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Abstract
In the last one hundred or so years, physics literature has become flooded with numerous theories trying to define initiation of known universe.

These theories range from bubble [1] and inflationary [2], to big bang [3], and steady state [4]. However different these theories are, they have two things 
in common:
1.	 They consider and give credit to an initiation force [5].
2.	 They do not and cannot describe what the source of that initiation force is.

Consequently, theories with such a big handicap, lose their validity and credibility. As such, as of today, we remain in the dark about the mechanism of 
initiation of universe, if any [6].

Infinity wall theory presents a new perspective in this regard, by tapping on a puzzling preforce and acknowledging the flaws of current theories.
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Introduction
In early 20th century, Hubble, a retired amateur boxer, proved Albert
Einstein, the giant of science wrong, when he proved expansion of
universe by using doppler’s effect and a small telescope on a mountain
in California [7].

Contemporary astrophysicists embraced Hubble’s finding, and advanced
it into an ever-expanding universe theory [8].

Modern science also recognizes that around ninety-six percent of the 
known universe is made of dark matter [9], though it does not have any 
clue about its nature. However, the existence of dark matter has been prov-
en and deciphered in different ways, including the fact that the dimensions 
of milky galaxy would have been much larger if it was made only of regular 
matter with its attributable gravitational force.

Invention of initiation force by current theories, reflects lack of under-
standing of initiation process.

Indeed, the most credible scientific theory, namely, the theory of relativity 
[10], breaks down at initiation and loses all its credibility and validity.

The major firewall, which probably has to do with the nature of our neu-
ronal network, is lack of comprehension of zero geometry [11] and zero 
space time [12].

To go beyond where we are in our scientific description of behavior of 
the known universe, we have the obligation of extending our imagination 
beyond that fire wall.

The concept of virtual particles [13] in quantum mechanics [14], which 
takes the need for conventional theories for buildup of universe away, faces 
a major crisis deep inside as well.

This crisis originates from the need for recurrent and purposeful zero fluc-
tuation of virtual particles, which defies the random nature of quantum 
mechanics.

To overcome similar flaws and paradoxes, one could envision a puzzling 
preforce which would emerge out of zero fluctuation [15], in the heart of 
zero geometry and zero space time. This massive, puzzling and unimag-
inable preforce would initiate the process of space formation. The infinite-
ly vast space comes into existence in no time. Throughout this process, 
there happens exhaustion which dictates the limit of function of X, or fur-
ther generation of space.

The breakdown product of preforce would act as the stabilizing force of the 
generated space. Such breakdown product could be considered dark mat-
ter, and its quantum fluctuation, dark energy [16]. The residual of preforce 
at the outermost border of universe could act as the engine for generation 
of the constituents of what we can now call, old universe [17].



One might consider collision of the preforce residual with infinity wall as 
a source of innumerable number of bangs. Massive condensation of the 
residual force, generated by its reflection off infinity wall, would generate 
infinite numbers of super strings [19], or the smallest representation of 
matter from this point on. Random collision of super strings would lead 
to an unimaginable number of different types of matter, anti-matter [19] 
and their indivisible sub compartments or subatomic particles [20]. This 
would also create all kinds of galaxies, universes, and time loops [21]. As 
such, there are universes that are running horizontally around one time 
loop, without any past and any future.

Some other universes are running at the opposite direction of time loop, 
ie: more and more into the past. We are the residents of a universe or baby 
universe that is moving along the thermodynamic arrow of time [22].

For that reason, we perceive past and future. There are also certain regions 
of universes or baby universes that super strings and their collisions and 
aggregations have not found their way into. Such regions could be con-
sidered worm holes [24], or cosmic strings [25]. If our future generations 
could identify and align themselves with such regions, time travel [26] and 
migration to other corners of one universe, or even other universes could 
become a reality.

The formation of infinite number of universes and baby universes, with 
infinite number of destinies and time loops could be appreciated by several 
examples given in Figures 1-6.

           
                                                   Figure 1. One univers
 

           
Figure 2. Baby Universes inside one univers

     
Figure 3. Expansion of galaxies in one univers or one baby universe

    
Figure 4. Big crunch of galaxies in one Universe or one baby Universe 
following collision with afrasiabi infinitiy wall or walls

         
Figure 5. Tree of Universes
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Figure 6. Endless forest of Universes

Conclusion
The current theories in the explanation of origin of universe share two 
common flaws, namely, invention of an initiation force such as big bang, 
and inability to explain the source of initiation force.

Consequently, they lose their scientific credibility and validity.
Infinity wall theory opens the window of opportunity to generate a new 
foundation for generation of universe and multiverses [26], with infinite 
number of destinies, time loops [27], and diversity of their constituents.

Detailed mathematical analysis of infinity wall theory, would potentially 
enable our future generations, to identify and align themselves with cos-
mic strings, and make travel from one corner of universe, or baby universe 
to another comer, as well as travel among different universes, a possibility.

Among the many other implications of infinity wall theory, one is that 
both Hubble and Albert Einstein were right.

Hubble was right, simply because the galaxies in our universe, or comer of 
universe are moving apart or expanding.

Albert Einstein was right, simply because the generated universe from pre-
force ends at infinity wall and would never increase/expand or decrease/
shrink following its formation.
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