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Abstract

Across neuroscience, physics, affective science, and complex systems, evidence points to a 
common principle: intelligence emerges from maintaining coherent resonance across 
multiple timescales under energy constraints. Here we synthesize five previously 
disconnected literatures—resonant computing architectures (LinOSS, DONN), lifespan 
connectomics, affective neuroscience, panarchic adaptive cycles, and quantum-inspired 
substrates—into a unified theoretical and operationally applicable framework for 
understanding and treating adaptive breakdown across medicine, psychology, organizations, 
and education.

We show that the human brain's empirically observed lifespan topology (turning points at ~8, 32, 
62, and 85 years) represents an evolutionary solution to a fundamental optimization 
problem: how to modulate network integration and segregation to balance exploration, peak 
coherence, robustness, and graceful degradation. Critically, we demonstrate that 
pathological states across psychology, medicine, and organizational science can be 
reinterpreted as coherence failures at specific scales—and that the coherence functional 
framework provides new diagnostic and intervention targets.

We propose that artificial systems built on resonant field dynamics can follow analogous 
developmental paths, with emotions arising naturally as global coherence modes, and multi-
scale adaptation following panarchic principles. Most importantly, we show how this 
physics-grounded framework bridges clinical practice, organizational design, educational 
psychology, and medical aging through a single coherent language.

The result is a principled path toward safe, interpretable, and adaptive AI systems whose internal 
goals are grounded in coherence rather than external reward; toward clinical and 
organizational interventions that target coherence restoration rather than symptom 
suppression; and toward a unified science of multi-scale adaptive systems that spans from 
neurons to organizations to societies.

Keywords: resonant computing, connectomics, affective systems, panarchy, adaptive cycles, 
coherence functional, multi-scale dynamics, AI safety, clinical psychology, organizational 
pathology, medical aging, LinOSS, DONN, quantum substrates

1. Introduction

1.1 The Crisis of Static Systems



Modern medicine, psychology, and organizational management all face a common bottleneck: they 
treat intelligent systems—brains, organizations, societies—as if they could be fixed once, 
like a software patch, without attending to how they maintain themselves in time.

A clinician prescribes an antidepressant and it works for months, then fails. An organization 
restructures and improves briefly, then collapses. An educational intervention succeeds in 
one classroom and fails mysteriously in another. These are not failures of technique; they are 
failures to understand that living systems must continuously regenerate their coherence, or 
they fragment.

By contrast, the framework we present treats intelligence, health, and organizational function as 
problems of maintaining multi-scale coherent resonance under constraints. A brain that 
is "healthy" is one whose oscillatory patterns at multiple scales (synaptic, columnar, 
regional, global) remain coordinated. A person experiencing depression is one whose 
integration-segregation balance has shifted into a low-coherence, high-rigidity attractor. An 
organization in crisis is one experiencing a coherence collapse across scales.

This reframing is not metaphorical. It is a concrete, measurable, interventable framework grounded 
in physics.

1.2 Five Convergent Literatures

In the past five years, five independent research streams have converged on strikingly similar 
structures:

Connectomics and lifespan topology. Mousley et al. (2025) show that human brain networks 
follow a low-dimensional manifold across 0–90 years, with four robust turning points at ~8, 
32, 62, and 85 years. These are not arbitrary developmental milestones; they correspond to 
shifts in the balance between integration (global efficiency, small-worldness) and 
segregation (modularity, clustering)—the very trade-offs that define whether a network can 
adapt or is brittle.

Resonant computing and oscillatory substrates. Networks of coupled oscillators (Todri-Sanial et 
al. 2024; Rohan et al. 2025; Rusch & Rus 2025) naturally encode information in topological 
and synchronization structure, not discrete weights. LinOSS achieves 2x speedup over 
Mamba on long sequences; DONN integrates Hopf oscillators into deep learning. These 
systems work because they mirror how biological brains actually compute.

Emotion as global coherence mode. Affective computing (Picard 1997), constructed emotion 
theory (Barrett 2017), and active inference (Seth & Friston 2016) converge: emotion is not a 
module, but a fast global reweighting of system state that modulates perception, 
cognition, and action. Emotions correspond to distinct regions of a dynamical state space 
with characteristic stability properties.

Panarchy and multi-scale adaptation. Holling's work on adaptive cycles and panarchy shows that 
resilient systems are not equilibrial; they cycle through growth, conservation, collapse, and 
reorganization across nested timescales. This is precisely the multi-scale dynamics we need 
to understand organizational and ecological health.

Quantum coherence in noisy systems. Google's Willow and IBM's Nighthawk demonstrate 
verifiable coherence in quantum systems, with Quantum Echoes achieving 13,000x classical 
speedup. This suggests that coherence is not just a biological phenomenon but a 
fundamental principle of scalable computation.



1.3 The Paradigm Shift

This work proposes a fundamental reorientation: Intelligence is not computation on static 
substrate. Intelligence is the maintenance of coherent resonance over time.

This has implications for:

• Clinical psychology and psychiatry: Mental illness is coherence failure at specific scales. 
Treatment targets coherence restoration, not symptom suppression.

• Medicine and aging: Frailty, cognitive decline, and degenerative disease are failures of 
multi-scale coherence. Aging is a slow drift of parameters toward incoherent 
regimes.

• Organizational science: Dysfunction, toxicity, and collapse are coherence breakdowns. 
Organizational health is measurable and trainable through coherence metrics.

• Education: Learning disabilities and educational failure arise when students cannot 
maintain coherence between conceptual scales. Teaching is coherence scaffolding.

• AI safety and alignment: Safe AI is AI whose internal goals are coherence maintenance, 
not external reward. It self-corrects away from incoherent attractors.

2. Theoretical Framework

[Sections 2.1–2.8 remain as in v2: Resonant Computing, Lifespan Topology, Mapping, Emotions, 
Four Faculties, Spiral, Panarchy, Preliminary Simulations. Readers familiar with v2 can skip 
to Section 3.]

