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“A plentiful looking glass”

The history of science, is that enabling and engineered perspective which fashions our perspective of this topic as an insight into the past. The large and small discoveries in science are etched upon time in memorial. With the introduction of new ideas, the world is shaped on a variety of levels.

There have been different innovations through specific periods of time. This is not a linear sequence of events, yet rather a disproportionate one. Often, discoveries are found independently of one another. I suspect this is purely our description of the natural world and not necessarily something that is given.

The discovery of scientific laws in time have facilitated a sequence of achievements. In this, it has radically altered our perspective of the natural world. These successions, are a testament towards our understanding of the materialistic. 

The scientific method is that device used to derive relationships and an assessment into the physical world. This objective examination, compels us to digest the natural world. This scythe sanctions our focus and interpretation into scientific ideas. The majority of science is an abstruse subject.

The complexity of science is by definition an alluring token. It is by its nature not directly or easily accessible. The study and application of mathematics lies at the core of this, as the very language used by science to describe phenomena. 

The approach to understanding scientific ideas should not be taken lightly, rather with a cool disposition. This investigation forces a serious interpretation of the facts. An hypothesis is that sugar which enables us to form a testable insight. A theoretical formation is a principle start towards an apprehension. 

In terms of a theoretical comprehension, these are the building blocks towards a consistent theory. A conjecture is formed to satisfy this telling tool. In this, a specific framework is developed to map towards a fundamental physical reality. It is important to note that a theoretical assumption is only a single description and is in no way a guarantee.  

If we look at classical physics by comparison to the modern day provision, we realize that each description has its limitations. Often they try to solve a specific problem, in which there is more than one approach to a solution. These descriptions differ significantly. 

The language of science is mathematics. This is the numerical aperture in which scientific theories are postulated. To harness this formidable language is crucial in order to digest scientific insight. There are numerous branches towards mathematics, from algebra to analysis. Thus, leading up until modern day research has seen centuries of mathematical reasoning and cultivation. I suspect that historically the mathematical assertions that have seen development are lodged in the world of numerical cognizance. 

This prestigious tool is the formative rock that underlies all scientific reasoning and should be handled with the utmost care. I suspect the historical development of science is both continuous and discrete in nature. The intuitive process of science is an implicit digestion.

I believe mathematical concepts should be treated equally. The distinction between high and low levels of abstraction is not a necessity. The formal rules of mathematics rely heavily on symbolism and require a necessary vigor. I suspect in the process of calculation, a relative association is formed between different concepts.

The underlying suspension in this, is logic. This is typically clear in a natural language to be that property which sustains arguments and its cogency. In the annals of mathematics, it is the principle and signal use. The statements of induction, deduction and the rest of the underlying methods are equal throughout mathematics. 

The fundamental kernel of mathematics, is numeracy. An aptitude and diet of calculation is self enabling. The ability to solve sums, leads to a more direct apprehension in terms of solving complex issues. The mental fissure of numerical reasoning, is key. Thus, to adopt a succinct approach to solving problems is fundamentally valuable. 

The idea of the infinite, is an important one. As far as it’s provided, the infinite spans directly into the universe. This concept of the never-ending, applies equally to the very large and the very small. I don’t believe there is a limitation in division, as this approaches the infinitely small. 

It seems that complexity raises itself from the atomic all the way up to the organic. This scale extends in both directions. The changes we see in life, do not reflect any changes we can perceive at an atomic level. This evolution, is tied up at a higher scale than it’s primitive constituents. 

The temporal issue of time and eternity, is another formidable scale. The idea of a space-time is an alluring concept. The premise, is that time is bonded to the three spatial dimensions. In other-words, a fourth dimension. 

The singularity of the beginning, spells the genesis of the universe we live in. There is the telling byproduct of this, as the “big crunch”. A multi-verse idea, is that there are infinite expansions and contractions that subsequently move on forever. 

The concept of something from nothing, is a contested idea. I suspect our understanding as to a physical description for nothing, is unfounded and not directly accessible. The bubble of the universe is that expansion from a single inception or start. More commonly, this is defined as a singularity. 

I feel that it is unlikely that other “universes” follow a rapid separation from the self-same principles that they’re all fashioned upon. Given that the initial values for the universe are the same in principle, it would be unlikely to assume that the it’s counterparts are dissimilar to this.

It strikes me that in a multi-verse scenario, the basic physical constituents remain in favor. With respect to the “many worlds” interpretation of quantum theory, the idea that for every moment of time, there is a separate “world” or “instance”. If we consider a linear assumption and sub sequence through time, I find this as unlikely as there is no discrete variable in the temporal sense. 

