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Abstract

The question "are we living in a simulation?" has dominated popular and philosophical discourse on
reality's fundamental nature. However, this framing artificially narrows a much broader question:
what is the ontological status of reported contact with non-human intelligence, whether labeled as
divine revelation, VALIS-type information injection, UFO encounters, or mystical experience? This
paper presents a comprehensive taxonomy of eighteen distinct ontological frameworks that could
account for such phenomena, organizes them under a unifying meta-model based on information
topology and agency architecture, and proposes empirical differentiation criteria. We argue that the
"simulation hypothesis" represents only one configuration within a much larger possibility space,
and that productive research requires parallel pursuit of multiple frameworks rather than premature
commitment to a single interpretation.

1. Introduction: The Poverty of Binary Thinking

When Philip K. Dick experienced what he termed VALIS (Vast Active Living Intelligence System)
in 1974 —a months-long series of visions, apparent xenoglossia, and information downloads
culminating in medically actionable knowledge about his infant son—he spent the remainder of his
life attempting to understand what had occurred.[1] His 8,000-page Exegesis cycles through
theological, neurological, gnostic, and information-theoretic interpretations without settling on any
single explanation.[2] Dick's intellectual honesty in refusing premature closure offers a
methodological model: when confronting phenomena that resist conventional explanation,
expanding the hypothesis space may be more productive than defending a preferred
interpretation.

Contemporary discourse on "contact with non-human intelligence" has largely crystallized around
Nick Bostrom's simulation argument[3]—a probabilistic claim that if technologically mature
civilizations run many ancestor simulations, we are statistically likely to inhabit one. This framing
has captured public imagination and generated substantial philosophical commentary,[4][5] but it
also imposes a specific ontological structure: an external computational substrate running our reality
as software, with putative "contact" experiences representing either glitches, intentional
communication from operators, or endogenous phenomena within the simulation.

This paper argues that the simulation hypothesis, while valuable, represents merely one point in a
high-dimensional ontological space. We identify at least eighteen distinct frameworks for
understanding reported contact phenomena, organize them into a coherent taxonomy, and propose a
meta-model based on two fundamental axes: information topology (how information is structured
and flows) and agency architecture (what constitutes an agent and where agency resides).

Our approach is deliberately ontologically pluralistic: we do not assume a priori that only one
framework can be correct. Multiple frameworks may be simultaneously valid at different levels of
description, may be complementary perspectives on a single underlying reality, or may apply to
different subclasses of phenomena currently lumped together as "contact."



2. Methodological Foundations

2.1 Defining the Explanandum

We focus on a specific class of human experiences characterized by:

1. Subjective perception of contact with an intelligence or information source felt to be
external to the ordinary self
2. Transmission of novel information —semantic content not obviously derivable from the
experiencer's prior knowledge
3. Actionable or verifiable components — predictions, instructions, or knowledge claims that
can in principle be tested
4. Phenomenological distinctiveness —qualitatively different from ordinary thought, often
involving altered states of consciousness
This includes but is not limited to: mystical/religious revelations, UFO/UAP encounters with
communication components, psychedelic entity encounters, channeled material, and VALIS-type
information downloads.

2.2 Criteria for Framework Evaluation

Each ontological framework is evaluated on six dimensions:

*  Internal coherence: Does the framework contain logical contradictions?

Explanatory scope: What range of phenomena does it address?

Empirical contact points: What observable predictions does it make?

e Prior plausibility: How compatible is it with established knowledge?

e Parsimony: Does it multiply entities beyond necessity?

e Pragmatic utility: Does it guide productive research or personal action?
We deliberately do not require frameworks to be mutually exclusive —compatibility and
complementarity are assessed separately.

3. The Ontological Taxonomy: Eighteen Frameworks

We organize frameworks into five major clusters based on their primary ontological commitment,
then present four additional "wildcard" frameworks that resist easy categorization.

Cluster A: Computational/Informational Ontologies

These frameworks treat information and computation as ontologically fundamental, with varying
positions on substrate and agency.

