
Reviewing xLimitless Potential Paper 
xLimitless_Potential_Technologies_Progress_Paper.pdf 

This paper describes a substantive program of building, teaching and 
experimental preparation. Its clearest achievement so far is a working 
development process; the energy-performance questions remain open. That 
is a worthwhile stage of research, and the paper generally handles that 
distinction responsibly. [Attached paper, pp. 1–11] 

Spencer Frame appears to lead the practical development, while JJ prepared 
this summary from lessons, meeting accounts and laboratory updates. 
Consequently, we are reading a summary of their research record rather 
than the underlying measurements themselves. It identifies approximately 
16 hours and 20 minutes of recorded material, but supplies no performance 
graphs, complete experimental datasets or detailed energy balances. 
[Attached paper, pp. 1, 9–11] 

There are three distinct lines of work: 

[Attached paper, pp. 3–8] 

The strongest sign is their willingness to report difficulties. They 
acknowledge board faults, a net battery-voltage drop, axial shaft movement 
and vibration from poorly machined rotors. They also describe corrections. 
These are useful experimental findings: they identify conditions that must be 
understood before performance comparisons become dependable. [Attached 
paper, pp. 4, 7–8] 

Their stated measurement intentions are also encouraging. The August 10 
account explicitly favors sustained watt-hour measurements over transient 
oscilloscope artifacts; later meetings propose shared raw data and controlled 
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configuration comparisons. That is the direction needed to make unusual 
effects understandable and reproducible. [Attached paper, pp. 6–9] 

A few technical points deserve close attention. 

Battery charging and total-system gain are different questions. A 
receiving battery can gain charge while the supplying batteries lose more 
energy. Their partially persistent voltage increases are worth following, but 
the useful next comparison is controlled discharge capacity before and after 
testing, with all batteries and controller supplies included. The reported net 
voltage drop should be retained alongside the gains, since the observations 
concern different tests and configurations. [Attached paper, pp. 3–4, 9] 

“Regenerative acceleration” is their most interesting motor 
question. They plan to find coil conditions that change from braking to 
assisting rotation. I would give that a fair experimental hearing. To 
characterize it, they should compare unloaded and loaded operation at the 
same shaft speed, recording drive input, generator output and preferably 
shaft torque. An acceleration observation could reveal important behavior; 
those accompanying measurements would establish its practical meaning. 
[Attached paper, pp. 5–7; proposed assessment] 

For pulsed circuits, voltage and current must be measured together with 
adequate timing accuracy. Large voltage spikes alone do not quantify 
delivered energy. Tektronix’s guidance specifically describes instantaneous 
power from the voltage–current product and emphasizes probe timing when 
measuring switching losses. [https://www.tek.com/en/support/faqs/can-i-
look-and-measure-instantaneous-power-waveform][https://
www.tek.com.cn/documents/application-note/power-supply-measurement-
and-analysis-3-pwr] [Tektronix] 

The rotor redesign has a sensible mechanical rationale, with a 
qualification. Material farther from the axis contributes more rotational 
inertia per unit mass. Removing central material can therefore reduce weight 
while retaining much of that inertia. It does not itself introduce an energy 
source. For performance trials, changes in stored rotational energy during 
acceleration or deceleration need to be included in the accounting. [Attached 
paper, p. 8; mechanical assessment] 

The Meyer section is much less developed experimentally in this document. 
It introduces a compressible vacuum, vorticity and a proposed vacuum-
strain energy source, but does not expand “VGUFT” or provide the 
equations, apparatus records and results needed to examine the proposed 
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coupling. I would treat it as a research hypothesis deserving clarification. 
[Attached paper, p. 8] 

For our Keely inquiry, the useful connection is their attention to timing, 
relative position, material selection and the conditions that change 
an interaction from resistance to assistance. That offers a productive 
comparison with our investigation of differentiation and rotation. This paper 
does not yet establish that their electromagnetic arrangements operate 
through Keely’s finer subdivisions. [Attached paper, pp. 5–8; our 
comparative interpretation] 

I would ask JJ for their best completed experiment, including its 
schematic, operating conditions, raw measurements and their interpretation. 
That would let us move from assessing the program to examining a 
particular finding. There is enough practical work here to merit that next 
look. [Attached paper, pp. 9–10] 


