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ABSTRACT

This paper clarifies the structural role of the Einstein field equations within the Paton
System. Without introducing new physical laws or modifying general relativity, the
equations are interpreted as describing constraint geometry governing admissible
structure. Spacetime curvature is treated as a manifestation of constraint distribution
rather than an independent entity, and matter-energy terms are interpreted as constraint
density within the system. This placement resolves interpretational ambiguity by
distinguishing structural constraint from observable configuration while remaining fully
consistent with established relativistic formalism.

1. PROBLEM

The Einstein field equations relate spacetime curvature to matter-energy content. However,
interpretation often treats curvature as a physical substance or dynamic medium rather
than a structural condition. The problem addressed here is not the validity of the equations,
but what they represent structurally within a system governed by admissibility and
constraint.

2. STRUCTURAL BASIS

Within the Paton System: Tier-3 defines admissible structure; Tier-4 defines observation;
Tier-5 defines continuation. Constraint operates as the governing condition that determines
which structures persist. Geometry is therefore not an independent entity, but a
representation of constraint distribution within admissible structure.

3. CONSTRAINT GEOMETRY

The Einstein field equations can be interpreted as expressing the relationship between
constraint density and structural configuration. In this framework: G_{uv} represents
structural response to constraint; T_{uv} represents constraint density distribution. The
equation therefore describes how admissible structure is shaped under constraint.



4. OBSERVATIONAL PROJECTION

Observed curvature, motion, and gravitational effects arise from the projection of
constraint-shaped structure through Tier-4 observation. What appears as force or
curvature is the observable manifestation of constraint geometry. The equation itself does
not produce motion; it defines the admissible structure within which motion occurs.

5. CORE DISTINCTION

Curvature # substance. Geometry encodes constraint. Matter-energy encodes constraint
density. The relationship between them defines admissible structural configuration, not a
medium or force in isolation.

6. CONSEQUENCE

Gravitational phenomena are not separate forces acting within space, but expressions of
constraint shaping admissible structure. The Einstein field equations therefore operate as a
structural constraint law rather than a dynamic mechanism in isolation.

7. PATON SYSTEM PLACEMENT

Tier-3 — admissible structure; Tier-4 — observation; Tier-6 — constraint laws. The Einstein
field equations are best placed within the constraint layer, describing how admissible
structure is shaped under constraint distribution.

8. RESULT

The Einstein field equations are clarified as governing constraint geometry. This removes
interpretational ambiguity regarding curvature and reinforces that structure persists only
within admissible constraint regions.

9. CONCLUSION

The Einstein field equations require no modification. Their structural role becomes clear
when interpreted as describing constraint geometry within an admissibility-based
framework. Geometry reflects constraint; observation reveals its effects.

CORE STATEMENT

The Einstein field equations describe constraint geometry shaping admissible structure.

FINAL LINE

Geometry is not a substance—it is the shape of constraint within structure.
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