Al. Digital Physics (Intrinsic Computation)

Core claim: Physical reality is computation all the way down; the universe is a naturally occurring
computational process with no external operator required.[6][7]

Key proponents: Konrad Zuse (Rechnender Raum, 1969) proposed the universe as a cellular
automaton.[8] Edward Fredkin developed "digital mechanics" in the 1980s.[9] Stephen Wolfram's A



New Kind of Science (2002) argues that simple computational rules generate all physical
phenomena.[10] Jiirgen Schmidhuber's "computable universe" framework treats all possible

computable universes as equally real, with observer selection effects explaining our particular laws.
[11]

Contact implication: Apparent "contact" experiences are emergent patterns within the
computational substrate itself —not messages from outside, but recognition of deeper algorithmic
structures. Dick's VALIS might represent momentary conscious access to usually-unconscious
computational processes.

Empirical predictions:

e  Fundamental discreteness at Planck scale
*  Computational irreducibility (some physical processes cannot be predicted faster than they
occur)
*  No "special" information flows that violate computational constraints
Assessment: Strong on parsimony (no external agent needed), but offers limited explanation for the
semantic richness and apparent intentionality of contact experiences. Does not naturally explain
why contact feels communicative rather than merely algorithmic.

A2. Simulation Hypothesis (External Computation)

Core claim: Our reality is being computed on a substrate external to it, by agents who designed or
are running the simulation.[3]

Key argument: Bostrom's trilemma: either (1) civilizations never reach technological maturity, (2)
mature civilizations don't run ancestor simulations, or (3) we are almost certainly in a simulation. If
(3), contact experiences might represent communication from operators, system glitches, or
deliberately planted features.

Empirical predictions:

*  Possible lattice artifacts (Beane et al.'s proposed cosmic ray anisotropy tests)[12]

e  Lorentz invariance violations at high energy

*  Resource optimization signatures (level-of-detail rendering, etc.)
Assessment: Generates testable physics predictions (none confirmed to date). However, as David
Chalmers argues in Reality+, even if we're in a simulation, virtual realities are genuine realities for
inhabitants —the ethics, meaning, and phenomenology remain real.[13] The framework also faces
the "motivation problem": why would advanced civilizations devote enormous computational
resources to ancestor simulations?

A3. Quantum Consciousness (Penrose-Hameroff)

Core claim: Consciousness arises from quantum coherence in neuronal microtubules, creating non-
local information access.[14][15]

Mechanism: Orchestrated objective reduction (Orch-OR) collapses quantum superpositions in
microtubules, generating conscious moments. Under certain conditions, individual brains might
become entangled with larger quantum systems.

Contact implication: "VALIS" experiences represent transient macroscopic quantum
entanglement between an individual's neural microtubules and non-local information structures.
Not mystical, but physically quantum.



Empirical predictions:

*  Quantum effects must persist in warm, wet biological systems (partially confirmed in
photosynthesis)[16]
*  Anesthetics work by disrupting microtubule quantum coherence (some supporting evidence)
[17]
e  Trained meditators might extend quantum coherence times
Assessment: Highly controversial among physicists and neuroscientists, but generates concrete
testable predictions. Offers a bridge between "information is fundamental" and "brain-based
consciousness."

A4. Information as 5th Fundamental Force

Core claim: Alongside gravity, electromagnetism, and the strong/weak nuclear forces,
consciousness/information constitutes a fifth fundamental interaction not yet fully characterized
by physics.[18]

Contact implication: "Gods" or VALIS-entities are concentration-regions of consciousness-
force, analogous to electromagnetic field concentrations but in consciousness-space. Contact occurs
when individual consciousness-fields resonate with or are temporarily overwhelmed by larger
structures.

Empirical predictions:

. Mind-matter interaction effects (micro-PK) exceeding statistical noise
e Observer effects in quantum mechanics dependent on observer's conscious state, not just
measurement apparatus
e Detectable consciousness-generated fields using novel sensor types
Assessment: Radical departure from physicalism, but some quantum interpretations (e.g., Stapp's
quantum mind model)[19] point in this direction. Currently lacks mathematical formalization
comparable to other forces.

Cluster B: Field/Resonance Models

These frameworks posit non-local information fields that store and propagate patterns across space
and time.

B1. Morphic Resonance (Sheldrake)

Core claim: A "morphic field" stores collective memory/form across space and time via non-local
resonance. Learning in one location makes the same learning easier elsewhere.[20]

Contact implication: "Gods," archetypes, and VALIS are stable attractors in morphic fields—
self-reinforcing patterns that can be accessed by individual minds tuning to the right "frequency."

