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Abstract

Two and a half centuries after James Watt's separate condenser, every mainstream energy
technology — fossil combustion, nuclear fission, photovoltaic conversion, wind generation, and
green hydrogen — remains thermodynamically imprisoned within the same paradigm: energy is a
substance extracted from matter through thermal or electrochemical destruction, with efficiency
bounded above by the Carnot relation. This paper argues that this constraint is not a law of nature
but a feature of a particular paradigm, and that a coherent alternative — the oscillatory paradigm
— is theoretically grounded, empirically supported, and partially instantiated in existing
engineering. The argument proceeds in four steps. First, we formally characterise the extractive
paradigm and demonstrate that its structural limitations cannot be resolved by substituting fuel
sources. Second, we develop the theoretical foundations of oscillatory energy conversion:
Rowlands' nilpotent quantum mechanics, in which energy is a geometric relationship between a
local perturbation and its vacuum substrate rather than a substance; coupled oscillator theory, in
which conservative phase-locking enables energy redistribution without dissipation; and Maxwell's
full quaternion electrodynamics, whose scalar component — systematically discarded since
Heaviside — mediates longitudinal vacuum coupling. Third, we survey the experimental evidence
— the Casimir effect (confirmed to <1%), the Haisch-Rueda-Puthoff inertia model, and the
Dynamical Casimir Effect (observed at Chalmers, 2011) — that collectively establish the quantum
vacuum as a physically real, geometrically responsive energy substrate. Fourth, we identify the
Retrodynamic Gearturbine and Imploturbocompressor of Carlos Barrera (Mexican Patent IMPI
#197187, 1991) as the most advanced existing engineering instantiation of oscillatory design
principles, arrived at independently through geometric intuition over 35 years of development
outside institutional physics. We conclude that the transition from extraction to resonance
constitutes a paradigm shift of the order described by Kuhn (1962), that the theoretical tools to
execute it are available, and that what is currently absent is not physics but institutional will.
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mechanics; zero-point energy; Casimir effect; dynamical Casimir effect; Gearturbine; resonant
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1. The Structural Failure of the Extractive Paradigm

1.1 Paradigm Invariance Across Fuel Types

The global energy discourse of the early twenty-first century is organised around a distinction —
fossil versus non-fossil — that conceals a more fundamental identity. Wind turbines, photovoltaic
arrays, nuclear reactors, and green hydrogen systems differ in their primary energy sources and their



environmental profiles. They do not differ in their thermodynamic structure. Each converts energy
through a chain of transactions governed by the Carnot relation:

n_Carnot =1-T_cold / T_hot

or its electrochemical and photonic analogues. Each transaction produces useful work by generating
disorder at a rate that cannot, in principle, be eliminated. The fuel changes; the paradigm does not.

Consider the green hydrogen pathway, currently the object of substantial national and supranational
investment across Europe, Japan, and Australia. Electrical energy — generated by wind or solar at
efficiencies of 35-50% of theoretical maximum — drives electrolysis at approximately 70%
efficiency to produce hydrogen. Compression or liquefaction for storage consumes 10—40% of the
hydrogen's energy content. Transport and reconversion via fuel cell (efficiency ~60%) or
combustion turbine (~45%) completes the chain. The round-trip efficiency is approximately 25—
35%. At each step, a Carnot-structured transaction extracts useful work by increasing global
entropy. This is not a design failure; it is the structural definition of the paradigm.

The same analysis applies, with different numerical parameters, to every technology currently
deployed or proposed under the banner of energy transition: concentrated solar power, geothermal,
tidal, and proposed fusion energy all employ thermal cycles bounded by the Carnot relation. The
paradigm is invariant across fuel type, scale, and geography.

1.2 The Three Foundational Assumptions

The extractive paradigm rests on three assumptions that have been so thoroughly confirmed by 250
years of successful engineering that they are routinely treated as laws of nature rather than paradigm
commitments:

E1 — Energy is a substance. It is contained in coal, uranium, hydrogen, or photons. The
engineering task is to release and capture it.

E2 — Conversion requires destruction. Useful work requires the destruction of the material
structure of the energy carrier: combustion, fission, oxidation, or photonic absorption.

E3 — Dissipation is structurally necessary. Because conversion involves destruction, entropy
increases. The Carnot relation is not an engineering imperfection but a physical boundary of the
paradigm itself.