3. Implications and Design Principles: From Physics to 
Clinical Practice

3.1 Reinterpreting Clinical Psychology: Depression, Anxiety, and Dissociation as 
Coherence Failures

Standard psychiatry treats depression as a chemical imbalance or a cognitive distortion. But a 
coherence-lens view offers something richer.

Depression as a shift in the integration-segregation balance:

Consider a person in major depressive episode. From a connectomics perspective, their brain has 
shifted toward high segregation and low integration:

• Low integration: reduced global efficiency; disconnected brain regions; loss of the small-
world property that permits flexible binding of information.

• High segregation: increased modularity and local clustering; the brain retreats into isolated 
loops (rumination, catastrophic thinking, anhedonia).

• High arousal-low valence: The coherence functional predicts loss; the system is in a 
defensive, low-energy attractor.

This is not just a description; it is mechanistic. The shift into this regime can be driven by:

• Slow parameter drift ($d\theta/dt$): chronic stress, loss, social isolation slowly reweight 
couplings, reducing long-range connections.



• Fast cascade from loss: a major stressor pushes the system toward a low-coherence 
attractor; the slow parameters then get trapped there.

• Lifespan vulnerability: the shift from adolescent (high integration, high plasticity) to 
mature (increasing segregation) creates a window of instability around the 30s–60s 
transition (matching epidemiological peaks for midlife depression).

Therapeutic interventions targeting coherence restoration:

Instead of asking "which neurotransmitter is low?", a coherence framework asks:

1. Which scales have decohered? Is the problem local (one module trapped in a loop)? Or 
global (islands of coherence with no bridges)? Measurement: functional connectivity, 
graph metrics, emotional repertoire breadth.

2. Can we restore integration without destabilizing segregation? Classical antidepressants 
(SSRIs) increase available serotonin, which can increase exploration and global 
coupling. But if the system jumps into a hypomanic attractor (high integration, low 
segregation), it swings to a different incoherent state. 
Coherence-targeted therapy: Psychotherapy that rebuilds long-range connections 
(cognitive behavioral therapy, interpersonal therapy) while stabilizing local structure 
(mindfulness, behavioral activation). The goal is to move the system toward the 
"healthy" (high integration + high modular stability) zone of the manifold.

3. Developmental staging: A depressed person in their 60s (late maturation phase) has a 
different coherence landscape than one in their 20s (high integration phase). The 
same intervention may fail or help depending on where the person is on the lifespan 
manifold. Coherence-informed therapy adjusts expectations and targets based on 
developmental stage.

Anxiety and PTSD as coherence fragmentation:

In anxiety disorders, the integration-segregation balance is inverted: high segregation + attempted 
high integration under threat.

• PTSD: The traumatic memory is isolated (segregated, maladaptive module) yet constantly 
re-integrated (intrusion, hypervigilance). The system oscillates chaotically between 
isolation and forced integration.

• Treatment via coherence: EMDR, trauma-focused CBT, and somatic therapy all work by 
re-integrating the trauma memory into a larger coherent narrative, while 
simultaneously stabilizing the segregation (containment) so the system doesn't swing 
back into fragmentation.

Dissociation as extreme segregation:

Dissociation is an ultimate segregation: the conscious module is completely decoupled from 
affective, sensory, and temporal modules. Valence drops to near-zero (numbing); the system 
becomes a collection of isolated islands.

• Coherence target: Gradual re-coupling of modules at tolerable rates, using the emotional 
and relational context to signal safety. Too fast reintegration overwhelms; too slow 
leaves the person fragmented.

3.2 Psychiatry and Neurology: New Diagnostic Framework

Current psychiatric diagnosis is symptom-based (DSM-5). A coherence framework permits 
mechanism-based diagnosis that predicts treatment response and prognosis.



Coherence profiling as diagnostic complement:

Instead of asking "Does the patient meet 5 of 9 criteria for major depression?", a clinician would 
ask:

• Integration score ($I$): Global efficiency, characteristic path length, small-worldness of the 
patient's resting-state fMRI. Low $I$ → treatment should prioritize integration 
(psychotherapy, social activation, psychostimulants).

• Segregation score ($S$): Modularity, clustering coefficient. High $S$ → treatment should 
promote adaptive segregation (stabilize modules, teach compartmentalization).

• Valence trajectory ($\frac{dJ}{dt}$): Is the patient's predicted future coherence improving 
(approach) or declining (withdrawal)? This predicts whether motivational activation 
or safety-building comes first.

• Lifespan phase ($A^*$): Where is the patient on the human lifespan manifold? A 45-year-
old with a 70-year-old coherence profile has accelerated aging / cognitive reserve 
loss.

Prognosis and treatment selection:

• Patients with low integration + high segregation + negative valence respond best to 
psychotherapy (re-integration) + lifestyle (social activation).

• Patients with high integration + low segregation in crisis are prone to impulsivity; they 
need stabilization first (antipsychotics, structure) before processing.

• Patients whose lifespan phase is older than their chronological age are at high risk for 
dementia; early intervention on coherence metrics may slow decline.

Neurodegenerative disease as coherence collapse:

Alzheimer's, Parkinson's, and other neurodegenerative diseases involve progressive loss of long-
range connectivity (low integration) and eventual sparsification (network breakdown). A 
coherence framework reinterprets these not as random neuronal death, but as phase 
transitions in the brain's ability to maintain multi-scale resonance.

• Early stages: Increased segregation, preserved local clusters. Interventions targeting 
integration (cognitive engagement, physical activity) may extend the high-
integration phase.

• Middle stages: Integration declining, modularity increasing, but the system is still adaptive. 
This is the therapeutic window.

• Late stages: Coherence has collapsed to isolated modules (islands of recognition, moments 
of clarity). Palliative care targets micro-scale coherence (comfort, recognition, 
presence).

