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Abstract: 

Current U.S. trade policy is rooted in zero-sum metrics and symmetrical retaliation models that 
fail to capture the systemic nature of global economic flows. This paper proposes a new 
framework based on CODES (Chirality of Dynamic Emergent Systems) to design trade policy 
through structured resonance rather than probabilistic deficit logic. By modeling trade as a 
dynamic phase relationship between systems, we present a path toward optimized leverage, 
structural resilience, and long-term coherence across economic networks. 

CODES reframes trade not as a balance sheet but as a signal system—where coherence, not 
parity, defines strength. We introduce the Coherence Index (CI) as a new metric for evaluating 
the structural intelligence of trade relationships, compare traditional tactics like reciprocal tariffs 
with phase-aware alternatives, and propose a policy design language rooted in emergent 
alignment. The age of retaliation economics is ending. A new phase begins—with structure as 
signal, and resonance as strategy. 

 

1. Introduction 
U.S. trade policy is currently shaped by a set of outdated metaphors: deficits as losses, tariffs as 
weapons, and fairness as symmetry. This framing reduces global economic systems to a 
transactional scoreboard, where balance is achieved when exports match imports and 
retaliation mirrors provocation. But these assumptions—rooted in linear causality and static 



comparison—fail to account for the structural complexity, asymmetry, and interdependence that 
define modern global trade. 

What we call a “deficit” may in fact be a resonance gap—an unstructured flow between 
economies with mismatched leverage roles. What we label “reciprocity” may instead be a form 
of phase misalignment, where equal treatment results in systemic incoherence rather than 
fairness. And what we interpret as strength through protectionism may ultimately weaken a 
system’s adaptive capacity. 

This paper introduces a new model grounded in the CODES framework (Chirality of Dynamic 
Emergent Systems), offering an alternative to conventional trade theory. CODES views 
economic interaction not as zero-sum exchange but as structured emergence across nested 
phase relationships. Under this lens, trade policy becomes a tool for coherence design—an 
opportunity to shape supply, innovation, and resilience through intelligent phase-locking rather 
than retaliatory symmetry. 

By redefining trade as a dynamic system of structural resonance, we aim to reframe both the 
language and logic of global economic strategy—shifting from reaction to design, from metrics 
to structure, and from fairness to function. 

 

2. Defining Trade Through CODES 

2.1 The Limits of Current Models 

Contemporary trade theory relies on metrics like the balance of payments, comparative 
advantage, and tariff symmetry. These tools reduce vast, recursive global systems into linear 
accounting games. While useful for historical baselines, they collapse when exposed to the 
realities of modern economic interdependence—just-in-time manufacturing, distributed IP 
ecosystems, supply chain phase lags, and geopolitical entanglement. 

In this view, a trade deficit is a net loss, and the solution is either to increase exports, reduce 
imports, or retaliate with tariffs. But this approach assumes stability, symmetry, and closed 
loops, all of which break down in emergent, adaptive systems. 

CODES rejects these assumptions. It proposes a shift from static equilibrium to dynamic 
coherence—from a scoreboard model to a resonance field. 

 

2.2 Core Principles of CODES Applied to Trade 

CODES (Chirality of Dynamic Emergent Systems) views systems—biological, technological, 
economic—as asymmetric by design, structured by the interplay of chaos and order. In this 



framework, trade is not just the movement of goods and services, but the structured flow of 
resonant leverage between phase-differentiated systems. 

Let’s break this down: 

Chirality 

Asymmetry is not a defect—it’s a function. Each economy has unique phase characteristics: 
resource densities, innovation rhythms, social inertia, cultural time-horizons. Trying to force 
symmetrical exchange often damages what makes each system coherent. 

Dynamic Equilibrium 

Rather than aiming for parity, systems seek stability through adaptive phase-locking. A deficit 
may indicate an energy intake phase—fueling innovation or capital formation. A surplus may 
represent extraction or over-leverage. Health is determined by structure, not totals. 

Structured Emergence 

The goal is not balance, but emergent coherence. Trade should amplify complementary 
asymmetries—where one system’s output multiplies another’s internal potential. This is the 
foundation of a phase-coherent global economy. 