As Kuhn (1962) demonstrated, paradigms naturalise themselves through success: the anomalies
they cannot resolve are classified as engineering problems awaiting better techniques rather than as
theoretical limits of the paradigm. The anomaly the extractive paradigm cannot resolve is this: the
energy problem is a problem of dissipation, not supply. Every extractive technology produces
more disorder than it harvests useful order. Scaling the technology scales the dissipation. No
substitution of fuel type alters this structural feature because the feature belongs to the paradigm,
not the fuel.

1.3 The Scope of the Problem

The three assumptions (E1-E3) jointly entail that no energy technology operating within the
extractive paradigm can approach zero net environmental cost. The costs are not, at their root,
emissions costs — they are entropy costs. Emissions are one manifestation; materials depletion
(silicon, lithium, rare earths, copper for renewable infrastructure), land use, thermal pollution, and



systemic fragility are others. A paradigm that treats energy conversion as necessarily destructive
will produce destruction as a structural output, regardless of the feedstock.

This does not mean that transitions within the extractive paradigm — from high-carbon to low-
carbon fuels, from centralised to distributed generation — are without value. It means that they
cannot be the terminus of the energy transition. They are improvements within the paradigm, not
replacements of it. The argument of this paper is that a replacement is available, theoretically
coherent, and partially demonstrated — and that identifying it clearly is a prerequisite for directing
research and investment toward it.

2. Theoretical Foundations of the Oscillatory Paradigm

2.1 Rowlands' Nilpotent Condition: Energy as Geometric Relation

The theoretical foundation of the oscillatory paradigm begins with a result from the foundations of
quantum mechanics that has not yet entered engineering consciousness. Peter Rowlands (2007),
deriving the structure of physics from a minimal algebraic foundation — the combination of
quaternion, complex, and vector spaces — demonstrates that every fermion state satisfies a
nilpotent condition:

(HKE xip + jm)y =0

where E is energy, p momentum, m mass, and the coefficients are drawn from the combined
quaternion-complex-vector algebra. The operator acting on the state squares to zero. The physical
implication is fundamental: the universe, taken as a whole, sums to zero. Matter is not contained
within the vacuum as a substance inside a container; matter is a localised, self-consistent symmetry-
breaking of the vacuum — a structured perturbation of a background that is itself perfectly
balanced.

This reframes the concept of energy at its root. Energy, in the nilpotent framework, is not a
substance at all. It is the measure of asymmetry between a local perturbation and the global vacuum
geometry from which it emerges — a relation, not a thing. The engineering consequence is
immediate and radical: the extractive paradigm's question, "How do we release the energy stored in
this material carrier?", is replaced by the oscillatory paradigm's question: "How do we engineer a
system whose local geometry is asymmetric with the vacuum in a controlled, sustained, and
minimally dissipative way?"

A device whose real-space geometry aligns with the nilpotent structure of the vacuum requires no
material destruction. It sustains itself through structural resonance, drawing work from the vacuum's
balanced totality rather than from material sacrifice. This is not a violation of thermodynamics; it is
a change in thermodynamic reference system. The "waste" of the extractive paradigm is waste only
relative to a local system boundary. Relative to the global vacuum, the nilpotent condition
guarantees zero net cost.

Konstapel (2026a) develops the dual-space model that operationalises this framework for
engineering: physical reality as ordinarily measured is the projection of a deeper, non-local phase
space onto the manifold of observable events. Extractive engineering operates exclusively in the
projected space. Oscillatory engineering designs simultaneously in real space and phase space —
optimising for coherence between device geometry and its vacuum dual.



2.2 Coupled Oscillator Theory: Conservative Energy Redistribution

The second theoretical pillar is classical and extensively formalised. Coupled oscillator theory —
specifically the Kuramoto model (Kuramoto, 1975) and its generalisations — describes the
conditions under which coupled oscillating systems undergo spontaneous synchronisation, entering
phase-locked collective modes in which energy is redistributed rather than dissipated.

The critical distinction is between dissipative coupling and conservative coupling. In all extractive
engineering, coupling between system components is implicitly dissipative: friction, viscous drag,
electrical resistance, acoustic emission. These are not engineering failures but consequences of
designing in real space without regard for phase-space coherence. In a system designed for
conservative coupling — where interaction between oscillating components returns energy to the
system rather than radiating it to the environment — the thermodynamic bookkeeping changes
qualitatively.