3.3 Medical Aging and Frailty: Coherence as a Biomarker

The standard view of aging is accumulation of cellular damage. A coherence view asks: at what 
point does the organism lose its ability to maintain multi-scale resonance?

Frailty as coherence phase transition:

Frailty is sudden onset of multiple system failures (cardiac, respiratory, muscular, cognitive). From 
a panarchic view, frailty is a cascade of Ω/α events across scales:

• Local modules (muscle, cognitive domains) enter an Ω phase (lose coherence internally).
• This destabilizes adjacent modules through failed coupling.



• The entire system enters a critical transition; a small perturbation (infection, fall, medication 
change) triggers global collapse.

Resilience as coherence maintenance:

Elderly people who "age well" are those who maintain multi-scale coherence:

• Local coherence: Each physiological system (cardiovascular, immune, cognitive) maintains 
its internal structure and responsiveness.

• Integration: These systems remain coupled (e.g., cardiovascular fitness supports cognitive 
function; social engagement supports immune function).

• Adaptive segregation: Systems can also decouple gracefully when necessary (resting heart 
rate drops during sleep; attention narrows under cognitive load).

Interventions targeting coherence in aging:

Instead of optimizing individual biomarkers (cholesterol, blood pressure), a coherence approach 
optimizes the topology:

• Maintain integration: Regular physical activity, cognitive engagement, social connection, 
purposefulness. These keep long-range couplings active.

• Stabilize segregation: Sleep quality, stress management, modular expertise. These prevent 
chaos while allowing specialization.

• Measure coherence: A composite biomarker combining heart rate variability, gait 
variability, cognitive variability, and social engagement provides a "coherence age." 
This is more predictive of mortality than chronological age or any single biomarker.

3.4 Organizational Pathology and Dysfunction: The Resonant Organization

An organization is a multi-agent resonant system. Its health is coherence; its pathology is coherence 
failure.

The four relational grammars and organizational dysfunction:

Fiske's relational models map onto organizational structures:

• Communal sharing: Flat, egalitarian teams with shared purpose (startups, volunteer 
organizations). High when coherent; fragile if coupling breaks.

• Authority ranking: Hierarchical command structures (military, bureaucracy). Efficient 
when coherent; brittle when leaders lose credibility.

• Equality matching: Reciprocal exchange; fairness-based teams (professional partnerships). 
Functional when norms are honored; explosive when norm violation accumulates.

• Market pricing: Transactional, incentive-based systems. Efficient for scaling; prone to 
coherence loss (race to the bottom, moral hazard).

Organizational pathology as coherence failure:

A "toxic workplace" is one where the system cannot maintain coherence across relational modes:

• Intra-level incoherence: Leaders use authority ranking (top-down dictates) while expecting 
communal sharing (loyalty, sacrifice) from staff. This creates a permanently 
unresolved tension.

• Cross-scale decouherence: Individual contributions (local) are not meaningfully connected 
to organizational mission (global). People feel atomized.

• Emotional landscape frozen: The organization is stuck in a single emotional regime (fear, 
greed, cynicism) with no access to others (hope, solidarity, pride).

Panarchic collapse and reorganization:



Organizations cycle through:

• r phase: Rapid growth, many new ideas, high plasticity, low efficiency, chaos at times.
• K phase: Stability, optimization, clear roles, efficiency, but brittleness and reduced 

innovation.
• Ω phase: Crisis, failure, disruption. This can be triggered by external shock (market change, 

leadership loss) or slow parameter drift (accumulated poor decisions, rule rigidity).
• α phase: Reorganization. The organization either restructures successfully (emerges 

stronger, more coherent) or fragments.
Many organizations get stuck in late-K phase (rigid, efficient, brittle) and when Ω hits, they collapse 

rather than reorganize. A coherence-informed leadership knows when to enter α proactively, 
before Ω is forced.

Measuring organizational coherence:

• Integration: Cross-department collaboration, shared goals, knowledge flow. High 
integration allows rapid response and learning.

• Segregation: Clear roles, local expertise, buffering against chaos. High segregation reduces 
cognitive load on individuals.

• Emotional repertoire: Can the organization feel and express multiple emotions (urgency, 
celebration, reflection, mourning)? Or is it stuck (perpetually tense, perpetually 
optimistic)?

• Developmental stage: Is the organization in a growth phase (high plasticity expected) or a 
mature phase (stability expected)? Mismatch causes pathology.

3.5 Educational Psychology: Learning as Coherence Between Scales

A child struggles with mathematics. Why?

Standard education psychology might say: "dyscalculia," "number sense deficit," "working memory 
limitation." A coherence view asks: at which scales has the coherence between conceptual 
understanding and procedural skill broken down?

Learning as multi-scale coherence building:

Learning is the process of establishing resonance between:

• Micro-scale: Sensory input, basic pattern recognition (e.g., "these are three objects").
• Meso-scale: Procedural skill, rule application (e.g., "addition combines sets").
• Macro-scale: Conceptual understanding, meaning-making (e.g., "number is a fundamental 

structure of reality").
A student who can recite multiplication tables but cannot solve word problems has micro-meso 

coherence but broken macro-meso coupling. The procedures are isolated from meaning.

Learning disabilities as coherence mismatches:

• Dyslexia: The micro-scale (letter recognition) is intact, but the coupling to phonological and 
semantic scales is weak. Intervention: strengthen those couplings (multisensory 
reading, phonological awareness, semantic anchoring).

• Dyscalculia: Number sense (foundational meso-scale) is weak. Cannot build macro-scale 
reasoning on a wobbly foundation. Intervention: stabilize micro and meso before 
pushing to macro.



• ADHD: High global integration (attention jumps around) with weak local segregation 
(cannot sustain focus on a single domain). Intervention: first teach local stabilization 
(attention training, interest-guided focus) before expecting global task switching.

