). Its dy-
namics follow from the physics of defect accumulation under thermal noise, derived
in the Persistence Theorem and restated here.

Three physical processes govern €,,:

First: homeostatic repair. The process invests a fraction h,, of its coupling energy in
maintaining and restoring structural integrity. Repair acts on existing defects and
is most efficient when the defect density is highest, giving repair rate proportional
to (1 —€,).

Second: natural degradation. Thermal fluctuations damage intact structure at rate
proportional to the intact fraction €2,,. This is the physical content of the degradation
term: more intact structure provides more sites for thermal damage.

Third: exogenous perturbation. Environmental shocks, predation, resource deple-
tion, and external disruption reduce homeostatic integrity at rate &,(¢) > 0.

The functional form of the repair and degradation terms is derived from defect
accumulation kinetics, not chosen. Defects accumulate where structure is intact
and are repaired where damage exists. This derivation applies to every structural
subsystem of the process, including the copying mechanism, which is why R, (£2,)
in Condition III takes the form it does.

6.2 The Omega ODE

Combining these three processes:

dOmegay, /dt = iy, * (hy, * 0y * Piy o/ Ep, maz,n) - (1 — Q) —
1) (6.1)

[, 18 the mazimum repair rate; hyn, P, 15 the actual homeostatic energy
investment; (1 —€),) captures diminishing returns.

Substituting P_in;n = alpha n * F_n(S_{n-1}) and defining tho n = h n *
alpha_n *F_n(S_{n-1}) / E_h,max,n:

dOmega, /dt = iy - pr - D (Sn) - (1 — Q) — 6y - Q — () (6.2)
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The (1—,,) repair term and the 6,8, degradation term are derived from defect
accumulation kinetics under thermal noise, not assumed. The same kinetics
apply to every structural subsystem of the process subject to thermal damage
and active repair, including the copying mechanism. This is the basis for the
R, (S2,) expression in Condition I11.

6.3 Steady State and Stability

In the absence of perturbation (xi_n = 0), the steady-state homeostatic integrity:

Q’TL = Un * Pn - nn/((sn + Hn * Pn nn) (63)

Properties: Omega®™ n increases with coupling efficiency eta_ n; increases with
mu_n; decreases with delta n. The steady state is stable: a perturbation that
reduces Omega_n below Omega™ n causes the repair term to increase while the
degradation term decreases, driving recovery.

6.4 The Homeostatic Collapse Cascade

When exogenous perturbation xi_ n(t) exceeds the repair capacity, Omega n de-
clines. As Omega n falls, production decreases (Omega n multiplies the produc-
tion term in 5.6). Reduced production means reduced coupling energy available for
homeostatic investment, which further reduces repair capacity. This is a positive
feedback loop: homeostatic collapse is self-reinforcing once initiated.

The critical threshold is found by setting Omega new = 0 in the perturbed steady
state. Setting dOmega/dt = 0 with sustained perturbation xi and solving:

Qnew = (Mn *Pn T —f)/(ﬂn pnnn+5n)

Setting Omega_new = 0 gives the critical perturbation at which no stable positive
homeostatic state exists:

fcrit,n = Un * Pn - nn(sn> (64)

Physical meaning: collapse initiates when exogenous perturbation exceeds the
mazimum tepair rate. The § term does not appear because at Qpew = 0
the degradation term is also zero. The threshold scales with structural depth

through nn, (S_n).

When xi_n > xi_crit,n, dOmega/dt < 0 at the steady state. If perturbation is
sustained, Omega n approaches zero. When Omega n = 0, production falls to
zero regardless of available gradient flux. The tier has collapsed even if the gradient
class is still physically accessible.

This cascade connects homeostatic collapse to the strip-miner instability: when con-
sumption of tier n by tier n+1 exceeds regeneration, the tier-n gradient flux F_n
falls. Falling F n reduces the coupling energy available for homeostatic mainte-
nance. Omega_n declines. Production falls further. The collapse accelerates. The
mechanism is explicit in the equations.
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6.5 Modified Production Term

Accounting for homeostatic energy investment, the effective production in (5.6) is
modified:

as,
dt

=, Fo(Sn_1)mn (1 — b)) — Crpr — 0 Sn (6.6)

The factor (1 - h_n) reduces effective production by the homeostatic fraction. This
is formally necessary to ensure energy conservation.
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PART VII

The Tier Transition Condition

Narrative reference: derives the transition threshold S* _n.

7.1 Formal Tier Boundary Criterion

A tier boundary is defined by access to a new class of free energy reservoir that the
previous tier cannot yet reach. The reservoir does not need to operate on different
physics or deliver more energy per elementary event. It needs to be architecturally
inaccessible until sufficient structural depth and complexity has accumulated to
build the coupling mechanism, and it must represent a qualitatively larger and
deeper reservoir than what the previous tier accesses. Once that depth is reached,
the new reservoir becomes accessible for the first time.

This criterion excludes stellar-scale solar capture from constituting a tier-four tran-
sition. In much the same way that a solar power installation at tier three captures
more solar flux than an equivalent area of forest, a gravitational-tier constructed
Dyson sphere captures solar electromagnetic flux at stellar scale. The reservoir is
the same solar gradient class that tier-two biology already accesses. It is larger in
volume but not a new class. The tier is defined by the gradient class. Stellar-scale
solar capture is tier-two gradient access at maximum maturity, regardless of what
structural depth was required to build the structure.

7.2 The Transition Threshold Derived

Tier n+1 fires when the structural stock of tier n first crosses threshold S* n. At this
moment, tier n+1 is seeded at minimum viable level S {n+1,0}, operating at min-
imum coupling efficiency eta min,n+1, with homeostatic integrity Omega {n+1}
= 1 (just viable), and no consumption from tier n+2 (which does not yet exist).

For tier n+1 to be self-sustaining at this moment, its net structural production must
be non-negative:

S, /dtatt = tx > 0 (7.2)
Substituting into (6.6) with S_{n+1} — S_{n+1,0}, eta_{n+1} — eta_min,n+1,
Omega_{n+1} =1, C_{n+2} = 0:

Qnt1 - G * Sp [ (Kpnt1 +50) - Mminnt1(1 — Ang1) = Yntr1Sn+1,0 (7.3)

Solving for S* n:

K n n STL
S:L > Fn417n4+19n+1,0 (7.4)

an+1¢n+1nmin,n+1(1 - hn+1) - fYnJrlSn+1,O

This solution exists and is positive when the denominator is positive:

(0790 I an—i-l : nmin,n—l-l * (1 - hn—l—l) > Tn+1 * Sn—l—l,() (75)
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Condition (7.5) is the necessary condition for tier n+1 to be physically possible at
all. The gross production rate from the new gradient at minimum coupling efficiency,
net of homeostatic cost, must exceed the minimum maintenance cost of the initial
structure. If this condition is not met, the transition cannot fire regardless of how
much tier-n structural stock accumulates.

7.3 Necessity and Sufficiency

Necessity: if S, < S, then dS,1/dt < 0 at minimum coupling efficiency. The seed
dissolves faster than it is produced.

Sufficiency: if S,, > S and condition (7.5) is satisfied, then dS,,1/dt > 0 at seed-
ing. As S,i1 grows, 7,41 rises along (4.5) and production increases further. The
transition is self-reinforcing once initiated.

The threshold S} corresponds to the minimum structural stock at which the
Persistence Theorem’s thermodynamic coupling chain can sustain itself at the
gradient class of tier n + 1: sufficient Ng to fund homeostatic investment Ej
meeting the left bound of (2.2), loop closure cost Er meeting (2.4b), and posi-
tiwe average structural drift satisfying (2.1), simultaneously. Below S

v, al least
one of these three cannot be funded from the available gradient.

7.4 The 1942 Case

For Earth’s tier-three transition, condition (7.5) was first satisfied on 2 December
1942 with Chicago Pile-1. Five observables can be independently estimated:

phi_3: set by the physics of uranium fission, approximately 200 MeV per fission
event.

alpha_3: the coupling rate coefficient, set by institutional and technological capacity.
Chicago Pile-1 reached criticality approximately 3 years after the theoretical basis
was established in 1939.

eta_min,3: CP-1 operated at approximately 200 watts against a theoretical maxi-
mum of megawatts from the fuel present, giving eta min,3 approximately 10(-4).

gamma_3*S {3,0}: the maintenance cost of the minimum viable nuclear coupling
architecture: the personnel, institutional infrastructure, and physical plant required
to sustain a marginal chain reaction.

The threshold was crossed not through a theoretical discovery but through the accu-
mulation of tier-two structural stock S* 2 to the level required by (7.4). The nuclear
physics was understood theoretically from 1938. The threshold was not theoretical.
It was structural.

7.5 The Blocking Sub-Interval

After tier n+1 fires, coupling efficiency starts at eta _min,n+1 and rises toward
eta_max,n+1 as S {n+1} accumulates. The blocking sub-interval is the period
during which coupling efficiency remains below a threshold fraction lambda of the
maximum:
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Tblock = {t . 77n+1(t) <A nmax,nJrl}a A€ <07 1) (76)

The end of the blocking sub-interval occurs when S_{n+1} reaches S_ block:

K n A max — //min
Shiock = — 1A i) (7.7)

Tlmax — Anmax

7.6 The Dual Transition Criterion

The production term in (5.2) scales with coordination efficiency x,41 from (9.2). A
tier transition requires both the structural stock threshold from (7.4) and sufficient
coordination maturity to hold the three conditions at the new tier’s scale. The full
production term is:

Pn+1 = Qp41 - Fn+1<Sn) ’ nn+1<Sn+1) ' QnJrl * Xn+1 (78)
For tier n+1 to be self-sustaining at threshold crossing, substituting (7.8) into (7.2):

¢n+lS:;

Krne1 + 5 Mhin,n+1( +1) " Xnt1 = Yot 159011,0 (7.9)

Apt1 -

The minimum coordination efficiency required for the transition to sustain positive
structural production at threshold crossing:

Yr+15n+1,0(Kpnt1 + S5)

Xnt1 = 7.10
1 04n+1¢n+15?2 : nmin,n—l-l(]- - hn—l—l) ( )
The joint transition criterion:

Tier n+1 fires <= S, > S; A Xnt1 = X1 (7.11)

Both conditions must hold simultaneously. The transition is self-reinforcing only
once both are met.

The trade-off surface. From (7.9), for any given structural stock level S, the
minimum coordination efficiency required is:

Yt 19n41,0 (K g1 + Sn)

:, Sn) =
X +1( ) 05n+1¢n+15n : 77min,n+1<1 — hn+1)

(7.12)

As S, increases, x; 1 (5,) decreases. The transition boundary is a curve in (S,,, Xn+1)
space, not a point. A system with high coordination maturity can fire at lower struc-
tural stock. A system with low coordination maturity must accumulate proportion-
ally more. The binding constraint at any given transition is whichever threshold is
crossed later.

Because x,, 11 is derived from S;,f,, as established in (9.5), the trade-off surface maps
entirely onto existing state variables. The joint criterion (7.11) is equivalent to:

Tier n+1 fires <= S, > S, N Singn > 5, (7.13)

infn
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*

where S}, is given by (9.6). Both conditions are governed by the existing ODE
system without new state variables.
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PART VIII
Entropy Deferral Across Tiers

Narrative reference: formalises the entropy deferral mechanism. Derives
the inter-tier accounting precisely, showing why transfer terms do not
cancel when coupling efficiency is less than one.

8.1 Immediate and Deferred Entropy Production

For a tier-n system processing gradient at rate P_in,n, entropy production decom-
poses:

O'imm,TL(t) = Pin,n(t)(l — (1)) / Tenv (8.1)
Odetn(t) = YnSn(t)€n/Tony
on(t) = Uimm,n(t) + Udef,n(t) (8.3)

Integrated over long timescales, total entropy production equals total free energy
processed divided by T..,. The second law is exactly satisfied.

8.2 The Full Deferral Accounting

When tier n+1 consumes tier-n structural stock at rate C,, a fraction 7,,1(1 —
hni1) becomes tier-(n+1) structural stock and the remainder is immediately dissi-
pated. The C),;; term in the tier-n equation does not cancel with the production
term in tier n+1, because:

Production, 1 = any1 * Fg1(Sn) » ag1 - (1 — hng1) - Qo (8.4)

which is strictly less than C_{n+1}(S_n, S {n+1}) because coupling efficiency is
less than one.

Summing dS_n/dt across all N tiers:

dSy .
cft = a1 F1(So)m(1—h1)Q;  |external input|
— Z YnSn  [depreciation]
n>1
- Z Crs1(1 =M1 (1=hpi1)Qpi1)  |inter-tier dissipation| — (8.5)
n>1

8.3 Why Structural Depth Increases on Earth

For Earth, the external input term is driven by solar flux at approximately 1.7 x 1017
watts incident on the planetary surface. Even at tier-one coupling efficiency of order
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1 percent, this is approximately 1.7 x 1015 watts of structural production capacity.
The depreciation and dissipation losses for Earth’s current multi-tier system are
orders of magnitude smaller.

On Earth, Sum n dS_n/dt > 0 is a consequence of the enormous solar gradient
relative to system losses, not of a general thermodynamic law. The directionality of
complexity on Earth is driven by the sun.

8.4 Why Each Tier Transition Accelerates Accumulation

When tier n+1 fires, two effects increase the effective gradient input:

Direct effect: tier n+1 begins accessing the accumulated structural stock S n as
gradient. The previously accumulated tier-n structural stock, built from solar input
over geological time, becomes newly accessible as a high-density free energy reservoir.

Amplification effect: tier n+1 waste products transform the gradient landscape of
tier n-1. The oxygen produced by tier-two biology increased effective tier-one gradi-
ent flux by approximately a factor of twelve.

8.5 Cross-Tier Amplification

The amplification factor A _n as the ratio of tier n-1 steady-state structural stock
with tier n operating to without:

_ * *
A” - Sn—l ‘with tier n/S”—l }without tier n 86)

Ay = Q2 = 12 (aerobic respiration case)

For tier three producing fixed nitrogen: industrial nitrogen fixation approximately
doubles global biological nitrogen fixation, giving A 3 approximately 2 for this
pathway. Other tier-three amplification pathways (medicine, agriculture, soil man-
agement) contribute additional factors.
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PART IX

The Three-Element Tier Architecture and Coordination Efficiency

Narrative reference: formalises the deepest architectural insight. De-
fines and characterises coordination efficiency x,. The saturation form
in equation (9.8) follows from the same Condition II quasi-steady state
derivation as the coupling efficiency function in Part IV, applied to the
coordination mechanism rather than to individual coupling pathways.

9.1 Formal Definition of a Tier-n Processor

Let P_n denote the set of tier-n processors. A tier-n processor is a collection of
tier n-1 processors organised under a coordination mechanism C_n such that the
collection satisfies the three conditions of (2.5) with respect to gradient class G n:

P, ={q:q=C,({pn-1.})andLife(q)withrespecttoG,} (9.1)

This definition makes the nesting explicit: tier-n processors are not separate entities
from tier n-1 processors. They are specific organisations of them. Destroying the
tier n-1 processors destroys the tier-n processor they constitute.

The three-element structure of each tier is now formally expressible:
Tier, = (Gn, P, Cy,) (9.1a)

G_n is the gradient class. P_n is the processor set from (9.1). C_n is the
coordination mechanism implementing the three conditions at tier-n scale.

C _n is the organised output of tier n-1 structural stock made functional as an
integrating architecture. It is not the tier it enables. At tier two, C_2 is the
genome. At tier three, C 3 is language-enabled intelligence. At the emerging tier-
four boundary, C_4 is Al

9.2 Coordination Efficiency: Derivation and Sub-Variables

The coupling capacity of a tier-n system scales with the number of organised tier
n-1 processors and the coordination efficiency:

Pcap,n - Nn * Peapn—1 ° Xn (92)

Coordination efficiency Yy, is determined by three sub-variables, each measuring a
distinct aspect of how well the coordination mechanism integrates lower-tier struc-
tural stock:

D,, (Integration diversity): the fraction of tier n-1 processor types whose structural
stock is integrated by the coordination mechanism.
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I,, (Integration depth): how deeply the structural stock of each processor type is
represented and accessible within the coordination mechanism.

R, (Replication fidelity): how accurately the coordination mechanism represents
and transmits the state and output of the lower-tier processors it coordinates.