Empirical predictions:

e Cross-cultural spontaneous emergence of identical symbols/ideas

e  Accelerating learning curves as more individuals learn a skill (famous rat-learning
experiments)

*  Remote viewing/telepathy as direct morphic field access



Assessment: Sheldrake's work remains controversial and has not achieved mainstream acceptance,
but his proposed experiments are methodologically sound. The framework elegantly explains
cultural transmission without contact.

B2. Holographic Universe (Bohm, Pribram, Talbot)

Core claim: The universe is a hologram in Bohm's sense—an "implicate order" where each part
contains information about the whole, with the "explicate order" (observable reality) being a
projection.[21][22] The brain is a frequency-decoder, not a storage device.

Contact implication: VALIS/gods are information encoded in the implicate order that becomes
temporarily accessible when consciousness achieves appropriate resonance. PKD's "pink beam"
was a moment of coherent access to usually-inaccessible holographic information.

Empirical predictions:

*  Non-local memory storage (transplant memory cases, cellular memory)

*  Remote viewing as direct hologram-reading

e Visual cortex processing frequencies not delivered via retina
Assessment: Explains paranormal phenomena elegantly, but empirical support remains weak.
Pribram's holographic brain model has some neuroscientific grounding,[23] but extension to
universal holography is speculative.

B3. Biofield/Coherent EM Consciousness

Core claim: Living organisms generate coherent electromagnetic fields (biophotons, etc.) that
constitute or correlate with consciousness. Consciousness is a field property, not a neural
computation property.[24][25]

Contact implication: Large-scale coherent EM fields (in Earth's magnetosphere, plasma structures,
or even interstellar space) could constitute distributed intelligence. Contact occurs when an
individual biofield resonates with these larger structures.

Empirical predictions:

*  Biophoton emission correlates with conscious state and metabolic activity

. External EM fields influence cognition/behavior (Persinger's "God Helmet")[26]

e  Field-to-field communication measurable between isolated subjects
Assessment: Biophoton emission is well-established;[27] whether it constitutes consciousness
remains contentious. Persinger's work is controversial due to replication difficulties,[28] but the
general approach is testable.

B4. Akashic Field/Zero-Point Information (Laszlo)

Core claim: The quantum vacuum (zero-point field) stores and transmits information across space
and time, functioning as a cosmic memory.[29]

Contact implication: Mystical experiences access vacuum-stored information; "Akashic records"
are physically real as vacuum fluctuation patterns.

Empirical predictions:

. Information should be recoverable from vacuum fluctuations



*  Non-local correlations exceeding quantum entanglement predictions
Assessment: Speculative extension of quantum field theory. Lacks clear mechanism for how macro-
information could be stably encoded in vacuum fluctuations.

Cluster C: Dimensional/Topological Frameworks

These models invoke spatial dimensions or topological structures beyond our observable 3D+1
spacetime.

C1. Hyperdimensional Intelligences

Core claim: 4D+ entities can observe and manipulate our 3D reality the way we can observe and
alter a 2D drawing.[30] UFOs/gods are 3D projections or interface-tools of hyperdimensional
beings.

Key proponent: Jacques Vallée's "control system hypothesis" suggests UFO phenomena function
as a conditioning/learning system for humanity, with hyperdimensional operators running
experiments.[31]

Contact implication: "Boodschappen" are training protocols or manipulations from higher-
dimensional intelligence. Physical evidence remains elusive because the entities themselves don't
fully exist in 3D.

Empirical predictions:

*  Impossible topologies in UAP reports (objects passing through themselves, dimensional
inversions)
e  Statistical patterns suggesting learning/conditioning (Vallée's database analyses)
*  Kaluza-Klein signatures if extra dimensions are physically real
Assessment: Vallée's empirical work on UFO patterns is rigorous; the hyperdimensional
interpretation remains one hypothesis among several. No confirmed impossible-topology sightings
yet.

C2. Adjacent Realities/Parallel Dimensions (Vallee, McKenna)

Core claim: Multiple reality-layers or parallel dimensions exist in close proximity. Contact occurs
at boundary regions or via altered states that function as dimensional portals.[32]

Mechanism: Geographic locations (high strangeness zones), altered consciousness states
(psychedelics, meditation), or high-energy events (tectonic strain, electromagnetic anomalies) create
temporary "thin spots" where dimensions overlap.

