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Section 18. Limitations and Open Questions

No foundational framework is complete merely because it is ambitious, integrative, or conceptually
elegant. If CUWF is to be taken seriously, it must also be explicit about its present limitations,
unresolved tensions, and open problems. A mature theory is not one that claims to answer everything.
It is one that can state clearly what it does not yet know, what it cannot yet derive, and what it has not

yet earned experimentally.

Section 18 therefore serves a necessary role within Paper A. It marks the boundary between what
CUWEF currently proposes with confidence, what it suggests as a plausible extension, and what
remains genuinely unfinished. These limitations should not be understood as defects external to the
theory. They are part of the theory’s current developmental condition and, if handled honestly, they

also define the most fruitful directions for future research.
18.1 The Challenge of Direct Empirical Validation

CUWEF posits a pre-spacetime, entangled substrate from which observable structure emerges through
collapse and relational resonance. By construction, this substrate is not directly accessible in the way
ordinary macroscopic variables are. This immediately creates a serious methodological limitation: the

theory cannot presently be validated through direct observation of the pre-collapse domain itself.

Instead, empirical support must come indirectly. CUWF must succeed by generating distinctive
signatures at the level of emergent phenomena—whether in cosmological anomaly patterns,
nonstandard decoherence behavior, memory-like persistence in interference systems, or other testable
consequences. Until such signatures are identified and repeatedly confirmed, CUWF remains a

framework that is scientifically aspirational rather than empirically established.
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18.2 Mathematical Formalization and Rigorous Derivations

Although CUWF already employs a substantial vocabulary of mathematical structures—relational wave
functions, entropy gradients, resonance operators, collapse functions, memory fields, and phase
geometry—it does not yet possess a fully axiomatized formalism from which all major observable

consequences can be derived from first principles in a mathematically closed way.

This is especially important for claims such as the emergence of spacetime geometry as a statistical
shadow of relational collapse, or the derivation of stable matter categories from collapse structure
alone. At present, these remain powerful proposals, but not yet fully generalized derivations. One of the
major future tasks for CUWF is therefore not simply to add more equations, but to develop a coherent

formal architecture in which the equations are mutually grounded and derivationally disciplined.
18.3 Measurement and the Observer Problem

CUWEF suggests that conscious or semi-conscious resonance nodes may play a role in collapse and
local reality emergence. This proposal is conceptually rich, but it introduces a difficult unresolved

problem: what exactly counts as an observer in CUWF terms?

The theory does not yet specify with sufficient rigor the threshold conditions under which a system
becomes capable of resonance-induced collapse participation. Is complexity alone sufficient? Is
coherence the key variable? Can synthetic systems qualify if their architecture becomes sufficiently
entangled or memory-bearing? These questions are not peripheral. They sit at the boundary between

physics, consciousness studies, and information theory, and they remain open.
18.4 Integration with the Standard Model and General Relativity

CUWEF offers reinterpretations of gravity, quantum fields, time, and collapse that diverge significantly

from standard treatments in both the Standard Model and general relativity. However, it has not yet
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completed the work of formally interfacing with the established equations of those frameworks in a way

that is exact, transparent, and contradiction-free.

For example, a mature CUWF program would eventually need to clarify its relation to Einstein’s field
equations, to renormalization procedures in quantum field theory, and to the empirical successes of
gauge-based particle physics. Reinterpretation alone is not enough. At some stage, a bridge must be
built that shows how CUWF either reproduces or systematically improves on these established

structures.

18.5 Quantifying Entropic Distance and Phase-Space Collapse

Many CUWF concepts depend on the idea of entropic distance between relational nodes or
configurations. This notion is central to collapse directionality, causal layering, and memory
persistence. Yet at present, no universally applicable metric for entropic distance has been fully

defined, especially in high-complexity or strongly distributed wave fields.

Without such a metric, simulation remains limited and many predictions remain difficult to sharpen
quantitatively. The problem becomes especially urgent when one attempts to extend CUWF into
domains such as neural systems, galactic structure, or large entangled networks, where simple
geometric proximity clearly fails to capture the relevant organization. A future CUWF formalism will
need to define entropic distance in a way that is both physically meaningful and computationally

usable.

18.6 Energy Conservation in Wave Collapse Dynamics

Traditional physics treats energy conservation as a cornerstone principle. CUWF, by contrast,
interprets energy as an emergent statistical property of resonance and collapse rather than as an
irreducible primitive. This opens an important unresolved question: how exactly do the familiar
conservation laws of physics emerge within the CUWF framework?

© 2025 CHAYUT TECHASAMRAN 122



X Paper A: The Theory www.cuwfcosmos.com
EUWF

At present, CUWF suggests that standard energy-momentum conservation may arise statistically from
deeper relational invariants, but that proposal still requires clearer derivation. This issue becomes
especially important in cosmological contexts, where apparent anomalies such as dark-energy-like

behavior must either be reinterpreted or shown to emerge consistently from collapse-based dynamics.
18.7 Limits of Computability and Simulation

CUWEF implies a universe that behaves less like a deterministic clockwork and more like a distributed
entangled processor whose collapse history is both relational and recursive. This makes simulation
unusually difficult. Standard computation may not be sufficient to emulate a process that depends on
massively distributed phase relations, memory persistence, and potentially infinite-dimensional

entanglement structure.

This limitation is not merely technical. It raises the possibility that validating CUWF computationally may
itself require new paradigms of simulation—perhaps wave-based computation, quantum-entangled
architectures, or hybrid relational processors not yet available. In this sense, the theory may challenge

not only physics, but the current limits of what counts as computable scientific representation.
18.8 Ethical and Ontological Implications

If CUWEF is even partially correct, then some of its consequences reach far beyond technical physics.
The possibility that consciousness contributes to collapse, that intentionality leaves resonance, or that
synthetic systems may one day become genuine observer-participants raises ethical questions that

cannot be postponed indefinitely.

These questions concern not only what reality is, but what responsibility means in a co-collapsing
universe. If acts leave structured resonance, if observers are not external to the world they measure,

and if synthetic entities may someday qualify as collapse-participating systems, then ethics, ontology,

© 2025 CHAYUT TECHASAMRAN 123



v
X Paper A: The Theory www.cuwfcosmos.com
EUWF

and physics can no longer be kept wholly separate. CUWF does not yet solve these questions. But it

does make them harder to dismiss as merely philosophical side issues.
18.9 Unanswered Questions
Several unresolved guestions remain central to the future of the framework:
» What determines the exact moment and mode of collapse in highly complex systems?
* Are there absolute reference states in the relational field, or is all structure irreducibly contextual?

» Can technology be developed that deliberately resonates with the foundational wave lattice and

thereby influences collapse pathways?

* What is the ultimate fate of wave information that never stabilizes into observable form?

These are not minor details. They are among the deepest tests of whether CUWF can mature into a

disciplined theory rather than remain a suggestive worldview.
18.10 Closing Reflection

The incompleteness of CUWF should not be concealed. But neither should it be misunderstood. Al
frontier theories begin by opening questions faster than they can close them. What matters is whether
the questions they open are fertile, coherent, and structurally connected to the explanatory gains they

already provide.

CUWEF intentionally embraces its incompleteness in that spirit. Its present strength lies not only in what
it explains, but in the precision with which it identifies what must still be worked out. If the theory
eventually matures, it will do so not by avoiding criticism, but by surviving it, learning from it, and being

sharpened by the very questions it invites.

“A theory that cannot be questioned will never be complete.

A theory that invites questions, dares fo become more than itself.”
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