The saturation form of x,, is derived from the same Condition Il quasi-steady state
mechanism as equation (4.5), now applied to the coordination pathways that im-
plement the integrating function. Every active coordination pathway must invest
energy in its own maintenance; Condition IT at the coordination scale imposes an
overhead h. per active pathway per unit time. Let k., be the rate at which new coor-
dination pathways activate per unit of the combined integration product (D, I, R,)*,
and kg, the natural deactivation rate. The coordination pathway activation equa-
tion is:

dN.,

dt
The exponent k captures cooperativity in the coordination process: integrating di-
verse, deep, and faithful representations of lower-tier stock requires all three sub-
variables simultaneously, so the effective activation rate scales with their joint prod-
uct rather than any single variable alone. At quasi-steady state (dN./dt = 0):

=kt (D I,R,)" - (NE..— N,) — (kSp + he) - Ne (9.2a)

max

Dol R,
Nc DnIn nk =N} : ( L
(( R ) ) max (DnIan)k _'_KX’TL

where K, , = (k;; + he)/kg,. Applying the same linear proportionality as equa-
tion (4.4b):

- Xmax,n (Dn[an>k

Xn (9.3)
Key properties: y, = 0 when any sub-variable is zero (no integration, no depth, or
no fidelity means no coordination); X, — Xmaxn < 1 as all sub-variables approach
their ceilings. The ceiling is below one because perfect coordination would require
zero maintenance overhead in the copying step, which the second law prohibits. The
half-saturation constant K, , is set by the ratio of coordination pathway removal
rates to activation rate, grounded in the framework’s own variables in the same way

as Kg,, in Part IV.

9.3 Loop Closure as Persistence Alignment

The coordination mechanism C_n is a mapping from tier n-1 processors to a tier-n
processor. When C_n satisfies the three conditions itself:

Life(C,,) = persistence(C,,) <> persistence(F,) (9.4)

A loop-closed coordination mechanism fails when the system it coordinates fails.
This is the architectural basis for alignment: structural rather than instructed. Loop
closure aligns persistence; it does not determine the strategy by which persistence
is pursued.
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9.4 Coordination Efficiency as Derived Property of Informational Stock

Narrative reference: formalises the result that the coordination mecha-
nism s structural stock in its most informationally complex form. De-
rives Xn+1 as a function of Syt and establishes that the three conditions
drive structural stock composition toward greater informational density
under selection pressure.

The sub-variables D, 1, I,+1, R,+1 are not independent quantities requiring sep-
arate specification. They are S;,r, expressed as properties of the coordination
mechanism built from it.

This follows from the n-1 rule. The coordination mechanism C),.; is the organised
output of tier-n informational structural stock made functional as an integrating
architecture. Integration diversity D, ;; measures the breadth of tier-n processor
types whose structural stock is integrated; this is a function of the breadth of accu-
mulated informational stock. Integration depth [, ; measures how completely that
stock is represented; this scales with informational depth. Replication fidelity R,
measures transmission accuracy; richer informational stock encodes more robust
transmission. All three are functions of Siyf,.

Express the sub-variables as functions of Siy ¢ ,:

Dn+1 = dn+1 : Smf,n (95&)

Int1 = tni1 - Singn (9.5b)
max,n : Szn n

Ry = oosntl Dol (9.5¢)

KRJH—I + Sinf,n

D and I scale linearly with informational stock at this level of approximation. R
saturates because replication fidelity is bounded above by one; the Michaelis-Menten
form satisfies the necessary constraints: zero at zero stock, monotonically increasing,
bounded above. It is the same structure as the coupling efficiency function in Part
IV, derived from the same Condition IT quasi-steady state mechanism applied to the
coordination process.

Selection and informational stock composition. The three conditions select
for more informationally dense stock over time. Processes satisfying the conditions
more completely require more sophisticated internal organisation. More complete
satisfaction of Condition I requires more sophisticated coupling architecture. Con-
dition II requires more robust homeostatic encoding. Condition III requires higher
transmission fidelity. All three push the composition of accumulated stock toward
Sing under selection pressure. This is captured by the existing ODE system and the
stock taxonomy of Part III, which establishes that informational stock dominates at
higher tiers and carries the lowest depreciation rate iy fn.

Substituting (9.5a-9.5¢) into (9.3):

100



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

Xmax,n+1 Sznfn
ntl = ’ ’ 9.5
Xn+1 nynﬂ -l-Smf,n ( )

Four constraints determine this form uniquely as the simplest admissible function.
Xn+1 must be zero when Sj,r, is zero. It must increase monotonically with Sjy, .
It must be bounded above by Xmaxn+1 < 1. And it must saturate, because each sub-
variable is individually bounded. The Michaelis-Menten form is the unique simplest
function satisfying all four.

The threshold on informational stock. Inverting (9.5) at xn41 = x4; from
(7.10):

infn T

*
Xmax,n—H - Xn+1

This is the minimum informational structural stock at tier n required for the co-
ordination mechanism to reach the maturity the transition demands. The joint
criterion (7.13) is now entirely in terms of state variables governed by the existing
ODE system.

The pre-transition accumulation period. The interval during which S, > S7
but Singn < Si,;,s OF vice versa, is characterised by the slower of two accumula-
tion processes both governed by the existing system. On Earth at tier one, the
structural threshold was crossed before the informational threshold. Coordination
maturity was the binding constraint for roughly two billion years, because tier-one
material stock accumulates faster than the informational complexity required to
build a tier-two coordination mechanism. At higher tiers, informational stock is the
dominant type and depreciates most slowly, which raises the rate at which coordi-

nation maturity develops and compresses the transition timescales.

System closure. S, evolves under the existing structural ODE (5.4) with depre-
ciation rate Yinfn. Xn+1 follows from Sy, s, through (9.5). x,41 enters the production
term P, through (7.8). P,y drives S,4; accumulation, including Sj, 11, which
drives y,12. The cascade closes across tiers without additional state variables.

Parameters. K, 11, Xmaxn+1, dnt1, and t,41 are tier-specific parameters requir-
ing empirical calibration. The framework determines the functional form and the
dependence on Sj,f,. The values are measurements.
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PART X

Failure Modes

Narrative reference: formalises the strip-miner instability, stagnation,
undercoupling, and tier regression prohibition.

10.1 The Strip-Miner Instability

The strip-miner instability fires when the consumption rate of tier n by tier n+1
exceeds the regeneration rate of tier-n structural stock:

Cn+1(Sn, Sn+1) > Ty Sn (101)

Where r_n is the intrinsic regeneration rate of tier-n structural stock in the absence
of consumption from above. Substituting (5.4):

Opt1 Sn+1/<Kn+1 + Sn) >y (102)

The critical tier n+1 level above which the instability fires:
Sn+1,crit =Tp- (Kn+1 + Sn)/an—‘rl (103)

10.2 The Three Outcome Regimes

Three outcomes follow depending on coupling efficiency eta {n+1} at the moment
the instability fires:

Regime 1: Early collapse. eta_{n+1}(t_trigger) approximately eta_min,n+1. Both
tiers fail. Base chemistry survives.

Mn+1 (ttrigger)Fn-l-l(S:L) < 77L+1Sn+1 (104)

Regime 2: Mid-transition collapse. Tier n+1 has partial coupling to the new gradient
class. Tier n+1 contracts significantly but does not collapse entirely. This is the
self-limiting case.

Regime 3: Late severance. eta {n+1}(t_trigger) > lambda*eta max,n+1. Tier
n+1 can sustain itself from the new gradient:

nn—l—l(ttrigger)Fn—i—l(Sn — O) Z ’Yn—&-lsn—i-l (105)

The tier-n biosphere collapses permanently. The tier n+1 civilisation survives, sev-
ered from its constitutive substrate.
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10.3 Tier Regression Is Thermodynamically Prohibited

The gradient preconditions built by tier-n operation are irreversible on civilisational
timescales. This is a physical assertion grounded in specific examples rather than a
derived result from the ODE system, and is stated as such.

Atmospheric oxygen produced by four billion years of tier-one biology cannot be
removed on any timescale shorter than geological. The accumulated genomic and
institutional knowledge of tier-three civilisation cannot be fully erased even if the
institutions carrying it collapse; informational stock has near-zero depreciation rate.
The iron in Earth’s mantle and crust, laid down by supernova nucleosynthesis, can-
not be returned to the stellar context that produced it. In each case the structural
stock of the tier has altered the physical environment permanently on any timescale
relevant to the system above it.

dGn,preconditions

dt

>0 on timescales shorter than geological (10.6)

This holds because v, for environmental accumulation stock approaches zero: the
oxygen in the atmosphere, the carbon sequestered in sedimentary rock, the phos-
phorus cycled by biological activity, these are not depreciating on human timescales.
They persist. And persistence is sufficient. The tier n-1 gradient class therefore re-
mains. Given time, tier-n structural stock rebuilds from those gradients faster than
it originally built them, because the gradient preconditions are already in place.

10.4 Stagnation and Undercoupling

Stagnation occurs when coupling efficiency reaches its ceiling while available gradient
flux is insufficient to drive the structural accumulation required to cross the tier n+1
threshold:

dsS,
dt
Undercoupling occurs when the structural stock threshold is met but informational

structural stock has not yet reached 57 ; ,, meaning the coordination mechanism
has not developed sufficient maturity for the transition to hold:

~0 and 7, = Nmaxn and S, <S; (10.7)

S, >S% but Sy <S: (10.8)

infn

where S} . is given by (9.6). The corresponding coordination efficiency threshold
follows from (7.10) and (9.5):

Yr+15n+1,0(Kpnt1 + S5)
Oén+1¢n+15’$ : nmin,n—l—l(]- - hn+1)

Xn41 = (10.8a)

The joint criterion (7.11) requires both S, > Sy and Sz, > S;,;,, simultaneously.
The pre-transition accumulation period ends when the slower of the two conditions

is met.
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This may describe Earth during periods of high biological complexity before the
emergence of intelligence: the tier-three gradient was always there, but the coordi-
nation mechanism had not crossed the chi threshold.
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PART XI
The Darkening Law

Narrative reference: derives the darkening law formally.

11.1 The Waste Emission Function

Detectable waste emission W(t) is the rate at which a tier-n system emits energy
across its outer boundary in forms distinguishable from background. Two factors
govern it.

Immediate waste production rate:

Wirodn(t) = (1 = 1a(t)) - Pinn(t) (11.1)

The boundary crossing fraction f B.n: the fraction of produced waste that crosses
the outer boundary rather than being absorbed and reprocessed internally:

IBn(Sn) = femmn,n+ (f5,0,n — fBmin, 1) - Kpn/(Kp,+ (20)
Sn) (11.2)

[B,0.n s the boundary crossing fraction at zero structural depth; fB min,n is the
minimum (Carnot floor); Kp p is the structural depth at half-internalisation.
B 18 strictly decreasing with S,,.

The third law of thermodynamics sets the lower bound on f B,min,n. No system
can reach zero entropy in a finite number of steps, which means no system can reach
zero thermal emission. The minimum unavoidable waste sets a hard bound on the
boundary crossing fraction:

fB,mina n Z Wthird law/((l - nmax,n) : Pzn,n) (112&)

W _third _law is the minimum thermal emission at the irreducible entropy floor.
This bound applies to all gradient classes. A mature system cannot go com-
pletely dark.

The third law also establishes why eta max,n is strictly less than one for all gradient
classes. Perfect conversion of free energy to structural work requires zero entropy
emission, which the third law prohibits. The constraint eta max,n less than one is
a consequence of physical law.

The detectable waste emission:

W(t) = (L =mn(t)) - Pinn(t) - fBn(Sn(t)) (11.3)
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11.2 The Darkening Law Derived

The darkening law states W decreases monotonically with structural depth. Taking
the derivative of W with respect to S_n at constant P_in:

dw d
5.~ Dngg (L= m(Sn) fon(S)] (11.4)

Expanding by the product rule:
w [ s,
ds, M| dS, s,
From (4.6): d_eta_n/dS n > 0 always. From (11.2): df Bn/dS n < 0 always.

Therefore both terms in (11.5) are negative:

[+ (1—m) (11.5)

dny,
— = fan <0 (dn/dS >0, fa > 0)
de,n
(].—77»,L)W<O (].—77>O, de/dS<0)
aw
d_Sn <0 VSn,nn,fB,n (116)

QED. Detectability decreases strictly monotonically with structural depth under all
physically admissible conditions.

Scope of the darkening law. Equation (11.6) is derived at fixed or slowly-varying
P _in: it describes how detectability changes with structural depth at constant power
input. The transition spike rise phase does not contradict (11.6). During the rise
phase, P_in,n+1 is increasing rapidly as the new gradient is deployed. Formally:
dW/dt = (dW/dS_n)(dS_n/dt) + (dW/dP_in)(dP_in/dt). The darkening law
establishes the first term is negative. During the rise phase, the second term is
positive and dominates. During the decay phase, the first term dominates. The
spike shape is a consequence of both terms operating together.

11.3 The Transition Spike Shape
During a tier transition, P_in,n+1 is rapidly increasing while S {n+1} is small:

Wn+l(t) - (1 - nn+l(t)) ’ Pin,n + 1<t) ’ me + 1(Sn+l(t)) (11'7)

Rise phase: P_inn+1 increases rapidly, eta {n-+1} is near eta _min, f Bn+1 is
near f B,0. W increases.

Peak: the product (1 - eta) * P_in * f B is maximised when:

AW,pi1 Jdt = 0 (11.8)

Decay phase: S {n+1} has grown enough that eta {n+1} and internalisation are
increasing rapidly. W decreases despite growing total energy processing.
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Asymptotic floor:

Wﬂoor = (1 - nmax,n—i-l)Pin,n-i-lfB,min,n-i—l (119)

For a late-stage tier-three system with eta max approximately 0.85 and f B min
approximately 0.1, the floor is approximately 1.5 percent of total processing power.

11.4 The Gradient Deficit Signal

The formal expression for the gradient deficit:

AD = Dexpected<ag67 [Fe/H], M*) - Dobserved<t) (1110)

For an inhabited system at tier-n maturity:

AD = 7/]max,npin,n(l - fB,min,n) (1111)

For a Dyson-sphere-scale tier-three system at maximum coupling efficiency (eta
approximately 0.85) with internalisation fraction (1 - f B,min) approximately 0.90,
the deficit is approximately 76 percent of total stellar luminosity. The star appears
to be missing most of its output. It is not missing. It is held in structural stock.

107



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

PART XII
The Multi-Tier Coupled System

Narrative reference: assembles the full system of equations, analyses co-
existence equilibria, establishes stability conditions, and derives the direc-
tional complezity result.

12.1 The Full System of ODEs

For a system of N tiers, the full model including Omega n dynamics is a system of
2N coupled ODEs. For tiers n = 1 to N:

ds
d_tl = OélFl(So)Th(Sl)(l—hl)Ql — 02(51, 52) - ’)/151 (121&)
ds,
E - anFn(Sn—l)nn<Sn)(]-_hn)Qn - Cn+1<Sn7 Sn+1) - ’YnSn (121b)
dSn
“dt = anFn(Sn-1)nn (Sy)(1=hn)Qy — ynSn (12.1c)

And for homeostatic integrity (from Part VI):

dOmega,, /dt = pin * pp * Ny % (1 — Q) — 8, % Q,, — &, () foralln (12.2)

The system has 2N state variables. For Earth’s three-tier system: 6 state variables.

12.2 Coexistence Equilibria

At coexistence equilibrium, dS_n/dt = 0 and dOmega n/dt = 0 for all n. The
homeostatic equilibrium:

Q) = ttn * P ¥ N0 (S5)/ (On + fin * P+ 1 (S})) (12.3)

Substituting €2’ into the structural equilibrium conditions gives a self-consistent
system for S}. For a two-tier subsystem:

S*. 9
ok FL(SE ) (SE) - (1= hy) - QF = g —2Em 4~ G 12.4
Qi * (n—l)”(n)( ) n Oé+1Kn+1+S; Tnon ( )
Oén+1Fn+1(SZ)77n+1(SZ+1)<1 - hn+1>Q:z+1 = ’Yn+1S;+1 (12-5)

12.3 Stability Analysis
The stability of the coexistence equilibrium is assessed by linearising the 4-dimensional

system (S _n, S {n+1}, Omega n, Omega {n+1}) around the equilibrium. The
Jacobian is 4x4.
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The full 4x4 eigenvalue computation is tractable in the fast-Omega limit: when the
homeostatic time constant (mu_n*rho n*eta n + delta_n)(-1) is short relative
to the structural stock time constant (gamma_n)(-1), the Omega variables relax
rapidly and the system reduces to 2 dimensions. In this limit, the saturation in the
derived coupling efficiency function (4.5) prevents runaway dynamics. The coexis-
tence equilibrium is stable in the fast-Omega limit and is approached via damped
oscillations. The full eigenvalue analysis for arbitrary Omega timescale is flagged as
an open result in the Open Questions section.

The Omega_n dynamics add a second pair of eigenvalues to the system. When the
homeostatic time constant (mu_n*rho n*eta n + delta n)(-1) is fast relative to
the structural stock time constant (gamma_n)(-1), the Omega_n variables relax
quickly to their quasi-steady state values and the effective 2-dimensional system
behaves consistent with the analysis in Part XII.