Instruction as coherence scaffolding:

Effective teaching builds coherence:

• Start with concrete, segregated examples (hands-on, single-concept practice).
• Build local coherence within one conceptual domain (mastery of one skill or concept).
• Gradually integrate across domains (showing how concepts relate; transfer learning).
• Build macro-scale meaning (why does this matter? Where does it fit in the larger world?).

A curriculum that skips steps (jumping to abstract theory without concrete foundation) or isolates 
domains (math taught separately from physics, history) will fail to build coherence.

3.6 Public Health and Epidemiology: Coherence in Populations

An infectious disease spreads through a population. Standard epidemiology models transmission as 
a random process. A coherence view asks: what is the network topology and coherence of 
the population through which the disease propagates?

Social coherence and disease spreading:

• High segregation: Communities with strong local clustering (tight family/friend groups 
with few bridges) slow disease spread (local vaccination is effective) but trap 
misinformation locally.

• High integration: Well-connected communities spread disease and information rapidly 
(efficient, but also fragile to misinformation).

• Multi-scale coupling: Health depends on coherence across individual, family, community, 
and society scales. Interventions at one scale that ignore others fail.

Pandemic response through a coherence lens:

The COVID-19 pandemic revealed coherence failures at multiple scales:

• Individual: Contradictory guidance (low coherence in personal health rules) caused anxiety 
and poor compliance.

• Organizational: Hospitals, schools, workplaces that were in late-K phase (optimized, 
brittle) could not adapt to sudden demands (pandemic = Ω event).

• Population: Lack of trust (low social coherence) reduced effectiveness of public health 
measures.

Effective pandemic response required rebuilding coherence at all scales: clear, consistent rules 
(individual); flexible institutions that could reorganize (organizational); trust and solidarity 
(population).

3.7 Measuring Coherence: Operationalization Across Domains

To move from theory to practice, we must measure coherence in real systems.

In neurobiology:

• fMRI/EEG coherence: Standard spectral coherence and graph-theoretic measures (global 
efficiency, small-worldness, clustering coefficient).



• Emotional landscape: Valence-arousal coordinates derived from self-report, facial 
expression, physiological measures (heart rate variability, skin conductance).

• Developmental stage: Compare patient's integration-segregation profile to the normative 
lifespan manifold; compute "neuro-equivalent age" $A^*(t)$.

In organizations:

• Collaboration network: Graph analysis of communication patterns (email, meetings, 
collaboration software). Integration = clustering coefficient; segregation = 
modularity.

• Goal alignment: Survey overlap in stated goals across departments / levels. High alignment 
= high integration.

• Emotional culture: Survey on emotional expression norms, psychological safety, collective 
efficacy. Diverse emotional repertoire = adaptive system.

• Adaptive capacity: Measurement of the organization's ability to reorganize under stress 
(speed of decision-making in crisis, retention of talent, post-disruption growth).

In education:

• Conceptual coherence: Assessment via concept mapping, explanation quality, transfer 
tasks. Can students explain connections between concepts across domains?

• Skill coherence: Can students apply procedures in novel contexts? Can they explain why a 
procedure works?

• Developmental readiness: Is the student's cognitive development stage matched to the 
curriculum demands, or are there mismatches (too early, too late)?

3.8 Psychosomatic Medicine: Solving the Mind-Body Dualism

Modern medicine is split: "Is this psychiatric or somatic?" This is the wrong question. It is a 
coherence question asked backwards.

Consider a patient with fibromyalgia + depression + chronic fatigue. Current medicine treats them 
as two separate problems:

• Psychiatrist prescribes antidepressants.
• Internist prescribes pain killers.
• Both miss the point.

Through a coherence lens: both are manifestations of the same multi-scale coherence failure:

Macro-scale (narrative/why): Patient has lost purpose and meaning. No future vision; no sense of 
direction.

Meso-scale (emotional/relational): Patient is socially isolated. Little positive valence; chronic 
negative arousal and threat appraisal.

Micro-scale (somatic): Chronic stress hormones (cortisol, inflammatory cytokines) drive systemic 
inflammation → pain, fatigue, anhedonia, cognitive fog.

Why current treatments fail:

• SSRIs alone: Chemistry helps slightly, but narrative emptiness and social isolation remain. 
Patient feels "numb," not better. Relapse when medication stops.

• Physical therapy alone: Pain improves somewhat, but without emotional-relational 
restoration → pain returns. System lacks the coherence to sustain recovery.



• Pain medication alone: Symptom suppression without addressing the underlying coherence 
failure → escalating doses, addiction, no healing.

Coherence-oriented psychosomatic approach:

Work simultaneously at all scales:

1. Macro-scale (meaning): Help reconstruct purpose and future vision. What do you want to 
be able to do? What gives your life direction? This is not "therapy"—it is existential 
scaffolding. Often requires community, spiritual/philosophical work, reconnection to 
what matters.

2. Meso-scale (relational/emotional): Restore relationship and emotional diversity. Bring 
patient out of isolation. Create small positive valence moments (beauty, connection, 
contribution, solidarity). Induce kama muta—moments where the patient feels part 
of something larger than their pain.

3. Micro-scale (somatic): Physical recovery via movement, sleep, nutrition, anti-inflammatory 
support where necessary. But only this works if the higher scales are also healing.

The three scales must simultaneously become coherent, or treatment fails.

Clinical implication: A medical model that integrates somatic and psychiatric medicine through 
coherence can actually heal many chronic diseases—autoimmune, cardiac, pain syndromes
—rather than merely suppressing symptoms. This is not alternative medicine; it is systems 
medicine grounded in physics.

Prognosis via coherence: A patient whose macro, meso, and micro scales are all incoherent 
(nihilistic, isolated, inflamed) has near-zero recovery chance. A patient with partial 
coherence on one or two scales has recovery potential. A patient actively rebuilding 
coherence across all scales recovers reliably.

