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1. Introduction: The Epicycle of the 21st Century 
 
In the history of bad ideas, the Ptolemaic epicycle holds a special place. When the 
ancients observed that planets did not move in perfect circles around the Earth, they 
did not abandon their geocentric dogma. Instead, they added “circles within circles” 
to the mathematics. It was a brilliant, complex, and utterly fraudulent way to save a 
failing theory. 
 

Today, professional academic cosmology is in its “Epicycle Era.” The dogma is 
the General Relativity Theory (GRT) as a totalizing theory of the universe. The failure 
is that GRT cannot explain how galaxies rotate or how the universe is structured. The 
"epicycle" is Dark Matter. 

 
The argument here is not that GRT makes no successful predictions, but instead 

that its increasing reliance on unobservable parameters epistemically functions like 
epicycles—preserving formal fit while weakening explanatory content. 
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2. The Ledger of Ghosts 
 
We are told that 85% of the matter in the universe is “dark.” This substance is invisible, 
does not interact with light, and—conveniently—has never been detected directly. We 
are told it exists for one reason and one reason only: if it does not, the equations of 
GRT are wrong (Cooper, 2025). 
 

This is not a “discovery” in the tradition of Galileo or Curie; this is forensic 
accounting. When a corporation's books don't balance, they might create a 
“miscellaneous expense” to hide the deficit. In cosmology, dark matter is that 
miscellaneous expense. It is a mathematical “plug number” designed to force a 100-
year-old theory to match a reality it was never equipped to describe (Lerner, 1992). 
 
3. The LUX-ZEPLIN Failure  
 
The professional academic establishment has spent billions of dollars attempting to 
catch a single dark matter particle. In December 2025, the LUX-ZEPLIN (LZ) 
experiment—the most sensitive trap ever built—released its most comprehensive data 
yet. 
 

The results were a masterpiece of academic irony. The detector was so sensitive 
it successfully detected boron-8 solar neutrinos via coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus 
scattering (CEνNS)—proving the machine works with terrifying precision (Barrand, 
2025). Yet, it found zero evidence of dark matter (WIMPs) in the probed low-mass 
range (3–9 GeV/c²). 
 

In any other field, a forty-year run of null results would lead to a paradigm 
shift. In professional academic cosmology, it leads to a request for a bigger budget and 
“next-generation” detectors like XLZD. The theory is now unfalsifiable, which is to 
say that it has ceased to be science. 
 
4. The “Impossible” Galaxies of JWST 
 
If the rotation of galaxies was a crack in the foundation, the James Webb Space 
Telescope (JWST) has brought the sledgehammer. Throughout 2024 and 2025, JWST 
has observed massive, mature galaxies existing at very high redshifts, such as JADES-
GS-z14-0 at z ≈ 14.32, placing it a mere ~290 million years after the Big Bang. 
 

According to GRT-based cosmology, these galaxies challenge expectations, as 
there appears to be limited time for gravity to assemble such structures. The 
professional response often involves invoking rapid star formation mechanisms or 
overmassive black holes (ESA, 2025) to bridge the gap. As Lerner argued, the universe 
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appears older or structured differently than the Big Bang timeline strictly allows, but 
to admit alternatives is to question decades of consensus. 
 
5. The S₈ Tension: The Universe is Too Smooth 
 
Beyond the “Hubble Tension”—i.e., the disagreement on how fast the universe 
expands—we now also face the S₈ Tension. This refers to the “lumpiness” of the 
universe. S₈ is a derived parameter combining matter density and clustering strength 
(σ₈√(Ωₘ/0.3)), effectively measuring how much large-scale structure the universe 
should exhibit today—something current observations increasingly fail to match. 
 
The Problem: 
 

• When we look at the early universe (via the CMB), GRT predicts a certain 
amount of matter clumping today. 

 
The Reality: 
 

• Low-redshift observations show the universe is significantly less lumpy than 
GRT says it should be (Kuthunur, 2023). 

 
This isn’t just a minor measurement error; it is a signal that gravity—or our 

understanding of it—is failing on the largest scales. The "status quo" is currently 
attempting to fix this by suggesting "exotic dark matter interactions" (Di Valentino, 
2025), adding yet another layer of invisible complexity to an already bloated model. 
 
6. Conclusion: The Cost of Professional Academicism 
 
Why does this zombie science persist? Because professional academic philosophy and 
professional academic science have become “career-preservation societies.” A PhD 
student cannot get a grant to study Plasma Cosmology; a professor cannot get tenure 
by claiming that Einstein’s masterwork is a “local correction” rather than a universal 
law. We are living in an era in which the mathematics is perfect, but the reality is 
missing. We have built a beautiful cathedral of equations, but it is built on the 
quicksand of invisible ghosts.  
 

It is time to stop “fixing” the mathematics and start looking at the universe 
again. 
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