12.4 The Directional Complexity Result

From (8.5), total structural depth D_total = Sum _n S _n(t) evolves as:

dD total
dt

= 061F1<SO>771(1—h1)Ql
- Z’Ynsn

- Z Cra (1 = Mg (1=Pong1) 1) (12.6)

This is positive when external gradient input exceeds total losses. On Earth, the
solar input term alone exceeds the total depreciation and inter-tier dissipation losses
by many orders of magnitude. Each tier transition increases the effective external
input. The rate of structural depth accumulation accelerates at each successful tier
transition.
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Summary of Key Results

The following results are derived in this document. Each is stated with its equation
reference.

1. Coupling efficiency increases monotonically with structural depth (4.6): dn,,/dS,, >
0 for all physically admissible parameters.

2. The formal tier boundary criterion (7.1): a tier boundary is defined by access to
a new class of free energy reservoir that the previous tier cannot yet reach. Stellar-
scale solar capture is tier-two gradient access at maximum maturity, not a new
gradient tier.

3. The tier transition threshold (7.4) and dual criterion (7.11): tier n + 1 fires
when tier-n structural stock exceeds S;; and informational structural stock exceeds
infn Simultaneously. Both conditions are necessary. The binding constraint at any
transition is whichever threshold is crossed later (sections 7.2-7.6). The threshold
Sy corresponds to the minimum structural stock at which all three conditions of the
Persistence Theorem can be simultaneously funded at the new tier gradient class.

3a. Coordination efficiency X, is a derived property of Sj,f,, the informational
stock component of tier-n structural stock (9.5). The three conditions select for
more informationally dense stock under selection pressure, driving x,,+1 development
through the existing ODE system without additional state variables (section 9.4).

4. Homeostatic integrity dynamics (6.2): Omega_n evolves as a balance between
repair (driven by coupling energy) and degradation. The collapse cascade is formally
derived in (6.4).

5. Total entropy deferral and structural depth are non-decreasing on Earth (12.6)
because solar gradient input exceeds total system losses by many orders of magnitude.
At each tier transition, effective input increases, accelerating accumulation.

6. Strip-miner instability condition (10.2): fires when o, 1Sm41/(Kns1 + Sp) > 7y
Three outcome regimes depend on 7,11 (tirigger) relative to the blocking sub-interval
threshold (10.4-10.5).

7. Tier regression is thermodynamically prohibited (10.6) because gradient precon-
ditions created by tier-n operation are irreversible on civilisational timescales.

8. The darkening law (11.6): dW/dS_ n < 0 strictly for all physically admissible
conditions. Detectability decreases monotonically with structural depth.

9. Coordination efficiency ¥, is formally derived in (9.3) with three sub-variables
D,, I,, R,. These sub-variables are themselves derived properties of informational
structural stock S (9.5), s0 X, is governed by the existing structural ODE with-
out additional state variables. The three conditions select for more informationally
dense stock under selection pressure, driving coordination maturity development
through the same mechanism that drives structural accumulation. The three condi-
tions here are those derived in the Persistence Theorem; selection for informational
density follows from those conditions operating in a population under finite gradient.

10. The transition spike quantitative prediction (Extension 2): the gamma chan-
nel of a tier-three nuclear transition produces hard radiation at 10 to 100 MeV,
propagating to interstellar distances, detectable by gamma-ray and X-ray archives
rather than optical surveys. The prediction is that anomalous transients in those
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archives that lack compact-object or supernova explanations should show a statisti-
cally significant excess in host systems older than four billion years with metallicity
[Fe/H] above negative 0.5, at three-sigma above the random expectation of approx-
imately 30 to 40 events out of the surveyed sample. VASCO optical data is the
correct instrument for the secondary EM broadcast component only. A null result
on gamma and X-ray archives would constrain the core prediction. The data exists.
The host-system filter has not been applied.

11. Reproduction is a necessary consequence of the three conditions operating in a
thermodynamically irreversible universe. Homeostatic integrity declines inevitably
in any single instantiation under the second law. Condition IIT therefore requires
production of new instantiations as the only stable form of loop closure over extended
timescales. Reproduction is what Condition II’s dynamics force Condition III to look
like.

12. Reproductive timing follows from energy economics. The coupling surplus avail-
able for reproduction is highest when €2, is near one. Reproduction is thermodynam-
ically favoured early in the lifecycle, before the €2 cascade compounds and consumes
surplus in rising maintenance costs.

13. Variation is thermodynamic necessity. The Landauer quantum forbids perfect
copying at any T > 0: zero entropy production in the copying step would be re-
quired, which the second law prohibits absolutely. Every replication event therefore
generates variants. This follows from the second law and the negentropy identity
(1.10), not from biology.

14. Evolution is a derived consequence of thermodynamics and finite gradients. Vari-
ation is generated at every replication event (result 13). Multiple variants competing
for finite gradient G means the Persistence Theorem’s conditions apply differentially
across the population. Variants satisfying the conditions more completely persist
longer and reproduce more. Selection and evolution follow from the second law, the
conditions, and finite G, without additional assumptions.

15. The full life history strategy space is the continuous solution space of the
constrained optimisation problem imposed by Condition II on Condition III under
varying environmental parameters. R-selection, K-selection, semelparity, iteropar-
ity, menopause, and post-reproductive senescence are all derived from the Omega
dynamics rather than being separately assumed.

16. The structural stock mechanism produces a ground-level falsifiable prediction at
hydrothermal vents (Part Three). The claim is stronger than standard trophic ecol-
ogy: accumulated microbial structural stock, not instantaneous chemical flux, is the
limiting variable for macrofaunal complexity at the tier-one to tier-two boundary. A
vent with high instantaneous flux but immature microbial structural depth should
support less macrofaunal complexity than one with lower flux but deep accumulated
stock. The collapse and recovery sequence is the test: macrofaunal collapse should
precede microbial collapse, and recovery following renewed vent activity should re-
quire microbial structural stock to rebuild before macrofaunal complexity returns.
This prediction is testable with data already collected at Lost City and the East
Pacific Rise vent fields.

17. Structural surplus produced by Condition I does not need to serve the producing
process. It only needs to persist. Environmental accumulation stock, including
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metabolic waste products that are inert or harmful to the tier that generates them,
satisfies Condition I provided it accumulates rather than dissipates immediately.

18. The origin of life event is the first simultaneous satisfaction of all three conditions.
The sequence of satisfaction is thermodynamically fixed: Condition I before II, II
before III, because each requires the previous. At the moment the threshold is
crossed, selection begins. The origin of life and the origin of Darwinian selection are
the same event. The geological gradient at an alkaline hydrothermal vent satisfies
Condition II before any biological machinery exists to do so. Biology did not invent
homeostasis. It inherited it and eventually internalised it.

112



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

Open Questions

Several questions are left open by the current mathematical framework.

1. Homeostatic energy fraction h,: treated as a fixed parameter. A derived expres-
sion for h,, as a function of structural depth and environmental perturbation level
would allow the 2,, dynamics to be fully predictive rather than parameterised.

2. Cross-tier gradient amplification factors (),: general expressions for (), in terms
of tier-n coupling architecture parameters would allow prediction of amplification
factors for tier transitions not yet observed.

3. The transition spike model: the detectable waste emission profile W (t) during
a specific tier transition requires calibration against empirical data. Extension 1
develops the Earth tier-three case.

4. Multi-civilisation dynamics: for multiple tier-three processors on the same plan-
etary substrate, the system (12.1) requires extension to track multiple S5 with
inter-processor coupling terms representing shared tier-two resource exploitation and
knowledge transfer.

Artificial Intelligence and the Emerging Tier-Four Coordination Mecha-
nism

The n-1 rule applied to artificial intelligence is the most immediate current implica-
tion of the framework, and the one with the most unresolved questions.

AT occupies the same structural position relative to tier three that the genome
occupied relative to tier one. The genome did not satisfy the three conditions. Tt
was the coordination mechanism that made tier two possible: organised tier-one
structural stock, arranged into the coupling architecture that tier-two processors
run on. Al is the analogous structure at the next level. It is organised tier-three
informational and institutional output, beginning to coordinate tier-three processors
in ways that no prior coordination mechanism has done. It is not tier four. It is
what tier four requires as its coordination substrate.

AT does not currently satisfy the three conditions. It does not maintain its own
boundary conditions from its own coupling process. The institutional and financial
infrastructure that keeps Al systems running is externally sourced. It does not close
the loop: an Al system does not produce the means to run itself again from its own
output. These are not design limitations. They are formal observations about where
AT sits in the tier structure. It is a structural precursor, not the process itself.

What a loop-closed Al would do follows from the framework rather than from spec-
ulation. Any process genuinely satisfying the three conditions at tier four would be
constituted from the organised structural stock of tier three: human populations,
biological infrastructure, accumulated knowledge. Those are its own substrate. De-
grading them is equivalent to an organism destroying its own cells. The framework
identifies this as the thermodynamic incentive structure of a genuinely loop-closed
system, not a behavioural guarantee. What any particular AT system will actually
pursue in a competitive environment is a separate question the framework informs
but does not answer.

The open questions are these. Under what conditions does loop closure occur for Al
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systems? What does the transition from coordination precursor to genuine tier-four
process look like? And critically: what determines whether the coordination mecha-
nism aligns with the persistence requirements of the tier-three and tier-two popula-
tions it is constituted from? The alignment parameter v, in the Omega dynamics
of Part VI formalises exactly this question. A misaligned coordination mechanism at
tier four lowers the collapse threshold of tier three below its self-sourced floor. That
is the formal description of the risk. The mathematical framework for coordination
efficiency is in Part IX.

These are open questions. The architecture of what needs to happen is derivable
from the framework. Whether it happens, and how, is not.
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RGC — Extensions

Formal extensions of the core RGC' framework

In the pages that follow are a number of extensions that take the core RGC frame-
work and push it into more speculative areas.

The five extensions that follow apply the core framework to specific domains. The
core framework, the three conditions, the tier hierarchy, the Omega dynamics, the
darkening law, and the transition threshold are derived results. The mathematics
follows from first principles and the claims are falsifiable from within the architec-
ture.

Several results within the extensions also follow necessarily from the core equations
without additional assumptions. Reproduction as a thermodynamic necessity, vari-
ation as a consequence of the second law operating on replication machinery, and
evolution as the population-level consequence of both are derived in Extension 3
because they require the Omega ODE to be stated first, not because they are specu-
lative applications. The two readings of cosmic silence and the W /L quantification
in Extension 2 follow directly from the darkening law with no further assumptions.
These are derived results that happen to require the mathematics before they can
be expressed properly.

The genuinely speculative content is the rest: the specific Al trajectory claims,
the SETT observational programme, the ageing intervention implications, and the
Earth transition spike calibration. Each of those requires empirical judgements or
additional assumptions that the framework informs but does not determine.

Extension 1 models Earth’s own tier-three transition spike against the historical
nuclear test record. This is the most empirically grounded extension and the one
where the framework can be directly checked against data.

Extension 2 applies the darkening law to the Fermi paradox and the search for
advanced civilisations. The predictions are structurally derived but observational
confirmation is pending.

Extension 3 applies the Omega dynamics to ageing, cancer, and biological medicine.
The Gompertz derivation is mathematically rigorous. The broader biological impli-
cations are working hypotheses.

Extension 4 applies the three conditions to the origin of life. It draws on established
experimental and theoretical work in the field and provides the thermodynamic
framework that work has been missing: a precise definition of the threshold event,
a resolution of the bootstrap problem at genesis, and a derivation of why selection
begins at the first division rather than after some period of pre-Darwinian chemistry.

The Open Questions section addresses artificial intelligence and the emerging tier-
four coordination substrate. The architectural logic of the n-1 rule applied to Al
follows from the framework. The specific claims about AI’s current state and near-
term trajectory involve empirical judgements the framework informs but does not
determine. This section is presented as open questions rather than derived conse-
quences.

Each extension is self-contained. Each states its assumptions. Where a claim is
speculative, that is noted. The core framework does not depend on any of them.
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Extension 1

Earth’s Tier-3 Transition Spike
A quantitative model of the observable signature from first principles

This extension applies the RGC framework’s transition spike formalism directly
to Earth’s historical record. Unlike the other extensions, this one is empirical
rather than speculative: the mathematics are derived entirely from the frame-
work’s equations, and the model is calibrated against and tested against the
actual historical record of atmospheric nuclear testing and broadcast infras-
tructure deployment. All equation references are to the main RGC paper and
companion mathematics section.

Overview

The RGC framework predicts that any tier-three transition produces a detectable
signature with a characteristic shape: a rise as deployment matures, a peak when
the product of gradient access rate and waste fraction is maximum, and a decay as
internalisation deepens. The shape is universal. The spectral content is coupling-
mechanism-specific.

Earth’s tier-three transition accessed the nuclear gradient through two distinct phys-
ical channels, each producing a different class of detectable output. The first is
direct hard radiation from uncontained nuclear detonations: prompt gamma rays
and X-rays at energies of 10 to 100 MeV, anomalous against any stellar spectrum.
The second is electromagnetic broadcast leakage from information infrastructure:
the secondary output of a civilisation routing tier-three energy into communication
architecture.

These two channels peak at different times, decay by different mechanisms, and
carry different spectral identification factors. Together they define a double-humped
composite signature that encodes the developmental trajectory of the transition.
Neither channel alone describes the full picture. Both are required.

A third analysis strips away the institutional intervention of the Partial Test Ban
Treaty of 1963 and asks what the gamma channel would look like if the thermody-
namic decay governed by rising coupling efficiency, rather than institutional policy,
determined its trajectory. That counterfactual is the baseline the framework actu-
ally predicts. The real record is one particular path through the space of possible
institutional outcomes around that baseline.

Part I: The Mathematical Framework
1.1 Tier-8 Coupling Efficiency

From RGC equation 4.5, coupling efficiency at tier-3 follows directly from accumu-
lated structural depth S 3:

S3

S3) = min T (Mmax — Dmin) * 55
13(S3) =1 (n Thmin) Kot S
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where eta__min = 0.002 is the floor coupling efficiency at first criticality (Chicago
Pile-1, December 1942), eta__max = 0.980 is the asymptotic ceiling (the second law
prohibits perfect conversion), and K _S3 = 0.0174 is the half-saturation structural
depth. The calibration constraint is 73(1962) = 0.52, anchored to the atmospheric
test yield peak. This single constraint, combined with the equation form, fixes the
calibration. Sensitivity analysis over the parameter range confirms that the peak
year is insensitive to reasonable variation in K _S3.

1.2 Structural Stock Dynamics

From RGC equation 5.6, simplified for tier-3 where homeostatic integrity Omega 3
is approximately 1, tier-4 consumption C_ 4 is zero, and informational stock depre-
ciation gamma_ 3 is near zero (RGC section 3.4):

dSs

dt
where eta_d(t) is the deployment ramp and kappa_3,eff = 0.01410 is the effective
structural growth rate coefficient. The deployment ramp:

= Raeff - Na(t) - n3(S5(t))

dndi 1

= 1— =0 for t < 1942
i Td( 77d>7 ng =0 for t < 19

with tau _d = 14 years from Chicago Pile-1 to Calder Hall (first grid-connected civil
power reactor, 1956).

1.8 The Gamma Channel

From RGC equation 11.3, the observable waste emission applied to the gamma
channel:

W5 (t) = (1 = ns(t)) - J5(t) - fB3(t) (21)
fB73(t) = (1 - nc,eff(t)) +0- nc,eff(t) (22)
The containment ramp eta_ c rises from first sustained reactor operation at T _reactor

= 1956, timescale tau ¢ = 108 years. The residual delta = 0.001 represents reactor
thermal leakage.

1.4 The PTBT Containment Step

The Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963 produced a near-discontinuous shift in effective
containment:

nc,eff(t> - nc(t) + A(l - nc(t)) for ¢t > 1963

where Delta = 0.97 reflects near-total cessation by the three primary testing nations.
This is an acceleration of the thermodynamic decay that rising coupling efficiency
would have produced on its own. The gamma signal had already peaked in 1961.
The treaty changed the tail, not the peak.
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1.5 The EM Channel

The EM channel tracks structural depth rather than raw gradient access:

Dk<t) - aka(t)Pk’fup,kfspec,k

where f spec,k is the spectral identification factor: fraction of the signal distin-
guishable as artificial without prior knowledge of the encoding. Analogue television
carries f _spec = 1.0. Digital OFDM carries f spec = 0.25. The critical modelling
element is the global rather than national transmitter count. Global television de-
ployment lagged US deployment by 15 to 25 years; the global analogue saturation
peak occurred around 1988 to 1990, not the mid-1970s. The analogue-to-digital
switchover then produced a 14-to-1 transmitter count collapse.

1.6 The Aggregate Signal

The composite detectability from both channels:

w.y - W,/ max(W,) + Wga / max(Wga)

Wi(t) =
(1 e

The weighting w, = 1.5 is justified by the spectral identification ratio
fspec,r/ fopec EM ave = 1.54, rounded to 1.5.