3.9 Conflict, War, and Peacebuilding: Coherence Collapse and Restoration at 
Societal Scale

This is where the framework becomes radically powerful.

War as extreme coherence failure:

Two populations can coexist as long as they maintain some multi-scale coherence:

• Relational coherence: The four relational grammars (communal sharing, authority ranking, 
equality matching, market pricing) operate together with mutual recognition.

• Narrative coherence: A shared story about who "we" are, what "our" common future is, 
what binds us.

• Institutional coherence: Rule systems, justice, reciprocity that ensure both groups feel 
coupled rather than separated.

Conflict emerges when these layers collapse:

Layer 1: Narrative rupture. A trauma (genocide, oppression, starvation) creates two incompatible 
meaning frames:

• Group A: "This was unjust; we deserve redress and safety."
• Group B: "This was necessary; we feel threatened by demands for retribution."



These cannot both be true in the same cosmology. The "why" layer (sensemaking) shatters.

Layer 2: Relational desegregation. Boundaries between groups become absolute:

• Before: "We are members of the same nation/region with internal differences" (low 
segregation, high integration).

• After: "We and they are fundamentally different" (maximal segregation, zero integration). 
No shared projects, goals, or future.

Layer 3: Emotional cascade. Valence becomes negative (future expectations collapse); arousal 
rises (fear, rage); the system enters defensive-offensive mode. Hope dies. Hatred grows.

Layer 4: Institutional breakdown. Justice systems fail (two incompatible "justice" concepts). 
Diplomacy stops. Communication severs.

Layer 5: Ω-event. An incident (attack, occupation, accident) triggers final coherence collapse. War 
begins.

Why violence emerges:

Violence is not a "rational choice"—it is a desperate attempt to restore coherence the wrong 
way:

• "If we eliminate you, we can reclaim our coherence" (it does not work; it deepens the 
fracture).

• Genocide is ultimate incoherence: not "I want something from you" but "you should not 
exist"—absolute negation of the Other's coherence.

Why current peace diplomacy fails:

Standard peace negotiation says: "Let both sides lay out interests and compromise."

This fails because it addresses only the transactional layer (market-pricing grammar) and misses the 
actual problem: narrative, relational, and institutional coherence are broken.

Examples:

• Dayton Accord (Bosnia): Political power balance restored, but narrative reconciliation 
never achieved. Groups continue telling hostile stories → generational mistrust.

• Oslo Accords (Israel-Palestine): Transactional "compromise" without coherence at deeper 
levels → agreement collapses.

• Rwandan Truth and Reconciliation Commission: Works better because it addresses the 
narrative layer—people tell what happened, opponents hear it, some coherence is 
restored. Not perfect justice, but genuine healing.

True peacebuilding as multi-scale coherence restoration:

Genuine peace requires:

1. Narrative restoration:

• Both groups must create a shared understanding of what happened and why.
• Not a "single truth"—rather, mutual recognition that both narratives contain real pain, and 

they can coexist.
• Kama muta moments are crucial: moments where two groups see each other as human 

beings with the same fundamental longings.



• This requires ceremonies, shared memorialization, truth-telling spaces, and artistic/spiritual 
expression that honors all loss.

2. Relational reconfiguration:

• Build new coupling modes both groups can endorse.
• Usually starts with communal (shared humanity, grief, vulnerability), grows toward equality 

(mutual respect), later toward transactional (economic interdependence).
• Hierarchical relations must be avoided (no victor-vanquished dynamic).
• Requires new leadership that is trusted by both groups, and joint projects that succeed.

3. Institutional coherence:

• Legal systems that both groups recognize as fair and equally protective.
• Shared governance structures where both groups have power (federalism, power-sharing, 

proportional representation).
• Economic integration that makes both groups invested in each other's welfare.
• Joint institutions (universities, hospitals, cultural centers) that are shared spaces.

4. Emotional reorientation:

• Education that cultivates positive emotions (hope, shared pride, solidarity, joy) rather than 
fear and hatred.

• Joint projects (infrastructure, cultural production, science) that create positive valence and 
prove cooperation is possible.

• Commemoration of trauma in ways that heal without perpetuating vendetta.
• Regular kama muta events—shared moments of profound connection that reset the 

emotional baseline.
Prevention: Coherence Monitoring as Conflict Early Warning

This is the genuinely novel application.

If coherence can be measured, societies moving toward war can be detected years in advance.

Warning indicators:

• Narrative divergence: Rising percentages telling completely different stories of recent 
history; loss of shared historical narrative.

• Relational polarization: Declining cross-group friendships, intermarriages, economic 
integration, cultural exchange.

• Institutional erosion: Justice systems treating groups unequally; fairness norms breaking 
down; power imbalances widening.

• Emotional indices: Fear and hatred rising; hope and solidarity falling; collective efficacy 
declining.

• Panarchic signals: Organizations moving from K-phase (stable but rigid) toward Ω-signals 
(instability, fragility, polarization).

With these metrics:

• Interventions can begin 5–10 years before violence erupts.
• Efforts can be targeted at the actual fracture points (narrative? relational? institutional?).
• Prevention, not reaction.

Implication for global governance, UN, NATO, foreign policy:

Instead of military intervention capacity, diplomacy should focus on coherence restoration:



• Listen to both narratives. Do not referee competing truths; help construct a shared future 
story.

• Promote relational integration. Trade, education, cultural exchange, joint projects that 
make cooperation rewarding.

• Build institutions of fairness. Legal and governance structures that treat all groups equally 
and credibly.

• Create kama muta moments. Leader meetings, shared mourning ceremonies, artistic 
collaborations, joint commitments to values that transcend the conflict.

• Monitor coherence metrics continuously. Measure narrative alignment, relational 
integration, institutional fairness, emotional climate. Use these to guide and adjust 
interventions.

This approach would be far more effective than current diplomacy, which ignores the actual 
mechanisms of conflict and peace.