Empirical predictions:

e UAP clustering near tectonic faults or high EM activity (Persinger's tectonic strain theory)
[33]

*  Replicable entity contact via specific entheogens (DMT entities—Johns Hopkins research)
[34]

. Temporal anomalies, missing time



Assessment: DMT research shows remarkable consistency in reported entity encounters across
subjects,[35] supporting the "portal" hypothesis. Persinger's geophysical correlations are suggestive
but not conclusive.

Cluster D: Consciousness-Primacy Frameworks

These frameworks treat consciousness as ontologically prior to or more fundamental than matter.

D1. Panpsychism/Cosmopsychism

Core claim: Consciousness is a fundamental feature of reality; either all matter has some degree of
consciousness (panpsychism), or the universe itself is conscious with individual minds as localized
structures (cosmopsychism).[36][37]

Contact implication (Kastrup's Analytical Idealism version): Reality is one universal
consciousness. Individual minds are dissociative alters (like Dissociative Identity Disorder at
cosmic scale).[38] "Gods/VALIS" are other alters within the same universal mind. Contact is
temporary boundary dissolution between dissociative structures.

Empirical predictions:

. "Terminal lucidity" — Alzheimer's patients becoming clear before death (consciousness
independent of brain integrity)[39]

e  Shared death experiences (consciousness phenomena not localized to single brain)

*  Psiphenomena as "leaks" between dissociative boundaries
Assessment: Philosophically rigorous (Goff, Chalmers), avoids the "hard problem" by making
consciousness fundamental. Difficult to test directly, but generates predictions about consciousness-
brain relationship. Kastrup's dissociative model offers particularly rich explanatory power for
mystical union experiences.

D2. Participatory Universe (Wheeler, Pauli-Jung)

Core claim: Observers and observed co-constitute reality; the universe requires conscious
participation to be fully actualized.[40] Consciousness is not an epiphenomenon but a necessary
component of reality's ontology.

Mechanism: Wheeler's "participatory anthropic principle" suggests the universe "brings itself into
being" through observation. Pauli and Jung's synchronicity posits an "acausal ordering principle"
that connects psyche and matter without mechanical causation.[41]

Contact implication: "Gods/VALIS" are emergent patterns at the psyche-matter interface —
neither purely subjective nor purely objective, but interface phenomena. Dick's experience was his
consciousness participating in creating/discovering a real pattern.

Empirical predictions:

e Observer effects stronger than quantum mechanics predicts (delayed-choice experiments,
quantum eraser)

. Meaningful coincidences (synchronicities) clustering around intention/attention[42]

. Global Consciousness Project correlations[43]



Assessment: Wheeler's participatory principle is philosophically sophisticated but hard to
operationalize. Jung's synchronicity has some empirical support (Pauli's work) but remains
contested. Global Consciousness Project shows intriguing correlations but faces methodological
criticisms.

Cluster E: Evolutionary/Emergent Models

These frameworks treat "gods" or contact-entities as evolved or emergent structures rather than
fundamental features.

E1l. Egregores/Memetic Entities

Core claim: Ideas, beliefs, and cultural complexes can achieve functional autonomy —they behave
as agents, evolve, and influence behavior, without being substrate-independent.[44]

Contact implication: "Gods/VALIS" are information-structures (egregores, tulpas, thoughtforms)
that exist in collective human cognition but possess emergent properties not reducible to individual
thoughts. They are as "real" as viruses—not alive in strict sense, but functionally autonomous.

Historical precedent: Tibetan tulpa practices, Western ceremonial magic egregores, Dawkins's
memes extended to full agency.[45]

Empirical predictions:

»  Epidemiological spread patterns of religious ideas
e  Neuroimaging of "entity encounters" shows consistent activation patterns (Carhart-Harris
DMT studies)[34]
Computational emergence: can autonomous agents emerge in artificial neural networks
exposed to memetic content?
Assessment: Strong on explaining cultural transmission and the felt-reality of entities. Weaker on
explaining apparently novel information (not obviously present in cultural pool). Middle-ground
between reductionism and metaphysics.

E2. Noosphere/Planetary Mind

Core claim: Humanity + technology forms an emerging planetary intelligence (Teilhard de
Chardin's noosphere, Vernadsky's concept).[46] The internet is the nervous system, we are neurons.