Formally, for two coupled oscillators with counter-rotating natural frequencies w; = —w, and
coupling strength K exceeding the critical threshold K_c = lw; — w,1/2, the system enters a
sustained phase-locked mode. In this regime the interaction at the coupling node is conservative:
energy is exchanged between subsystems without net radiation to the environment. The system self-
organises into a minimum free-energy state — in Friston's (2010) formulation, it minimises the
divergence between its internal model and the structure of its environment.

This is the formal description of what an optimally designed counter-rotating mechanical system
achieves: not merely reduced friction through better engineering, but a qualitatively different
thermodynamic regime in which the coupling geometry itself enforces energy conservation at the
interaction node.

2.3 Maxwell's Quaternion Electrodynamics: The Discarded Scalar Component

A third theoretical pillar concerns the historical truncation of Maxwell's field theory. Maxwell
himself formulated electrodynamics using quaternions — a four-component algebra combining one
scalar and three vector components. When Oliver Heaviside reformulated the equations in the 1880s
into the vector form universally taught today, he discarded the scalar component as having no
observable consequences for the electromagnetic phenomena then under study: radiation and
induction.

This was a pragmatic decision appropriate to nineteenth-century engineering. It has become a
structural limitation of twentieth and twenty-first century energy technology. Robinson (2008)
demonstrates that the discarded scalar component behaves mathematically as a longitudinal wave
mode of the electromagnetic field — one that Heaviside's vector equations cannot represent — and
that it corresponds structurally to a gravitational-like interaction. In the context of the oscillatory
paradigm, this component is precisely what mediates coupling between device geometry and the
vacuum's zero-point field structure.

Engineering that operates with Heaviside's truncated equations cannot, by construction, design for
vacuum resonance. It can only design for transverse electromagnetic interactions — radiation and
induction — both of which are dissipative in the context of energy conversion. Recovery of
Maxwell's full quaternion formalism, as developed in Konstapel (2026b), opens the design space of
longitudinal vacuum coupling: electromagnetic devices that interact with the vacuum's coherence
structure rather than merely radiating energy into the transverse mode.



The connection to Rowlands is direct: the quaternion algebra that Maxwell used and Heaviside
discarded is precisely the algebraic substrate of Rowlands' nilpotent formalism. The two
frameworks are not independent; they are dual expressions of the same underlying structure at
different scales — electromagnetic and quantum-mechanical respectively.

3. Experimental Evidence: The Vacuum as Physical Substrate

3.1 The Casimir Effect: Geometry as Physical Force

The quantum vacuum is not a theoretical construct. Its physical reality is experimentally confirmed
at a precision that places it beyond reasonable dispute.

In 1948, Hendrik Casimir predicted that two uncharged, parallel conducting plates in vacuum would
experience an attractive force arising solely from the asymmetry of zero-point electromagnetic field
modes between the plates and the surrounding space (Casimir, 1948). The force depends
exclusively on the geometry of the boundary conditions — not on the material composition of the
plates, not on any chemical or nuclear property, not on any applied field. The vacuum responds to
shape.

Lamoreaux (1997) provided the first high-precision experimental confirmation. Decca et al. (2005)
refined the measurement to better than 1% agreement with theory across multiple configurations.
The Casimir force is now a routine design consideration in nanoelectromechanical systems
(NEMS), where it constitutes both a potential failure mode (stiction) and an engineerable force. It is
not anomalous or controversial; it is physics that has been incorporated into precision engineering.

The engineering implication extends beyond the nanoscale. If the vacuum's zero-point field
responds to geometric boundary conditions at the scale of micrometres — altering the force
between surfaces in a quantitatively predictable way — it responds to geometric boundary
conditions at every scale. The questions that remain are engineering questions: what macroscale
geometries produce measurable coupling; what materials sustain those geometries with sufficient
precision; what frequencies and amplitudes of modulation maximise energy extraction. These are
not questions about whether the physics is real. It is.

3.2 The Haisch-Rueda-Puthoff Model: Inertia as Vacuum Interaction

Haisch, Rueda, and Puthoff (1994) proposed a result with implications for mechanical engineering
that have not been adequately explored. In their model, inertia — the resistance of matter to
acceleration, codified by Newton as F = ma — is not an intrinsic property of matter but an emergent
phenomenon: the result of electromagnetic drag exerted by the zero-point field on the accelerated
charge distribution of any massive body.