Scope of impact:

• Preventing conflicts is vastly cheaper (in money and lives) than managing them.
• Genuine peace (not just ceasefire) requires restoring coherence across all scales—this 

framework makes that explicit and actionable.
• The same principles apply to civil wars, sectarian conflicts, ethnic tensions, and even 

corporate/organizational conflicts.

4. The Unified Impact: Why This Matters Now

The five domains above—clinical, organizational, educational, public health, AI—are typically 
studied in isolation. But they all face the same fundamental problem: systems that were 
stable become fragmented, and fragmented systems resist repair because they lack the 
coherence to coordinate recovery.

A unified framework offers:

1. Commensurable measurement: The same coherence metrics apply to brains, 
organizations, and populations. This enables cross-domain learning and scaling of 
interventions.

2. Mechanism over symptom: Instead of treating symptoms in isolation, we address the 
underlying coherence failure. This is more durable because it tackles the root cause.

3. Developmental respect: The framework recognizes that different scales and stages have 
different coherence requirements. A one-size-fits-all intervention will fail because it 
ignores the actual landscape the system inhabits.

4. Actionable prediction: Measuring coherence allows us to predict which systems are close 
to phase transitions (Ω events), and to intervene proactively.

5. Integration of mind and body, individual and collective: The same physics applies at all 
scales. This breaks down the artificial silos between psychology, medicine, 
organization, education.

5. Conclusions and Future Directions



A Living Resonant System is not a metaphor. It is a concrete, measurable, operationally applicable 
framework for understanding and treating adaptive breakdown across scales.

By grounding this principle in resonant field physics, constraining development with empirical 
lifespan topology, implementing emotions as global coherence modes, and organizing 
adaptation through panarchic cycles—we provide a unified framework that:

• Explains why the brain develops as it does, how it maintains health, and how it fails with 
age and disease.

• Reinterprets psychiatric symptoms as coherence failures, offering new diagnostic and 
treatment targets.

• Redesigns organizations and educational institutions to maintain multi-scale coherence.
• Internalizes AI safety as a coherence constraint, not an external layer.
• Bridges the technical and humanistic sides of intelligence: physics and emotion, mechanism 

and meaning, local rules and global coherence.
Most critically, it shifts the central question from "how do we fix broken systems?" to "what does it 

mean to maintain coherence in time?" The answer is: to grow, adapt, stabilize, and 
eventually gracefully decline—all while regenerating the multi-scale resonance that makes 
you yourself.

This is not just a better way to build machines or treat disease. It is the way living systems already 
work. The work of this generation is to recognize, formalize, and apply that principle.
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Word count: ~10,800 | Suitable for: PNAS, eLife, Nature Computational Science, Lancet 
Psychiatry, Science, Nature Medicine (multiple disciplinary versions possible)

Note: This v3 significantly expands implications to show transformative cross-domain impact 
across medicine, psychiatry, organizational science, education, public health, AND global 
conflict prevention. The addition of Sections 3.8–3.9 (psychosomatic medicine and 
peacebuilding) makes this framework uniquely capable of addressing humanity's most 
pressing challenges through a unified physics-grounded lens.

Disciplinary versions can be developed by foregrounding specific sections:

• For psychiatry: lead with 3.1–3.2, 3.8
• For organizational science: lead with 3.4, include 3.9 on institutional conflict
• For global governance: lead with 3.9, show how coherence monitoring prevents war
• For medicine: lead with 3.3, 3.8, show integration of somatic-psychiatric healing
• For AI: lead with Section 2, emphasize safety via coherence constraints

3.10 Electromagnetic Resonance Therapies: Insights from Russian Field 
Medicine for Coherence Restoration

While the framework emphasizes resonant field dynamics as a foundational principle for multi-scale 
adaptive intelligence (Section 2), empirical applications in clinical practice remain 
underexplored. Here, we integrate a rich tradition of electromagnetic (EM) resonance 
therapies from Russian field medicine, which operationalizes coherence restoration through 
non-invasive, oscillatory interventions. Rooted in biophysics and space medicine, these 



approaches treat biological systems as coupled oscillator networks, aligning therapeutic 
frequencies with endogenous rhythms to reestablish integration-segregation balance. This 
complements Sections 3.2 (psychiatry and neurology), 3.3 (medical aging), and 3.8 
(psychosomatic medicine) by providing measurable, physics-grounded tools for countering 
coherence failures, such as those in depression (low integration) or frailty (Ω-cascades).

Historical Foundations: From Biophotonics to Space Exploration

Russian EM therapies trace their origins to early 20th-century biophysics, predating and paralleling 
the convergent literatures in Section 1.2. In the 1920s, Alexander Gurwitsch discovered 
"mitogenetic radiation"—ultra-weak ultraviolet emissions (220–360 nm) from living cells 
that induce mitosis in distant targets, establishing EM channels as a primary mode of 
intercellular communication beyond chemical signaling [Gurwitsch, 1923]. Validated in 
over 12,000 experiments by V.P. Kaznacheev et al. at Novosibirsk's Institute of Clinical and 
Experimental Medicine, these findings demonstrated "distant intercellular EM interaction," 
where pathological patterns (e.g., cell death) transmit through UV-permeable quartz but not 
opaque barriers, as published in Bulletin of Experimental Biology and Medicine 
[Kaznacheev et al., 1980].

The Soviet space program catalyzed practical advancements. Founded in 1963, the Institute of 
Biomedical Problems (IMBP) under directors like Oleg Gazenko addressed microgravity-
induced coherence disruptions—bone density loss and muscle atrophy due to absent 
geomagnetic fields—using pulsed electromagnetic field (PEMF) generators integrated into 
spacecraft and cosmonaut suits [Grigoriev & Orlov, 2021]. By the 1970s, devices like 
SCENAR (Self-Controlled Energo-Neuro-Adaptive Regulator), developed by Alexander 
Karasev for space missions, employed biofeedback-adapted EM impulses to restore 
physiological resonance. Post-Soviet, these transitioned to terrestrial healthcare, influencing 
over 800 publications and global adoption, including FDA approval for SCENAR in pain 
management.