This continuum, scales up in a linear perspective through time. The concept of chaos, doesn’t ring true with a determinate universe. In quantum theory, the idea of any potential outcome based on a measurement isn’t a proof of the idea of chance or it’s corollary, randomness. This is largely just a statistical apparatus.  

Simply playing with the numbers, is not a provision for a consistent theory and any insight into science. I suspect that a philosophical rearing of the subject, is a crucial amendment. The dogma of science, often results in a less than palatable description. I feel that innovation is incredibly important in this field. 

The principle of natural selection, spans that evolutionary path of all species. It is miraculous that life itself should at some point, manifest. The ingredients for this are universal and should be found ubiquitously throughout the cosmos. I don’t believe there is a radical shift in terms of biological structure. These primitive aspects, should remain the same. 

This is directly due to the chemistry. These principles, cannot be revoked and are seen abundantly throughout the universe. This consecutive process in the universe, seems to point to a deterministic reality. I don’t feel that there is a serious adjunct to this. In terms of natural law, these concepts rise sequentially. 

The assignment of words to an objective reality, is consequently the same for mathematical reasoning. This impartial examination, relies heavily on association. I feel that mathematics is not naturally derived, rather that it is a single description assigned to reality. It is amiss to conceive of a natural relationship to this. 

The fact that we can remember or recall events, is a testimony towards the reality of time or temporal issues. We can derive equations which amplify this. Yet, it is still only a less than well understood theory. It seems that time is that consecutive process through which natural systems rise. 

Thus, it is largely up to speculation in terms of what time really is. We are reliant on the mind to enumerate these issues. This in itself is a potential limitation as to what is possible. All that man has devised, is in direct correspondence with the mind he has used to fashion this.

Thus, temporal legitimacy is important. We live in a world divided and measured on the rear of time. The rise and fall of the days, thus divided into specific temporal moments. Our clocks are those telling devices we use to tell the time of day and further into calendar events.

The idea of gravity is compelling, as we rely on the idea of a certain mass which exhibits gravitational properties. The more dense the mass, the greater it’s gravitational tug. Or, the larger the body the more significant it’s pull. So, gravity is defined as a force. This effect is seen throughout the cosmic interplay. 

The distances in terms of cosmology, are significant. We measure this by using light-years as a device to explain distances at a massive scale (In other-words, the time it takes light to travel in a year) The speed of light is 299 792 458 m/s. The vast distances in terms of the galactic pool, are onerous in the least. We use light-years as a measure for these remarkable distances. 

Our sun, is a main sequence star. This hot body, is heated with the properties of nuclear fusion.

This incandescence, fuels the lifetime of the sun. In a historical perspective, it was believed that the sun rotated around the earth. This idea was seen refuted, based on the Copernican theory (That given, by Copernicus)

This too, relates to the chronicle idea that the earth is flat. In modern terms, it is a given that this is invalid, yet it is formidable to see how easily duped man can be. In this we can recognize that new scientific development can take an inordinate time to succeed. 

Our solar system is comprised of eight planets. These planets, circulate and orbit around the sun in ellipses (due to Johannes Kepler) The earth is the only life sustaining planet in the solar system. This again, shows how incredibly rare and special life is.

In the cold backdrop of the universe, we can glimpse it’s unforgiving and detached nature. As human, we ache to answer whether we are alone or not. I suspect that sentient life, is exceptionally rare. We are both insignificant and simultaneously, incredibly important.

This collusion of galaxies, is a stage and interplay of the cosmos. When we look at deep field images of the universe, we are in awe as to the abundance of time and space. This cosmic field, emphasizes how exceptionally rare we truly are. 

In science, the advent of the written word has compelled a delivery of collaboration that under different circumstances wouldn’t exist. Our ability to write and read, has transmuted the scope of science and it’s avenues. 

On a smaller scale, we revert back to the ideas of forces and fields. Notably, is the existence of a charged particle. In this, is electricity. We use this medium to charge and enable a variety of electric circuits. A computer is a great example of this. The world we live in would not function if it were not for it.

The best scientific work has predominantly been seen through development in isolation. This too, indicates that collaboration isn’t necessarily a superb tool. I suspect that true innovation is often done entirely in separation. 

Ideas, as they are quickly bubbled up are usually invoked in less than common circumstance. A true novelty is thus typically the successor of isolation. This begs the question as to the quality of the mind in use. The truly exceptional is often done in a removed sense. Thus, seek what is in antithesis to the common.

A good grasp for mathematical formalism, enables a truly suave appreciation for science. In this, disparate and abstruse concepts are mingled on
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