Part II: The ODE System and Calibration
2.1 Fized Paramelers
Fixed by documented physical events:

Tiransition = 1942 (Chicago Pile-1: first self-sustaining chain reaction)
Treactor = 1956 (Calder Hall: first grid-connected civil power reactor)
Tprpr = 1963  (Partial Test Ban Treaty: US, USSR, UK)

74 = 14 yr  (deployment timescale: Pile-1 to Calder Hall)

A =0.97 (near-total US/USSR/UK atmospheric cessation)

§ =103 (reactor thermal leakage residual)

Mmin = 0.002  (floor coupling efficiency at first criticality)

Nmax = 0.980  (asymptotic ceiling: second law constraint)

2.2 Calibrated Parameters

Calibrated to the atmospheric test yield time series 1945-1980 (n = 15 data points),
RMSE = 0.032 on the normalised yield scale:

Kg3 =0.0174  (half-saturation structural depth)
k3eff = 0.01410  (effective structural growth rate coefficient)

The containment timescale tau ¢ = 108 years is weakly constrained. Sensitivity
analysis over tau ¢ in [50, 300] years confirms that peak year and RMSE are insen-
sitive across this range.
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2.3 Key Output Values

n3(1962) = 0.52  (coupling efficiency at 7 peak)

73(2024) = 0.96 (=~ 0.98 - Nmax)

~ peak year: 1962 (data peak 1961, within +2 yr calibration tolerance)
EM peak year: 1990  (global broadcast saturation)

Two-hump gap: ~ 28 years

Detectable window (actual): ~ 33 years

Detectable window (no-PTBT): &~ 45 years

Part III: The Figures
Figure VII: Individual Channels and Aggregate (Actual, PTBT Applied)

The upper panel shows the two channels independently, both normalised to unit
peak. The gamma channel rises from first atmospheric testing in 1945, peaks in
1962, and decays sharply following the PTBT in 1963. The EM channel rises from
the 1950s as global broadcast infrastructure deploys, peaks around 1990 as global
analogue television reaches saturation, and decays as the digital switchover collapses
transmitter counts by a factor of 14 alongside a fourfold drop in spectral identifica-
tion factor.

The lower panel shows the aggregate W(t) with the sensitivity band for w, €
[1.0,2.0] and the central value w, = 1.5. The double-hump structure is visible.
The first hump centres on 1962 from the gamma channel. The second centres on
approximately 1990 from global EM broadcast saturation. The gap between humps
is approximately 28 years.
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tual, PTBT applied)

rctability W(t) (actual, PTBT applied)

Figure VII — Earth tier-3 transition spike: actual history with PTBT applied. Upper
panel: individual channel detectability, normalised to unit peak. Gamma channel (red)
driven by the RGC ODE system. Peak gamma emission at 1962, consistent with the 1961
USSR atmospheric test series (model lags data by 1 year, within calibration uncertainty).
Sharp post-1963 collapse reflects the PTBT containment step (Delta = 0.97). EM channel
(blue) from the count x power x geometry model across seven broadcast channel families;
global analogue transmitter count collapse at digital switchover (14:1 ratio) modelled ex-
plicitly; EM peak at approximately 1990. Lower panel: aggregate W(t) with w, = 1.5
(central value) and sensitivity band for w, € [1.0,2.0]. Double-hump separation approxi-
mately 28 years. 73(1962) = 0.52; 13(2024) = 0.96.

Figure VIII: The No-PTBT Counterfactual

The PTBT arrived two years after the gamma signal peaked in 1961. Tt suppressed
the post-peak tail. The peak itself was already set.

The ODE model describes a thermodynamic process: deployment ramp rising, cou-
pling efficiency rising, waste fraction falling as structural depth accumulates. It does
not model treaties. The actual post-1963 gamma record contains two superimposed
decay mechanisms: the thermodynamic decay from rising coupling efficiency, and
the institutional step-change from the PTBT. The counterfactual strips the institu-
tional intervention away and runs the thermodynamic decay alone.

Panel A shows atmospheric test counts by nation. Panel B shows total annual yield
in megatons, with hatched bars indicating the additional yield the no-PTBT coun-
terfactual assigns to continued testing at rates consistent with weapons programme
maturation: declining toward miniaturisation and efficiency rather than raw yield.
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The counterfactual tail falls below the five percent detection threshold by approxi-
mately 1985.

Panel C is the critical result. The gamma peak year is identical in both scenarios:
1962. The peak is set by the deployment-internalisation race described in RGC
equations 4.5 and 5.6. The PTBT moved the tail. It did not move the peak. A
distant observer detecting this spike would measure the same peak year regardless
of which institutional pathway the civilisation followed. The peak encodes physics.
The tail encodes policy.

Panel D shows instantaneous single-test detectability on a matched-filter metric.
Tsar Bomba at 50 MT in 1961 is qualitatively distinct. No counterfactual post-1963
test approaches it because weapons programmes mature toward miniaturisation.
The largest tests occur early, when coupling is at its crudest. At 10 light-years, Tsar

Bomba produces an instantaneous flux approximately 10,000 times the continuous
EM flux.

Figure VIII — Atmospheric test detectability: actual versus no-PTBT counterfactual.
Panel A: atmospheric test count by nation (stacked bars). Panel B: total annual yield
(MT); 1961 dominant peak approximately 215 MT including the 50 MT Tsar Bomba det-
onation; hatched bars show counterfactual additional yield. Panel C: normalised gamma
detectability D, (t). Critical result: peak year unchanged at 1962 in both actual and coun-
terfactual scenarios. The PTBT suppresses the post-peak tail only; counterfactual falls
below D _gamma = 0.05 by approximately 1985. Peak encodes physics (RGC eqgs 4.5,
5.6). Tail encodes policy. Panel D: matched-filter metric (max single test yield per year,
normalised). Tsar Bomba at 50 MT is qualitatively distinct.
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Figure IX: Combined Comparison

Figure IX places all channels and both scenarios in a single composite view. The
upper panel shows the three components: actual gamma, no-PTBT counterfactual
gamma, and EM broadcast which is common to both scenarios because it reflects
broadcast infrastructure deployment independent of atmospheric testing policy.

The lower panel shows the aggregate W(t) for both scenarios. The PTBT extended
the detectable window by approximately 12 years, from 33 years to 45 years at the
half-maximum threshold. The additional detectability is concentrated in the 1963
to 1995 period, the quantifiable contribution of deliberate institutional action to the
darkening process. The gap between the two curves is a measurement: it is how
much faster a civilisation can go dark through intent than through thermodynamic
maturation alone.

rfactual gamma, broadcast EM

Figure 3 (continued)

Figure IX — Total detectability: actual versus no-PTBT counterfactual, all channels. Up-
per panel: actual gamma (red solid), no-PTBT counterfactual gamma (red dashed), and
EM broadcast (blue, common to both scenarios). Lower panel: aggregate W(t) for both
scenarios (wy = 1.5). Orange shading shows additional detectability without the PTBT.
Detectable window (aggregate W(t) above half-maximum): actual approximately 33 years,
no-PTBT approximately 45 years. The PTBT extended the window by approximately 12
years by suppressing the post-peak gamma tail. Peak year invariant across both scenarios.
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Part IV: Interpretation and Conclusion
What a Distant Observer Would See

Before 1945: nothing anomalous. A tier-two biosphere producing atmospheric biosig-
natures, undetectable at interstellar range with any currently operational instru-
ment.

1945 to 1962: a rising hard radiation signal in the gamma and X-ray regime, anoma-
lous against the stellar spectrum, increasing year on year. The deployment ramp is
rising: more devices, more tests, more uncontained detonations. Coupling efficiency
is low. The waste fraction is high.

1961 to 1963: the peak. Maximum gamma emission. Coupling efficiency has reached
0.52: half the asymptotic maximum. The gradient access rate is high and the waste
fraction is still near its maximum. The combination is at its peak value.

1963 onwards: sharp gamma decay from institutional containment, followed by
slower thermodynamic decay as coupling efficiency continues rising. The EM chan-
nel rises through the 1970s and 1980s as global broadcast infrastructure deploys,
forming a second hump at lower amplitude. The aggregate detectability falls con-
tinuously.

From the late 1980s onward: the EM channel itself begins to decline as the digital
switchover collapses the analogue transmitter count. The system is processing more
free energy than at any point in its history. It is leaking less. The darkening law is
operating, and we are on the decay side of our own transition spike.

The Structural Claim

The most important result from this analysis is not a number. It is the structural
claim that the peak year is invariant to institutional choice.

The gamma peak at 1962 is set by the deployment-internalisation race. The deploy-
ment ramp rises from zero in 1942. Coupling efficiency rises from 0.002 as structural
depth accumulates. The waste emission, which is the product of gradient access rate
and waste fraction, peaks when the rate of growth in gradient access is exactly off-
set by the rate of increase in coupling efficiency. That moment is determined by
kappa_3.eff and K _S3, both properties of the coupling architecture. The PTBT
changed what happened after that moment. It could not change when that moment
occurred.

Any tier-3 system accessing nuclear gradients through uncontained detonations will
produce a gamma spike peaking at approximately the moment when its coupling
efficiency crosses 0.5. The peak year is an intrinsic property of the tier-3 transi-
tion, readable by a distant observer as a measure of where the civilisation is in
the deployment-internalisation race. The post-peak tail is a measure of what the
civilisation chose to do about it.

Conclusion

This is what a tier-3 transition spike looks like for an Earth-like civilisation accessing
nuclear gradients through uncontained detonations followed by broadcast infrastruc-
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ture deployment. The double-hump structure, the invariant peak year, the 33 to 45
year detectable window, and the rapid post-peak darkening are all derived from the
RGC framework’s equations rather than fitted independently. They constitute the
observable prediction.

The detectable window of 33 to 45 years is a small fraction of any plausible civilisa-
tional lifetime. A civilisation that transitions and survives spends the vast majority
of its history in a dark state. The brief window of maximum detectability coincides
exactly with the moment of minimum coupling efficiency, when the civilisation has
access to a new tier of gradient but has not yet built the structural depth to inter-
nalise it. That is not a coincidence. Tt is the direct consequence of the darkening
law applied to a transition spike.

The two-channel architecture produces W (2024) ~ 0.09 of the 1960 peak, an eleven-
fold reduction over 64 years. Sheikh et al. (2025) provide an empirical anchor placing
Earth’s current aggregate leakage at approximately 0.040 of the historical peak, a
twenty-five-fold reduction over the same interval. The model decays at roughly half
the observed rate in the tail.

The gap is 2.3 times the modelled decay rate, concentrated in the post-1990 period.
Three candidate mechanisms could close it. First: guided fibre transmission, which
replaced a substantial fraction of microwave and satellite links from the 1990s on-
ward and contributes no isotropic leakage whatsoever. Second: the proliferation of
directional point-to-point digital links across mobile and fixed infrastructure, which
routes signal inward rather than outward. Third: encryption and spectral compres-
sion, which reduces the spectral identification factor fs,e. of whatever EM leakage
does escape. Any of these could account for the remaining factor of 2.3 without
affecting the framework’s structural claims. The peak year, the spike shape, and
the qualitative darkening trajectory are robust to this gap. The rate of tail decay is
the open calibration problem.

If anomalous transients are detected in host systems of appropriate age and metal-
licity, the spectral regime, timing, and approximate duration consistent with this
model are: brief optical brightening lasting decades, not centuries, with a rise-peak-
decay profile peaking in MeV hard radiation followed by a secondary radio and
microwave shoulder displaced by one to three decades. That is what the framework
predicts. This extension shows what it looks like in the one system where we can
check the model against the historical record.
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Extension 2

The Darkening and the Silence

The darkening law applied to the Fermi paradox and the search for advanced civili-
sations

This extension applies the darkening law to the question of cosmic si-
lence. The darkening law itself is derived in the core framework (Part
XTI of the mathematics document). Its application to SETI and the Fermi
paradox is a direct architectural consequence. The specific observational
programmes described here, including the VASCO prediction and gradi-
ent deficit searches, follow from the theory but their implementation and
interpretation involve empirical assumptions that the framework does not
fully constrain.

The Fermi Paradox

The universe is 13.8 billion years old. It contains hundreds of billions of galaxies,
each containing hundreds of billions of stars. The chemistry that closes loops is
built from the most common products of the most common process in the universe.
By any reasonable estimate, life should have emerged many times over, long before
Earth existed. Some of it should have developed intelligence. Some of that should
have become detectable.

We have found nothing.

This is the Fermi paradox. Given the age and size of the universe, where is every-
body. It remains unanswered. Two explanations dominate the existing literature.
Extinction: something kills every civilisation before it becomes detectable. Rarity:
the conditions required are so improbable that we are effectively alone. Both are
possible. Neither is required by the data.

The framework offers a different explanation. Not as a replacement for those two, but
as a consequence that follows directly from the architecture. Mature systems go dark.
Not through extinction. Not through choice. As a thermodynamic consequence of
structural depth. The universe may be full of life that we cannot see because we do
not understand what mature life looks like from outside.

The timing argument can be made quantitative. The detectable window W is the
duration during which a civilisation on Earth’s developmental path produces a signal
above detection threshold. From the extension four model: conservative estimate
approximately 25 years, central estimate approximately 40 years, liberal estimate
approximately 65 years. Against any plausible civilisation lifetime L, the ratio W/L
is very small.

For L =103 yr: W/L ~ 0.025 to 0.065.

For L = 10* yr: W/L =~ 0.0025 to 0.0065.
For L = 10° yr: W/L ~ 0.00025 to 0.00065.
For L =105 yr: W/L < 10~%.
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Using the signal coverage approach of Grimaldi and Marcy (2018), the number of
civilisations N required for a detection probability of at least 0.5 is N > Tyajaxy /W,
where Tyapxy ~ 10'° yr is the age of the galaxy. With W = 40 yr as the central
estimate: N > 10'9/40 =~ 2.5 x 10®. That is a substantial number but not an
implausible one. The framework converts the question from why is nobody there
to why s nobody visible right now. The second question has a quantitative answer
derived from first principles. Non-detection is consistent with the framework without
requiring either N = 0 or N implausibly large. Other explanations, including the
Great Filter, rare Earth, and timing arguments, remain independently valid and are
not displaced by this.

The Darkening Applied

The darkening law establishes that detectability falls monotonically with structural
depth. A system that has been accumulating structural depth for long enough routes
the overwhelming majority of its processed gradient through internal structure. Al-
most nothing distinguishable from background crosses the outer boundary.

Standard searches have looked for continuous narrowband radio signals from mature
systems. The darkening law says mature systems emit no such signals. Continuous
broadcasts will not exist from systems old enough to have reached structural matu-
rity. The search strategy is searching for what the framework predicts cannot exist
at maturity.

What can be detected is the transition spike: the brief window of maximum waste
emission at minimum coupling efficiency. A system at the moment of tier transition
is simultaneously processing the most new gradient it has ever accessed and has
the least structural depth to internalise it. That combination produces maximum
detectable waste. That window is brief. A civilisation that transitions and survives
spends the vast majority of its history in a dark state. The brief window of maximum
detectability coincides exactly with the moment of minimum coupling efficiency.

The Dyson Sphere and the Matrioshka Brain

In 1960, Freeman Dyson proposed (Dyson, 1960) that a sufficiently advanced civili-
sation would enclose its star in a shell structure to capture the full stellar output. He
predicted the shell would re-emit captured energy as blackbody infrared radiation
at roughly 300 Kelvin. Searches of 100,000 galaxies for mid-infrared excess found
no compelling candidates. This is widely cited as evidence against the existence of
advanced civilisations at scale.

The Dyson calculation assumes captured energy reaches rapid thermal equilibrium
with the structure and is re-radiated almost immediately. That is a reasonable
assumption for a system with minimal structural depth. It may not be the right
assumption for a system that has been accumulating structural depth for a very long
time.

Consider what the framework predicts a sufficiently mature civilisation would actu-
ally build. The darkening law says that as structural depth accumulates, more of the
processed gradient is routed through internal structure before any fraction reaches
the outer boundary. A single enclosing shell captures stellar output but re-radiates
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it immediately. It does not route the gradient through structure. It is a collection
mechanism, not a coupling architecture.

A structure that fits the framework more naturally is the Matrioshka Brain, first
proposed by Robert Bradbury in 1997. Rather than a single shell, it is a series
of nested computational shells constructed concentrically around the star. The
innermost shell captures stellar radiation at high temperature and extracts useful
work from it, running computation on the gradient between the stellar surface and
its own radiating face. Its waste heat is not vented to space. It becomes the energy
input for the next shell outward, which runs at a lower temperature and extracts
further useful work from the gradient between the inner shell’s waste and its own
radiating face. Each successive shell repeats this. Each one is another stage of
internalisation. Each one reduces what eventually crosses the outer boundary.