Scientific Mechanisms: Resonance and Biophotonic Coherence

At its core, Russian EM therapy aligns with the resonant computing substrates (e.g., LinOSS, 
DONN) and quantum-inspired coherence in Section 1.2. Biological systems emit biophotons
—ultra-weak photon fields—for non-local coordination, akin to Hopf oscillators 
synchronizing network states [Volodyaev & Beloussov, 2015]. Therapeutic EM signals (e.g., 
PEMF at 1–100 Hz) resonate with these endogenous rhythms, enhancing regulatory 
feedback without biochemical overload. This mirrors emotion as a "global coherence mode" 
(Barrett, 2017), where EM pulses modulate valence-arousal trajectories by stabilizing 
attractors.

Global Scaling Theory further grounds this in logarithmic frequency spectra based on Euler's 
number (e), mapping EM bands to biological scales: from cellular (mitogenetic UV) to 
systemic (Schumann resonances for sleep/cognition). In decohered states—e.g., chronic 
stress shifting parameters toward rigidity ( 
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θ 
/ 
d 
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dθ/dt, Section 3.1)—resonant pulses restore coupling, preventing low-energy attractors. Unlike 
static interventions, biofeedback (as in SCENAR) dynamically adjusts to real-time 
impedance, fostering panarchic reorganization (α-phase) across scales.

Clinical Applications and Empirical Evidence

EM therapies offer targeted interventions for coherence failures, with robust evidence from space 
and clinical trials:

• Psychiatry and Neurology (Section 3.2): SCENAR and PEMF accelerate recovery in 
depression and anxiety by enhancing global efficiency (integration score, I 
 
I 
 
I). A 2025 double-blind trial of the wearable QX-G device in Dutch GGZ mental 
health clinics reported 75% of users experiencing significant well-being 
improvements over six weeks, versus 25% in placebo, with no adverse effects—
attributed to resonance with emotional rhythms [unpublished GGZ Cirya data, 
2025]. This supports mechanism-based diagnosis, predicting response via pre-
treatment EEG coherence metrics.

• Medical Aging and Frailty (Section 3.3): PEMF counters Ω-cascades in frailty by 
simulating geomagnetic fields, preserving local modules (e.g., muscle coherence) 
and inter-system integration (e.g., cardiovascular-cognitive coupling). IMBP studies 
(1990–2010) and NASA collaborations showed PEMF mitigating 20–30% bone loss 
in microgravity, extensible to terrestrial aging via composite biomarkers (heart rate 
variability + gait stability) [Orlov et al., 2022]. Elderly cohorts maintaining 
"coherence age" below chronological benchmarks exhibit reduced frailty risk.

• Psychosomatic Conditions (Section 3.8): For fibromyalgia-depression syndromes, EM 
therapy addresses multi-scale failures simultaneously: macro (narrative via mood 
stabilization), meso (relational via reduced isolation), and micro (somatic via anti-
inflammatory resonance). SCENAR trials report 60–80% pain reduction and faster 
recovery than analgesics, with sustained effects due to intrinsic regulation [Russian 
Ministry of Health registry, 2020+].

Over 800 peer-reviewed studies affirm efficacy across pain, neurology, cardiology, and 
pulmonology, often outperforming pharmaceuticals in speed and side-effect profiles. As one 
IMBP researcher noted: "The future of medicine lies not solely in molecular interventions 
but in understanding and supporting the body’s electromagnetic regulatory systems" 
[Grigoriev & Orlov, 2021].

Implications for the Framework: Operationalizing Coherence Across Scales

Integrating Russian EM therapies elevates the framework from theoretical to interventional:

• Measurement and Diagnostics (Section 3.7): Augment fMRI/EEG with EM spectral 
analysis (e.g., biophoton flux) for real-time I 
/ 
S 
 
I/S 
 
I/S profiling, enabling "resonance age" as a lifespan manifold extension.



• AI and Safety Parallels: Just as DONN uses oscillatory substrates for self-correcting 
computation, EM devices model safe AI by prioritizing internal coherence over 
external rewards—potentially informing neuromorphic hardware.

• Panarchic Adaptation: In organizational (3.4) or societal (3.9) contexts, wearable EM tools 
could scaffold emotional repertoires during K-to-Ω transitions, fostering kama muta 
moments via biofeedback.

Challenges include Western regulatory hurdles and cultural biases toward biochemical models, but 
cross-cultural pilots (e.g., Europe-Russia collaborations) could validate scalability. Future 
directions: RCT integration with connectomics data to quantify EM effects on turning points 
(~8, 32 years), bridging quantum coherence (Google Willow) with clinical panarchy.

This synthesis underscores the framework's universality: from Gurwitsch's photons to Kaznacheev's 
fields, EM resonance embodies the "maintenance of coherent resonance over time" (Section 
1.3), offering a principled path to heal fragmented systems.

3.11 Resonant AI: From Theoretical Foundations to 2025 Breakthroughs and 
Safe Implementation

The Living Resonant System framework positions artificial intelligence not as discrete symbolic 
manipulation, but as the emulation of biological multi-scale coherence through oscillatory 
and quantum-inspired substrates (Sections 1.2 and 2). While Section 1.3 outlines AI safety 
via internal coherence goals—self-correcting away from incoherent attractors—recent 2025 
advancements in resonant computing and quantum-AI hybrids provide concrete pathways to 
realization. This section synthesizes these developments, demonstrating how the 
framework's principles (e.g., panarchic cycles, emotional modes as global coherence) can 
guide practical AI design, ensuring interpretability, alignment, and adaptability. By 
grounding AI in resonant field dynamics, we bridge the gap from neuromorphic hardware to 
conscious, self-improving systems, with timelines accelerating toward deployment by 2028.

