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Abstract: A few issues are addressed to explain Wolf 1061c, 

which are different than the dogma. Explanation is provided. A 

screenshot of the Wikipedia page of Wolf 1061c is provided to 

juxtapose the General Theory from dogma.  

 

 
 



 
 

 There is a lot to unpack here. In the beginning statement, 

they have Wolf 1061c orbiting in what they consider to be the 

habitable zone of the host, unfortunately this is myopic. A 

star's habitable zone is external to the star when it is young, 

but it eventually internalizes. This means given Wolf 1061c is 

an ocean world, it actually has two habitable zones, it has a 

liquid water ocean that life can swim and evolve in, as well it 

orbits in the external habitable zone of the red dwarf. Double 

habitable zones, external and internal, lead credibility to the 

possibility of life being on Wolf 1061c in "fish" form.[1] 

Secondly, Wikipedia experts say Wolf 1061c is the 5th closest 

known exoplanet. This is false. All "stars" as defined by the 

dogma are the youngest exoplanets, stars and exoplanets are not 

mutually exclusive constructs. This means the fifth closest 

"exoplanet" is either Luhman 16A or Luhman 16B, which are both 



intermediate aged brown dwarfs. For those new to this theory, 

brown dwarfs are intermediate aged stars, they bridge the gap 

between the youngest exoplanets that shine, and the oldest ones 

that barely externally radiate from an observational standpoint. 

 They also call it a "triple planetary system", which again 

clarifies their misguided viewpoint. All planetary systems are 

star systems, planets are older stars, saying one system is a 

star system and the other is a planetary system is redundant and 

outdated. They are viewing at least a quadruple star system, a 

young red dwarf in the center with .25 the mass of the Sun, and 

three older stars that are in much more advanced stages of 

evolution. So there are four stars total. This is overviewed in 

the paper on stellar polymetamorphism.[2]  

 Another issue is that they refuse to acknowledge the time 

variable in planet formation. They classify Wolf 1061c as a 

super-Earth. Their qualifier is stated in terms of size, a 

"super" meaning larger Earth, which signals that they do not 

understand that its mass is being lost slowly, and it has 

already lost vast quantities of its mass very early in its 

evolutionary history. The qualifier signals it is "super" right 

now, which then blocks their minds to looking at the possibility 

that it was far more "super". Then saying things like, super, 

then ultra, or mega or giga or whatever sort of loses meaning. 

Young planets like the Sun are mega-Earths, Neptunes are ultra-

Earths, so on and so forth. Qualifiers that center on mass, when 

mass is a lost physical property during the stars evolution is 

misguided and will lead to confusion. It is much more reasonable 

to give a qualifier that signals the time variable in stellar 

evolution. It is a post-Neptune, or an ocean-world, which also 

uses a qualifier that describes a physical characteristic 

outside of size alone. The fact that they use qualifiers that 

only use size, i.e. "super", signals they are not allowed to 

conjecture freely. Their hands are tied behind their backs, they 

cannot say the star evolved to that point like "post-Neptune", 

because that conflicts with their nebular hypothesis, as well 

they do not yet know of the physical characteristics of the 

surface, but they could if they studied theories outside of the 

dogma. 

 They do not have the age of the red dwarf Wolf 1061c, as 

they say it is poorly constrained, but this is not a problem 

inside of the general theory. It is a rule of thumb that the age 

of red dwarfs is <350 million years, as well, we can even be 

more exacting by taking the mass and rotational velocity and 

calculating the total angular momentum. That can tell us how old 

it is using gyrochronology as defined inside of the general 

theory. More work needs to be done with that though, a 

preliminary paper is outlined in the third reference.[3] 



 Finally the Wikipedia article places Wolf 1061, the red 

dwarf, as being able to burn for 400-500 billion years. This is 

also misguided. The possible age of Wolf 1061 is into the tens 

of trillions of years, but it won't be bright and burning the 

entire time. Mercury is the example in this regard, it is 

between 7 and 32.75 trillion years old.[4] As well, acceptance of 

the idea that young stars like Wolf 1061 can remain hot and 

bright for hundreds of billions of years is outdated. Earth is 

about 4.5 billion years old and still has a molten mantle in its 

interior, but it has cooled far beyond being able to shine, and 

even has things like mountains, a thick crust in some places, 

and oceans, along with a ~1 billion cubic kilometer iron/nickel 

core. Stars do not remain bright, large and hot in their 

youthful stages for hundreds of billions of years. They cool 

down and lose their mass by incredible proportions. By the time 

Wolf 1061 reaches ~350 million years old, it will be too cool to 

be seen strongly in the visible spectrum. It will be mostly 

visible as a brown dwarf star in the infrared spectrum, and then 

after about 1 billion years it will resemble Neptune or Uranus, 

which radiate very weakly (have much lower bolometric 

luminosities) as compared to brown dwarf stars. To say Wolf 1061 

will remain in red dwarf stages of evolution for almost as long 

as Venus's age of ~450-750 billion years,[5] means they have 

confused their math equations for reality. The WT Diagram is on 

the next page along with the references.  
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