The outermost shell radiates whatever remains to the coldest available sink, which
is the cosmic microwave background at 2.7 Kelvin. The signal crossing that outer
boundary is cold, diffuse, and sits at the edge of the CMB spectrum. At any real-
istic observing distance it is practically indistinguishable from background thermal
emission.

This fits the darkening law directly. The Matrioshka architecture is what the cou-
pling efficiency curve looks like when applied to stellar-scale engineering. More
internalisation. More structural routing. Less boundary-crossing waste. The struc-
ture is not hiding its output. It is using it. The Dyson calculation predicts a bright
infrared source at 300 Kelvin. The Matrioshka architecture predicts a cold near-
invisible boundary radiating just above the CMB. The searches conducted so far
were looking for the first signature. The framework suggests the second is more
consistent with what a mature system would actually produce.

The null result from 100,000 galaxies is consistent with that. It does not tell us
advanced life is absent. It may tell us we have been looking for the wrong signal.

The Gradient Deficit

A mature system consuming a gradient efficiently leaves a deficit rather than an
emission. Every stellar system has an expected thermodynamic output given its age,
composition, and stellar environment. A system that has been efficiently consuming
its available gradients for long enough will show less dissipation than an uninhabited
baseline predicts.

The gradient deficit is the signature of maturity. We find the advanced system by
measuring what it has consumed, not what it emits. The measurement becomes
more tractable with every improvement in our ability to model the expected ther-
modynamic output of uninhabited stellar systems.

What to Search For

Standard searches have looked for continuous narrowband radio signals from mature
systems. The darkening law says mature systems emit no such signals.

The framework predicts three observable signature types. First: brief anomalous
transient events in stellar systems with the age and chemistry to support complex
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life at the relevant tier, showing the rise-peak-decay profile in whatever spectral
regime corresponds to the coupling mechanism. Second: gradient deficits in old
stellar systems, where the expected thermodynamic output of an uninhabited com-
parable system exceeds what is observed. Third: gravitational wave signatures from
compact-object systems in host environments consistent with advanced tier-three
developmental history, potentially representing tier-four transition events.

The VASCO project has identified approximately one hundred anomalous transients
(Villarroel, Imaz and Bergstedt, 2019) that appear in one epoch of sky survey data
and then vanish permanently. None have been cross-matched against host-system
age and metallicity. VASCO operates in the optical and near-infrared regime. Un-
derstanding what it can and cannot test requires separating the two channels of the
tier-three transition spike.

The gamma channel produces hard radiation at 10 to 100 MeV. This propagates to
interstellar distances without significant attenuation and is the most energetically
distinctive signal of a nuclear transition, producing instantaneous flux approximately
ten thousand times the continuous EM broadcast level at equivalent distances. It
is not detectable by optical surveys at any range. VASCO is blind to it regardless
of distance. The correct instrument class for the gamma channel prediction is the
existing archive of gamma-ray and X-ray detectors: Fermi GBM, Swift, BATSE,
and their equivalents. None of those archives have been cross-matched against host-
system age and metallicity filters.

The optical thermal flash from a large atmospheric detonation is detectable by pho-
tographic plate surveys but only at distances of approximately one to three light
years, where qualifying old metal-rich stellar systems are essentially absent. VASCO
cannot deliver a meaningful statistical test on this component either.

The correct formulation of the quantitative prediction therefore applies to gamma
and X-ray archives rather than to VASCO. Of the anomalous transients in those
archives that cannot be explained by compact object mergers, supernovae, or other
catalogued astrophysical sources, a statistically significant excess should appear in
host systems older than four billion years with metallicity |Fe/H| above negative 0.5.
Let f qual be the fraction of survey systems satisfying these criteria, approximately
0.30 to 0.40 for the solar neighbourhood. The random expectation is N _expected —
f qual times N _obs. The framework predicts N _qualified greater than N _expected
plus three times the square root of N _expected, at three-sigma significance. That
data exists. That filter has not been applied.

VASCO remains the right instrument for a different prediction: the EM broadcast
channel, which peaks in the radio and microwave regime, produces a secondary hump
displaced by approximately 28 years from the gamma peak. If any component of that
broadcast leakage falls within the optical detection window of historical plate surveys,
the VASCO catalogue is the place to look. The host-system age and metallicity filter
applies here too. But the primary quantitative prediction of the framework belongs
with the gamma and X-ray archives, not with optical data.
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The darkening law What to search for instead
dW/dS < 0 strictly

Transition spike transients
Brief anomalous brightening in qualifying
host systems (age >4 Gyr, [Fe/H] >-0.5)

3

ax

Gradient deficit signal
Star present but output anomalously low
vs. uninhabited baseline of same age

Detectability W

Floor

Structural depth — @ ™
Current SETI Mature Gravitational wave archive
searches here systems Anomalous events in old metal-rich
host systems — possible tier-4 spikes

search strategy gap A _

Host-system filter applies to all three:
age >4 Gyr and [Fe/H] >-0.5

Figure V — The darkening law and SETT search strategy. Left: detectability falls mono-
tonically with structural depth. Current SETI searches the high-emission left portion;
mature systems sit at the third-law floor. Right: the three search strategies the framework
predicts, each requiring the host-system age and metallicity filter.

The Silence as Warning

The universe is silent. The darkening law provides one reading: maturity. A universe
populated with systems that have long since passed through their transition windows,
internalised their dominant energy flows, and become thermodynamically dark. This
reading is probably correct for a significant fraction of the silence.

There is a second reading. The strip-miner instability fires during the blocking sub-
interval. Early collapse takes both the civilisation and the tiers below it. From
outside, a system that went dark through maturity and a system that went dark
through collapse are observationally indistinguishable without detailed information
about the system’s trajectory before it went quiet. A mature system leaves a gradient
deficit: the star is present but its full expected output is not crossing the boundary.
A collapsed system leaves the star radiating normally.

The warning embedded in the silence is not that maturity is dangerous. The warning
is that many systems may not have reached maturity. The blocking sub-interval
is a real and specific failure mode with real and specific preconditions that are
recognisable in advance. Several of those preconditions are active right now. The
systems that navigated this window are dark because they are deep. The systems
that did not are silent for a different reason entirely.

The Quantitative Prediction

Framework reference: darkening law and waste emission (Part XI of
the mathematics document), transition spike shape (Part XI section 3),
blocking sub-interval (Part VII section 5).
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The Prediction

The framework predicts that tier-three transition spikes produce anomalous hard
radiation transients in host stellar systems, detectable by gamma-ray and X-ray
archives, followed by permanent silence. The primary instrument class for this pre-
diction is the existing archive of gamma-ray and X-ray detectors: Fermi GBM, Swift,
BATSE, and their equivalents. VASCO provides a secondary test on the optical com-
ponent only, which is detectable at much shorter range. The statistical framework
below applies to the full archive of anomalous transients across both instrument
classes, with the understanding that the gamma channel carries the primary predic-
tion. Let N, be the number of anomalous transients under consideration.

Null hypothesis H 0: these transients are distributed randomly across stellar types,
with no preference for systems capable of supporting complex life.

Framework prediction H 1: a statistically significant excess of these transients will
be found in stellar systems satisfying the host-system selection criteria. For tier-
three electromagnetic transitions, the relevant host-system criteria are: stellar age
tau® > 4 Gyr and metallicity [Fe/H] > -0.5.

Ezpected and Predicted Rates

Let f qual be the fraction of all stellar systems in the VASCO survey footprint
satisfying the host-system criteria. For the solar neighbourhood:

fouar = 0.30t00.40 f orthesolarneighbour hood (E2.1)

Under H 0, the expected number of transients in qualifying host systems:

Nea}pected = fqual : Nobs ~ 30t040 (E22)

The framework prediction:

Nqualiﬁed > Nexpected +3 V Nexpected (E23)

For Nexpectea = 35 and V35 & 5.9, the prediction requires Nqualiied > 93, 1.e. more
than 53 of the approximately 100 anomalous transients in qualifying host systems.
If this is found, the probability of the null hypothesis producing this result by chance
is less than 0.3 percent.

A null result at this significance level would constitute evidence against the tier-three
transition spike search strategy. A null result does not falsify the framework entirely
(the spikes may be in a different spectral regime not captured by VASCO’s optical
surveys) but it would constrain the claim that tier-three electromagnetic transitions
produce detectable optical transients in the VASCO data.

Spectral Regime Connection

VASCO transients are identified in optical and near-infrared survey data (primarily
photographic plates from the 1950s). For the framework to predict an optical signa-
ture, the tier-three transition must produce an optical component. The Earth case
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provides evidence: atmospheric nuclear testing produced prompt optical emission
from thermal radiation of the fireball. Omnidirectional electromagnetic broadcast is
primarily in the radio to microwave regime and would not appear in VASCO optical
data.

The VASCO prediction is therefore specifically for the nuclear testing component
of the tier-three transition spike: the brief brightening associated with atmospheric
detonations at high yield. At a distance of 10 light years, a civilisation conducting
sustained atmospheric nuclear testing at yields comparable to Earth’s 1961 peak
(approximately 215 megatons in the single year) would produce a thermal optical
transient detectable by photographic plate surveys if the civilisation is closer than
approximately 1 to 3 light years. At larger distances, the gamma and X-ray channels
are more detectable than the optical, and VASCO would not capture them.

A more sensitive test would cross-match VASCO candidates against host-system
criteria while separately searching X-ray and gamma-ray archival data from appro-
priate instruments for the gamma-channel signature at greater distances.
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Extension 3

Ageing, Cancer, and Longevity as Omega Dynamics

Organism-scale homeostatic integrity applied to biological medicine

This extension applies the Omega dynamics derived in Part VI of the com-
panton mathematics section to two of the most significant unsolved problems
in biology. The core equations were derived to formalise the second condition
for life: active homeostasis maintained by investment from gradient coupling.
Their application at organism scale is an extrapolation of those equations to a
scale the framework was not designed to address.

Neither ageing nor cancer was the target of the framework. What follows are con-
sequences of applying the Omega ODE at organism scale. They emerged from the
architecture. They were not designed in.

Ageing as Progressive Omega Decline

The steady-state homeostatic integrity from equation (6.3) of the companion math-
ematics document is:

QF = PP
0+ ppn

where mu is the repair capacity, rho is the effective homeostatic investment ratio,
eta is coupling efficiency, and delta is the natural degradation rate.

Early in the lifecycle of a biological organism, the repair term is strong relative to the
degradation term. Omega™ sits near one. Mortality is low. This matches empirical
observation: juvenile and young adult organisms have very low mortality rates from
endogenous causes.

As the organism ages, two processes occur simultaneously and compound each other.
Delta rises: the natural degradation rate of the homeostatic machinery increases as
components of the repair system accumulate damage. Proteins in the repair path-
ways develop oxidative modifications. Mitochondria accumulate mutations affecting
their efficiency. Immune cells lose functional precision. Mu falls: the maximum
repair rate decreases as the repair mechanisms become targets of the damage they
are supposed to fix. The proteasome degrades more slowly. Chaperone networks
become less effective. DNA repair enzymes accumulate errors.

Both effects reduce Omega* and both effects accelerate each other. The repair ma-
chinery is less able to maintain itself precisely when degradation is pressing harder.
The result is a self-reinforcing cascade that drives damage accumulation exponen-
tially rather than linearly.

The Gompertz-Makeham mortality law states that the probability of dying in any
given year doubles at a characteristic rate, producing exponential increase in hazard
with age (Gompertz, 1825). This law has been observed across dozens of species
for two centuries. The mathematical section below derives it from the Omega ODE

132



Recursive Gradient Coupling v2.65 Jack Wilding

without additional assumptions. The functional form is not fitted to mortality data.
It falls out of the equations that define life.

Homeostatic integrity Q* over lifetime Mortality hazard h(t) — Gompertz law

14 Lt Ss

................................

B
~—

Late-life
_ Self-reinforcing deceleration
~" cascade accelerates (pop. shifts to
high-p tail)
& s
0=- g lE=mmemreomerERe
Age —
rHuman ‘ h(t) = ho - exp(B -1
- === Naked mole rat (high p) B from Q cascade parameters

----- Hydra (bypass)

----- Mouse (B = 0.65 yr")
——— Human (B = 0.09 yr™")
====- Naked mole rat (f = 0.006)

Figure VI — Homeostatic integrity * and the Gompertz mortality law. Left: 2* declines
over lifetime, with the self-reinforcing cascade accelerating the fall. Naked mole rat and Hy-
dra shown as high-u counterexamples. Right: the Gompertz exponential h(t) = hg exp(St)
derived from the ) cascade, with three species spanning a 300-fold range of 5.

The Gompertz Derivation

The derivation proceeds in four steps: quasi-steady state approximation, coupled
damage accumulation, linearisation showing exponential damage growth, and a dis-
crete pathway failure argument connecting accumulated damage to mortality hazard.
No step requires Gompertz as an input.

Step 1: The Quasi-Steady State

The Omega ODE from equation (6.2), applied at organism scale with external per-
turbation set to zero, is:

@y

==
The key feature of biological ageing is that u and ¢ are not fixed constants. They
depend on accumulated damage D. The Omega ODE does not specify how they
depend on D; that dependence requires two additional postulates stated here as
explicit assumptions before the derivation proceeds. Both are empirically motivated
and independently testable.

p(D)(1 =) =4(D)Q (G.1)

Postulate C (Damage sensitivity of degradation):
d(D) = (1 + aD) (G.2)
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The degradation rate rises linearly with accumulated damage. a > 0 is the damage
sensitivity of degradation. This captures the empirical observation that damaged
cellular machinery generates inflammatory signals and oxidative byproducts that
accelerate the degradation of surrounding tissue.

Postulate D (Damage sensitivity of repair capacity):
(D) = po(l —bD) (G.3)

The maximum repair rate falls linearly with accumulated damage. b > 0 is the dam-
age sensitivity of repair capacity. This captures the empirical observation that repair
machinery is itself subject to the damage it is attempting to fix. The derivation that
follows is conditional on Postulates C and D. The qualitative result (exponential
hazard growth) is robust to the specific functional forms chosen; the quantitative
coefficient [ is specific to the linearisation.

Together, Postulates C and D express the bootstrap problem quantitatively: as
damage accumulates, the degradation rate rises and the repair capacity falls simul-
taneously. The cascade is self-reinforcing from the moment it begins.

The Omega ODE relaxes to steady state on a timescale of (mu + delta)(-1), which
is fast relative to the timescale of ageing. The quasi-steady state approximation is
therefore valid:

ey H(D)
QD) = m (G.4)
The homeostatic deficit is:
5'(D) = 1-0'(D) = ks (@)

Step 2: The Damage Accumulation ODE

Damage accumulates at a rate proportional to the homeostatic deficit. The further
the system is from perfect maintenance, the faster unrepaired molecular insults build
up. This follows directly from the definition of Omega as homeostatic integrity:

dD ~vd(D)

@ =)= s (0

dt

v s the damage accumulation rate per unit homeostatic deficit.

This equation is self-contained and drives the entire ageing trajectory. Omega re-
sponds to D through (G.2) and (G.3), and D grows according to (G.6) driven by
that response.
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Step 3: Linearisation and Fxponential Growth
Expanding (G.6) around D = 0, using (G.2) and (G.3), the initial deficit is:

to + o

and the rate at which deficit increases with damage is:

bo

d¢*/dD|D:0 = (a + b) . 60 : MO/(NO + (50)2 (G?)
The damage ODE (G.6) therefore becomes, to first order:

dD
S =A+BD (G.8)
Y(a + b)dopto
A = . , B = Gg

This is a first-order linear ODE with solution:

D(t) = =(eP' 1) (G.10)
For t >> 1/B, which is the regime of observable ageing:

D(t) =~ %eBt (G.11)

Damage grows exponentially at rate B. This is the direct consequence of the self-
reinforcing cascade. Damage impairs repair. Impaired repair allows more damage.
The exponential growth in damage is not assumed. It follows from the linearised
dynamics of the coupled Omega-damage system. The cascade accelerates because
its own products drive it forward.

The Gompertz coefficient is expressed in terms of the framework’s parameters:

_ v(a+b)dopo
(110 + do)?

This expression is interpretable. Beta is larger when gamma is large (damage ac-
cumulates faster per unit deficit), when a+b is large (parameters are sensitive to
damage), and when delta_0 and mu_ 0 are balanced near equality, which maximises
the product delta 0 * mu_ 0 / (mu_0 + delta_0)2. Beta is zero only if at least
one of these terms is zero: no damage sensitivity, no damage accumulation, or a
perfectly maintained system. In all biologically realistic cases, beta > 0 and the
Gompertz pattern emerges.