If correct, this implies that inertia is geometrically modulable. A mechanical system whose
geometry minimises disruption to the zero-point field structure would experience anomalously low
effective inertia: it would accelerate more freely than classical mechanics predicts, not by violating
physics but by optimising the interaction physics describes. Equivalently, a rotating system whose
geometry maintains continuous, symmetric coupling with the vacuum would rotate more freely than
standard mechanical calculations of bearing friction and drag would predict.

The HRP model remains controversial within mainstream physics, where inertia is addressed by the
Higgs mechanism in the Standard Model. The two models are not mutually exclusive — the HRP



mechanism operates at the level of electromagnetic coupling to the zero-point field, while the Higgs
mechanism addresses mass generation at the particle physics level. Both can be consistent with
observations while making different engineering predictions. The HRP model's engineering
prediction — reduced effective inertia in geometrically optimised rotating systems — is testable
independently of its theoretical status in fundamental physics, and has not been systematically
tested at the macroscale.

3.3 The Dynamical Casimir Effect: Energy Extraction from the Vacuum

The static Casimir effect establishes that the vacuum has energy and that energy responds to
geometry. The Dynamical Casimir Effect (DCE) establishes that vacuum energy can be actively
extracted as real electromagnetic radiation.

The DCE occurs when the boundary conditions of a quantum system are modulated at frequencies
and amplitudes sufficient to excite real photons from the vacuum's zero-point fluctuations. It was
theoretically predicted by Moore (1970) and developed extensively through the 1970s—2000s.
Experimental observation eluded researchers until 2011, when Wilson et al. at Chalmers University
of Technology used a superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) to modulate the
effective electrical length of a transmission line at a significant fraction of the speed of light,
producing a measurable flux of microwave photons with the quantum statistical properties predicted
for DCE radiation (Wilson et al., 2011).

This is not metaphor. A correctly engineered boundary condition, modulated at the appropriate
frequency, extracts energy from the quantum vacuum as real, measurable electromagnetic radiation.
No thermal differential is involved; the Carnot relation does not apply. The energy source is the
zero-point field, which — by definition — is present at absolute zero and is not depleted by
extraction in any way that current quantum field theory can describe.

Subsequent work has extended DCE phenomena into room-temperature regimes. Research on
strongly coupled polaritonic systems (Ebbesen, 2015; cf. InspireHEP, 2025) demonstrates that near-
field DCE variants can produce photon fluxes dominated by quantum fluctuations at ambient
temperatures, removing the cryogenic requirement that made the Chalmers result seem remote from
practical application.

The DCE establishes an existence proof: vacuum energy extraction is physically real and has been
demonstrated in controlled laboratory conditions. The engineering gap — from the SQUID-based
microwave experiment to a macroscale mechanical energy converter — is an engineering gap, not a

physics gap.

4. Engineering Instantiation: Barrera's Oscillatory Devices

4.1 Independent Convergence as Theoretical Signal

Before describing the specific devices, the phenomenon of their existence merits comment. Carlos
Barrera, working independently as an individual inventor in Mexico from 1991 onward, designed
two mechanical devices whose geometric principles are formally consistent with the oscillatory
paradigm — a paradigm whose theoretical foundations (nilpotent mechanics, coupled oscillator
theory in the conservative regime, quaternion electrodynamics) were not available to him and that
he did not employ. He arrived at these geometries through 35 years of engineering intuition,
observation, and iterative refinement.



This convergence is not presented here as evidence of supernatural cognition. It is presented as a
theoretical signal of the same kind as Ramanujan's correct theorems without proofs, or the
Aboriginal astronomical observatories whose geometric precision was confirmed by modern
surveys (Konstapel, 2026c): when a geometric structure is correct — when it aligns with the deep
symmetry of the physical domain it addresses — it tends to be discoverable through multiple
independent pathways. The theoretical framework explains the geometry; the independent
discovery of the geometry by a route other than the framework is evidence that the geometry
captures something real.

4.2 The Gearturbine: Retrodynamic Effect

Barrera's Gearturbine (Mexican Patent IMPI #197187, December 1991) is a rotary engine whose
defining innovation is the retrodynamic effect: the rotor spins in the direction opposite to the
incoming flow vector (Barrera, 1991). In conventional turbines, the rotor aligns with flow to capture
momentum, with rotor velocity approaching flow velocity as an asymptote — a standard fluid-
mechanical result. In the Gearturbine, the rotor blade faces the inflow frontally, creating a collision-
interaction geometry in which, Barrera consistently reports, rotor RPM increases as inflow velocity
increases without approaching an asymptote.

