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Section 7. Entanglement and the Non-Violation of the Light-Speed Limit

7.1 The Common Misreading of Instantaneity

At this stage of the argument, one apparent exception immediately returns. If ¢ is the maximum
coherence-preserving propagation limit, and if no spacetime-bound entity can be driven across that
boundary, why do entangled systems seem to correlate instantaneously? This question has often been
taken to imply that quantum theory somehow contains a hidden superluminal mechanism, or that the
light-speed limit is less fundamental than relativity suggests. Within CUWF Light Theory, however, this
appearance arises from a conceptual misreading: the instantaneous character associated with
entanglement is often mistaken for propagation, when in fact it belongs to a different ontological

category.

The essential mistake lies in assuming that any rapid or seemingly simultaneous relational update
between two systems must involve a signal traveling from one site to another. But this assumption is
precisely what CUWF challenges. Not every nonlocal-looking relation is a case of transport. Not every
correlation implies a propagating carrier. And not every change in the descriptive state of a joint
system should be read as a local causal transmission across emergent spacetime. Entanglement
therefore appears paradoxical only so long as one insists on forcing it into the ontology of ordinary

propagation.

The CUWF position is that entanglement belongs to the domain of shared wave-structural relation
rather than to the domain of light-like or matter-like transmission. Once that distinction is made, the
apparent conflict with the light-speed limit begins to dissolve. The issue is not whether entanglement is
real, but what kind of physical reality it expresses. CUWF argues that it expresses a jointly organized
wave relation that need not be reconstructed as superluminal motion through the emergent spacetime

layer.

© 2025 CHAYUT TECHASAMRAN 31



v

% Paper A-11: The Nature of Light in the CUWF Framework www.cuwfcosmos.com

7.2 Propagation vs. Global Wave Correlation

The distinction between propagation and correlation is therefore decisive. Propagation refers to the
ordered transmission of a disturbance across the emergent spacetime layer, subject to coherence
constraints, metric legibility, and causal admissibility. This is the regime in which c plays its role as the
invariant and maximal propagation constant. Correlation, by contrast, refers to a relational dependency
already present within a shared wave configuration. It does not require that a disturbance be launched

from one subsystem and then physically transported to the other in the ordinary spacetime sense.

This distinction may be represented by the familiar non-factorizability condition of an entangled state:
YW AW B

That is, the joint state of the system cannot be reduced to two independently specifiable local states. In
CUWEF language, the two subsystems are not merely linked after the fact; they belong to a deeper
shared wave organization whose relational structure cannot be fully decomposed into separable local
pieces. The significance of this for the present paper is direct: if the joint configuration is not separable,
then some forms of apparent "instantaneous relation" do not arise because something has propagated
faster than light, but because the two local appearances are manifestations of a deeper non-separable

wave structure.

To express this idea more explicitly within the CUWF framework, one may introduce an effective

connectivity term:
Z_eff(AB) > 0

Here =_eff(A,B) denotes the effective non-separable structural connectivity between subsystems A
and B within the underlying wave-entropic organization. The statement does not imply that a signal is
traveling continuously from A to B faster than c. Rather, it indicates that the two subsystems remain
jointly embedded in a shared relational structure whose correlations cannot be fully re-described as

independent local propagations.
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This is why correlation must not be confused with transport. Correlation belongs to the architecture of a
distributed relational whole. Propagation belongs to the admissible transmission of disturbances within
emergent spacetime. The two are not identical processes, and their confusion is one of the main

sources of the apparent paradox.

7.3 Why Entanglement Does Not Enable Superluminal Signaling

Once propagation and global wave correlation are distinguished, the next issue becomes more
precise: even if entanglement involves non-separable relation, why does it not enable faster-than-light
communication? Within the CUWF framework, the answer is that entanglement does not provide
controlled superluminal signaling because the correlation is not an independently steerable transport
channel within emergent spacetime. What is present is relational linkage, not controllable causal

dispatch.
This can be stated schematically as
I_controlled(A—>B) = 0 for superluminal signaling attempts

where |_controlled(A—>B) denotes the controllable information transmissible from A to B under an
attempted superluminal signaling protocol. The meaning of this relation is clear: although the joint state
of an entangled system exhibits nonlocal correlation, that correlation cannot be turned into an ordinary
signal that one observer at A can encode, send, and have another observer at B decode as a

superluminal message in violation of the causal structure associated with c.

The reason is ontological as much as operational. The correlation is not built from the propagation of a
message-bearing disturbance through the emergent spacetime layer. It is instead rooted in the non-
separable organization of the total wave configuration. Since the relation is already global at the
structural level, one cannot treat it as though it were a hidden signal pipeline waiting to be used. The
absence of superluminal signaling is therefore not an accidental limitation of quantum experiments; it
reflects the fact that the entangled relation is of the wrong ontological type to function as ordinary

causal transport.
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For the same reason, the following conceptual statement becomes essential:
Correlation ¥ superluminal transport

This simple inequality captures the core of the CUWF interpretation. Entanglement does not violate the
light-speed limit because it does not instantiate the kind of process to which that limit directly applies.
The constant ¢ governs coherent propagation and causal transmission in emergent spacetime.
Entanglement, by contrast, concerns non-separable global structure within the deeper wave-entropic

organization underlying that spacetime.

7.4 Rebalancing Within a Shared Wave Configuration

The preceding points allow entanglement to be reinterpreted more constructively. Instead of picturing
two particles sending influences back and forth faster than light, CUWF treats the entangled pair as a
partially distributed expression of a shared wave configuration. What changes upon measurement is
not that one subsystem emits a hidden messenger that outruns c, but that the descriptive balance of
the already connected system is updated through interaction with one of its local manifestations. The
observable result is a rebalancing within a shared wave configuration, not a superluminal transport

event.

This interpretation is consistent with the broader CUWF ontology. The Fundamental Wave Basin (FWB)
sustains not only propagating modes but also distributed relational structures whose local
appearances may remain mutually constrained even when separated within the emergent spacetime
layer. Entanglement is one such case. It reveals that the apparent separateness of local systems within
spacetime does not always exhaust the deeper organization of the wave-entropic whole. Yet this does
not overthrow c, because ¢ was never meant to govern all possible forms of structural relation. It

governs the admissible propagation of coherent disturbances within the emergent spacetime regime.

Accordingly, entanglement does not represent a failure of relativity, nor an exception to the light-speed
limit. It reveals that the ontology of relation is broader than the ontology of local transmission. Once this

is understood, the apparent contradiction weakens considerably. The light-speed limit remains intact
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within its proper domain, while entanglement is reassigned to a deeper level of shared wave structure

where correlation need not be reconstructed as propagation at all.

Once the distinction between propagation and correlation is made precise, the role of ¢ can be
reconsidered in a broader framework—not merely as a speed of light, but as a structural constant

underlying relativistic geometry itself.
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