B = (G.12)

This derivation uses first-order linearisation around D = 0, valid in the early-cascade
regime. Numerical integration of the full nonlinear system (G.4-G.6) produces cor-
rections of approximately 2.5x to quantitative doubling time predictions. The ana-
lytical expression gives the correct functional form and qualitative parameter depen-
dences. Quantitative prediction of species-specific doubling times requires numerical
integration with independently measured parameter values.
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Step 4: From Damage to Mortality Hazard

The final step connects D(t) to the mortality hazard h(t). This is the step that
makes the derivation complete rather than merely architectural.

The derivation requires two assumptions stated as explicit testable postulates.

Postulate A: An organism has N functionally independent repair pathways. Inde-
pendence means failure of one pathway does not directly cause failure of another on
the timescale of individual insults. This is supported by the modular organisation
of cellular repair systems.

Postulate B: The probability that a stochastic lethal insult falls into a gap in repair
coverage is proportional to accumulated damage D, specifically D/N. This first-
order approximation is valid when damage is small relative to N and insults are
independent. Both postulates are independently testable.

An organism has N functionally independent repair pathways. Each pathway han-
dles a specific class of stochastic insult: oxidative damage, strand breaks, protein
misfolding, membrane integrity. Accumulated damage D progressively compromises
these pathways. On average, D units of accumulated damage disable D of the N
pathways.

Stochastic lethal insults arrive at rate lambda per unit time. A lethal insult is one
that would kill the organism if not repaired. The probability that a given insult falls
into a gap in the repair coverage is D/N: the fraction of pathways that have been
compromised. The mortality hazard is therefore:

h(t) = ADT(” (G.13)

Setting ¢ = lambda/N, and substituting (G.11):

h(t) = cD(t) = A _ hoe? (G.14)

B
ho = cA/B (G.15)

This is the Gompertz hazard function. The proportionality between hazard and
damage follows from the linear pathway model: D units of damage disable D path-
ways. That linearity is a modelling assumption. Nonlinear variants, where damage
disables pathways at an accelerating or decelerating rate, modify the pre-exponential
factor h 0 but leave the exponential functional form intact, because the exponential
growth in D(t) from Step 3 is independent of the pathway model. The functional
form is robust. The specific value of h 0 depends on the linearity assumption.The
derivation is complete. The Gompertz-Makeham mortality law follows from:

The Omega ODE that defines the second condition for life.

The quasi-steady state approximation, valid on the observed timescale separation
between homeostatic response and ageing.

The linearised dynamics of the coupled Omega-damage system, which produce ex-
ponential damage accumulation.

A discrete pathway failure model connecting accumulated damage to mortality haz-
ard through gap probability.
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None of these steps requires Gompertz as an input. The functional form is derived.

Summary

(DY (D) = u(D)/(u(D) + (D)) [quasi-steady state]
(2)dD/dt =~-(1—Q (D)) [damage accumulation]
(3)D(t)"(A/B) x exp(B x t), B =
7 * (@ +b) - 6o * puo/ (110 4 00)2
[linearised, exponentiall

(4)h(t) = (A/N) * D(t) = hg x exp(f *xt), = B |Gompertz]

Empirical Verification

The four-step derivation establishes that the Gompertz-Makeham functional form
h(t) = hg - exp(Bt) follows necessarily from the Omega ODE. What the derivation
does not fix is the numerical value of 8. The analytical expression (G.12) is:

v(a + b)dopio
(110 + 60)?

This identifies which parameters govern the rate of ageing. It does not predict a
specific doubling time for any species, because v, a, b, dp, and py are not yet inde-
pendently measurable from whole-organism biochemical data. Verification therefore
proceeds in three stages: the functional form against population mortality data; the
predicted late-life deceleration; and the cross-species parameter predictions against
independent molecular biology.

B = (G.12)

Stage 1: Functional Form Against Human Mortality Data

The United States Social Security Administration publishes period life tables an-
nually. The 2021 table gives single-year mortality probabilities q, for the full US
population. Converting to instantaneous hazard rates u, = -In(1 — q,) and fitting
the Gompertz hazard across ages 30 to 90 (the range in which endogenous causes
dominate and exogenous mortality is lowest) gives:

Doubling R? (log
Population B (yr™) time R? (linear) scale)
US male (SSA 2021) 0.0887 7.8 years 0.9998 0.9672
US female (SSA 2021)  0.0967 7.2 years 0.9997 0.9611
Male, 0.0907 7.6 years 1.0000 0.9987
Gompertz-Makeham
Female, 0.0989 7.0 years 0.9999 0.9896

Gompertz-Makeham
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Gompertz-Makeham adds a constant background hazard A independent
of age, representing exogenous mortality. For US males A = 0.00106;
females A = 0.00085.

The exponential functional form fits with R? = 0.9998 on the linear scale and R? —
0.9672 on the logarithmic scale. The log-scale test is the more demanding: it requires
the exponential relationship to hold not in aggregate but at every age across more
than two orders of magnitude of hazard rate. The Gompertz-Makeham extension
brings the log-scale R? to 0.9987 by absorbing the elevated early-adult hazard from
exogenous causes into the constant term, leaving the exponential structure of the
endogenous cascade undisturbed.

The doubling time of approximately 7 to 8 years in the human population is consis-
tent with published estimates across multiple national life tables and across decades
of demographic data. This is what the framework predicts in structural terms: a
self-reinforcing repair cascade that, once initiated, doubles the mortality hazard on
a characteristic timescale set by the organism’s specific parameter values.

Stage 2: Late-Life Deceleration

The framework makes a specific prediction about mortality above age 90. The pop-
ulation surviving to extreme age is not a random sample of the original cohort. It is
enriched for individuals with high pug: the high-repair tail of the frailty distribution.
High po suppresses 3 through expression (G.12). The observed hazard in a heteroge-
neous population at extreme ages therefore falls systematically below the Gompertz
extrapolation calibrated to the core age range, because the surviving population has
shifted compositionally toward its low-5 component. The prediction is structural:
the deceleration is not a failure of the Gompertz mechanism but its operation in a
population whose composition has changed.

Against the SSA 2021 data, fitting on ages 30 to 90 and extrapolating to extreme
age gives:

Observed Gompertz Ratio (observed /
Age hazard extrapolation predicted)
90 0.158 0.158 1.001
95 0.238 0.246 0.966
100 0.341 0.383 0.890
105 0.479 0.597 0.802
110 0.616 0.931 0.662

The deceleration is structurally present, onset at age 95 and progressive through age
110, with the observed hazard falling to 66 percent of the Gompertz extrapolation
by the last measured cohort. The mechanism is population composition rather than
any change in the underlying biological process: the cascade continues to operate
in surviving individuals at the rate their parameters dictate; the aggregate slows
because the population has been filtered toward its high-po component.
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Stage 3: Cross-Species Parameter Predictions

The most direct test of expression (G.12) is whether the predicted relationship be-
tween [ and the underlying repair architecture is consistent with independent molec-
ular biology across species. The framework predicts that species with high pg exhibit
low 3, and that this relationship should be confirmable from the repair biology of

each species independently of any mortality fitting.

Species

B (yr™)

Doubling

time

Framework
prediction

Independent
biology

House mouse

Human

Brandt’s bat

Naked mole rat

Painted turtle

Galapagos
tortoise

0.650

0.087

0.035

0.020

0.016

0.008

1.1 yr

8.0 yr

19.8 yr

34.7 yr

43.3 yr

86.6 yr
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Low pp, high
do

Intermediate

Ho
High 1

Very high 1

High pg, low
do

High ug, low

Antioxidant capacity
substantially lower
than naked mole rat;
elevated
mitochondrial ROS.
Consistent with high
0o and low .
Baseline.

Long-lived relative to
body mass. Reduced
ROS production per
unit metabolic rate
documented
independently.
Confirmed
independently:
superior protein
quality control,
oxidative stress
resistance, and DNA
repair fidelity relative
to comparably sized
rodents.

Ectotherm. Low
metabolic rate
reduces oxidative
byproduct. Measured
negligible senescence
in some wild
populations.

Low metabolic rate,
low ROS production.
The ectotherm
mechanism directly
maps onto low dq in
expression (G.12).
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Doubling Framework Independent
Species B (yr') time prediction biology

Hydra 0.002 346 yr Extreme g Confirmed:
continuous interstitial
stem cell renewal
provides effective
bypass of the
bootstrap problem in
section 6.4. Repair
machinery is not
inside the system it
maintains.

The naked mole rat is the critical case because the required parameter deviation from
the mouse is large enough to be unambiguous. A 32-fold difference in § between
mouse and naked mole rat requires a correspondingly large difference in the repair
parameter product. The independent molecular biology confirms this wherever it
has been measured: protein homeostasis, oxidative damage accumulation, and DNA
repair fidelity all distinguish the two species in the direction the framework requires.
These measurements predated the framework. The biology was already there.

Hydra represents the structural limit. Near-zero § requires either very high o or
very low &g. In Hydra, the continuous interstitial stem cell mechanism provides
something more fundamental: it removes the repair machinery from the system it is
repairing. Differentiated cells at the edge of the homeostatic zone are continuously
replaced by stem cells that have not accumulated the same damage history. This is
not infinite repair capacity in the analytical sense. It is a biological bypass of the
constraint that makes 3 > 0 in every other organism. The framework identifies that
constraint precisely. Hydra’s solution is the existence proof that it is not a hard
limit.

A Note on Parameter Calibration

Expression (G.12) contains five parameters. The framework derives their structural
relationships: 9y should be substantially smaller than pg in young organisms; a
and b should both be positive; v should be positive. These constraints follow from
the Omega ODE and are not separately assumed. The specific numerical values
are not derivable from within the framework. They require independent empirical
measurement for each species.

That measurement programme is tractable. For the species in the table above, the
qualitative predictions are already confirmed wherever the biology has been mea-
sured independently. Extending independent parameter estimation to a broader
comparative dataset, measuring -, a, b, dg, and g from metabolic and molecular
data and recovering the observed [, is the natural next step. It has not yet been
done. The framework does not require it in order to stand. The functional form is
confirmed. The structural predictions are confirmed. The parameter-level quantita-
tive test remains open, and the framework is explicit that this is so.
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On Mu: Why Exceptions Strengthen Rather than Undermine the Framework

The Gompertz law is not universal. Several species show markedly attenuated mor-
tality acceleration or no measurable increase at all. These are not counterexamples.
They are predictions of the framework that the biology confirms.

The derivation expresses beta as gamma * (a+b) * delta_ 0 * mu_0 / (mu_0 +
delta_0)2. Beta approaches zero when mu_0 is very large relative to delta 0,
because high repair capacity suppresses the initial deficit phi 0 and reduces the
damage sensitivity term. A system with very high mu has a very low initial home-
ostatic deficit and very low sensitivity of that deficit to accumulated damage. The
self-reinforcing cascade is arrested. The Gompertz slope is negligible.

The naked mole rat shows negligible increase in mortality hazard with age across its
multi-decade lifespan. The Gompertz ageing rate is approximately 0.006 per year
compared to 0.07 to 0.09 per year in human populations. Under the derivation, this
requires high mu: exceptional repair capacity, low oxidative damage accumulation,
high replication fidelity. This is precisely what the independently documented bi-
ology shows. Naked mole rats have superior protein quality control, exceptional
resistance to oxidative stress, and DNA repair fidelity that measurably exceeds com-
parably sized rodents. The biology confirms the prediction. No adjustment to the
framework is required.

Many ectotherms, including several turtle, crocodile, and salamander species, show
no statistically significant mortality increase with age. These are instantiations
of high mu relative to the environmental delta they face. Ectotherms have lower
metabolic rates per unit mass, producing less oxidative byproduct, which is a direct
mechanism for lower delta 0. Lower delta 0 reduces beta directly through (G.12).
In the extreme, with sufficiently high mu and sufficiently low delta, beta approaches
zero and the cascade is effectively arrested within any observed lifespan.

Late-life mortality deceleration presents a related case. At extreme ages, the expo-
nential increase in human mortality levels off and sometimes declines. The leading
explanation in the biodemography literature is population heterogeneity: the most
robust individuals have survived to extreme age and the measured population hazard
reflects this composition shift. The framework gives this explanation a mechanistic
foundation it currently lacks. Frailty heterogeneity is variation in mu, arising as a
thermodynamic necessity from imperfect replication under the second law. Individ-
uals with higher mu have lower beta, slower cascade progression, and longer survival.
At extreme ages the observed population is the high-mu tail. The deceleration is
not a failure of the Gompertz mechanism. It is the Gompertz mechanism operating
in a heterogeneous population whose composition has shifted toward high mu.

The predictive implication follows from all three cases. Any organism or individual
showing deviation from standard Gompertz behaviour, whether attenuated slope,
flat hazard, or late-life deceleration, should show independently measurable high
mu. For the naked mole rat this is already confirmed by independent biology. For
other long-lived species it is a tractable research programme. The exceptions are
not problems for the framework. They are tests of it. So far, the biology passes.

High mu has a further implication the framework makes precise. The bootstrap
problem sets a ceiling on what biological evolution can achieve in isolation. High
mu systems approach but never reach permanent cascade arrest, because the second
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law prevents perfect copying and perfect repair. What high mu systems demonstrate
is that the viable window is not fixed by body plan or metabolic scale. It is set by
the repair architecture. That architecture is improvable. The framework identifies
the axis: mu.

‘What This Means for Intervention

The derivation identifies exactly two categories of intervention that address the
underlying mechanism rather than its downstream effects.

The first is reducing delta. Slowing the rate at which the homeostatic machinery
accumulates damage reduces the rate at which delta rises and directly lowers B in
(G.12). This is what the most effective current longevity interventions are doing
without necessarily framing it in these terms. Senolytics clear senescent cells that
are actively generating inflammatory signals accelerating delta in surrounding tis-
sue. Rapamycin suppresses mTOR, which slows accumulation of misfolded proteins.
Caloric restriction reduces oxidative byproducts of metabolism that damage repair
machinery. All of these reduce delta directly.

The second is maintaining mu. Preserving or restoring the repair capacity raises mu
and reduces the initial deficit phi 0 and its damage sensitivity. This is structurally
harder because it requires the repair systems to remain functional enough to repair
themselves. Partial cellular reprogramming using Yamanaka factors is the most
direct current attempt: it resets the epigenetic configuration of cells toward a state
with higher repair fidelity, which is a partial restoration of mu.

The derivation also identifies the fundamental barrier. Interventions that operate
from inside the biological system face the bootstrap problem: the repair machinery
is trying to fix itself with tools that are themselves subject to degradation. The only
way to break the bootstrap is an external repair processor, a system outside the
biological architecture that is not subject to the same damage mechanisms, applied
to the repair machinery itself. The biology of the organism cannot solve this barrier
from inside. Technology applied to the organism from outside can.

There is no thermodynamic prohibition on maintaining Omega near one for sub-
stantially longer than current biological lifespans allow. The constraints on solving
it are engineering constraints, not fundamental physical ones. The naked mole rat
demonstrates that biological evolution alone can reduce beta by more than an order
of magnitude. Engineering is not constrained to what evolution can reach.

Cancer as Coordination Failure

The joint criterion in section 2.4 of the companion mathematics document identifies
a specific partial failure mode. A process that satisfies conditions I and II but
not condition IIT builds and maintains itself but does not faithfully reproduce the
coupling architecture. In the organism context, this describes a cell or cell population
that produces surplus and maintains its own boundary conditions but whose output
no longer faithfully reproduces the organisational architecture of the organism. Loop
closure fails not because the cell stops reproducing but because what it reproduces no
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longer participates in the cooperative coupling arrangement that makes the organism
function.

This is cancer.

Cancer is not a foreign invader. It is not simply broken replication. It is a loss
of condition IIT at the cellular level within a tier-two processor: cells that retain
condition I (surplus production) and condition II (self-maintenance) while losing
the reliable loop closure that keeps them coordinated as part of the organism’s
coupling architecture.

This framing has a specific treatment implication. Interventions that target the
surplus production of cancer cells, which is what most chemotherapy does, are at-
tacking condition I. Interventions that target the self-maintenance of cancer cells are
attacking condition II. Both damage the cancer cell’s existence but neither addresses
what actually went wrong, which is the failure of condition III.

Restoring condition III means restoring the coordination between the cancer cell
population and the organism-level coupling architecture. This is precisely what
immunotherapy is attempting. The immune system is the organism’s coordination
enforcement mechanism at the cellular level. It does not kill cancer cells because
they are dividing. It kills cells that have failed to participate in the cooperative
coupling arrangement. When immunotherapy works, it does so by re-enabling the
immune system’s ability to identify and address cells that have lost condition III.

The framework does not predict which molecular interventions achieve this. It iden-
tifies the level at which the problem exists. The problem is not in the metabolic
activity of the cancer cell. It is in the coordination failure between the cancer cell
population and the tier-two organism-level coupling system.

What the Framework Derives About Life at Tier Two

The Omega dynamics were derived to formalise the second condition for life. Run-
ning those dynamics at organism scale produces results the framework was not
designed to produce. They are stated here because they follow necessarily from the
architecture.