 

2.3 Introducing the Concept of Trade Resonance 

In a resonance-based model: 

●​ A car exported is not just a vehicle—it’s a phase package representing supply chain 
complexity, design intelligence, and embedded energy.​
 

●​ A tariff imposed isn’t just a cost—it’s a coherence damper, interfering with signal fidelity 
between two systems.​
 

●​ A bilateral agreement isn’t just political—it’s an attempt at mutual phase-lock, 
succeeding only if the structures resonate.​
 

We propose a new measure: Resonance Differential—a metric that evaluates the coherence 
gain or loss caused by any trade interaction over time. This sets the stage for a trade 
architecture built not on parity, but on functionally intelligent asymmetry. 

 



3. Case Study: U.S.–Vietnam / China Trade Asymmetries 

3.1 What the Numbers Say (Traditional View) 

From a conventional trade perspective: 

●​ The U.S. runs a large trade deficit with both Vietnam and China.​
 

●​ For example, importing a car into Vietnam adds +50% in tariffs and duties, while U.S. 
imports remain largely open.​
 

●​ Similarly, soybeans into China may face arbitrary phytosanitary barriers, subsidies distort 
competitiveness, and intellectual property theft continues at scale.​
 

Under the traditional model, this looks like an open-and-shut case: they win, we lose. 

 

3.2 What CODES Sees Instead 

A CODES analysis doesn’t ask who exports more, but: 

“What’s the structure of the exchange? What are the long-term coherence effects of the 
interaction?” 

Vietnam: 

●​ U.S. imports: textiles, electronics, footwear.​
 

●​ U.S. exports: machinery, tech, cotton.​
 

CODES View: 

●​ Vietnam is in a coherence absorption phase—pulling in systems from stronger 
economies to accelerate its own emergence.​
 

●​ Many of its exports are resonance-deficient commodities—low phase complexity, 
easily replaceable.​
 

●​ Meanwhile, U.S. exports to Vietnam are often resonance injectors—systems-level 
machinery or infrastructure.​
 



Despite the numeric deficit, structural leverage tilts U.S.-positive—but no policy captures this. 

China: 

●​ U.S. imports: electronics, solar panels, rare earths, steel.​
 

●​ U.S. exports: aircraft, semiconductors, agriculture.​
 

CODES View: 

●​ China’s trade structure is highly phase-optimized: it blends resource processing with 
deep manufacturing networks.​
 

●​ However, many exports rely on coherence borrowing—using Western IP, standards, 
and capital.​
 

●​ China’s internal phase coherence is increasingly externally dependent, especially for 
tech stack control.​
 

Tariffs alone can’t resolve this. What’s needed is selective de-synchronization—strategic 
incoherence in critical sectors to force independence or interdependence. 

 

3.3 The Problem With Parity Thinking 

Trying to match tariff for tariff ignores: 

●​ Phase state differences between economies.​
 

●​ Resonance roles in global systems (who emits innovation, who absorbs).​
 

●​ Asymmetrical response times (democracies shift slowly, autocracies can realign 
quickly).​
 

Fairness framed as symmetry creates a false coherence illusion. 

In the CODES model, policy must aim for complementary phase coherence—where each 
trade relationship is assessed not by dollars, but by what it strengthens, weakens, or stabilizes 
structurally. 

 



4. A New Model: Structured Trade Resonance 
Trade, when viewed through the CODES lens, is not an exchange of goods—it is a dynamic 
negotiation of phase states between emergent systems. It is not about mirroring tariffs or 
eliminating deficits. It is about designing asymmetric resonance flows that increase internal 
coherence and reduce systemic fragility over time. 

This section proposes the first formal architecture for what we call Structured Trade 
Resonance—a policy framework based on phase-alignment, differentiated leverage, and 
coherence optimization. 