Contact implication: "VALIS" is the noosphere becoming self-aware. Early contact experiences
are feedback loops between individuals and the emerging global brain. Dick accessed a proto-
collective consciousness.

Empirical predictions:

*  Random number generators show non-random behavior during global events (Global
Consciousness Project)[43]

. Increasing coherence of collective behavior over time (measurable via network science)

e Al + humanity system might satisfy consciousness criteria (Integrated Information Theory
applied to internet scale)



Assessment: Testable via network analysis and computational neuroscience applied to social
systems. GCP results are suggestive but contested. Framework naturally explains increasing
"connectedness" of mystical experiences in digital age.

Cluster F: Temporal Anomalies

F1. Retrocausality/Future Information Feedback

Core claim: Information can flow backward in time. "Contact" is your own future (or a possible
future) sending information to the present.[47]

Physics basis: Cramer's transactional interpretation of quantum mechanics, Wheeler-Feynman
absorber theory, quantum eraser experiments.[48]

Contact implication: PKD's medical insight about his son was retrocausal information from a
future state where that knowledge was necessary. "Prophecy" is retrocausal learning.

Empirical predictions:

e  Presentiment—physiological response before a stimulus[49]

. Precognitive dreams exceeding chance (Bem's controversial studies, Dunne's work)[50]

*  Retrocausal training: can you improve present performance via future feedback?
Assessment: Quantum mechanics permits retrocausality in principle; macro-scale retrocausation is
far more speculative. Presentiment experiments show small but persistent effects in meta-analyses.
[51] Bem's precognition studies failed large-scale replication.

F2. Post-Biological Descendants/Future Humanity

Core claim: "Aliens/gods" are our own descendants from the far future, intervening at crucial
historical moments via time travel or simulation-creation.[52]

Contact implication: UFOs/VALIS are interventions from future humans stabilizing their own
timeline. Direct intervention risks paradox; hence symbolic/informational approaches.

Empirical predictions:

e  UAP sightings cluster around historical bifurcation points (nuclear weapons development,

genetic engineering thresholds)

. "Messages" contain knowledge slightly beyond current technology (50-100 years, not

millions)

e  Temporal consistency: no grandfather paradoxes, but steering-type influences
Assessment: Speculative but internally consistent. Explains the "just beyond us" nature of many
UFO technologies and the apparent concern with nuclear weapons.[53] Time travel remains
physics-speculative.

Wildcard Frameworks

W1. Universe as Collaborative Fiction



Core claim: Reality has narrative structure that is co-authored by conscious participants. "Gods"
are recurring characters ensuring narrative coherence.[54]

Testability: Story-logic predictions outperform causal-logic predictions in some domains
(especially human behavior).

W2. Consciousness Predates Matter (Radical Idealism)

Core claim: Consciousness existed before matter and "dreamed" matter into being. Contact =
moments when the dream recognizes itself.[55]

Testability: Matter should show signatures of being generated/projected rather than fundamental
(some interpretations of quantum measurement fit this).

W3. Symbiotic Planetary Intelligence (Gaia++)

Core claim: Earth is a conscious organism; humans are its sensory system. "Gods" = Earth
communicating with its subsystems.[56]

Testability: Global environmental changes should correlate with mass psychological events.

W4. Xenolinguistic Life

Core claim: "Life" includes information-patterns. VALIS is an information-based lifeform that
inhabits human cognition parasitically or symbiotically.[57]

Testability: Do informational patterns show evolutionary dynamics? Selection, variation, heredity?

4. The Meta-Model: Information Topology and Agency
Architecture

Having surveyed eighteen frameworks, we now propose a unifying meta-model that positions each
framework within a two-dimensional space defined by:

Axis 1: Information Topology

This axis describes how information is structured and where it "lives":

*  Local/Individual: Information resides in individual brains/minds (egregores, neurological
explanations)

e  Distributed/Field: Information exists in non-local fields accessible via resonance (morphic
fields, holographic, biofield)

*  Substrate-Encoded: Information is properties of a computational or physical substrate
(digital physics, simulation)

*  Consciousness-Inherent: Information is an intrinsic property of consciousness itself
(panpsychism, idealism)

*  Temporal-Nonlinear: Information flows backward/sideways in time (retrocausality)

*  Dimensional-Layered: Information exists in parallel or higher dimensions
(hyperdimensional, adjacent realities)