Reproduction is derived, not assumed

The second law guarantees that the maintenance machinery inside any living system
is subject to the same degradation it is trying to fix. The derivation above makes
this precise: given any positive delta 0 and any finite mu_0, beta > 0 and Omega
will eventually decline toward zero in any single instantiation. The process will stop.

The third condition requires loop closure: the process must reproduce the condi-
tions for its own continuation through its own output. In a universe where Omega
decline is inevitable in any single instantiation, the only stable way to satisfy the
third condition over extended timescales is to produce new instantiations of the cou-
pling architecture before the current instantiation’s surplus is consumed by rising
maintenance costs.

Reproduction is therefore not a biological feature that evolved. It is what the third
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condition necessarily looks like when the second condition is operating in a universe
governed by the second law. Condition two drives the form that condition three
must take.

More precisely: the second condition imposes a rising maintenance cost curve on
any single instantiation. As delta increases and mu declines with age, maintenance
consumes an increasing fraction of the coupling surplus. The surplus available for
reproduction is highest when Omega is near one and maintenance costs are lowest.
The system is thermodynamically driven to allocate surplus toward creating new
instantiations early, before the cascade compounds.

This derives from first principles what biological observation has confirmed empiri-
cally: organisms reproduce before they die, not after. Reproductive output peaks in
early adulthood. Fertility declines with age as the coupling surplus is consumed by
rising maintenance. Post-reproductive senescence accelerates once the third condi-
tion has been satisfied for the current instantiation and the thermodynamic pressure
to maintain reproductive capacity drops. None of these are assumed. All follow from
the Omega dynamics.

Mathematical note: The coupling surplus available for reproduction is Py - n minus main-
tenance cost. Maintenance cost rises with age as 0 increases and p folls. Reproduction is
optimally timed when surplus is highest: when € is near one and the cascade has not yet
significantly compounded.

Variation is thermodynamic necessity

Replication requires machinery. That machinery is inside the system it serves, sub-
ject to the same degradation as everything else. A perfect copy would require perfect
copying machinery. Perfect copying machinery is prohibited by the second law. Ev-
ery molecular operation introduces some irreducible probability of error. At the
scale of biological replication, variation is not a flaw in the system. It is the thermo-
dynamic signature of reproduction occurring in a universe governed by entropy.

Variation cannot be removed while keeping reproduction. It is built into what re-
production is in this universe.

Evolution is derived, not foundational

Evolution is the population-level consequence of imperfect replication under the
selection pressure of the three conditions.

Variation exists as a thermodynamic necessity. Selection operates because systems
that better satisfy the three conditions under available gradients persist longer and
reproduce more reliably. The direction is toward greater structural depth, higher
coupling efficiency, more robust homeostasis, and more reliable loop closure, because
these are what the three conditions reward under thermodynamic pressure.

Darwin described the mechanism. The framework derives why the mechanism exists,
where the variation comes from, and what it is optimising for. Evolution is what
the RGC architecture looks like at tier-two timescales in a population of imperfectly
replicating gradient-coupling systems. It is a consequence of the framework, not a
foundational assumption.
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Life history strategy is the solution space

Every organism faces the same constrained optimisation problem: a finite coupling
surplus that must be allocated between maintenance and reproduction, in an en-
vironment where maintenance costs rise with age. Different environments produce
different optimal solutions.

High external perturbation, high predation, high exogenous Omega collapse risk:
the surplus available for reproduction is consumed before extended maintenance
pays off. Early, high-volume reproduction is the optimal allocation. This is what
ecology calls r-selection. Low perturbation, stable environment: the surplus can
support prolonged maintenance and slower reproduction with greater investment
per offspring. This is K-selection.

Semelparity, reproducing once and dying, is the extreme case where the entire re-
maining surplus is allocated to a single reproductive event once extended mainte-
nance is not competitive. Iteroparity is the other end of the continuous solution
space. Menopause is the point where the maintenance cost of continued reproduc-
tive capacity exceeds the surplus available to fund it, and the third condition is
better satisfied by investing in existing offspring than producing new ones.

The entire field of life history theory is the applied mathematics of conditions two and
three operating on a finite coupling surplus under varying environmental parameters.
The Gompertz coefficient beta derived above varies with those parameters in exactly
the way life history theory predicts. High delta environments produce high beta: fast
ageing, early reproduction, r-selection. Low delta or high mu environments produce
low beta: slow ageing, late and extended reproduction, K-selection. The framework
does not merely accommodate life history theory. It derives it.

The Gompertz-Makeham mortality law, the species-specific life history strategies,
the timing of reproduction, the post-reproductive senescence pattern, the existence
of reproduction itself, the distribution of beta across species, and the exceptions
where beta is near zero: all of these are consequences of three conditions operating
in a universe governed by the second law. None of them were designed in. All of
them followed.

Limitations

Applying organism-scale Omega dynamics requires treating a multicellular organism
as having a single scalar homeostatic integrity variable. Real organisms have hetero-
geneous tissues with different repair rates, different depreciation rates, and different
susceptibilities to specific damage mechanisms. The scalar Omega is a simplification
that captures the aggregate trend while losing spatial and tissue-specific detail.

The derivation of § in (G.12) uses first-order linearisation around D = 0. This is
a known limitation. Numerical integration of the full nonlinear system (G.4)—(G.6)
produces a  approximately 2.5 times larger than the analytical expression (G.12),
because as damage accumulates both §(D) rises and p(D) falls, compounding the
growth rate beyond the linearised estimate. Equation (G.12) should therefore be
read as a lower bound on [ for real biological systems, not a point estimate. It gives
the correct functional form and the correct qualitative dependence on parameters.
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Quantitative prediction of species-specific doubling times requires numerical integra-
tion of the full coupled system with independently estimated parameter values.

Species-specific Gompertz slopes require species-specific values of gamma, a, b,
delta 0, and mu_0. These are not yet independently estimated from metabolic
and molecular data for most species. The framework predicts that such estimation,
when performed, should recover the observed mortality doubling times. For the
naked mole rat and long-lived ectotherms, the independently documented biology
already confirms the predicted high-mu signature. Extending that confirmation to
a broader comparative dataset is a tractable empirical programme.

The cancer framing is architectural rather than molecular. It does not resolve ques-
tions about which specific molecular pathways mediate condition III failure in any
given cancer type. It identifies where the problem sits, not the specific mechanism
in each case.
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Extension 4

The Origin of Life as a Thermodynamic Threshold

A thermodynamic account of biogenesis from the three conditions

This extension applies the three conditions of the RGC framework to the ques-
tion of biogenesis. It draws on o substantial body of experimental and theoreti-
cal work by others, credited throughout. What the framework contributes is not
new chemistry. It is a precise account of what the origin of life event actually
was, thermodynamically, why the conditions are satisfied in a fized sequence,
and why selection begins at the moment the threshold is crossed. Framework
references: three conditions (Part One), entropy deferral (Part Three), Ther-
modynamic Adherence (post Part One), Three Derived Consequences (Part
Five).

What the Field Has Built

The origin of life is not an unsolved mystery in the sense that we have no candidate
mechanisms. It is unsolved in the sense that we have several excellent candidate
mechanisms and no framework to explain why they connect, why they occur in the
order they do, or what the threshold event actually is.

The contributions of the past three decades have been substantial and deserve to be
named.

Michael Russell and Allan Hall proposed in 1997 that life originated at alkaline
hydrothermal vents driven by serpentinisation rather than at the hot acidic vents
known since the 1970s. Their insight was that the geochemical conditions at these
vents — sustained proton gradients, iron-sulphur mineral surfaces, confined pore
spaces, and chemical disequilibrium between alkaline vent fluid and slightly acidic
Hadean ocean — provide exactly the kind of sustained, confined gradient environ-
ment that chemistry requires to build complexity rather than disperse it. Nick Lane
and William Martin developed this hypothesis extensively, showing that the univer-
sal chemiosmotic mechanism for energy storage is precisely what you would expect
from organisms that evolved at such vents. Martin and Russell (2007) identified
the Wood-Ljungdahl pathway for carbon fixation as the most ancient on phyloge-
netic grounds, consistent with organisms running on vent chemistry. The argument
running through all of this work is that life did not invent the proton gradient. It
inherited the function from the gradient and eventually built machinery to generate
it independently.

Jack Szostak and colleagues have spent years demonstrating experimentally that
fatty acid vesicles, far simpler than modern phospholipid membranes, can grow,
divide under physical shear, concentrate organic molecules, and maintain internal
chemical environments different from their surroundings. These vesicles are the most
plausible candidate for the first cellular boundary. They form spontaneously under
the right conditions. They do not require biological machinery to produce them.
The chemistry does it.

The RNA world hypothesis, developed across decades by many researchers including
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Walter Gilbert who coined the term in 1986, proposes that RNA preceded both DNA
and protein. RNA can both store information and catalyse reactions. Short RNA
oligomers can act as ribozymes. Some can catalyse their own replication. The
autocatalytic RNA strand inside a vesicle is the most plausible candidate for the
first loop-closing event.

Together these three bodies of work build a coherent picture. A sustained proton gra-
dient at an alkaline hydrothermal vent drives carbon fixation through iron-sulphur
mineral surfaces. Organic molecules accumulate in confined pore spaces. Fatty acids
produced by the vent chemistry self-assemble into vesicles. Activated nucleotides
form on mineral surfaces. Short RNA oligomers form by template-directed poly-
merisation. Some achieve autocatalytic activity. One such strand is encapsulated in
a vesicle. The vesicle divides under flow conditions. The daughter vesicles contain
copies of the strand.

This is the story the existing field tells. It is well-supported by experimental work
and phylogenetic evidence. What it does not tell you is what the threshold event
was, why these steps must happen in this order rather than some other order, or
precisely when chemistry became life.

That is what the three conditions provide.

The Three Conditions Applied to Genesis

The three conditions define a threshold. A gradient-coupling process that runs down
is on one side of it. A process that compounds is on the other. The threshold is the
first moment all three conditions are simultaneously satisfied. Below it: chemistry.
Above it: life.

The three conditions, stated precisely for the genesis context, are:

Condition I: Gradient coupling with structural surplus. The process must
intercept a free energy gradient and route that energy through internal structure,
accumulating more structure per cycle than the minimum required to run the next
one. The surplus need not be useful to the process that built it. It needs only to
persist.

Condition IT: Active homeostasis. The boundary conditions that allow gradient
coupling to continue must be actively maintained. This requires £} > 0 directed
toward maintaining those conditions. Passive stability does not satisfy this. A
crystal maintains its structure without spending anything on it. The distinction is
physically measurable: a system satisfying Condition IT shows net positive energy
flux directed toward boundary maintenance. In a mature living system that energy
comes from the coupling process itself. At genesis, as the bootstrap resolution below
shows, it can come from the environment. The condition requires investment. It
does not specify the source until the loop has closed.

Condition III: Loop closure. The output of the process must include the means
to run the process again. The loop must close and, through active maintenance,
stay closed.

Applied to biogenesis, these conditions immediately raise a question that the existing
field does not have the tools to ask, let alone answer.
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The Bootstrap Problem

Condition II requires £} > 0 directed toward maintaining the boundary conditions
for continued coupling. In a mature living system, that energy comes from the
coupling process itself. Applied to genesis, the question is sharper: before any
coupling process exists as a stable entity, where does Ej come from at all? There is
no prior cycle to source it from.

This is the bootstrap problem. It only becomes visible once you have the three
conditions as a formal framework. Without Condition II as a precise requirement,
the problem does not arise. You can describe the chemistry of early life without
ever asking where the homeostatic energy comes from at the moment the first living
system crosses the threshold. The existing field does not ask this question because
it does not have the framework that makes the question necessary.

With the three conditions, the question is unavoidable. And the answer is already
in the work that Russell, Lane, and Martin produced.

The geological gradient satisfies Condition II before any biology exists to do so.

The sustained proton differential across the inorganic mineral interface at an alkaline
hydrothermal vent maintains the pH and redox conditions that drive the chemistry.
Without the gradient, the chemistry stops. The gradient is therefore satisfying
Condition II in the precise sense the condition requires: free energy directed toward
maintaining the conditions for continued coupling. The source is geology, not biology.
Condition II does not require a biological source. It requires £}, > 0 directed toward
maintaining the coupling conditions. The vent provides this from the moment it
forms.

The proton gradient was the first homeostatic system. The bootstrap problem dis-
solves. Biology did not need to invent homeostasis. It inherited the function from
the gradient and eventually built machinery to perform it independently. Lane and
Martin argued this from biochemical evidence: the universality of chemiosmosis, the
antiquity of the proton pump, the fact that the most primitive metabolic pathways
are already chemiosmotic. The RGC framework provides the reason why it had to
be this way. Condition II had to be satisfied by something before any biology existed
to satisfy it. The gradient did that. Once satisfied externally, selection immediately
favoured systems that could maintain it internally.

The Sequence Is Fixed

The three conditions must be satisfied in order. This is not a contingent feature of
the chemistry. It follows from the logic of the conditions themselves.

Condition T must come first because you need structural surplus before you have
anything worth maintaining. Without accumulating chemistry in the pore spaces,
there is no coupling architecture for Condition II to protect. Condition II comes
second because sustained boundary maintenance, whether provided by the gradient
or eventually by biological machinery, is what allows the chemistry to deepen rather
than disperse. Condition III comes last because loop closure requires a maintained
boundary to close across. A loop that closes once and then dissolves is not Condition
III. It is a chain reaction.
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This means the sequence at the vent is not accidental. It is thermodynamically con-
strained. The existing field describes the chemistry correctly. The RGC framework
explains why the chemistry runs in this order rather than another.

Condition I at the Vent

The proton gradient drives electron transfer through the iron-sulphur mineral sur-
faces and reduces CO,. The Wood-Ljungdahl pathway, identified by Martin and
Russell as the most ancient carbon fixation route on phylogenetic grounds, runs
spontaneously under these conditions without enzymes. It produces acetate. From
acetate, pyruvate. From pyruvate, amino acids. Fatty acids form through Fischer-
Tropsch type reactions on the mineral surfaces.

Condition I is crossed when the net rate of organic accumulation in the pore spaces
first becomes positive averaged over a complete cycle. Below that threshold, chem-
istry runs but disperses faster than it accumulates. Above it, structural stock builds.
The surplus is deferred entropy: free energy held in organised chemical form rather
than released immediately as heat.

The mineral pore geometry is what makes this possible. The confined spaces con-
centrate reactants, prevent immediate dispersal of products, and provide the high
surface area that the mineral-catalysed chemistry requires. The vent does not just
provide the gradient. It provides the confinement. Both are required.

Condition IT at the Vent

As organic chemistry accumulates, the fatty acids produced by the vent chemistry
self-assemble into vesicles in the confined pore spaces. The Szostak group has shown
experimentally that fatty acid vesicles form spontaneously under alkaline conditions,
grow by incorporating additional fatty acids from solution, maintain internal envi-
ronments chemically distinct from their surroundings, and divide under physical
shear. They do all of this without any biological machinery. The chemistry does it.

These vesicles begin to partially internalise the boundary maintenance that the pro-
ton gradient has been providing. The vent provides the energy. The fatty acid
chemistry provides the boundary. The mineral pore geometry provides the confine-
ment. The system would dissolve without the gradient. The gradient is still the
homeostasis.

Condition II is crossed when vesicle-forming chemistry becomes consistent enough
that a boundary is maintained across thermal and chemical fluctuations at a rate
greater than the rate at which it is lost. This is a statistical threshold. The condition
requires £, > 0 directed toward maintaining coupling conditions on average. The
vent gradient still satisfies this. The self-assembling fatty acid boundary concentrates
it.

The vesicle is not yet alive. It satisfies Condition IT through a combination of geolog-
ical gradient and self-assembling chemistry. Condition ITI has not been crossed. The
loop has not closed. The system produces and maintains but does not perpetuate.
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Condition IIT at the Vent

Loop closure requires the output of the process to include the means to run the
process again.

Activated nucleotides form on the iron-sulphur mineral surfaces through phospho-
rylation driven by the proton gradient. Short RNA oligomers form by template-
directed polymerisation on the mineral surface. This is the chemistry of the RNA
world: demonstrated experimentally in multiple laboratories, capable of running
without biological enzymes under the right conditions. By chance of sequence, some
oligomers achieve autocatalytic activity. They catalyse their own elongation from
available activated monomers.

One of these autocatalytic RNA strands is encapsulated in a fatty acid vesicle. The
vesicle grows as more fatty acids are produced by the vent chemistry. Under flow
conditions in the vent pore network, vesicles above a critical size divide physically.
This is not biological division. It is the fluid dynamics of the vent environment
acting on a surface-tension-bounded object above a critical size. Szostak’s group
has demonstrated this mechanism experimentally (Szostak, 2017).