The formal description of this behaviour in the oscillatory paradigm's theoretical framework is a
phase-coupled counter-rotating oscillator pair in the conservative regime. Rotor motion and inflow
constitute two counter-propagating wave phenomena; the blade surface functions as the coupling
node. When the coupling geometry satisfies the conservative-coupling condition — which the
counter-rotating, peripheral-force geometry of the Gearturbine approximates — energy is not
dissipated at the coupling node but redistributed between the two oscillating subsystems.

The device implements four of the five design principles that the oscillatory paradigm identifies as
necessary for vacuum-coherent operation:

1. Rotational closure — fully rotational system; no reciprocating mass; the system returns to
itself continuously.

2. Counter-rotational duality — simultaneous clockwise and counter-clockwise motion
(DextroRPM versus LevolnFlow) around the same operational axis.

3. Peripheral force application — the gear mechanism applies force at the maximum moment
arm of the rotor circumference, coupling to the angular momentum structure of the flow at
its periphery.

4. Continuous rather than impulsive operation — continuous circular combustion
chambers, not piston-impulse cycles, maintaining smooth symmetric operation.

The fifth principle — geometric primacy (beginning design with vacuum geometry and selecting
materials to sustain it) — is the one Barrera did not employ explicitly, because he did not have
access to the theoretical framework that would specify it. This identifies the precise engineering
development that would advance the device from proto-resonant to fully resonant: systematic
optimisation of blade geometry, rotor proportions, and material selection against the nilpotent
condition and the conservative coupling criterion.

The eight-step thermodynamic work cycle and the four turbine stages integrated with planetary gear
sets at polar positions represent engineering refinements arrived at empirically. The Yin-Yang
ThrustWay geometry — two opposing continuous combustion chambers producing balanced,
symmetric flow — physically approximates the bivector rotation structure of Clifford algebra, the
mathematical language in which nilpotent mechanics is most naturally expressed (Hestenes, 2003).

4.3 The Imploturbocompressor: Soliton Compression



Barrera's second device, the Imploturbocompressor, implements a single-moving-part fluid
compression system whose operating principle is macro-to-micro flow convergence. Fluid enters
the system at large-scale circular motion, is guided through a convergent cavity — the
"implocavity" — to micro-scale flow, and exits compressed. The entire compression cycle occurs
within one continuous circular motion of a single rotating element. Barrera's own descriptive
analogy is precise and physically apt: the satellite view of a tropical cyclone, in which large-scale
atmospheric circulation converges inward to the micro-scale eye wall, compressing without
turbulent dissipation (Barrera, 1991).

The physical description of this compression mode in wave mechanics is soliton propagation: a self-
reinforcing wave packet that maintains its spatial coherence and energy density as it traverses a
medium, compressing without dispersing. Soliton compression is qualitatively distinct from
turbulent compression. Turbulent compression dissipates kinetic energy as heat and acoustic noise
— the standard extractive losses that any Carnot-bounded compressor produces. Soliton
compression conserves the kinetic energy of the flow in organised, spatially coherent form.

The implocavity functions as a geometric soliton guide: the convergent cavity shape enforces
spatial coherence on the compressing flow, preventing the turbulent breakdown that would
otherwise dissipate kinetic energy. This is the fluid-mechanical analogue of the role a waveguide
plays in photonic systems — the geometry enforces coherence that the medium alone would not
sustain. The single-moving-part design eliminates the mechanical dissipation pathways (bearing
friction, reciprocating mass, multiple seals) of conventional multi-component compressors.

4.4 Historical Lineage

The oscillatory approach to energy conversion has appeared independently at multiple points in the
history of technology, always outside the institutional mainstream and always preceding the formal
theoretical framework that would explain it.

Heron of Alexandria (c. 10-70 AD) constructed the Aeolipile, a steam-reaction turbine operating
on outflow thrust — kinetic energy extracted through expansion. Barrera's devices invert this:
inflow rather than outflow, convergence rather than expansion. The structural relationship between
the Aeolipile and the Gearturbine, separated by two millennia, defines the two complementary poles
of rotational energy conversion: expansion (extractive, thermally driven) and implosion (oscillatory,
geometrically driven). The two are dual modes of the same rotational geometry.