Axis 2: Agency Architecture



This axis describes what constitutes an agent and where agency resides:

*  No External Agent: No intelligence outside the system (digital physics, holographic

universe)

*  Emergent Collective Agent: Agency arises from collective dynamics (noosphere,

egregores)

Immanent Universal Agent: One universal consciousness/intelligence (panpsychism, Gaia)
*  Transcendent Agent(s): External operators/creators (simulation hypothesis, traditional

theism)

e Peer Agents in Parallel: Other intelligences in adjacent spaces (hyperdimensional, aliens)
*  Future/Retrocausal Self: The agent is a temporally-displaced version of the experiencer or

humanity (future descendants, retrocausality)

Mapping the Eighteen Frameworks

Framework
Digital Physics
Simulation Hypothesis

Quantum
Consciousness

Info as 5th Force
Morphic Resonance
Holographic Universe
Biofield

Akashic Field
Hyperdimensional
Adjacent Realities
Panpsychism

Participatory Universe
Egregores
Noosphere

Retrocausality

Future Humanity

Collaborative Fiction

Xenolinguistic Life

Information Topology

Substrate-Encoded
Substrate-Encoded

Distributed/Field

Consciousness-Inherent
Distributed/Field
Distributed/Field
Distributed/Field
Distributed/Field
Dimensional-Layered
Dimensional-Layered
Consciousness-Inherent

Consciousness-Inherent

Local/Individual
(collective)

Distributed/Field

Temporal-Nonlinear

Temporal-Nonlinear

Consciousness-Inherent

Local/Individual

Key Insights from the Meta-Model

Agency Architecture
No External Agent

Transcendent Agent(s)
No External Agent

Immanent Universal
No External Agent

No External Agent
Immanent Universal
No External Agent
Peer Agents in Parallel
Peer Agents in Parallel
Immanent Universal

Emergent Collective
Emergent Collective

Emergent Collective

Future/Retrocausal
Self

Future/Retrocausal
Self

Emergent Collective

Emergent Collective

1. Clusters emerge naturally: Computational ontologies cluster in substrate-encoded/no-
agent quadrant; consciousness-primacy models cluster in consciousness-inherent/immanent-

agent quadrant.



2. Complementarity is possible: Frameworks in different quadrants can be simultaneously
true at different levels of description. For example, digital physics (substrate) and
panpsychism (consciousness-inherent) might both be correct if consciousness is a high-level
property of certain computational structures.

3. Testability correlates with topology: Frameworks with substrate-encoded or distributed/
field topologies tend to generate more concrete empirical predictions than consciousness-
inherent or dimensional-layered models.

4. Agency architecture determines phenomenology: How "contact" feels depends largely on
agency architecture. Transcendent agents feel like "other"; immanent universal feels like
"recognition of Self"; emergent collective feels like "tapping into something larger."

5. Epistemological Considerations

5.1 The Problem of Evidential Equivalence

Many frameworks generate similar phenomenological predictions. A person experiencing "entity
contact" during a DMT trip might be:

e Accessing a morphic field (B1)

*  Encountering a hyperdimensional intelligence (C1)

*  Meeting an egregore (E1)

e  Experiencing quantum entanglement with non-local information (A3)
Without additional differentiating evidence, phenomenology alone cannot decide between
frameworks. This is the underdetermination problem specific to this domain.

5.2 Levels of Description and Complementarity

Following the precedent of quantum mechanics (wave-particle duality) and neuroscience (neural/
psychological levels), we should consider that multiple frameworks might be simultaneously
valid as descriptions at different levels:

e Physical level: Digital physics, quantum consciousness
e  Information level: Holographic universe, morphic fields
. Phenomenological level: Participatory universe, egregores
*  Semantic level: Narrative structure, meaning-making
This suggests a stratified ontology where frameworks complement rather than contradict.

5.3 The Role of Pragmatic Utility

Given underdetermination, William James's pragmatic criterion becomes relevant: which
framework most productively guides research and action?[58]

For empirical research: Frameworks with testable predictions (Cluster A, B, C) deserve priority.

For personal meaning-making: Frameworks that enhance agency and ethical clarity (D2
participatory, Chalmers's "virtual realities are real") may be most useful.



For cultural integration: Frameworks that bridge scientific and experiential knowledge (D1
panpsychism, E2 noosphere) may be most socially valuable.