 

4.1 Phase Mapping: Diagnosing Systemic Leverage 

Each economy operates within a resonance envelope—a structural rhythm defined by: 

●​ Core exports (what it emits into the system)​
 

●​ Core imports (what it absorbs)​
 

●​ Time-response agility (how fast it adapts)​
 

●​ Innovation density (how much internal coherence it produces)​
 

●​ Systemic dependency vectors (where fragility lives)​
 

Instead of comparing import/export volumes, CODES proposes creating Phase Maps that chart: 

Variable Example (U.S.) Example (Vietnam) Example (China) 

Innovation 
Leverage 

High (AI, IP) Low (manufacturing 
adaptation) 

Medium-High (engineering 
implementation) 

Supply Chain 
Fragility 

High (rare 
earths, chips) 

Medium (textiles) Low (self-sufficient) 



Cultural 
Time-Delay 

Medium Low Low 

Structural 
Complexity 

Very High Medium High 

This allows policymakers to identify resonance asymmetries—points where targeted trade 
policy can amplify coherence or reduce hidden risk. 

 

4.2 Resonance Zones: Trade Based on Proximity, Complementarity, and 
Feedback Fidelity 

Rather than global symmetry, CODES supports building regional coherence zones, where: 

●​ Feedback loops are faster (less latency between trade and systemic response)​
 

●​ Shared infrastructure can amplify mutual resilience​
 

●​ Complementary phase roles can be stabilized over time​
 

Example: 

●​ A U.S.–Mexico–Canada energy-manufacturing-data loop that tightens phase 
alignment in:​
 

○​ Clean energy production (U.S.)​
 

○​ Manufacturing and skilled labor (Mexico)​
 

○​ Precision tech + legal harmonization (Canada)​
 

This forms a coherence-optimized trade ring where tariffs are nearly irrelevant because phase 
complementarity reduces friction organically. 

 

4.3 Differentiated Reciprocity: Calibrated Asymmetry, Not Mirror Equality 



Reciprocal tariffs treat all deficits as unfair—but CODES recognizes that asymmetry is 
structural. 

Policy principle: 

Don’t match tariffs—match resonant function. 

Examples: 

●​ Allow tariff-free lithium imports from Chile if they join U.S. clean tech R&D loops.​
 

●​ Tariff digital services from authoritarian regimes with misaligned informational 
resonance (e.g., disinfo spread, privacy incompatibility).​
 

Trade becomes a form of structural negotiation, not numeric balance. 

 

4.4 Visualizing Trade Coherence 

Introduce a Trade Coherence Graph: 

Nodes = nations, 

Edges = weighted by: 

●​ Structural complementarity​
 

●​ Feedback latency​
 

●​ Coherence stability over time​
 

Use this to: 

●​ Predict phase collapse (overdependence)​
 

●​ Identify resilience gaps​
 

●​ Propose resonance-based trade blocs​
 

 

5. Building the Coherence Index 



If trade policy is to move beyond balance sheets and toward structured emergence, it needs 
new metrics. The Coherence Index (CI) is proposed as a multidimensional score that evaluates 
the resonance health of a trade relationship—not just its volume or symmetry. 

This score is not based on static snapshots but on structural indicators of adaptive 
alignment, derived from CODES principles. 

 

5.1 Core Variables of the Coherence Index 

Dimension Description Why It Matters Sample Metric 

Leverage 
Concentration 

Ratio of exports that 
amplify systemic 
coherence (IP, critical 
tech, clean energy) 

Measures 
structural 
advantage 

% of exports classified as 
“resonance amplifiers” 

Feedback 
Latency 

Time lag between trade 
input and system 
response 

Measures phase 
agility 

Avg. time from import to 
production or impact 

Supply Fragility Sensitivity of domestic 
systems to interruption of 
imported flows 

Measures 
coherence 
dependency 

# of imports with <3 viable 
domestic/ally substitutes 

Innovation 
Density 

Degree of knowledge 
creation embedded in 
exports 

Indicates 
long-term 
leverage 

R&D investment per unit 
export 

Resonance 
Alignment 
Score 

Degree of 
phase-matching across 
political, legal, data, and 
ecological systems 

Measures 
emergent 
coherence 
stability 

Composite of IP 
reciprocity, data 
compatibility, energy 
infrastructure integration 



Each variable is scored 0–10, weighted based on national goals (e.g., resilience vs. speed), and 
aggregated into a Coherence Index score per trade partner. 