Viktor Schauberger (1885-1958), Austrian forester, independently documented over decades that
water and air in natural systems organise themselves in imploding, convergent vortices — the
geometric opposite of the turbulent, dissipative flows produced by industrial machinery. His
experimental devices — log flumes, trout turbines, home power generators — exploited convergent
flow geometry. His results were consistently reproduced in his own practice and inconsistently
reproduced by others attempting to replicate them in different geometric configurations — a pattern
entirely consistent with the oscillatory paradigm's strong sensitivity to geometric precision.
Schauberger had no nilpotent algebra, no Casimir physics, no Kuramoto model. He had five
decades of observing how nature organises energy flows and a commitment to building machines
that mimicked that organisation rather than opposing it (Coats, 1996).

Barrera's lineage from this tradition is structural rather than biographical. All three inventors —
Heron, Schauberger, Barrera — independently discovered that convergent, rotational, self-
reinforcing flow geometries produce energy-conversion efficiencies that cannot be explained within
the extractive paradigm. The theoretical framework presented in this paper provides the
explanation.



5. The Transition Architecture

5.1 Layer One: Inflow Engineering — Immediately Realisable

The most immediately practical implication of the oscillatory paradigm does not require vacuum
engineering, new materials, or new physics infrastructure. It requires applying established design
principles — counter-rotation, convergent inflow, peripheral force application, continuous rather
than impulsive operation — to conventional energy conversion machinery.

The Carnot ceiling is a property specifically of thermal cycles: systems that convert energy through
temperature differentials. It does not apply to systems that convert energy through flow geometry
without creating temperature differentials as the primary conversion mechanism. Barrera's
Imploturbocompressor compresses fluid without turbulent heating; his Gearturbine extracts work
from flow momentum with a qualitatively different relationship between inflow velocity and rotor
dynamics than conventional turbines exhibit.

Replacing conventional turbines, compressors, and pumps with oscillatory-geometry equivalents
requires no new fundamental physics. It requires engineering commitment: systematic development,
precision manufacturing, geometric optimisation against the conservative-coupling criterion, and
scaled testing. Barrera's patent is 35 years old. The gap between the patent and industrial
deployment reflects not technical impossibility but the institutional dynamics of paradigm resistance
that Kuhn (1962) describes in detail.

5.2 Layer Two: Vacuum Resonance Engineering — Medium Term

The deeper transformation — direct coupling to the quantum vacuum's zero-point field as a primary
energy source — requires precision engineering at a level beyond current standard practice, but is
theoretically grounded and empirically demonstrated at the microscale. The Wilson et al. (2011)
DCE experiment is the existence proof.

The connection between Layer One and Layer Two is geometric continuity. The same counter-
rotating, phase-locked, convergent-flow geometry that makes Barrera's devices thermodynamically
exceptional is, in the oscillatory paradigm's theoretical framework, precisely the geometry that
maximises coupling to the vacuum's zero-point angular momentum structure. The two layers are not
separate technologies requiring separate development pathways; they are the same design principle
applied at different levels of physical depth — fluid-mechanical at Layer One, quantum-field-
theoretic at Layer Two.

The engineering program this implies is: begin with Layer One (inflow geometry applied to
conventional machinery), measure systematically the anomalies that cannot be explained by
standard fluid mechanics, use those anomalies to calibrate the geometric parameters required for
Layer Two coupling, and proceed iteratively. This is the standard engineering development
methodology, applied to a non-standard paradigm.

5.3 Infrastructure Governance: From Grid to Web
The governance implications of a successful oscillatory energy paradigm are structural rather than

merely logistical. The quantum vacuum — unlike coal, uranium, or even sunlight at the scale
required for industrial centralised generation — is intrinsically non-scarce and uniformly



distributed. It cannot be owned, monopolised, or made the object of geopolitical competition. This
property enforces a different architecture for energy infrastructure.

Applying Fiske's (1991) Relational Models Theory: the extractive paradigm's infrastructure is
necessarily structured as Market Pricing (energy as commodity) combined with Authority Ranking
(regulatory hierarchy over scarce, dangerous, or geographically concentrated resources). These
relational structures are not incidental to extractive energy; they are consequences of the physics of
scarcity and concentration. An oscillatory infrastructure — where the source is locally available at
every point in space and the conversion is local — is structurally consistent with Communal
Sharing at the node level and Equality Matching at the network level.