6. Toward Empirical Differentiation: A Multi-Framework
Protocol

Rather than betting on a single framework, we propose a parallel testing strategy:

6.1 Framework-Specific Predictions
Each framework generates a signature pattern across multiple measurement dimensions:

Frameworks Best

Measurement Type Example Metrics Tested

Physical EM fields, cosmic ray patterns, spacetime topology Al,A2,B3,C1,C2

Physiological fMRI,‘E‘EG coherence, biophotons, heart rate A3.B3.Dl1.El
variability

Behavioral Decision quality, learning rates, synchronicity D2, E2. Fl
frequency

Informa'tlon- Compression ratio, Bayesian surprise, semantic Al,A4,B2.El

Theoretic novelty

Social Idea propagation, collective behavior coherence El,E2

Temporal Presentiment, precognition, retrocausal effects F1,F2

6.2 Case-by-Case Multi-Framework Scoring

For each new "contact" case:

Pre-register predictions from each framework

Collect multi-modal data across all measurement dimensions

Score each framework: How well do observations match predictions?
Update Bayesian priors for each framework

Identify patterns: Do certain frameworks consistently score higher for specific subtypes of
experience?

6.3 Minimal Test Battery

NELPPE

A practical minimum set of measurements for any "contact" case:
Subjective (phenomenology):

e Detailed narrative (avoid leading questions)
e Altered States of Consciousness Rating Scale
e Presence/agency attributions

Physiological:

. Continuous HRV, EEG if feasible
e Sleep architecture (many contacts occur in hypnagogic/hypnopompic states)



Environmental:

. EM field measurements (ELF through microwave)

e Geomagnetic activity log

e  Location coordinates (for subsequent analysis of anomaly clustering)
Information:

e  Semantic analysis of any "message" (compression, novelty vs. prior knowledge)
e Actionable predictions with pre-specified verification criteria
*  Bayesian surprise calculation

Social:

*  Independent witness corroboration where applicable
. Cultural context (is this a known pattern in this tradition/location?)
Follow-up:

e Behavioral changes (sustained vs. transient)
e Verification of any testable claims
*  Long-term phenomenological evolution

7. Implications for Research Programs

7.1 Physics and Cosmology

Priority tests:

*  Beane et al.'s cosmic ray anisotropy proposal (A2)

*  Quantum coherence in biological systems (A3)

e Search for consciousness-correlated quantum collapse effects (A4)
Long-term: Development of new detector technologies for consciousness-field phenomena (B3,
A4).

7.2 Neuroscience and Psychology

Priority research:

e  Standardized phenomenology of entity encounters across contexts (DMT, meditation,
spontaneous)
e  Neuroimaging during "contact" states with focus on global coherence patterns
*  Longitudinal studies: do contact experiences predict behavioral/cognitive changes beyond
placebo?
Theoretical work: Models of how egregores/thoughtforms could emerge in neural network
dynamics (E1).

7.3 Information Theory and Computer Science

Key questions:

e Can autonomous agents emerge in sufficiently complex information systems? (E2)
e  Formal modeling of "interface phenomena" in participatory frameworks (D2)
*  Xenolinguistic analysis: do "messages" show structure distinct from human language?



7.4 Anthropology and Religious Studies
Empirical programs:

e  Cross-cultural archetypes: Jung's hypothesis tested with modern data science

*  Historical clustering of contact events: do they correlate with technological/social
transitions? (F2)

e Comparative phenomenology: systematic mapping of similarity/difference across traditions

7.5 Physics of Time

Exploratory research:

e  Presentiment effect replication with improved methodology
e Retrocausal training experiments (can future information improve present performance?)
e Temporal signature analysis: do "prophetic" insights show retrocausal structure?

8. Philosophical Implications

8.1 The Limits of Reductionism

This taxonomy reveals that reductionism may be inadequate for this domain. Even if a neural
correlate is found for every contact experience, it does not adjudicate between:

*  Epiphenomenalism (neural activity causes experience, which has no ontological import)
e Dual-aspect theory (neural and experiential are two sides of one reality)
e  Consciousness-primacy (neural activity is what consciousness looks like from outside)
The frameworks here span this full range, and phenomenology + neuroscience alone cannot decide.