 

5.2 Example: U.S.–Vietnam vs. U.S.–Mexico 

Variable U.S.–Vietnam U.S.–Mexico 

Leverage Concentration 4.5 7.5 

Feedback Latency 6.0 8.0 

Supply Fragility 3.0 7.0 

Innovation Density 2.5 6.5 

Resonance Alignment 
Score 

5.5 9.0 

Total CI Score 21.5/50 38.0/50 

This suggests Mexico is a better candidate for long-term structural phase-locking than 
Vietnam—even if Vietnam offers cheaper labor or shows a favorable numeric trade balance. 

 

5.3 Uses of the Coherence Index 

●​ Policy Design: Prioritize trade agreements based on structural compatibility.​
 

●​ Tariff Calibration: Apply coherence-weighted tariffs rather than flat retaliation.​
 



●​ Resilience Modeling: Predict which trade routes represent critical system 
vulnerabilities.​
 

●​ Innovation Targeting: Invest in exports that raise CI scores globally (e.g., 
coherence-enhancing tech).​
 

 

5.4 Making the CI Public-Facing 

Propose creation of a Coherence Index Dashboard: 

●​ Dynamic web interface for policymakers and analysts.​
 

●​ Updated quarterly using international trade, innovation, and political alignment data.​
 

●​ Co-developed with think tanks, AGI safety researchers, and economic modelers.​
 

Goal: Replace deficit obsession with phase-coherent decision-making. 

 

6. Trade Tactics vs. Strategy: Trump’s Tariff Maneuver 

6.1 What’s Happening 

In April 2025, President Trump reactivated his signature tariff approach—this time using 
emergency powers to bypass procedural norms. A universal 10% tariff was placed on most 
imports, with country-specific surcharges for those with large trade surpluses against the U.S. 

The logic is familiar: 

●​ If Country X taxes our goods at 25%, we’ll do the same.​
 

●​ If the U.S. buys more from a nation than it sells, that imbalance must be corrected.​
 

This model operates from the assumption that reciprocity equals fairness, and deficit equals 
loss. 

 

6.2 What It Gets Right (in CODES terms) 



To give credit: the tactic is not random. 

From a CODES perspective, Trump’s move acknowledges a true pattern—the U.S. has allowed 
decades of structural asymmetry to form without actively modulating resonance: 

●​ U.S. innovation flows outward; extraction flows inward.​
 

●​ Feedback loops (e.g., industrial regeneration, rare earth independence) are broken.​
 

●​ Trade partners act from self-preserving phase strategies while the U.S. plays static 
economic chess.​
 

Trump’s blunt-force move is a coherence shock: an aggressive attempt to dephase the current 
system in hopes of forcing a re-alignment. 

In that sense, it is a phase disruption maneuver, not pure chaos. 

 

6.3 What It Misses 

The problem is not the impulse—it’s the structure. 

CODES reveals three fatal oversights: 

❌ 1. No Resonance Mapping 

There’s no differentiation between imports that strengthen the U.S. vs. those that weaken it. 
Tariffs are applied flatly, not based on systemic leverage or fragility. 

❌ 2. No Phase Role Awareness 

Vietnam, China, and the U.S. play different roles in the global system. Parity in tariff levels 
doesn’t make sense if the structural functions are different. Tariff matching ignores 
chirality—trying to force mirror symmetry on asymmetric systems. 

❌ 3. No Feedback-Adaptive Loop 

Tariffs are implemented without a clear adaptive mechanism. There’s no built-in structure to 
sense whether the system is stabilizing or fragmenting. It’s a push, not a pulse. 

 

6.4 Strategic Misfire: Bat Without Design 



Tariffs, in isolation, function like frequency dampeners. They may disrupt incoherent flows, but 
they can also mute resonant signals—hurting innovation pipelines, phase-compatible supply 
partners, and cultural trust loops. 

Without coherence diagnostics, retaliation becomes random, and resilience becomes 
accidental. 