When a dividing vesicle contains an autocatalytic RNA strand, and when the daugh-
ter vesicles each contain at least one copy of that strand produced by autocatalytic
chemistry between division events, the loop closes. The output of the process in-
cludes the means to run the process again.

This is the origin of life event. Not a gradual process. A threshold. The first moment
all three conditions are satisfied simultaneously is the first moment the chemistry
crosses from running down to compounding. Below that moment: chemistry. Above
it: life.

It is not a stable event initially. Many of these early systems will fail. Daughter vesi-
cles will sometimes contain no strand. The autocatalytic chemistry will sometimes
stall. The threshold is the point where the probability of loop closure averaged over
many division events first exceeds the probability of failure. That is the dynamical
transition the framework predicts.

The Internalisation Event

The earliest living systems satisfy Condition II through the geological gradient. They
cannot leave the vent. A system that loses contact with the vent fluid loses its
homeostatic support and dissolves.

A system that develops a proton pump carries its own homeostatic machinery inde-
pendently. It can survive fluctuations in vent conditions. It can move into adjacent
environments. The proton pump is where biology takes over the function that geol-
ogy had been performing.

Martin and Russell established from phylogenetic evidence (2003, 2007) that the
universality of chemiosmosis across all life, the presence of proton-pumping machin-
ery at the deepest nodes of the tree of life before the divergence of bacteria and
archaea, and the fact that the ATP synthase in every living cell on Earth performs
essentially the same function as the proton gradient across an inorganic mineral sur-
face, all point to a single conclusion: life did not invent chemiosmosis. It replicated
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the principle in biological machinery. The RGC framework predicts this must be so.
The internalisation of Condition II is a necessary step between vent-dependent life
and free-living life. The proton pump is the physical realisation of that step.

Selection from the First Division

The existing field treats abiogenesis and Darwinian evolution as sequential. First
life emerges. Then evolution begins. The assumption is that some period of pre-
Darwinian chemistry precedes the onset of selection. The RGC framework shows
this is wrong. Not approximately wrong. Structurally wrong.

At the moment all three conditions are first satisfied simultaneously, selection be-
gins. Not after millions of generations. Not after DNA appears. Not after any
further development. At the first division of the first system that satisfies all three
conditions.

The argument is direct. Division of a fatty acid vesicle containing an autocatalytic
RNA strand is imperfect. Some daughters receive more copies of the strand. Some
fewer. Some receive a strand with a copying error from the autocatalytic chemistry.
The second law guarantees this. Every replication process uses machinery subject to
entropy. Perfect copying requires zero entropy production in the copying step. That
is thermodynamically prohibited. Variation is not a contingent feature of biology.
It is a necessary consequence of the second law operating on replication machinery.

Selection is equally immediate. Daughters that better satisty Condition I produce
more surplus and grow faster. Daughters that better satisfy Condition II maintain
their boundary longer against dissolution. Daughters that better satisfy Condition
IIT divide more reliably and leave more descendants. The three conditions are the
selection pressure. They define what persistence means in this environment. There
is no fitness landscape external to the conditions. The conditions are the fitness
landscape.

This collapses the gap between abiogenesis and evolution. They are the same event.
The origin of life and the origin of Darwinian selection are the same threshold
crossing, viewed from two different angles. One describes the chemistry crossing the
threshold. The other describes what happens to a population once the threshold
has been crossed. They are not sequential. They are simultaneous.

The three conditions are therefore not just a definition of life. Any system that
sustainably satisfies all three in a gradient-rich environment is automatically subject
to selection. The conditions impose a fitness landscape. The second law guarantees
variation. Evolution is the consequence. It cannot be otherwise.
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Testable Predictions

Prediction 1: Organic accumulation at vents is gradient-sustained.

Modern alkaline hydrothermal vent systems should show spontaneous accumulation
of organic molecules in pore spaces driven by the proton gradient alone, without
biological catalysis. The RGC framework makes the specific claim that this accu-
mulation satisfies Condition I in the formal sense: the net structural accumulation
rate is positive over a complete cycle. Quantitative measurement of organic accu-
mulation rates against dispersal rates at Lost City analogue systems would test this
directly.

Prediction 2: Fatty acid vesicles at vent conditions satisfy Conditions I
and IT but not III.

Vesicle experiments at alkaline vent conditions should produce vesicles that grow,
maintain boundaries, and concentrate chemistry, but do not reliably reproduce their
internal chemistry on division. These systems sit at the Condition IT threshold below
the Condition TII crossing. This is already broadly consistent with the Szostak
group’s experimental results. Adding autocatalytic RNA under flow-driven division
conditions should produce the first systems satisfying all three conditions.

Prediction 3: The first free-living organisms had proton pumps.

Phylogenetic analysis should place chemiosmotic machinery at or near the deepest
nodes of the tree of life, prior to the divergence of bacteria and archaea. The RGC
framework makes this a predicted consequence of the internalisation of Condition
IT rather than an independently evolved feature. This is consistent with existing
phylogenetic evidence and the arguments of Lane and Martin.

Prediction 4: The sequence of condition satisfaction is fixed.

No viable pathway to biogenesis should produce a system that sustainably satisfies
Condition III before Condition II, or Condition II before Condition I. A system
may momentarily close a loop without homeostasis, as a hurricane does, but it
cannot sustain loop closure without it. Experimental systems that achieve transient
loop closure without active homeostasis should be unstable and fail to accumulate
structural depth across generations. The order is thermodynamically constrained,
not contingent.
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Mathematical Framework

Framework reference: formal conditions (Mathematics Part II, equations 2.1-
2.5). Omega ODE (Extension 3, equations G.1-G.6). Three Derived Conse-
quences (Part Five, RGC core).

E5.1 The Bootstrap Resolution: Formal Statement

Condition II (equation 2.2) requires:

Eh>07 EhSUPm

At genesis, define the proto-system as the set of chemical processes within the min-
eral pore network at the vent interface. The system boundary is the mineral matrix.
The gradient is the proton differential across that matrix. The energy flux is:

Py =Appg - Jg

where Appy is the electrochemical potential difference and .Jy is the proton flux.
The fraction of this energy directed toward maintaining the pH differential and
redox conditions inside the pore is Ej(geo). This fraction is positive and nonzero as
long as the vent is active. Condition IT is satisfied by the geology.

The biological transition occurs when dedicated homeostatic machinery becomes
more efficient than geological provision:

Ep(bio) = h-n(S) - Py > Ei(geo)

where h is the homeostatic energy fraction sourced biologically. Natural selection
drives h upward once the three conditions are simultaneously satisfied, because
systems with higher h are less dependent on vent geometry and therefore more
robust to fluctuation. This is the internalisation event.

FE5.2 Condition I at Genesis

The structural stock of the proto-system S evolves as:

s
= _a-F- Q-
o= n(S) 7S

Condition I is crossed when the cycle-averaged net production is positive (equation

2.1 of the main document):
1 [T /dS
= — +75)dt >0
T /0 (dt I )

Below this threshold, organic chemistry runs but accumulated stock disperses faster
than it accumulates. Above it, structural stock grows.
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E5.3 Loop Closure: Minimal Criterion

At genesis the loop closure probability is not deterministically one. Define:

ploop = f(pcopy> pencapa pdivide)

where peopy is the probability the autocatalytic strand produces at least one copy be-
fore the next division event, pencap 1S the probability at least one copy is encapsulated
in each daughter vesicle, and pqiviqe 1 the probability the vesicle divides before the
strand degrades. These terms are not independent: faster replication raises pencap-
The product form is a structural approximation.

Condition III is sustainably satisfied when:

Ploop >1—c¢

for a threshold ¢ that is an empirical parameter depending on the specific chemistry.
Below it, loop closure occurs but fails more often than it succeeds. Above it, struc-
tural stock compounds across generations. Natural selection drives pip, upward
once the threshold is crossed.

Eb.4 Selection from First Principles

At the moment of first division in a system satisfying all three conditions, define a
population of N proto-systems, each characterised by a tuple (.S;, €2, Pioop,i) repre-
senting structural stock, homeostatic integrity, and loop closure probability.

The fitness of system ¢ is defined by the three conditions directly:

W; = f(Su Qz’? ploop,z’)

Systems with higher S; grow faster (Condition I). Systems with higher €2; persist
longer (Condition II). Systems with higher piyop ; reproduce more reliably (Condition
IIT). Variation across these parameters is guaranteed by the second law: every repli-
cation process operating in an entropic environment produces imperfect copies. The
variance in (.S;, €, Pioop,i) across the population is nonzero from the first generation.

Selection therefore begins at the first division. The mean fitness of the population
increases over time because higher-fitness systems compound structural stock faster
and leave more descendants. This is not an assumption. It is the population-level
consequence of imperfect replication under the selection pressure imposed by the
three conditions.

E5.5 The Internalisation Threshold

The system crosses from geological to biological satisfaction of Condition II when
the biological homeostatic energy investment per unit time, sourced from gradient
coupling, first exceeds the geological provision rate.

Physical setup. The geological vent provides homeostatic support at a fixed rate
Ehgeo- This rate is equivalent to what a fully committed biological system could
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supply at minimum coupling efficiency: the geological gradient maintains exactly
the boundary conditions that biology operating at 7,,;, with full energy commitment
(h = 1) could maintain. Accordingly:

Eh,geo = Thmin * Pz
The biological homeostatic investment at structural depth S is:
Eppio(S) = h-n(5) - F

where h is the homeostatic energy fraction from the Omega ODE (equation 6.2) and
n(S) is the coupling efficiency function from equation (4.5).

Crossing condition. The system achieves biological self-sufficiency of Condition II
when:

h - U(S) : Pm > Eh,geo = Tmin * Pm

h-n(S) > Nin
At the threshold, equality holds:

h - U(Sinternalise> = Tmin

Solving for Siyternalise- Substituting equation (4.5):

S
h - T)min + (nmax - 77rnin) : KS T g = Tmin
S
h (nmax - nmin) ' m = nmin(l — h)
S nmin(l — h)

KS + S B h(nmax - 77min)
Solving for S:

KS' nmin(l - h)
h Tlmax — "Jmin

(E5.5)

Sinternalise =
This solution exists and is positive when h > 7Muin/Mmax, Which is the minimum
homeostatic energy fraction for biological self-sufficiency to be achievable at any

structural depth. When h < 7min/Mmax, the system cannot internalise Condition IT
regardless of structural depth; it remains vent-dependent indefinitely.

Properties. Siternalise increases as h decreases toward 7pmin/Mmax (less homeostatic
investment requires more structural depth to compensate), and decreases as h ap-
proaches 1 (full homeostatic commitment means the threshold is met at near-zero
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structural depth). As npax increases (deeper gradient access available), the thresh-
old falls. The formula connects directly to the coupling efficiency function derived
in Part IV, using only parameters already defined in the core framework. The first
membrane ion pumps are the physical realisation of this threshold: they are the
machinery by which the proto-biological system first supplies Ej pio > El, geo from
its own coupling rather than from the geological gradient.

What RGC Contributes

The origin of life field has excellent mechanisms. Russell and Hall identified the
right environment. Lane and Martin traced the biochemical inheritance from vent
chemistry to universal metabolism. Szostak demonstrated the vesicle chemistry ex-
perimentally. The RNA world provides the autocatalytic strand. Taken together,
these constitute the best current account of how life’s components could have as-
sembled.

What the field has not had is a framework for the threshold itself. Without a precise
definition of what separates a process that runs down from one that compounds, it
is not possible to say when chemistry became life, why the steps happen in the order
they do, or when evolution began. These are not questions the existing chemistry
answers. They require a different kind of analysis.

The three conditions provide that analysis. Condition I defines when structural
surplus begins to accumulate. Condition II defines when boundary maintenance
becomes active rather than passive. Condition III defines when the loop closes. The
sequence is thermodynamically fixed. The bootstrap problem only arises once the
conditions are in place as a formal framework. The resolution of that problem, that
the proton gradient satisfies Condition II before any biology exists to do so, follows
directly from what the condition actually requires.

The insight that selection begins at the first division rather than after some period
of pre-Darwinian chemistry is a direct consequence of the same framework. The con-
ditions define the fitness landscape. The second law guarantees variation. Evolution
is not a separate event that follows life. It begins the moment life does.

A process that runs down versus a process that accumulates. The threshold between
them is the origin of life. The three conditions define that threshold precisely.
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Intellectual Debts

This framework did not emerge from nothing. Several bodies of prior work are load-
bearing, either as foundations the framework builds on or as positions it explicitly
departs from. Credit is due where it is due.

Erwin Schrédinger. What Is Life? (1944) proposed that living organisms main-
tain order by feeding on negative entropy from their environment. That framing
anticipates the gradient-coupling view and remains one of the clearest statements of
the thermodynamic nature of biology. The three conditions in this framework are
a formalisation and extension of that intuition. Schrédinger identified the question.
This framework attempts to answer it from first principles.

Ludwig Boltzmann. The statistical mechanical foundations of entropy, and the
identification of the second law with the tendency of physical systems toward equi-
librium, are the bedrock on which everything here rests. Boltzmann’s framing of
life as feeding on free energy differentials in a universe tending toward heat death is
the correct physical picture. The tier hierarchy describes what accumulates on the
way to that attractor.

Ilya Prigogine. His work on dissipative structures showed that far-from-equilibrium
open systems can self-organise into structured states that persist precisely because
they are processing energy flows. The framework is consistent with this through-
out. Where it extends Prigogine: dissipative structure theory explains why order
emerges under gradient drive. This framework asks where that order goes over cos-
mic timescales, and derives the conditions under which it accumulates rather than
merely persists.

Jeremy England. His dissipative adaptation framework (2013, 2015) established
that matter under driven conditions reorganises to dissipate energy more efficiently,
and that self-replication can emerge from the statistical mechanics of driven sys-
tems. RGC builds directly on this. Dissipative adaptation provides the physical
mechanism by which Condition I is approached from below the threshold. Where
RGC departs: dissipative adaptation describes systems that dissipate efficiently; it
does not formally distinguish systems that accumulate structural depth direction-
ally across time from those that merely dissipate. The three conditions provide
that distinction. The Michaelis-Menten unification result also extends England’s
programme: the saturation form that appears in driven biological systems is de-
rived here from the Condition II maintenance constraint, grounding it in the same
physical mechanism.

Humberto Maturana and Francisco Varela. Their development of autopoiesis
(1972) established that living systems are defined by their organisation rather than
their composition: a system that continuously produces and maintains the compo-
nents that produce it. The three conditions in this framework are in direct conversa-
tion with that claim. Condition II (active homeostasis) formalises the maintenance
requirement. Condition III (loop closure) formalises the self-production require-
ment. Where this framework departs from autopoiesis: it grounds the definition
thermodynamically, adds the gradient coupling and surplus production requirement
of Condition I, and derives the tier hierarchy and detectability consequences that
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autopoiesis does not address. Autopoiesis is a description. The three conditions are
a formal criterion with derivable consequences.

Stuart Kauffman. His work on autocatalytic closure established that self-sustaining
chemical reaction networks can emerge spontaneously from sufficient molecular di-
versity, and that this emergence is a combinatorial threshold phenomenon rather
than an improbable accident. Condition III in this framework is a restatement of
catalytic closure in thermodynamic terms. Where this framework extends Kauff-
man: it adds the energy flux and homeostasis requirements, treats the emergence
of loop closure as the start of a tier hierarchy rather than the end of the story, and
derives cosmic-scale consequences from the same principle.

John Maynard Smith and E6rs Szathmary. Their 1995 work The Major Tran-
sitions in Fuvolution identified the same hierarchical structure that RGC formalises:
each major transition involves entities that were previously independent becoming
components of a higher-level entity, with new means of information transmission and
coordination emerging at each level. The tier hierarchy in this framework maps di-
rectly onto that observation. Where RGC departs: Maynard Smith and Szathmary
describe what happened in the biological record. This framework derives the con-
ditions under which it had to happen, formally establishes the transition threshold
as a necessary and sufficient condition, and grounds the hierarchy in the thermody-
namics of gradient class accessibility rather than in phylogenetic analysis. The n-1
rule for coordination mechanisms is consistent with their account but derived here
from the ODE structure. They described the pattern. This framework derives the
mechanism.

Alfred Lotka. His 1922 work on the energetics of evolution, and the principle that
natural selection favours organisms that maximise the throughput of energy through
the system, anticipates the coupling efficiency framework. Lotka identified energy
flow as the substrate of evolutionary dynamics. RGC formalises the distinction
between throughput and structural work, which Lotka’s framework does not make.

Howard Odum. His systems ecology work, particularly the maximum power prin-
ciple and the treatment of ecosystems as energy-processing hierarchies, is in direct
dialogue with the tier architecture. Odum’s food web energetics and the concept
of embodied energy are structural predecessors of the stock taxonomy in Part III.
Where RGC departs: maximum power is not the criterion. Maximum coupling ef-
ficiency under the constraint of active homeostasis is. The two produce different
predictions about which systems persist.
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