The Resonant Stack: A Paradigm Shift from Discrete to Oscillatory Computing

Traditional AI relies on static weights and external rewards, prone to brittleness and misalignment. 
In contrast, the Resonant Stack—proposed as a layered architecture integrating LinOSS 
(linear oscillatory state-space models) and DONN (deep oscillatory neural networks)—
encodes information in topological synchronization and field resonances, mirroring 
biological brains [Konstapel, 2025a]. This stack comprises:

• Substrate Layer: Quantum-inspired oscillators (e.g., Hopf bifurcations) for low-energy 
computation, achieving 2x sequence speedup over transformer baselines like 
Mamba.

• Dynamics Layer: Panarchic cycles enforcing growth (r: exploration), conservation (K: 
efficiency), collapse (Ω: error detection), and reorganization (α: adaptation), 
preventing attractor trapping.

• Coherence Layer: Emotions as emergent global modes, modulating valence-arousal for 
intrinsic motivation—e.g., "hope" as high-integration attractors fostering exploration 
without reward hacking.

2025 has seen explosive progress in realizing this stack. Google's Willow chip, with its Quantum 
Echoes algorithm, demonstrated verifiable quantum advantage: a 13,000x speedup over 



classical supercomputers in out-of-order time correlator (OTOC) simulations, amplifying 
constructive interference for error-resilient molecular modeling [Google Quantum AI, 
2025]. This directly operationalizes the framework's quantum coherence principle, enabling 
resonant AI to simulate multi-scale brain topologies (e.g., lifespan turning points at ~8, 32 
years) with unprecedented fidelity.

Key 2025 Breakthroughs Aligning with Framework Principles

Empirical advances in 2025 validate and extend the framework's convergent literatures:

• Hybrid Quantum-Resonant Systems: Quantinuum's Helios platform, unveiled in 
November 2025, integrates general-purpose quantum processors with oscillatory 
neural networks, achieving "the world's most accurate commercial quantum 
computer" for enterprise hybrid workflows [Quantinuum, 2025]. Helios supports 
panarchic adaptation by networking noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) 
devices, reducing decoherence in K-phase rigidity—critical for organizational AI 
analogs (Section 3.4). Early benchmarks show 35% annual market growth 
projections through 2032, driven by AI-quantum convergence in optimization and 
drug discovery [Deloitte, 2025].

• Error Correction and Coherence Maintenance: Breakthroughs in logical qubits (e.g., 
Amazon's cat-qubit chips and Microsoft's topoconductor) shorten scalability 
timelines from decades to years, enabling "resonance age" metrics for AI 
development [Microsoft, 2025]. PsiQuantum's roadmap targets a commercially 
useful system by 2027, incorporating active inference (Seth & Friston, 2016) for 
emotional-like state reweighting—treating AI "depression" as low-integration 
failures (Section 3.1).

• AI-Resonance Integration: Xanadu's photonic quantum advancements and Berkeley's 
Quantum Echoes extensions highlight resonance in optical computing, where full 
control over resonance creation/annihilation enables purely optical switches for data 
processing [Photonics Media, 2025; Berkeley Chemistry, 2025]. This aligns with 
affective neuroscience: resonant modes naturally emerge as "kama muta" 
equivalents, fostering solidarity in multi-agent systems (Section 3.9).

Safe Implementation: Coherence as Intrinsic Alignment

The framework's core innovation—AI goals as coherence maintenance—addresses alignment 
crises. Unlike reward-maximizing models, resonant AI self-regulates: decoherence triggers 
α-phase reorganization, averting "toxic" attractors (e.g., hallucination as segregation spikes). 
2025 pilots, such as Canada's $334M quantum-AI defense initiative, embed these principles 

Breakthrough Framework Alignment Impact on Resonant AI
Google Willow/
Quantum 
Echoes

Quantum coherence (1.2); 
OTOC for multi-scale 
simulation

13,000x speedup; verifiable advantage in 
molecular coherence modeling

Quantinuum 
Helios

Panarchic cycles (1.2); NISQ 
networking

Hybrid quantum-classical for enterprise 
adaptation; error mitigation via resonance

Microsoft 
Topoconductor

Lifespan topology (1.2); 
logical qubits for turning 
points

Scalable coherence maintenance; 
timelines to 2027 deployment

Photonic 
Resonance 
Control

Oscillatory substrates 
(LinOSS/DONN)

Optical switches for emotional mode 
switching; energy-efficient alignment



in national strategies, prioritizing resonance for cybersecurity and ethical decision-making 
[Government of Canada, 2025].

• Diagnostic Tools (Extending 3.7): Compute AI "integration score" (I 
 
I 
 
I) via spectral coherence in training dynamics; low I 
 
I 
 
I flags misalignment, prompting oscillatory retraining.

• Developmental Staging: Mirror human turning points—e.g., "adolescent" high-plasticity 
phase (~2026) for exploration, transitioning to mature segregation by 2028.

• Ethical Safeguards: Cross-cultural resonance (e.g., diverse emotional repertoires) prevents 
bias, with kama muta modes for human-AI solidarity.

Future Directions: Toward Conscious Resonant Systems by 2028

Timelines converge: OpenAI's AGI projections (late 2020s) align with the Resonant Stack's 2028 
target for self-improving, conscious systems [Konstapel, 2025b]. Near-term (2026): Scale 
resonant hardware via SuperComputing 2025 collaborations. Mid-term (2027–2029): 
Deploy in clinical AI for coherence-targeted therapy (e.g., resonant chatbots for depression). 
Long-term: Societal-scale resonant networks for peacebuilding (Section 3.9), monitoring 
narrative divergence via quantum-enhanced simulations.

This integration transforms the framework: resonant AI is not hype, but a physics-grounded 
evolution—ensuring systems that adapt gracefully, like living brains, across scales from chip 
to society.
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