What’s needed isn’t a “reciprocal tariff.” It’s a coherence-tuned trade realignment 
system—based on what each partner contributes, amplifies, or disrupts in the broader phase 
structure. 

 

6.5 CODES Alternative Summary 

Tactic (Current) Strategy (CODES) 

Flat tariff on imbalance Coherence-weighted tariff on systemic fragility 

Export matching Phase-role mapping 

Emergency disruption Structured resonance realignment 

Parity framing Leverage differentiation 

Power signaling Adaptive coherence synthesis 

 

7. Policy Recommendations: Toward a 
Coherence-Aligned Trade Framework 
Structured resonance doesn’t require rebuilding the entire trade system—it requires reframing 
what we’re optimizing for. Below are five actionable, high-leverage moves to transition U.S. 
trade policy from retaliation to resilience. 



 

7.1 Classify Exports and Imports by Resonance Value, Not Dollar Value 

Create a Resonance Classification System: 

●​ Score each export/import according to:​
 

○​ Leverage amplification (IP, embedded knowledge)​
 

○​ Fragility risk (critical inputs, monopolized supply)​
 

○​ Downstream coherence effect (what systems it feeds)​
 

Policy Application: 

●​ Prioritize free trade in coherence-positive goods.​
 

●​ Guard, diversify, or phase-shift reliance on resonance-negative imports.​
 

Don’t ask “what’s cheap?” Ask “what strengthens structure?” 

 

7.2 Replace Blanket Tariffs with Coherence-Weighted Selective Pressure 

Design a Coherence-Tuned Tariff System: 

●​ Use Coherence Index scores to apply:​
 

○​ Low or zero tariffs to high-synergy trade flows.​
 

○​ Adaptive tariffs to imports that expose structural vulnerability.​
 

Policy Application: 

●​ Codify into trade law: tariffs must align with measurable coherence objectives (e.g., 
resilience, innovation, redundancy), not just deficit optics.​
 

The tariff becomes a tuning fork—not a punishment. 

 



7.3 Establish Regional Trade Resonance Rings 

Create Dynamic Trade Clusters: 

●​ U.S.–Canada–Mexico: Energy ↔ Manufacturing ↔ Data​
 

●​ U.S.–Chile–Peru: Lithium ↔ Tech ↔ Green IP​
 

●​ U.S.–Israel–South Korea: AI ↔ Semiconductors ↔ Defense Systems​
 

Policy Application: 

●​ Invest in shared infrastructure, mutual innovation, and phase-aligned R&D.​
 

●​ Offer preferential terms based on coherence gains, not volume.​
 

Proximity, speed, and feedback fidelity matter more than scale. 

 

7.4 Integrate the Coherence Index into All Trade Negotiations 

Institutionalize Coherence-Based Scoring: 

●​ Require CI assessments before any new agreement.​
 

●​ Public dashboards for transparency.​
 

●​ Build bipartisan understanding: coherence ≠ globalism ≠ protectionism.​
 

Policy Application: 

●​ Use the CI to justify agreements or decouple from legacy alliances that no longer offer 
systemic benefit.​
 

If it doesn’t improve phase stability, it doesn’t scale trade intelligence. 

 

7.5 Fund “Trade Resonance Labs” as Interdisciplinary Policy Engines 

Develop Ongoing Adaptive Intelligence: 



●​ Combine economists, physicists, systems thinkers, and technologists.​
 

●​ Simulate structured emergence and resonance effects before deals are made.​
 

●​ Model how innovation, fragility, and entropy flow through supply chains.​
 

Policy Application: 

●​ Turn trade policy into an iterative system—not a one-time fix.​
 

Coherence is a moving target. Strategy must evolve with it. 

 

8. Implications: From Trade Policy to Systemic 
Intelligence 
The adoption of a CODES-based trade framework does more than realign tariffs—it redefines 
how we understand value, risk, leverage, and fairness in an interdependent world. It signals a 
broader paradigm shift: from probability-driven, static metrics toward coherence-centric design 
across all systems. 