The planetary energy infrastructure shifts from a hierarchical grid (centralised generation — high-
voltage transmission — passive consumption at endpoints) to a distributed web (local generation at
nodes — peer-to-peer coherence maintenance — mutual aid under exceptional conditions). This
transition is not an ideological preference; it is the infrastructure architecture that matches the
physics of an abundant, locally available energy source.

The analogy to internet architecture is precise: the internet's protocol layer is structured as a
distributed web of equal nodes — not because its designers were idealists, but because the physics
of digital information transmission does not favour centralisation. The physics of vacuum energy, if
successfully harnessed, similarly does not favour centralisation.

6. The Sociology of Paradigm Resistance

A complete treatment of the oscillatory paradigm must address the evident question: if the
theoretical foundations are sound and the empirical evidence is available, why has this paradigm not
replaced the extractive one?

Three structural factors — not three engineering problems — account for the persistence:

Factor 1 — Kuhnian paradigm lock-in. Research funding, engineering education, industrial
standards, regulatory frameworks, and investment categories are all calibrated to the extractive
paradigm's assumptions. Projects that cannot be expressed in terms of thermal efficiency
improvement, electrochemical optimisation, or materials science for conventional devices are
systematically excluded from institutional funding streams. Barrera's 35 years of independent
development without institutional affiliation is not an individual anomaly; it is the predictable
outcome of applying paradigm-transcending ideas to a funding ecosystem calibrated for paradigm-
confirming work.

Factor 2 — Measurement framework co-constitution. The instruments, protocols, and metrics
used to evaluate energy technologies are designed within the extractive paradigm. An instrument
calibrated to measure Carnot efficiency will classify a device operating in the conservative-coupling
regime as "anomalous" or "unverifiable" rather than "paradigm-changing." The measurement
framework and the paradigm are co-constituted: the paradigm specifies what counts as a
measurement, and measurements that the paradigm cannot interpret are not recorded as evidence
against it but as instrument error or experimental failure. This is precisely Kuhn's account of how
anomalies are absorbed rather than confronted.

Factor 3 — Economic incumbency. The extractive paradigm is not merely an intellectual
framework; it is the organisational principle of a multi-trillion-dollar capital stock: extraction
infrastructure, refining capacity, transmission grids, vehicle fleets, heating systems. This capital



stock has decades of residual life and constitutes the collateral base of enormous financial
obligations. The transition costs of paradigm replacement are not merely technological but financial,
political, and institutional. Incumbents whose asset values depend on the paradigm's continuity have
strong rational incentives to resist its replacement — not through conspiracy but through the normal
operation of institutional self-interest.

These three factors jointly explain the persistence of the extractive paradigm in the face of
theoretical alternatives. They do not constitute evidence against the oscillatory paradigm; they
constitute the sociology of why correct alternatives to entrenched paradigms take longer to displace
those paradigms than their theoretical merits would predict.

7. Conclusion

The global energy transition, as currently pursued, is a transition within a paradigm, not a transition
between paradigms. It substitutes low-carbon fuels and conversion technologies for high-carbon
ones while leaving intact the three foundational assumptions — energy as substance, conversion as
destruction, dissipation as necessary — that define the extractive paradigm and impose its structural
ceiling.

The oscillatory paradigm offers a genuine alternative. It is grounded in Rowlands' nilpotent
quantum mechanics, which reconceptualises energy as geometric relation rather than substance. It is
supported by coupled oscillator theory's account of conservative energy redistribution in phase-
locked systems. It is connected to the full quaternion structure of Maxwell's electrodynamics
through the scalar component discarded by Heaviside. It is empirically underwritten by the Casimir
effect (confirmed to <1%), the Haisch-Rueda-Puthoff inertia model, and the Dynamical Casimir
Effect (experimentally observed at Chalmers, 2011). It is partially instantiated in the engineering of
Carlos Barrera, whose Gearturbine and Imploturbocompressor implement its geometric principles
across 35 years of independent development.

The transition from extraction to resonance is a paradigm shift. It requires not better engineering
within the current framework but a different framework within which engineering can be directed.
The theoretical tools to specify that framework are available. The empirical evidence to support it is
available. The engineering proto-instantiation to begin building it is available.