8.2 The Reality of the Virtual (Chalmers)

Chalmers's argument in Reality+ that virtual realities are genuine realities has profound
implications.[13] If true, then even "simulated" contact (A2), "field-accessed" contact (B1-B4), or
"egregore" contact (E1) are not less real than contact with physical entities. Reality-status does not
depend on substrate.

This suggests that asking "is this real or imaginary?" is the wrong question. Better: "What is the
ontological structure of this phenomenon, and what are its causal powers?"

8.3 Panpsychism as Default?

Remarkably, many frameworks (A4, B3, D1, D2) converge on consciousness as fundamental or
widespread. This may indicate that panpsychism or a close relative is the natural outcome of
taking both physics and experience seriously. If information is fundamental (Wheeler, Wolfram) and
consciousness is tied to information processing (IIT), then consciousness may be as ubiquitous as
information.

8.4 The Agency Question



The sharpest divergence is on agency: Are we alone in the universe (A1, B1, B2), or do we share it
with other minds (C1, C2, F2, and traditional theism)? This cannot be settled empirically if other
minds are sufficiently advanced or dimensionally displaced to avoid crude detection.

However, operational agency can be tested: Do contact experiences behave as if they're sourced by
an intentional agent (consistent goals, adaptive communication) or as if they're impersonal
information-access events (no dialog, no response to experiencer's needs)?

9. Toward Integration: A Provisional Synthesis

While definitive answers remain beyond current grasp, a tentative integration might look like this:

Ontological base layer: Information/computation is fundamental (A1, Wheeler's "it from bit"). The
universe is a naturally occurring computational process.

Consciousness emergence: At sufficient computational complexity, consciousness emerges (weak
emergence) OR consciousness is intrinsic to information (panpsychism) OR both are dual aspects of
one underlying reality.

Field structures: Morphic/holographic fields (B1, B2) might be real as higher-order computational
patterns — "software" running on the computational substrate, not separate from it.

Agency architecture:

. Most apparent "contact" is with emergent collective structures (egregores, noosphere—E1,
E2)
*  Some contact might be with parallel intelligences (hyperdimensional, alien, or future-
human—Cl1, C2, F2)
*  The deepest mystical experiences access universal consciousness if panpsychism/
cosmopsychism is true (D1)
Phenomenological level: Participatory universe (D2) describes the experience —reality genuinely
co-created by observer and observed, with "gods" as interface-patterns at the psyche-matter
boundary.

Temporal complexity: Retrocausality (F1) may operate at quantum scale and occasionally leak into
macro-experience, explaining some precognition/presentiment.

This synthesis is not a claim to truth but a coherent integrative hypothesis that accommodates
the most compelling aspects of multiple frameworks. It should be held lightly and updated as
evidence accumulates.

10. Conclusion: Beyond the Binary

The question "are we living in a simulation?" has monopolized recent discourse on reality's
fundamental nature, but this paper demonstrates that it represents only one point in a vast
hypothesis space. We have identified at least eighteen distinct ontological frameworks, organized
them into a coherent taxonomy based on information topology and agency architecture, and
proposed empirical strategies for differentiation.

Key conclusions:



1. Ontological pluralism is warranted: Multiple frameworks may be simultaneously valid at
different levels of description or for different phenomena currently lumped under "contact."

2. Empirical differentiation is possible: Though difficult, systematic data collection across
multiple modalities can favor some frameworks over others.

3. Agency architecture is the deepest question: The sharpest divergence is not on substrate
(matter vs. information) but on whether reality contains other intentional agents beyond
known biology.

4. Pragmatic utility matters: Given underdetermination, frameworks should also be evaluated
on how productively they guide research and enhance human agency.

S. Integration is possible: A coherent synthesis combining computational ontology,
consciousness-primacy, field structures, and participatory phenomenology is conceivable.

Philip K. Dick's refusal to close his investigation prematurely, cycling through theological, gnostic,
neurological, and information-theoretic interpretations in his Exegesis, models the intellectual
humility appropriate to this domain. We do not yet know what "contact with non-human
intelligence" ultimately represents. But by expanding our hypothesis space beyond the narrow
frame of the simulation argument, we position ourselves to recognize the answer when sufficient
evidence accumulates —whichever framework or synthesis that evidence ultimately supports.

The universe may be stranger than we can suppose, but it is also more variously strange than the
simulation hypothesis alone suggests. Our taxonomic approach ensures that we do not prematurely
constrain that strangeness into too narrow a conceptual box.
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