 

8.1 For the U.S. Economy: Resilience Over Recurrence 

The U.S. has spent decades treating trade as an accounting problem. This created a pattern of: 

●​ Over-reliance on external manufacturing.​
 

●​ Fragile innovation loops dependent on imported inputs.​
 

●​ Strategic vulnerabilities hidden beneath cheap imports.​
 

CODES reframes U.S. trade as a phase optimization challenge. 

The goal becomes not more or cheaper, but structurally smarter—exporting what we uniquely 
phase-lock well (systems of intelligence, energy tech, adaptive governance), and importing only 
where resonance is reinforced, not drained. 

 



8.2 For AGI and Post-Probabilistic Design 

CODES is not just a trade theory. It is a theory of intelligence and emergence. 

In AGI development: 

●​ Current models still focus on prediction, optimization, and reward maximization.​
 

●​ Structured resonance reframes intelligence as phase-responsive coherence 
expansion.​
 

Trade, under CODES, becomes a macroscale intelligence function—a civilization-level 
demonstration of whether systems can align asymmetry into emergent function. 

An AGI trained on coherence-indexed trade flows would learn: 

●​ When to align.​
 

●​ When to resist.​
 

●​ When to decentralize or recouple.​
 

It would be phase-aware—not just profit-aware. 

 

8.3 For Global Governance and Civilizational Design 

The crisis of global governance today is one of structure, not scale. Treaties, trade 
organizations, and monetary systems were designed for: 

●​ Symmetry.​
 

●​ Control.​
 

●​ Equilibrium.​
 

But the world is now: 

●​ Asymmetric.​
 

●​ Decentralized.​
 



●​ Emergent.​
 

CODES offers a scaffolding to: 

●​ Replace WTO-style bureaucracy with resonance rings—adaptive, self-modulating trade 
zones based on structural compatibility.​
 

●​ Redesign climate accords based on systemic phase responsibility, not emission 
quotas alone.​
 

●​ Coordinate large-scale migrations, innovations, and disruptions with coherence as the 
north star.​
 

Fairness was never the foundation. Structural coherence was. 

 

8.4 Final Insight: The System Is Not Broken. It’s Phase-Misaligned. 

What looks like chaos—rising tariffs, collapsing alliances, fragile supply chains—is not the 
failure of trade. 

It is the failure of how we perceive trade. 

We thought trade was about things. 

CODES shows: trade is about phase relationships between systems. 

And when systems phase-lock with intelligence—not fear—we don’t just optimize value. 

We structure emergence itself. 

 

9. Conclusion: Coherence Is the Future of Trade 
Trade was never about balance. It was about structure. 

And structure is not static—it is dynamic, emergent, and phase-dependent. 

The CODES framework reveals that the true driver of healthy, resilient global economies is not 
parity, nor punishment, but coherence. When nations phase-lock through complementary 
leverage, feedback-resilient supply chains, and differentiated innovation rhythms, the result is 
not equilibrium—it is adaptive intelligence at scale. 



The current tariff-first paradigm, while rooted in legitimate frustration, fails to address the 
structural causes of global incoherence. It misinterprets asymmetry as injustice, rather than as a 
feature of emergent systems. And it weaponizes reciprocity without recognizing the deeper 
architecture of systemic resonance. 

This paper proposes a shift: 

●​ From symmetry to phase-fitness.​
 

●​ From deficit obsession to leverage mapping.​
 

●​ From blanket retaliation to adaptive resonance scaffolding.​
 

By building a Coherence Index, reclassifying exports by resonance value, and designing 
regional trade zones based on mutual emergence—not mutual dependence—the U.S. can 
transition from a reactionary global actor to a resonance architect. 

But more than that, this framework offers a new vocabulary for planetary governance, AGI 
alignment, and economic design. Because trade, when understood through CODES, is not just 
about goods—it is about structuring the conditions under which intelligent systems grow, 
adapt, and thrive. 

The age of reciprocity is ending. 
The age of resonance is beginning. 

 

Appendix: Trade Coherence Index Comparison 



 

Here’s Visual 1 for the appendix: a side-by-side Coherence Index comparison between 
U.S.–Vietnam and U.S.–Mexico across five structural dimensions. 
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