What the oscillatory paradigm requires is the same thing every paradigm shift in the history of
science has required: a generation of researchers willing to take its anomalies seriously as
anomalies, and institutions willing to fund the development of its alternatives rather than the
incremental optimisation of the paradigm being replaced.

The physics is ready. The engineering is ready. The question is whether the institutions are.

References

Barrera, C. (1991). Gearturbine / Retrodynamic Rotary-Turbo InFlow Technology. Mexican Patent
IMPI #197187, December 1991. Public demonstration: https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=0cPo9Lf44TE

Casimir, H. B. G. (1948). On the attraction between two perfectly conducting plates. Proceedings
of the Koninklijke Nederlandse Akademie van Wetenschappen, 51, 793-795.



Coats, C. (1996). Living Energies: An Exposition of Concepts Related to the Theories of Viktor
Schauberger. Gateway Books, Bath.

Decca, R. S., Lépez, D., Fischbach, E., & Krause, D. E. (2005). Measurement of the Casimir
force between dissimilar metals. Physical Review Letters, 94, 240401.

Ebbesen, T. W. (2015). Coherent coupling of molecular resonators with a microcavity mode.
Nature Communications, 6, 5981.

Fiske, A. P. (1991). Structures of Social Life: The Four Elementary Forms of Human Relations.
Free Press, New York.

Friston, K. (2010). The free-energy principle: a unified brain theory? Nature Reviews
Neuroscience, 11(2), 127-138.

Haisch, B., Rueda, A., & Puthoff, H. E. (1994). Inertia as a zero-point-field Lorentz force.
Physical Review A,49(2), 678—694.

Hestenes, D. (2003). Geometric Algebra for Physicists. Cambridge University Press.

Konstapel, J. (2026a). From Extraction to Resonance: A Vacuum-Geometric Framework for
Planetary Energy Infrastructure. Constable Research. constable.blog, 27 April 2026. Available with
PDF: https://constable.blog/2026/04/27/the-energy-architecture-of-the-near-future/

Konstapel, J. (2026b). The Oscillating Vacuum Model: A Unified Framework Derived from
Maxwell's Quaternion Electrodynamics and Rowlands' Nilpotent Constraint. Constable Research.
constable.blog, 14 May 2026. https://constable.blog/2026/05/14/the-oscillating-vacuum-model-a-
unified-framework-derived-from-maxwells-quaternion-electrodynamics-and-rowlands-nilpotent-
constraint/

Konstapel, J. (2026¢). ER = EPR — Wormholes, Coherence, and the Rediscovery of Non-Local
Knowledge. Constable Research. constable.blog, 17 May 2026. PDF: https://constable.blog/wp-
content/uploads/ER_EPR_discovered_by_Jack_Sarfatti_in_19-4.pdf

Konstapel, J. (2026d). Overcoming the Carnot Ceiling: Flow Technology Insights. Constable
Research. constable.blog, 16 April 2026. https://constable.blog/2026/04/16/turbo/

Konstapel, J. (2026e). The Impact of Dual-Space on our Daily Life. Constable Research.
constable.blog, 21 April 2026. https://constable.blog/2026/04/21/the-impact-of-dual-space-on-our-
life/

Kuhn, T. S. (1962). The Structure of Scientific Revolutions. University of Chicago Press.

Kuramoto, Y. (1975). Self-entrainment of a population of coupled non-linear oscillators. In
International Symposium on Mathematical Problems in Theoretical Physics, Lecture Notes in
Physics 39 (pp. 420—422). Springer.

Lamoreaux, S. K. (1997). Demonstration of the Casimir force in the 0.6 to 6 wm range. Physical
Review Letters, 78(1), 5-8.

McWhinney, W. (1992). Paths of Change: Strategic Choices for Organizations and Society. Sage
Publications.



Moore, G. T. (1970). Quantum theory of the electromagnetic field in a variable-length one-
dimensional cavity. Journal of Mathematical Physics, 11(9),2679-2691.

Robinson, V. R. (2008). Structural Electrodynamics. Available via academia.edu.
Rowlands, P. (2007). Zero to Infinity: The Foundations of Physics. World Scientific, Singapore.

Wilson, C. M., et al. (2011). Observation of the dynamical Casimir effect in a superconducting
circuit. Nature, 479, 376-379.

© J. Konstapel, Constable Research, Leiden, 2026. All rights reserved. No part of this paper may be
reproduced or used without written permission.



